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The Research Problem and Relevance

The essence of hunting as a historical phenomenon cannot be defined only in the
economic aspect. In the Middle Ages and in the Early Modern Period, it was a multi-
faceted symbiotic relationship, combining both the daily life of the Grand Duke of
Lithuania and the economic life of the state and even foreign policy, as well as partially
shaping the image of a sovereign and legitimating his power. Meanwhile, till now, the
socioeconomic, sociopolitical and mental aspects of the hunting economy (and of this
entertainment) of the ruler of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania (hereinafter, GDL) are being
investigated in a sporadic and heterogeneous manner, which raises many questions that
require a thorough study of sources and historiography. Lithuanian historiography lacks a
comprehensive approach to the ruler’s hunting economy and the concept of hunting and
to the place of this entertainment in the ruler’s manor life in general.

The comprehensive study of hunting of the GDL’s ruler supplements the context
of the history of the whole economy of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the ruler’s
everyday life. The dissertation provides a deep study of the history of legitimating the
administration of hunting economy, comparing it with similar processes that took place in
Western European countries. For this reason, this research fills in a historiographical gap
on the plane of comparative studies, since the applied comparative analysis enables to look
beyond the boundaries of the GDL and this way purify the specificity of the protection of
the ruler’s hunting economy in the GDL and, at the same time, of its concept. Namely for
this reason, the analysis of the hunting law in the said aspect of two states that were close
to the GDL — the Kingdom of Poland and the Holy Roman Empire — becomes particularly
relevant. The selection of the states for the research is not accidental. Their importance is
based on close political and cultural ties!, which lasted for long centuries. It is also
important to point out that in the historiography of Western Europe, it is maintained that
the German hunting law in the Early Modern Period was the most refined and
sophisticated. The latter is to be treated as the one that made the greatest influence on the

hunting law of other Western European states?.

! Kiaupiené J., Luksaité I. Lietuvos istorija. Verzli naujyjy laiky pradzia. T. V. Vilnius. Baltos lankos. 2013. P. 54 —
66, 106 — 117 etc.

2 Michael L. W. The history of German Game Administration//Forest Conservation History. Vol. 14., No. 3 (Oct.).,
1970.P. 7.



In this dissertation, probably for the first time in historiography, hunting economy
of the ruler of the GDL is viewed as a separate, somewhat decentralized macro-world,
which is separated from forestry and has a specific but flexible structure and its
maintenance schemes, regulated by state laws. Another novelty is that in the dissertation
the hunting macro-world (hunting economy of the ruler of the GDL in the general sense)
is separated from the micro-world of the GDL’s ruler; i.e., from the officers of the ruler’s
hunting economy, who formed a separate sociopolitical contingent of the ruler’s manor,
united by recreational hunting of the ruler of the GDL. Other problem sections disclosed
in the dissertation also give relevance to the research. These are: material provision for
hunting of the ruler of the GDL, hunting and diplomacy in the environment of the ruler of
the GDL, the significance of hunting in the context of preparation for military campaigns.
The reconstruction of the ruler’s hunting ceremonial and mental perception of the hunting
phenomenon are a particularly popular research trend in Western historiography,
especially in the United States, but there is no comprehensive approach to the above-
mentioned research aspects in Lithuania so far; therefore, the problems analyzed in the
dissertation are one of the first attempts to comprehensively look at hunting of the ruler of
the GDL not only through the socioeconomic but also through sociopolitical and mental
prisms.

The disclosure of the phenomenon of hunting requires interdisciplinary research,
since in many cases the information found in historical sources is insufficient for
disclosing the problems of the topic. The research on the hunting history requires from a
researcher at least minimal knowledge of archaeology, art history, zoology, ornithology
and arboristics. For this reason, the issues of forest and hunting history are mostly explored
by representatives of natural sciences. Although cultural ecology is a popular research
trend in Western historiography, it does not gain popularity in Lithuania and interest is
taken in the possibilities of such research only in recent years. In Poland, Eva Domanska®
made a major contribution to the dissemination of non-anthropocentric paradigm in the
history science. This “post-humanistic” research approach allows us to look at nature, flora
and fauna as independent research objects, often choosing human-nature interaction as a

research field. E. Domanska states that there are no strict clichés of thinking in this field

3 Domanska E. Beyond Antropocentrism in Historical Studies//Historein. T. 10(2010). S. 118-130.

6



of research, but research on cultural ecology analyzes human relation with living nature,
and the choice of this approach is not just a wish to follow the latest historiographical
fashions*. According to the author, this is a forward-looking ethical choice. The only
synthesis in Lithuanian historiography investigating the history of the hunting of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania is G. Isokas’ book “Lietuvos giriy ir medzioklés istorija™ (“The
History of Lithuanian Forests and Hunting”), but this is far from a scientific work.
Probably one of the first scientific publications dedicated to the disclosure of various
aspects of society-nature interaction is the text written in the 3" volume of “Lietuvos
istorija” (“The History of Lithuania”) by Artiiras Dubonis®. The problems of the interaction
between the society and nature (but in the later period) were also analyzed by G.

Sliesoritinas’.

Research Object

The object of the dissertation is the phenomenon of hunting of the GDL’s ruler: one
of its most important components being the formation and development of hunting
economy of the GDL’s ruler, more precisely, its organization and expansion, material
provision, hunting forms and ceremonial, and the dissemination of the phenomenon of
hunting in the environment of the ruler of the GDL. Another notional component of the
object of the dissertation is the officers and support staff of hunting economy of the Grand

Duke of Lithuania and their functions.
Chronological Limits

The period from the beginning of the 15" century till the second half of the 16™
century (1572) was chosen not accidentally. Alongside with activation of state-building
processes and formation of hunting economy, the ruler of the GDL began to take care of

administration and maintenance of the latter. Thus, despite the fact that the chronology of

4 lbidem. P. 120.

5 Isokas G. Lietuvos giriy ir medzioklés istorija. Vilnius. 2006.

® Dubonis A. Pirmieji du Lietuvos §imtmeg¢iai. Geografiné, geopolitiné, geokultiiriné aplinka. Gyventojai// Lietuvos
istorija. XIII a. — 1585 m. Baronas D., Dubonis A., Petrauskas R. T. 3. Vilnius. Baltos lankos. 2011. P. 19-240.

7 Sliesoriiinas G. Lietuvos istorija. Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaikstystés istorija XVI a. pab. — XVIII a. pradzioje
(1588-1733). Vilnius. Lietuvos istorijos instituto leidykla. 2015. P. 111-118.
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the genesis of hunting economy of the Grand Duke of Lithuania is earlier, the lack of
sources determined to relate the beginning of the research to the 15" century.

We will maintain that the final limit of the research is the second half of the 16"
century, more precisely, year 1572, since the death of the last representative of the
Jagiellonian Dynasty, Sigismund Augustus, directly affected all aforementioned aspects
of hunting economy of the ruler of the GDL. Namely under the rule of the Jagiellonians,
the hunting grounds stretching in the GDL were also their patrimonies, providing hunting
pleasures and not only economic benefit; therefore, both the administration of these
territories and their treatment on a mental plane after Sigismund Augustus’ death was
undoubtedly changing. In addition, consolidation of elective rulers, the country’s
complicated international situation in the 17" century greatly influenced the life of the
whole state. Exhausting wars required a lot of resources, and forestry of the GDL’s ruler
became an important source of supplementing the Treasury®. It is evident that forestry
economy was closely related to hunting economy; therefore, the latter also underwent
significant changes. The changed approach of the Grand Duke of Lithuania towards forest
administration was changing the organization of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler
formed until then (in the 15"-16™ centuries). However, naturally, we will not avoid
excursuses to earlier and later periods, as some sources providing useful information about
the GDL ruler’s hunting economy in the 15™- 16" centuries (year 1572) are from the earlier

(i.e., the 14" century) or later (i.e., the 17" century) period.
Research Methods

Using analytical, retrospective, comparative and prosopographic research methods,
we will analyze and critically evaluate the sources. We will also summarize and
supplement the scientific research carried out until now, related to the socioeconomic,
sociopolitical and mental aspects of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler in the 15M-16"

centuries.

8 (A. Tyla, who studied the Treasury of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the second half of the 16" century-the middle
of the 17" century, states: “The operation of forests was like a kind of state money-box, which could be used for
solution of suddenly emerging immediate financial problems™.) Tyla A. Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaikstystés izdas
XVI a. antroje puséje — XVII a. vidurys. Vilnius. 2012. P. 184.
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The Aim and Objectives of the Dissertation

The research aim is to investigate the socioeconomic, sociopolitical and mental aspects
of the phenomenon of hunting in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the 15"-16™ centuries
(year 1572). To achieve this aim, the following objectives are raised: 1) To carry out a
comparative analysis of legitimating the administration of hunting economy of the Holy
Roman Empire, the Kingdom of Poland and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the statute
books and legal documents. 2) To analyze the structure of the hunting macro-world of the
ruler of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the 15"-16'" centuries (year 1572) and to identify
the typology of its constituent objects. To identify the location of the hunting manors and
hunting grounds of the GDL’s ruler. The disclosure of these matters enables to better
understand the structure of hunting economy of the ruler of the GDL and envisage its
characteristic features. 3) To investigate the formation of the system of officers
administering and maintaining hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler, which had to ensure
the Grand Duke’s successful hunts and guarantee smooth activities of hunting economy.
4) To identify the contingent of officers and of peasants subordinated to them for hunting
services, making up the micro-world of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler. 5) To
identify main functions of hunting officers while maintaining, providing and developing
hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler and organizing the Grand Duke’s hunts, to investigate
the influence of these positions on the further political career. 6) To disclose the principles
of the material provision system for hunting of the GDL’s ruler. 7) To investigate the
importance of hunting in the context of state diplomacy. 8) To identify the importance and
concept of hunting of the GDL’s ruler in the 15"-16™ centuries. 9) To investigate the
mental image of the forest and hunting in the ruling elite’s consciousness in the 15"-16"
centuries. 10) To investigate and reconstruct the recreational hunting ceremonial of the
Grand Duke of Lithuania and its significance in the contexts of the state foreign policy and

training for war.
Concepts and Terms Used in the Dissertation

The macro-world of hunting of the GDL’s ruler — the whole of constituent objects of

hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler: the areas of various forest types and forests, hunting



grounds, game drives and administrative units of hunting — hunting manors as well as
huntable fauna.

The micro-world of hunting of the GDL’s ruler — the whole of the officers and peasants,
subordinate to them and occupying hunting positions, who maintained the macro-world of
hunting of the GDL’s ruler, as well as the contingent of the ruler’s manor, responsible for
recreational hunts of the ruler of the GDL.

The hunting regalia is an exclusive right of the sovereign or noble to hunt big beasts.
Hunting monopoly is the ruler’s right to manage a specific area of hunting economy, for
example, breeding of wisents and their hunting.

The hunting manor of the GDL’s ruler is the residences of the GDL’s ruler which “served”
as hunting manors during hunts, as well as manors established only for hunts (i.e., objects
of both types), which functioned as hunting manors during the ruler’s concrete and
repeated hunts; in this research are treated as the hunting economy units of the ruler of the
GDL.

Hunting economy is the macro-world that formed in the 14"-16™ centuries, the operation
principles of which are regulated by laws protecting the ruler’s hunting interests, which
encompasses hunting property and fauna existing in the ruler’s domain, the movable and
immovable hunting architecture, the hunting officers of the manor and peasants occupying
hunting positions, necessary for the provision of the ruler’s hunt.

Hunting grounds (Latin venacionibus, Ruthenian rosel, nosuwa, Polish fowy) are legally
and administratively defined territories belonging to the ruler or nobles, in which hunts
were organized, and where peasants, who belonged to the ruler or nobles and occupied
special hunting positions, fulfilled their obligations to the manor.

The game drive (Ruthenian ocmynw) is a territory of forest, marsh or field, varying in size,
distinguished within the hunting grounds, which could be of two types: natural, which,
due to natural conditions and abundance of food, was liked by beasts and birds (therefore,

drive hunting would take place there); or formed by the human economic activity.
Historiography

Until the 19" century, the problems of the organization and development of the

hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler were treated not as an object of scientific-historical
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research, worthy of in-depth analysis, but rather as an economic, administrative and
recreational component of daily life of the nobles, which does not have deeper historical
“roots”. The first attempts to tackle the issues of the organization and development of
hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler in the scientific literature were made only in the first
half of the 19" century. In historiography, various approaches of scientists to the said topic
can be distinguished.

The economic aspect. So far, the issues of the organization and development of
hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler have not yet been investigated in the scientific
literature, but there are a number of works of historians that generally discuss the economy
of the GDL’s ruler, often addressing the problems of forestry and hunting economy. In
this context, a particularly great contribution to the above-mentioned research was made
by the historians who wrote about the economy of the GDL (M. Dovnar-Zapolskis®, W.
Kamieniecki'®, V. Pigeta'?, O. Hedemann'?, J. Totoraitis®®). In the second part of the 20%"
century a clear interest of the emigration in the history of the GDL’s forestry and hunting
economy is observed. In the seventh decade of the 20™ century, the works of even several
different authors related to the said topic were published in the USA (A. Rukuiza'4, V.
Zemaitis'®, Z. lvinskis!®).

A solid monograph dedicated to the manors of Sigismund Augustus in Podlaskie
was published by Polish historian J. Maroszek'’. The most exhaustive monograph
dedicated to the discussion of hunts organized by Piasts and Jagiellonians in Poland?® is
the work of A. Samsonowicz. This monograph is a supplemented publication of a book
with the same title published in 1991. A. Samsonowicz analyzes the problems of research
on the history of hunting and terminology, hunted fauna and the specificity of organizing

hunting economy in Poland in the 10™-16" century. Critically assessed historiography and

® JlosHap — 3anonbckuit M. TocynapcTBenHoe X03s1iicTBO Benukoro kussxectsa Jlutosckoro npu Arennonax. Kues.
1901; naujausias fotograf. leidimas: Munck. 2009.

10 Kamieniecki W. Rozwoj wlasnoéci na Litwe w dobie przed I Statutem. Krakow. 1914.

1 Tuuera B. 1. Arpapnas pepopma Curuzmynna — Asrycra B JIutoecko — Pycckom rocynapctee. Mocksa. 1958.

12 Hedemann O. Dawne puszcze | wody. Wilno. 1934,

13 Totoraitis J. Siiduvos Suvalkijos istorija. T. 1. Antrasis leidimas. Marijampolé. 2003.

14 Rukuiza A. Lietuvos migkai ir jy likimas. USA. 1963.

15 Zemaitis V. Pietiné Lietuva G. Valavi¢iaus 1559 mety Lietuvos giriy aprasyme. Cikaga. 1964.

18 |vinskis Z. Grigaliaus Valavigiaus ,,Giriy revizija“ ir Lietuvos didziyjy giriy sunykimo priezastys// Zemaitis V.
Pietiné Lietuva G. Valavi¢iaus 1559 mety Lietuvos giriy apragyme. Cikaga. 1964. P. 31 — 35.

1" Maroszek J. Pogranicze Litwy i Korony w planach kréla Zygmunta Augusta. Bialystok. 2000.

18 Samsonowicz A. Lowiectwo w Polsce Piastow i Jagiellonow. Warszawa. 2011.
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sources enable the author to make extensive comparisons and generalizations. However,
the narrative is oriented to the realia of Poland; therefore, the text discloses the model of
hunting economy organization system namely of this country, which can become a great
source for comparisons, conducting an adequate research on hunting economy of the
GDL’s ruler.

The legal aspect. The legal regulation of forestry and the protection of wildlife in
the GDL were investigated by law historians (S. Vansevi¢ius'®, J. Machovenko?®). Works
that analyze the development processes of the hunting law of the Holy Roman Empire,
which enable to conduct a comparative study, should be mentioned separately. The genesis
of the hunting law of the Holy Roman Empire and its development are most exhaustively
presented by L. W. Michael?!, but investigations of K. Eckhardt?? and K. Stieglitz?®, which
enable going deep into the development of the meanings of legal concepts, are also of
particular relevance for the research.

The recreational aspect. One more approach to the issues of organization and
development of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler in historiography is noticed in the
context of research on daily life, when the research object is not the economic but
recreational aspect. So far, there have not been any separate monographs in Lithuanian
historiography revealing the picture of hunting as an entertainment of the nobles in the
15"-16" centuries; therefore, the articles of historians and comments of the publications
of scientific sources dedicated to the research on the history of the daily life of the GDL
(R. Capaité , J. Maroszek , R. Petrauskas , D, Antanavicius , T. Veteikis , G. Mickunaité,

R. Ragauskien¢ ) become particularly relevant to our research.

19 Vansevicius S. Migky iikio teisinis reguliavimas ir gyviinijos apsauga feodalinéje Lietuvoje// Socialistiné teisé. Nr.
4.1974.P. 52 - 54,

20 Machovenko J. Misky teisiné apsauga Lietuvos Statutuose// Teisé. Vilnius. Nr. 86. 2013. P. 7 — 19;
Machovenko J. Laukinés gyviinijos teisiné apsauga Lietuvos Statutuose — vieSojo ar privataus intereso gynimas? I§
Nepriklausomos Lietuvos teisés: praeitis, dabartis ir ateitis. Recenzuoty moksliniy straipsniy rinkinys: Liber
Amicorum profesoriui Jonui Prapiesciui. Vilnius. Vilniaus universiteto Teisés fakulteto Alumni draugija. 2012. P.
585-595.

2L Michael L. W. The history of German Game Administration//Forest Conservation History. Vol. 14., No. 3 (Oct.).,
1970. P. 6 — 16.

22 Eckhardt K. Pactus Legis Salicae. Gottingen: Musterschmidt — Verlag. 1954.

23 Stieglitz Christian. Geschichtliche Darstellung der Eigenthumsverhiltnisse an Wald und Jagd in Deutschland von
den dltesten Zeiten bis zur Ausbildung der Landeshoheit. Leipzig. Verlag Brockhaus F. A. 1832. P. 24.
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The prosopographical aspect. Various works, investigating the officers of the
manor of the GDL’s ruler, their functions, changes in self-awareness (l. Lappo?*, R.
Petrauskas?®) are also relevant for the research. Another group of publications — the lists
of officers of the GDL — is of particular importance for the research, studying the
organization of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler, as maintenance of the Grand Duke’s
hunting economy could not function properly without them.

The context of research on local history. Issues and problems of organization and
development of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler are also reflected, often in a
fragmented manner, in the studies on local history (R. Ragauskiené?®) and in the works of
naturalists and geographers, dedicated to separate regions of Lithuania (A. Brukas?’, F.
Kavoliutée?).

Itineraries. Itineraries of the rulers of the GDL, prepared by scientists?®, distinguish
themselves by their importance for the research. These works enable us to investigate the
mobility of the Grand Duke’s manor, to find out the time intervals separating the hunts of

the ruler of the GDL, and his main routes.
Sources

The dissertation employs published and unpublished sources stored in the Archives
of Ancient Acts in Warsaw, the Lithuanian State Historical Archives, the manuscript
departments in Vilnius University Library and the Wroblewski Library of the Lithuanian

Academy of Sciences. The sources used in the dissertation can be first divided into two

24 JTanmo W. Benukoe KusxecTBo JIMTOBCKOE 3a BpeMs OThb 3akmoueHus JIroOnuHckol yHun 1o cmeptu Credana
Baropa (1569 — 1586). T. 1. C. Iletepoypr. 1901.

%5 Petrauskas R. Titulas ir valdZia: Lietuvos didZiosios Kunigaikstystés didiky savimonés poky¢iai XVI amZiaus
pirmoje puséje// Pirmasis Lietuvos Statutas ir epocha: straipsniy rinkinys. Sud. Valikonyté 1., Steponaviciené L.
Vilnius. 2005. P. 35 — 45.

% Ragauskiené R. Karalidkojo Birstono praeitis. Istoriné raida iki XIX a. Vilnius. UAB Petro ofsetas. 2004.

2" Brukas A. Kada ir kaip susiformavo didZiausias Stiduvoje misky masyvas// Gamtos paveldas. 2016. Prieiga per
internetg: http://www.ziemgala.lt/saugykla/pdf/10-brukas.pdf .

2 Kavoliuté F. Trys didZiosios krastovaizdZio kaitos Sintauty kraste. Lietuvos lokaliniai tyrimai// Lietuvos vals¢iai.
Vilnius. 2013. P. 1-32.

29 Kolankowski L. Itinerarium Zygmunta Augusta od wyjazdu z Krakowa, 1 — go sierpnia 1543 roku, do przyjazdu
do stolicy koronnej po $mierci Zygmunta I, 25 — go maja 1548 roku// Zygmunt August wielki ksigze Litwy do roku
1548. Lwow. 1913; Gasiorowski A. Itinerarium krola Zygmunta Starego 1507 — 1548. Itineraria dvu ostatnich
Jagiellonow// Studia Historyczne. R. XVI. Z. 2 (61). 1973; Neuman M., Pietkiewicz K. Lietuvos didziojo
kunigaiks¢io ir Lenkijos karaliaus Aleksandro JogailaiGio itinerariumas (1492 — 1506 m. rugpjitis)// Lietuvos
istorijos metrastis. 1995. Vilnius. 1996.; Wrede M. Itinerarium krola Stefana Batorego 1576 — 1586. Warszawa. 2010;
Pietkiewicz K. Itinerarium Krola Aleksandra Jagiellonczyka 1492—-1506. Warszawa. 2016.
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groups: written unpublished and published, and iconographic. According to the type, the
first ones can be subdivided into economic, narrative, normative (administrative type)
documents. The first group includes account books of the manor of the rulers of the GDL,
which provide although very fragmented but meticulous and irreplaceable information
about the material provision, organization of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler, officers
of hunting economy and hunt personnel. The information in the account books of the
manor enables to trace the itinerarium of the ruler’s hunts. True, it is difficult to apply the
statistical method due to fragmentary information. Due to different units of measurement
and their approximate values, adding up of large and long-term data would result in an
undue error. Therefore, the dissertation uses systematized material found in the sources of
this type. Another group of solitary sources, which is relevant investigating the positions
of the hunts of the GDL’s ruler are the ruler’s letters, private documents of the nobles®’.

The reminiscences of Vladislav Zakhorsky3!, stored in the Lithuanian State
Historical Archives, note the memorable episode of the hunt organised by the GDL’s ruler,
during which the life of Sigismund Augustus was saved. Thus, the information contained
in this source gives us unique knowledge of hunting traditions in the GDL in the 16"
century. A lot of information about the hunts of the Grand Duke of Lithuania is provided
by cartographic®, material sources, recorded in the archaeologists’ reports, enabling to
judge about the material provision for hunts organized by the ruler of the GDL. The data
of archaeological research reports of the Palace of Grand Dukes of Lithuania® are also
used in our research.

Because the possibilities of published sources while investigating the organization
and development of hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler are far from being sufficiently

employed yet, this research will put a major focus on this group of sources. Published

30 Archyviniai $altiniai: Archiwum Gléwne Akt Dawnych (Toliau: AGAD). F: Archiwum Skarbu Koronego. Dz. I:
Rachunki Krolewskie. Nr. 87. MKF 30601, Nr. 110. MKF 30626. Cz. I1., Nr. 115, Nr. 124a., Nr. 140, Nr. 169. MKF
30687; Archiwum Warszawskie Radziwittow (Toliau: AR). Dz. V. Listy Doméw Obcych., Dz. XI. Dokumenty
Familijne; Dz. XXIII. Dokumenty do Dobr Shuzace, Dz. XXVII. Sumariusze i1 Inwentarze Archiwow
Radziwittowskich; Lietuvos moksly akademijos Vrublevskiy biblioteka. Rankrasc¢iy skyrius (Toliau: LMAVB. RS).
31 Lietuvos valstybés istorijos archyvas (Toliau: LVIA). F. 1135 (Sv. Pranciskaus ir Sv. Bernardino bazny¢ia
Vilniuje). Ap. 8. B. 10. L. 237.

32 Vilniaus universiteto biblioteka. Rankra$¢iy skyrius (Toliau: VUB. RS). F. 23-135.

3 Rumbutis S. Pauki¢io skeleto su odiniais dirzeliais ant kojy apibadinimas. (VRZ VR 2008, I Ofic., iSoré, VII
planas, Kv.20/G)// LDK valdovy riimy archeologiniy tyrimy metu (2005 — 2008 m.) surasty pauksciy skelety daliy,
kiauSiniy lukSty ir odiniy dirbiniy, skirty medzioklei laikytiems pauks§¢iams apibiidinimas. 2009. P. 11. Uz galimybe
pasinaudoti rengiamos ataskaitos medziaga autoré dékoja ataskaitos parengéjams P. Blazeviciui ir P. Bugiui.
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sources can also be subdivided into smaller subgroups by the type of documents, as the
spectrum of sources allowing to investigate the selected topic is very broad. The epistles
of Vytautas the Great®*, or the selections of privileges of this ruler®, the testimonies of his
contemporaries®® are unique sources, trying to reconstruct hunting habits of Vytautas the
Great and his favourite hunting places. It is important to note that similar type information
(but about the later period) is also found in the selection of Valentine Saurman’s letters
addressed to Emperor Ferdinand 1%, Particularly useful information for the research is
provided by 15"-16" century travellers’ recollections and impressions about the GDL.
We find valuable information about the Grand Duke’s hunting manors and hunts in
the publication dedicated to the impressions of Guillebert de Lannoy during his stay in the
GDL®, These recollections provide unique information about the organization of hunts of
the GDL’s ruler of that time and the daily life of the nobles in the early 15" century. The
notes of Sigismund Herberstein®® provide information about the objects of hunting
economy of the GDL’s ruler, wisents’ hunting, the monopoly of which at that time
belonged only to the Grand Duke. Equally informative are the testimonies of the
Ambassador of Venice Ambrose Contarini*® about his stay in Lithuania or the diary of
Jurgis Radvila’s trip to Italy in 1575%. The above-mentioned sources enable to make
assumptions about the guest reception protocol in the 15"-16" centuries (where hunting
was not the least important) and the communication space of that time. A group of

exceptional type sources is various descriptions of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania®?,

34 Prochaska A. Codex epistolaris Vitoldi magni ducis Lithuaniae (1376 — 1430). Monumenta medii aevi historica.
Res gestas Poloniae illustrantia. Cracoviae. 1882 (Toliau: CEV).

% Vitoldiana. Codex privilegiorum Vitoldi magni ducis Lithuaniae 1386-1430. Zeb. Ochmanski J. Panstwowe
wydawnictwo naukowe. Warszawa — Poznan. 1986.

% Dtugosz J. Opera omnia. T. 3. Krakéw. 1877, Dlugosz J. Opera omnia. T. 4. Krakow. 1868, Dtugosz J. Opera
omnia. T. 5. Krakow. 1869.

37 Valentino Saurmano laidkai imperatoriui Ferdinandui I i§ Zygimanto Augusto Vilniaus dvaro (1561 — 1562).
Parengé Antanavicius D., Gerulaitiené V. Vilnius. 2009.

% Klimas P. Ghillebert de Lannoy: dvi jo kelionés Lietuvon Vytauto Didziojo laikais. Kaunas. 1930.; Dvi Zilibero
de Lanua kelionés j Lietuva// Krastas ir zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas.
Vilnius. 1988.

% Curmsmyny [epbepuireiin. 3amcku 0 MockoBHY B IBYX ToMax. [lamsTHukn uctopudeckoit mpicau. T. . Mocksa.
2008.; Imperatoriaus pasiuntinio Sigismundo Herbersteino 1517 — 1526 mety kelionése surinktos zinios. Apie Zvéris
ir jy medziojima.// Krastas ir zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.
40 Venecijos Ambasadoriaus Ambrozijo Kontarinio lankymasis Lietuvoje// Krastas ir Zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J.,
Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.

41 Jurgis Radvila. Kelioné j Italija. 1575 mety dienorastis. Parengé: Ul¢inaité E. Lietuvos dailés muziejus. 2001.

2 Lietuvos keliy apradymai, padaryti Kryziuo¢iy zvalgy XIV a./ Krastas ir zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas
A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.; KraSto apra§ymai Lietuvos zemélapiuose// KraStas ir zmones.
Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.
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providing knowledge for our research about the hunting manors of the GDL’s ruler and
their location. The chronicles*containing data about the specificity of the hunting ritual
of the GDL’s ruler are also relevant for the research.

A separate group of sources of particular importance for our research is works by
the contemporaries, reflecting the then ruling elite’s self-awareness in the aspect of the
importance of hunting and highlighting its changes in the shift of epochs. The most
comprehensive story about this entertainment of the ruler is Mikalojus Husovianas’ work
about the appearance of the wisents, cruelty and hunting**. The works of Marcin Kromer®,
Lukas Gurnickis* or Mykolas Lietuvis*’ enable us to judge about mental changes related
to recreational hunts of the ruler of the GDL.

A very important group of sources, enabling to get to know the manor life of the
ruler of the GDL most exhaustively is the account books of the manor. The information
contained in the publications of manor accounts of Alexander Jagiellonian*®, Sigismund
the OId*® and Sigismund Augustus® provides us with knowledge of these rulers’ hunting
officers and administration of hunting economy. However, the most of the information
relevant for the research is found in the books of Lithuanian Metrica (hereinafter LM).

The books of notes and public affairs®® contain various type documents enabling to

4 Lietuvos metraStis. Bychovco kronika. Verté, jvada ir paaiskinimus para$é: Jasas R. Vilnius. Vaga. 1971.;
Vygandas Marburgietis. Naujoji Prisijos kronika. Parengé Jasas R. Vilnius. 1999.

4 Husovianas M. Rastai. Giesmé apie stumbro i§vaizda, ziaurumg ir medZziokle. Vilnius. 2007.

4 Kromer Marcin. Polska. Chyli o polozeniu, ludnos$ci, obyczajach, urzedach 1 sprawach publicznych kroélestwa
Polskiego ksiegi dwie. Opracowanie Marchwinskiego R. Olsztyn. 1977.

46 Gurnickis L. Lenky dvariskis. Verté Patiejiiniené E. Vilnius. 2009.

47 Mykolas Lietuvis. Apie totoriy, lietuviy ir maskvény papro€ius. Vilnius. 1966.

4 Lietuvos DidZiojo kunigaik$¢io Aleksandro Jogailaiio dvaro saskaity knygos (1494 — 1504). Parengé D.
Antanavicius, R. Petrauskas. Vilnius. 2007.

49 Kozak P., Rabai K. Mezi periferii a centrem jagellonského svéta: Registrum dvoranii knizete a krdle Zikmunda |.
Ceska republika. 2015.

5 Ljetuvos didziojo kunigaiki¢io Zygimanto Augusto dvaro saskaitos (1543 — 1548). Sudaré Antanavi¢ius D.,
Narbutas S. Knyga 1. Vilnius. 2009.; Ksiega Ekspedycji kancelarii nadwornej 1559 — 1572. Opracowata Kaniewska
I. Krakow. 1997.

SILietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 594 (1585-1600). Parengé Baliulis A. Vilnius. 2006. (Toliau: LM. Knyga Nr. 594);
Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 11(1518 — 1523). Irasy knyga 11. Parengé Dubonis A. Vilnius. 1997. (Toliau: LM. 11
— oji Ira8y knyga); Lietuvos Metrika Knyga Nr. 564 (1553 — 1567) 7 — oji VieSyjy reikaly knyga. Parengé Baliulis A.
Vilnius. 1996. (Toliau: LM 7 — oji VieSyjy reikaly knyga. Knyga Nr. 564.); Lietuvos Metrika (1566 — 1572). 8 — oji
Viesyjy reikaly knyga. Parengé Baronas D., Jovaisa L. Vilnius. 1999. (Toliau: LM 8 — oji VieSyjy reikaly knyga.);
Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 531 (1567-1569). Viesyjy reikaly knyga 9. Parengé Anuzyté L., Baliulis A. Vilnius.
2001. (Toliau: LM. Knyga Nr. 531. 9 — oji Vie$yjy reikaly knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 3 (1440-1498).
UzraSymy knyga 3. Parengé Anuzyté L., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 1998. (Toliau: LM. 3 — oji UzraSymy knyga); Lietuvos
Metrika. Knyga Nr. 4 (1479-1491). UzraSymy knyga 4. Parengé Anuzyté L. Vilnius. 2004. (Toliau: LM. 4 — oji
UzraSymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 5 (1427-1506). Uzra§ymy knyga 5. Parengé Banionis E. Vilnius.
1993. (Toliau: LM. 5 — oji UzraS§ymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 8 (1499-1514). UzraSymy knyga 8.
Parengé Baliulis A., Firkovi¢ius R., Antanavi¢ius D. Vilnius. 1995. (Toliau: LM. 8 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga); Lietuvos
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investigate the organization and development of hunting economy of the ruler of the GDL.
For example, lists of payments to hunting officers and peasants occupying the hunting
positions, various donations or other information related to the administration of the
manors of the GDL’s ruler. The cases recorded in the books of court cases®? enable to
reconstruct the functions of officers and peasants who maintained hunting economy in the
context of provision for the ruler’s hunting, because often their duties were disclosed
during the court proceedings. Various selections of acts®® that also contain information
about the functions of hunting officers are of importance for the research.

Legal type documents of state importance constitute one more group of sources of
particular relevance for our research, because namely these documents legitimated new
laws that formed the system of administrating hunting economy of the ruler of the GDL.
First of all, we can ascribe The Revision of Forests by Grigalius Grinkavicius Valavicius,

dated 1559, to such sources. The later Ordination of the Ruler’s Forests of 1641%, was

Metrika. Knyga Nr. 10 (1440-1523). Uzrasymy knyga 10. Parengé Banionis E., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 1997. (Toliau:
LM. 10 — oji UzraSymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 12 (1522-1529). UzraSymy knyga 12. Parengé
AntanaviCius D., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 2008. (Toliau: LM. 12 — oji UzraSymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika (1528 — 1538).
15 — oji Uzrasymy knyga. Parengé Dubonis A. Vilnius. 2002. (Toliau: LM 15 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga.); Lietuvos
Metrika (1535 — 1537). 19 — oji UZraS§ymy knyga. Parengé Vilimas D. Vilnius. 2009. (Toliau: LM 19 — oji Uzrasymy
knyga.); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 20 (1536 — 1539). Uzrasymy knyga 20. Parengé Ragauskiené R., Antanavicius
D. Vilnius. 2009. (Toliau: LM. 20 — oji Uzrasymy knyga); Uz galimybe¢ pasinaudoti rengiamos spaudai 21 — 0sios
knygos medziaga autoré dékoja knygos parengéjui A. Duboniui (Toliau: LM. 21 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga). Lietuvos
Metrika. Knyga Nr. 25 (1387-1546). UzraSymy knyga 25. Parengé Antanavicius D., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 1998.
(Toliau: LM. 25 — oji UzraSymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika (1552 — 1561). 37 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga. Parengé Baronas
D. Vilnius. 2011. (Toliau: LM 37 — oji UzraSymy knyga.); Lietuvos Metrika (1566 — 1574). 51 — 0ji Uzra§ymy knyga.
Parengé Baliulis A. Vilnius. 2001. (Toliau: LM 51 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga.); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 52 (1569—
1570). Uzrasymy knyga 52. Parengé Baliulis A., Firkovic¢ius R. Vilnius. 2004. (Toliau: LM. 52 — oji UzraSymy
knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 71 (1585-1586). Uzra§ymy knyga 71. Parengé Antanavicius D. Vilnius. 2008.
(Toliau: LM. 71 — oji UzraS8ymy knyga); Metrpbika Bemukoro KuscrBa JluroBckoro. Kuwura 3amnmceit 30. Iloa.
Msmxeiackr B. Muack. 2008. (Toliau: Metrpreika Bemmkoro Kusicta JlutoBckoro. Kanra 3amuceit 30); MeTpbika
Benukoro Kusicra JIutoBckoro. Kuwura 3amuceit 70. IToa. Msnenscku. Munck. 2008. (Toliau: Metpsika Bemnukoro
Kusicta JIutoBckoro. Kuura 3anwuceii 70).

52 | jetuvos Metrika (1522-1530). 4 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Lazutka S., Valikonyté 1. ir kt. Vilnius. 1997.
(Toliau: LM. 4 — oji TBK); Lietuvos Metrika (1528-1547). 6 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Lazutka S.,
Valikonyté 1. ir kt. Vilnius. 1995. (Toliau: LM. 6 — oji TBK); Lietuvos Metrika (1533-1535). 8 — oji Teismy byly
knyga. Parengé Valikonyté 1., Lazutka S., Slimien¢ N. ir kt. Vilnius. 1999. (Toliau: LM. 8 — oji TBK); Lietuvos
Metrika (1540—1543). 12 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Valikonyté I., Slimiené N.,Viskantaité-Savis¢eviené S.,
Steponaviciené L. Vilnius. 2007. (Toliau: LM. 12 — oji TBK); Uz galimybg pasinaudoti rengiamos spaudai 34 — 0si0s
TBK knygos medziaga autoré dékoja knygos parengéjoms I. Valikonytei ir N. Slimienei. (Toliau: LM. 34 — 0ji TBK);
Lietuvos Metrika (1555 — 1558). 37 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Valikonyté 1., Steponavi¢iené L. Vilnius. 2010.
(Toliau: LM 37 — oji TBK); Cyne6nas kaura Bure6ekoro BoeBopl. M. B. Kiouko 1533 — 1540. Hayka. Mockga.
2008. (Toliau: CyneOnast kHura ButeOGcKoro BOeBOIbI).

53 Pa3UBHILIOBCKUE AKThI U3 cobpanus Poccuiickoit HanmoHanbHOH 6ubnmoTeky. [lamsaTHUKK uctTopun Boctounoit
EBpormel. Uctounuku XV-XVII BB. CocraButens M. M. Kpowm. T. VI. Mocksa — Baprrasa. 2002.

5 OppuHaLKs KOPOJNIEBCKMX ML B JIECHHYECTBax ObiBIIero Benukoro KusxecTsa JIMTOBCKOrO: COCTAaBIEHHAS 110
MHCTPYKUMHU Kopoiisi BianuciaBa 1V-ro xommuccapamyu BHMICHCKUM KaHOHMKOM U KOPOJIEBCKHM CEKpeTapem
ITerpom [lanmaTtom HcaiikoBckuM M YIuTCKUM MapmiaikoM Xpuctodopom bemosopom B 1641-m roxy. Iloaror.
SAxo0b Denoporuus ['onoBankuii. Bunpnaa.1871.
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also important for the research, as it provided exhaustive information on the territorial
changes in hunting economy of the GDL’s ruler. A significant source for studying the
history of hunting economy is The Special Sigismund Augustus’ Knyshin Regulations of
1567, dedicated to the regulation of functions of the officers in charge of forestry and
hunting economy. Investigating the chosen topic, The Regulations of the VVolok (Valakas)
Reform of 1557 and The Instruction for Surveyors and Inspectors of 1558 are equally
significant. The Lithuanian Statutes®, containing recorded legal norms that are
particularly useful carrying out various comparisons related to the protection of hunting
economy, are to be ascribed to legal sources too.

The foreign countries’ iconographic sources of applied art and fine arts®® also
become relevant for justification of the conclusions made during the research and
purification of their final clarity, as they enable to envisage analogies between ruling
elite’s hunting traditions in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and Western Europe in the 15%"-

16" centuries and to highlight similarities and differences of hunting.
The Structure of the Dissertation

The research consists of the introduction, six sections, conclusions, the list of
sources and references, and annexes. The first section discloses the specificity of the
processes of legitimation of hunting economy administration of the Holy Roman Empire,
the Kingdom of Poland and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the statute books and legal
documents. The beginning of legitimation of hunting economy administration, the
protection of hunting / huntable fauna and penalties for unauthorized hunting in the First
Lithuanian Statute and European statute books and legal documents, the content of hunting

economy terms in the process of legitimating the administration of hunting economy are

% VcraBa M MHCTPYKIMS TOCIOAAPCKUMD JIECHHYMMb, JIAHHAS BEJIUKUMB KHsi3eMb CHIM3MYHIOMB ABrycTOMb//
Pycckast Uctopuueckast buommoreka. T. XXX. JIutoBkoro Metpuka. Kanra mecrast myOnmgHbIXb qemb. 1914.

% YcraBa Ha BOJIOKM TOCIIOIapa KOPOJIS €70 MUJIOCTH Y — BO BhceMb Benmkoms Knsscree JIuTobekomb//Rimka A.
Lietuvos visuomengs iikio bruozai ligi Liublino unijos mety. Kaunas. 1925.

5 Pirmasis Lietuvos Statutas (1529 m.). Parengé 1. Valikonyté, S. Lazutka, E. Gudavi¢ius. Vilnius. 2001. (Toliau:
PLS (1529 m.)).; Statut Litewski drugiej redakcyi (1566). F. Piekosinski. Krakow. 1900. (Toliau: ALS (1566 m.)).;
1588 mety Lietuvos Statutas. Parengé I. Lappo. T. 2: Tekstas. Kaunas. 1938. (Toliau TLS (1588 m.)).

%8 Jedzinskaité — Kuziniené I. XVI — XVIII a. gobelenai Lietuvos DidZiojoje Kunigaikstystéje. Vilnius. 2000.; On the
art of Hunting. An exceptional set of seven tapestries, inspired by hunts of Maximilian. Translated by Marsh J. Paris.
2002.; Franses S. Dutch tapestry in the golden age 1590 — 1650. New York. 2007.; Vavelis Vilniuje. Nuo Jogailai¢iy
iki Abiejy Tauty Respublikos pabaigos. Sudar¢ Jerzy T. Kuczman K., Dolinskas V., Uzorka M. Vilnius. 2009.
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discussed. The second section, which analyzes the objects of hunting economy of the
GDL’s ruler, focuses on the discussion about the specificity of the formation and
development of the Grand Duke’s hunting manor network. Providing an in-depth study of
travelling habits and peculiarities of the GDL’s ruler, it is attempted to disclose probably
the most important features of the ruler’s and other nobles’ pastime activities, find out the
importance of small units of hunting economy in the general context of hunting economy.
The third section analyzes the positions of hunting economy of the ruler of the GDL (i.e.,
the formation of the system of hunting officers who had to protect huntable and hunting
fauna both in the manor of the GDL’s ruler and in all hunting manors belonging to the
Grand Duke). It also reveals the influence of hunting positions while seeking a political
career in the ruler’s manor. The fourth section of the dissertation provides an in-depth
study of material provision for hunting economy of the ruler of the GDL in the 15"-16™
centuries (year 1572). In the fifth section, the importance of hunting in the 15"-16™
centuries in the everyday life of the ruler of the GDL and his manor and in the foreign
policy is investigated, while in the sixth section the hunt of the Grand Duke of Lithuania
in the shift of centuries is tackled, disclosing how from the economic necessity it was
increasingly becoming the entertainment of the ruling elite. The annexes consist of: tables,
cartographic and iconographic / graphic material illustrating the statements given in the
research, as well as the list of hunting manors of the ruler of the GDL in the 15™-16"
centuries, which can be of use to other researchers. This structure of the research work

enables to conduct a consistent investigation of the research object.
Conclusions

* Forming the ruler’s hunting economy in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, the system of
laws protecting it was completed in the second part of the 16™ century. It was based on
The Statutes of Lithuania, The Volok (Valakas) Reform, The Description of Forests by
Grigalius Grinkavicius Valavicius of 1559, and The Regulations of Knyshin of 1567. The
legal norms guaranteed the protection of areas operated for the Grand Duke’s recreational
hunting and the protection of hunting property that belonged to the ruler and nobles from

damage caused to them, established the exclusive hunting rights of the ruler of the GDL,
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unified the administration principles of the ruler’s hunting economy, and coordinated the
functions of officers who maintained hunting economy.

* The “rudiments” of the hunting economy administration of the ruler of the GDL can be
envisaged as early as the 13'"-14™ centuries. As in the case of Polish law, the beginning of
the legal administration of hunting economy is to be linked to solitary legally binding
documents issued by the ruler, which first of all protected the interests of the sovereign
and nobles, contrary to the case of the Holy Roman Empire, where the beginning of the
legal administration of hunting is to be linked to the protection of the interests of the
community. In German law, the concept of entrance differed from the one that existed in
the Kingdom of Poland or the GDL. The latter was perceived as the right to use free
hunting territories (not belonging to anyone), which reminded of the collective hunting
tradition. In the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the Kingdom of Poland, the right of
entrance was treated as the right of the locals who had possessed properties in the forests
to use properties of forests and hunting economies located in the territories belonging to
the ruler and nobles (except for those hunting grounds where the very Grand Duke hunted),
not pretending to their expropriation and following strict rules regulated by law. During
the 15™M-16" centuries, in the GDL, the unified system of the hunting economy of the ruler
of the GDL was formed. The ruler organized his hunting economy according to it, but he
was entitled to create hunting laws that were favourable only for him. In the second half
of the 15" century-the 16™ century, such a monopoly was wisents’ hunting. There was no
unified hunting economy and law in the Holy Roman Empire, as the nobles, who managed
hunting areas belonging to them, were entitled to create individual hunting laws.

« In the 15"-16" centuries, the concept of the forest in the GDL was not homogeneous;
i.e., the sources separately name forest species: forests, woods, oak woods, groves and
pinewoods, or even such natural objects as scrublands and mossy overgrowths.

* The hunting macro-world of the ruler of the GDL consisted of the network of hunting
manors belonging to the ruler of the GDL in these forests. The network, which began to
form as early as the 13" century, acquired clearer contours in the middle of the 14™
century, and in our discussed period, was gradually expanded. The network of hunting
manors servicing the hunts of the Grand Duke of Lithuania was relatively dense,

supplemented by smaller units of hunting economy. Such structure of hunting economy
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made it possible to comprehensively minister to the recreational hunts of the ruler of the
GDL and satisfy the exclusive tasks raised for this entertainment. We should treat the
hunting grounds as legally and administratively defined territories that belonged to the
ruler and nobles. There the rulers conducted recreational hunts and the peasants who
belonged to the nobles and occupied special hunting positions, fulfilled their obligations
to the manor. The hunting grounds were sometimes divided into smaller special categories,
according to the kinds of beasts or birds breeding in them. The most frequent division was
of hunting grounds of beasts and birds. The hunting grounds of the ruler of the GDL were
maintained. Within them, smaller areas of different sizes of forests, marshes or fields —
game drives (drive hunting grounds) — were distinguished. The latter could have been of
two types: natural, which due to natural conditions and the abundance of food, were liked
by beasts and birds (therefore, drive hunting used to be conducted there); or fenced, which
are mentioned in The Description of Roads of the Order intelligence as early as the end of
the 14" century. The abundance of the ruler’s hunting grounds depended on the locality
and the bioproductivity of forests. The hunting manor of the ruler of the GDL could not
exist without the surrounding hunting grounds, but the opposite of it would occur. Such
hunting grounds (without the ruler’s hunting manor in them) were an integral part of the
manor economy of the Grand Duke of Lithuania, from which the ruler of Lithuania would
receive economic benefit. We can also treat menageries as an intermediate “tamed” type
of hunting economy unit between the natural environment and human activities.

* The local development of the hunting manors of the ruler of the GDL was reflected in
the general context of the rise of the Grand Duke’s hunting manors in the so-called
ethnographic Lithuania’s territory, which came to prominence in the 15"-16" centuries.
Alongside with increasing luxury of the hunting manors of the Grand Duke of Lithuania,
the already hardly visible differences between the ruler’s permanent residences and
hunting manors began disappearing, and in the end of the 16" century, the only remaining
difference was the provision of hunt services.

* Although hunting was an older way of operating the ruler’s forests than forestry, namely
the latter could be considered the branch of state economy in the end of the 15" century,
treating hunting economy more as an incorporated part of forestry economy of the ruler of

the GDL, which in the 16™ century acquired more distinct characteristics of the
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recreational economy rather than playing a particularly important role in the foreign trade
of the GDL of that time or economic conjuncture of Europe. The formation of units similar
to forestry districts in the second half of the 16™ century (year 1574) did not protect forests
from accelerating colonization, anthropogenization of the countryside and forest felling,
but on the contrary, more comprehensive knowledge of the ruler’s properties accelerated
the smoother process of colonization of forests. The recreational hunting grounds of the
Grand Duke of Lithuania were protected from these processes but the establishment of
forestry districts in the end of the 16" century was a significant factor determining
landscape changes. After the death of the representatives of the Jagiellonian Dynasty, who
used to constantly hunt in the forests of the GDL, the attitude of the ruling elite towards
forests became still more pragmatic than earlier, and further improvement of forests and
hunting economies in the territory of the GDL was mainly promoted by the wish to get as
much income as possible from the property.

« The difference between the objects of the ruler’s economy that settled during the 15™
century enabled the administration of the Grand Duke of Lithuania to easier assimilate
their economic benefit in the 16 century. The definition of the above-mentioned
territories also facilitated the organization of the hunts of the GDL’s ruler for hunting
economy officers. In the 15"-16" centuries, the hunting economy officers who would
organise recreational hunts of the ruler of the GDL (the Grand Master of the Hunt, Court
Masters of the Hunt, hunters, falconers, foresters) had a wide range of competencies that
helped to deal with many issues of administration, accommodation and provision, which
had to be solved so that the ruler of the GDL and his courtiers could enjoy the
entertainment liked by the grand dukes of Lithuania. The organizational work of hunts
required advance preparation of Court officers occupying special hunting positions and
coordination of actions of the service staff of the manor. However, in the 15"-16™
centuries, the functions of hunting officers were not strictly defined. For this reason, they
were assisted by various officers of the ruler’s manor, who were responsible for different
branches of the ruler’s manor economy. The most prominent example of such cooperation
is the Master of Stables and stable workers. Peasants who occupied special hunting
positions obeyed hunting officers. These peasants were: foresters-drivers, trackers,

shooters, wild boar hunters, beaver hunters, marten hunters, and the peasants that were
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most related to the hunts of the ruler of the GDL — dog-keepers, falcon-keepers, and bear-
keepers.

« The prosopographic research enabled to capture that in the 15"-16" centuries, the
representatives of the most influential families used to become the Grand Masters of the
Hunt and the Masters of Stables, while the positions of the hunter or forester were given
to the representatives of low and medium nobility. The position of the Grand Master of
the Hunt provided not only socio-economic benefit, since personal services during hunts
to the very ruler could partly influence the future career. Despite the fact that the functions
of hunting officers were not regulated, there used to be a huge gap between the persons
occupying the highest and lowest hunting positions. The position occupied by the most
important hunting officer — the Grand Master of the Hunt — most often correlated with the
positions of the marshal, the Master of Stables or treasurer, since the competencies of their
duties enabled to organise smooth hunts. The functions of the position of the marshal,
which appeared in the first half of the 15" century, and the subsequent position of the
Grand Master of the Hunt correlated, while the position of the Grand Master of the Hunt
“was born” namely from the position of the marshal of the Court, having “expropriated”
the functions related to the organization of hunts.

* Preparations for hunts were not limited only to the specialized work of hunting officers,
and in order to meet the needs of provision with transportation, catering or clothing, arising
during hunts, additional amounts of money were paid to individual craftsmen, courtiers or
servants so that they could provide with the necessary things. Expenditures were required
not only for the organization of grand hunts but also for maintenance of permanent hunting
economy. Preparations for hunts, ranging from a few days to a month, were made in
advance. Hunting economy officers and peasants occupying hunting positions would leave
earlier than the ruler and would guarantee smooth provision for the entertainment. The
items needed for hunting were transported from the ruler’s manor or purchased locally as
needed. In the 15M-16™ centuries, the compensation system functioned smoothly in case
the ruler’s officers had to cover the costs of hunts from personal funds.

 The material provision for hunts of the ruler of the GDL encompassed all the needs of
the Court’s life: food and clothing, transport, accommodation. The aspects that had to be

taken into account by the organizers of the entertainment remained more or less the same.
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The ruler’s costs for this entertainment depended on the number of people involved in
hunting. Smooth material provision for the hunting ruler and his Court had to guarantee
full comfort; thus, in the 15M-16" centuries, to meet the needs of long-lasting hunts, the
well-functioning logistics system was developed in the GDL, and the supply-payment
system was developed, guaranteeing the supply of the things necessary for hunting, which
consisted not only of supplies purchased for the ruler’s funds but also of the income
received from tributes in kind.

» The apogee of the hunts of the GDL’s ruler (both by the abundance of hunters and
material provision) was reached in the middle of the 16" century, when Sigismund
Augustus became the ruler of the GDL. After the death of this ruler until the end of the
16" century the developed “Jagiellonian” hunting economy was gradually transformed,
and the attention of the elected rulers increasingly often trended to the hunting areas
outside the territory of the GDL.

« The hunts organised by the ruler of the GDL in the 15™-16" centuries were first of all the
ruling elite’s entertainment and exclusive regalia of the exemplary ruler of that time,
enriching the pastime and the table of feasts of the grand duke and his environment. In the
second half of the 16™ century, when the prices of domestic animals were increasing and
the prices of hunting dogs and birds lowered twice or more, the prices of huntable beasts
remained almost the same. This testifies to the fact that the importance of hunting in the
context of provision with food was diminishing and the cost of wild beasts started to be
influenced by other factors than before; i.e., no longer by the necessity to satisfy vital
needs but by the prestige of hunting and the right / honour to kill a large beast.

» However, the tactical and psychological aspects of hunting were also significant, without
their perception we could not approach the concept of the importance of hunting in the
Middle Ages and the Early Modern Times. The key tasks and aims of hunting coincide
with the warfare challenges of the 15-16™ centuries and have obvious parallels with the
then warfare: 1) the localisation of the enemy / prey (this process could take hours in case
of both war and hunting); 2) navigation through dangerous and little-known territories; 3)
ways of maintaining communication with other participants of the hunt; in the event of a

war, with soldiers participating in the battle; 4) coordination of actions with “friendly”
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forces and intuition (in case of hunting — tracing of prey, in case of warfare — tracing of
enemy), 5) physical training and the need to avoid physical injuries.

« Hunting in the 15M-16" centuries really helped the rulers of the GDL to establish,
maintain and develop diplomatic relations with foreign rulers, to entertain and dully
welcome (according to the traditions prevailing at that time) and honour the incoming
messengers from different countries, as well as to foster loyalty relationships within the
manor of the ruler of the GDL and beyond it.

« In the 15™-16" centuries, the hunts of the ruler of the GDL were conducted in accordance
with the ceremonial of the ruler’s manor, which corresponded to the model practiced by
European nobles at that time, but had distinctive differences specific only to the GDL. Just
like the hunts organised by the ruler had a clear plan for their organization, travel and
participants’ accommodation, the hunting ceremonial was also characterized by certain
stages: the hunt that would start with the ruler’s order, would end with the distribution of
the quarry and gifts to the most distinguished hunt participants and long-lasting feasts.
Thus, the process of the hunts of the GDL’s ruler was not chaotic and accidental, but
strictly determined by the hunting ceremonial, the central figure of which was the very
ruler; and the coordinator, the Grand Master of the Hunt.

* In the late Middle Ages and in the Early Modern Times, every country or region
(depending on its geographical location and long-standing traditions) had a specific
concept of the hunting ritual, which was taken into account while establishing legal norms,
which had to protect animal species that the ruler liked to hunt. Despite the hunting
peculiarities of the ruler of the GDL, the concept and representation of this entertainment
responded to the model practiced by the Western European ruling elite of the 15"-16%
centuries and declared the integration of the manor of the Grand Duke of Lithuania to the

co-European communicative space of that time.
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Tyrimo problema ir aktualumas

Medzioklés, kaip istorinio, reiSkinio esmé negali biiti apibréziama vien tkiniu
aspektu. ViduramZiais ir ankstyvaisiais naujaisiais laikais ji buvo jvairiapusis simbiozinis
rySys, apjunges tiek Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiksc¢io kasdienybe, tiek ekonominj valstybés
gyvenimg ir net uzsienio politika, bei 1§ dalies formaves suvereno jvaizdj ir legitimaves jo
valdzig. Tuo tarpu iki Siol Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés (toliau LDK) valdovo
medzioklés tkio (ir Sios pramogos) socioekonominis, sociopolitinis bei mentalinis
aspektai tyrin¢jami sporadiSkai ir nevienalyc€iai, todél kelia daugybe klausimy, kurie
reikalauja nuodugnaus Saltiniy ir istoriografijos tyrimo. Lietuviskojoje istoriografijoje
stokojama kompleksinio poZiirio j valdovo medzioklés k] ir | medZioklés sampratg bei

Sios pramogos vietg valdovo dvaro gyvenime apskritai.

LDK valdovo medzioklés kompleksiskas tyrimas papildo viso Lietuvos DidZiosios
Kunigaikstystés iikio bei valdovo kasdienos istorijos konteksta. Disertacijoje gilinamasi j
medZzioklés iikio administravimo jteisinimo jstorijg, lyginant jg su Vakary Europos
valstybése vykusiais panaSiais procesais. D¢l Sios priezasties $is tyrimas uzpildo
istoriografing spraga komparatyvistiniy tyrimy plotméje, kadangi taikoma lyginamoji
analizé leidZia pazvelgti uz LDK riby ir tokiu biidu iSgryninti LDK valdovo medZzioklés
tikio apsaugos, o tuo paciu ir jos sampratos specifiSkumg. Bitent d¢l Sios priezasties itin
aktuali tampa artimy LDK valstybiy: Lenkijos Karalystés bei Sventosios Romos imperijos
medzioklés teisés analizé minétu aspektu. Tyrimui pasirinktos valstybés néra atsitiktinés.
Jy svarbg grindzia ilgus Simtmecius truke glaudiis tarpusavio politiniai bei kulttiriniai
ry$iai®®. Taip pat svarbu atkreipti démesj, jog Vakary Europos istoriografijoje ankstyvyjy
naujyjy laiky vokie€iy medzioklés teis¢ priimta laikyti labiausiai iStobulinta ir rafinuota.
Pastaroji traktuotina, kaip dariusi didziausig jtakg kity Vakary Europos valstybiy

medzioklés teisei®.

Sioje disertacijoje bene pirma sykj istoriografijoje j LDK valdovo medzioklés iikj

zvelgiama kaip ] atskirg nuo misky tkio atskirta, Siek tiek decentralizuota makropasaulj,

% Kiaupiené J., Luksaité 1. Lietuvos istorija. Verzli naujyjy laiky pradzia. T. V. Vilnius. Baltos lankos. 2013. P. 54 —
66, 106 — 117 etc.

80 Michael L. W. The history of German Game Administration//Forest Conservation History. Vol. 14., No. 3 (Oct.).,
1970.P. 7.
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turint] konkrecig, taciau paslankig strukttirg bei jos priezitiros schemas, reglamentuotas
valstybés jstatymais. Nauja ir tai, kad disertacijoje medzioklés makropasaulis (LDK
valdovo medzioklés tikis bendrgja prasme) atskiriamas nuo LDK valdovo medZzioklés
mikropasaulio, t. y. valdovo medzioklés tkio pareigiiny, kurie sudaré¢ atskirg sociopolitinj
valdovo dvaro kontingenta, vienijamg pramoginés LDK valdovo medZioklés. Aktualumo
tyrimui suteikia ir kiti disertacijoje atskleidziami probleminiai pjaviai: materialinis LDK
valdovo medzioklés apriipinimas, medzioklé ir diplomatija LDK valdovo aplinkoje,
medzioklés reikSmé pasirengimo kariniams zygiams kontekste. Valdovo medZioklés
ceremonialo rekonstrukcija ir mentalinis medzioklés fenomeno suvokimas itin populiari
tyrimy kryptis Vakary istoriografijoje, ypa¢ Jungtinése Amerikos Valstijose, taciau
Lietuvoje kompleksinio pozitirio | minétus tyrimo aspektus neturime iki Siol, todél
disertacijoje analizuojama problematika — vienas pirmyjy bandymy kompleksiskai
pazvelgti 1 LDK valdovo medziokle ne tik per socioekonoming, bet taip pat ir per

sociopoliting bei mentaling prizmes.

Medzioklés fenomeno atskleidimas reikalauja interdisciplininiy tyrimy, kadangi
daugeliu atvejy istoriniuose Saltiniuose randama informacija néra pakankama temos
problematikos atskleidimui. Medzioklés istorijos tyrimas i§ tyréjo reikalauja bent
minimalaus archeologijos, dailés istorijos, zoologijos, ornitologijos, arboristikos moksly
iISmanymo. D¢l Sios priezasties miSko ir medZioklés istorijos klausimus daugiausiai
tyrinéja gamtos moksly atstovai. Nors kultiiriné ekologija Vakary istoriografijoje yra
populiari moksliniy tyrimy kryptis, taiau Lietuvoje ji nesusilaukia populiarumo ir tik
pastaraisias metais susidométa tokiy tyrimy galimybémis. Lenkijoje didelj indélj | ne
antropocentristinés paradigmos sklaida istorijos moksle jne$¢ Eva Domanska®l. Si
»posthumanistiné® tyrimo prieiga leidzia pazvelgti | gamta, florg ir faung kaip i
savarankiSkus tyrimo objektus, neretai tyrimo lauku pasirenkant Zmogaus ir gamtos
sgveika. E. Domanska teigia, kad Siame tyrimy lauke néra grieZty mastymo kliSiy, taciau
kulttirinés ekologijos tyrimai analizuoja Zmogaus santykij su gyvaja gamta, o $ios prieigos
pasirinkimas néra vien noras vaikytis naujausias istoriografines madas®?. Tai — anot

autorés, ] ateitj orientuotas etinis pasirinkimas. Vienintelé sintezé lietuviy istoriografijoje,

61 Domanska E. Beyond Antropocentrism in Historical Studies//Historein. T. 10(2010). S. 118-130.
62 Ibidem. P. 120.
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tirianti Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés medzioklés istorija, yra G. Isoko knyga
,Lietuvos giriy ir medzioklés istorija“®®, taciau tai toli grazu ne mokslinis darbas. Bene
vienas pirmyjy moksliniy publikacijy, skirty jvairiems visuomeneés ir gamtos sgveikos
aspektams atskleisti, yra Artiiro Dubonio Lietuvos istorijos III tome parasytas tekstas®*.
Visuomenés ir gamtos sgveikos problematika (tik vélesnio laikotarpio) taip pat analizavo

G. Sliesoritinas®®.

Tyrimo objektas

Disertacijos objektas yra LDK valdovo medzioklés fenomenas: vienu svarbiausiu
jo sandu laikysime LDK valdovo medzioklés iikio klostymasi ir raidg, tiksliau — jo
organizavimg ir plétrag, materialin] apripinimg, medzioklés formas ir ceremonialg bei
medzioklés fenomeno sklaidg LDK valdovo aplinkoje. Kitas reikSminis disertacijos
objekto sandas — Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiks¢io medzioklés tikj aptarnaujantys pareigiinai

ir pagalbinis personalas bei jy funkcijos.
Chronologinés ribos

Laikotarpis nuo XV a. pradzios iki XVI a. antrosios pusés (1572 m.) pasirinktas
neatsitiktinai. Aktyvéjant valstybés kiirimo procesams ir formuojant medzioklés iikj, LDK
valdovas émé riipintis pastarojo administravimu ir priezitra. Taigi, nepaisant fakto, jog
Lietuvos didziojo kunigaikS¢io medzioklés tkio genezés chronologija ankstyvesné,
Saltiniy stoka verté tyrimo pradzig sieti su XV a. Galutine tyrimo riba laikysime XVI a.
antrg puse, tiksliau — 1572 m., kadangi paskutiniojo Jogailai¢iy dinastijos atstovo
Zygimanto Augusto mirtis tiesiogiai paveiké visus minétus LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio
aspektus. Biitent valdant Jogailai¢iams LDK plyt¢je medzioklés plotai kartu buvo ir jy
tévonija, teikianti medzioklés malonumus, ne vien ekonoming nauda, todél tiek Siy
teritorijy administravimas, tiek traktavimas mentalingje plotméje po Ldk Zygimanto

Augusto mirties neabejotinai kito. Taip pat elekciniy valdovy jsitvirtinimas, sudétinga

83 Isokas G. Lietuvos giriy ir medzioklés istorija. Vilnius. 2006.

% Dubonis A. Pirmieji du Lietuvos §imtme¢iai. Geografiné, geopolitiné, geokultiiriné aplinka. Gyventojai// Lietuvos
istorija. XIII a. — 1585 m. Baronas D., Dubonis A., Petrauskas R. T. 3. Vilnius. Baltos lankos. 2011. P. 19-240.

8 Sliesorifinas G. Lietuvos istorija. Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaikstystés istorija XVI a. pab. — XVIII a. pradzioje
(1588-1733). Vilnius. Lietuvos istorijos instituto leidykla. 2015. P. 111-118.
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Salies tarptautiné padétis XVII a. smarkiai jtakojo visos valstybés gyvenimg. Sekinantys
karai reikalavo daugybés resursy, o LDK valdovo misky tikis tapo svarbiu izdo papildymo
Saltiniu®®. Akivaizdu, jog misko iikis buvo glaudZziai susijes su medzioklés iikiu, todél ir
pastarasis patyré dideles permainas. Pasikeites Lietuvos didziojo kunigaik§c¢io pozitiris |
misky administravimg keit¢ iki tol (per XV — XVI a.) suformuota LDK valdovo
medzioklés tkio organizacijg. Taciau, suprantama, neiSvengsime ekskursy j ankstesnius
bei vélesnius laikotarpius, kadangi kai kurie Saltiniai, teikiantys naudingos informacijos
apie LDK valdovo medZioklés k] XV — XVI a. (1572 m.), yra i§ ankstyvesnio (t. y. XIV
a.) arba vélyvesnio (t. y. XVII a.) laikotarpio.

Tyrimo metodai

Naudodami analitinj, retrospektyvinj, komparatyvinj bei prozopografinj tyrimo
metodus, analizuosime ir kritiSkai jvertinsime Saltinius. Taip pat apibendrinsime ir
papildysime iki Siol atliktus mokslinius tyrimus, susijusius su LDK valdovo medZzioklés

tkio socioekonominiais, sociopolitiniais ir mentaliniais XV — XVI a. aspektais.
Disertacijos tikslas ir uzdaviniai

Tyrimo tikslas — iStirti medzioklés fenomeno Lietuvos Didziojoje kunigaikstysteje
XV-XVI a. (1572 m.) socioekonominius, sociopolitinius ir mentalinius aspektus. Siam
tikslui pasiekti iskeliami $ie uzdaviniai: 1) Atlikti Sventosios Romos imperijos, Lenkijos
karalystés ir Lietuvos Didziosios KunigaikStystés medzioklés tkio administravimo
jteisinimo teisynuose ir juridiniuose dokumentuose lyginamaja analizg. 2) ISanalizuoti
Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaikstystés valdovo medzioklés makropasaulio XV — XVI a.
(1572 m.) struktiirg bei nustatyti ja sudaranciy objekty tipologija. Nustatyti LDK valdovo
medzioklés dvary ir gaudymvieciy lokacija. Siy dalyky atskleidimas leidzia geriau suprasti
LDK valdovo medzioklés iikio sandarg bei jzvelgti jam biidingus bruozus. 3) Istirti, kaip
buvo formuojama LDK valdovo medzioklés tkj administruojanéiy ir prizitrinciy

pareigiiny sistema, turéjusi uZztikrinti sékmingas didziojo kunigaiks¢io medziokles bei

% A. Tyla, tyringjes Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés izda XVI a. antroje puséje — XVII a. viduryje teigia, kad:
,,Giriy eksploatacija buvo tarsi savoti$ka valstybés taupyklé, kurig galima panaudoti staiga atsiradusiems
neatidéliojamiems finansiniams reikalams spresti“. Tyla A. Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés izdas X VI a. antroje
puséje — XVII a. vidurys. Vilnius. 2012. P. 184.
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garantuoti sklandzig medzioklés tikio veiklg. 4) Nustatyti LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio
mikropasaulj sudariusiy pareigiiny bei jiems pavaldziy medziokles tarnybas turéjusiy
valstieCiy kontingenta. 5) Istirti, kokios buvo pagrindinés medzioklés pareigiiny funkcijos,
prizilirint, apriipinant bei plétojant LDK valdovo medzioklés tikj bei organizuojant
didZiojo kunigaik§cio medZziokles, kokig jtaka Sios jy uzimamos pareigos dar¢ tolesnei
politinei karjerai. 6) Atskleisti materialinio LDK valdovo medzioklés apriipinimo sistemos
principus. 7) Istirti medzioklés svarbg valstybés diplomatijos kontekste. 8)Nustatyti, kokia
buvo LDK valdovo medzioklés reik§mé ir samprata XV — XVI a. 9) Istirti mentalinj girios
ir medzioklés vaizdin; XV — XVI a. valdanciojo elito savimonéje. 10) IStirti ir rekonstruoti
pramoginés Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiks¢io medZioklés ceremonialg ir reikSme valstybés

uzsienio politikos bei pasirengimo karui kontekstuose.
Disertacijoje naudojamos savokos ir terminai

LDK valdovo medzioklés makropasaulis — LDK valdovo medzioklés ikj sudariusiy
objekty: jvairiy misSko riiSiy ploty ir girty, gaudymvieciy, vary ir medzioklés ikio

administraciniy centry — medZioklés dvary bei medZiojamos faunos visuma.

LDK valdovo medzioklés mikropasaulis — LDK valdovo medzioklés makropasaulj
prizilir¢jusiy pareigiiny ir jiems pavaldziy medZzioklés tarnybas turéjusiy valstieciy
visuma, o taip pat valdovo dvaro kontingentas, atsakingas uz LDK valdovo pramogines

medZiokles.
Medzioklés regalija — suvereno ar kilmingojo i8skirtiné teisé medZzioti stambiuosius Zveris.

MedzZioklés monopolis — valdovo teisé valdyti konkrec¢ig medZzioklés tikio srity, pavyzdZziui,

stumbry veisimg ir jy medziokle.

LDK valdovo medzioklés dvaras — LDK valdovo rezidencijos, medZiokliy metu ,,tarnave*
kaip medzioklés dvarai, o taip pat specialiai vien medziokléms jsteigti dvarai (t. y. abiejy
tipy objektai), konkreciy ir pasikartojan¢iy valdovo medziokliy metu funkcionave kaip

medZioklés dvarai, Siame tyrime traktuojami, kaip LDK valdovo medZioklés iikio vienetai.

Medzioklés ikis — per XIV-XVI a. susiformaves makropasaulis, kurio veikimo principai

reglamentuoti valdovo medzioklés interesus ginanciais jstatymais, apimantis valdovo
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domene esanCias medzioklés naudmenas ir faung, medzioklés kilnojamaja ir
nekilnojamajg architektiirg, dvaro medzioklés pareigiinus ir medzioklés tarnybas turincius

valstieCius, reikalingus valdovo medZzioklei apriipinti.

Gaudymvieté (lot. venacionibus, rusén. noewi, nosuwa, lenk. towy) — juridiskai ir
administraciSkai apibréZta teritorija, priklausiusi valdovui arba bajorams, kurioje buvo
rengiamos medzioklés, o valdovui arba bajorams priklause¢ specialias medzioklés tarnybas

turintys valstieciai atlikdavo prievoles dvarui.

Vara (rusén. ocmyns) — gaudymvietés viduje iSskirta jvairaus dydzio misko, raisty ar lauky
teritorija, kuri galéjo biiti dviejy tipy: naturali, kurioje dél gamtiniy salygy ir maisto
gausos, mégo laikytis zZvérys bei pauksciai (todél ¢ia vykdavo medzioklés su varovais),

arba sufomuotos iikinés zmogaus veiklos.
Istoriografija

Iki XIX a. j LDK valdovo medZioklés tikio organizavimo ir plétros problematikg
zvelgta ne kaip ] mokslinio — istorinio tyrimo objekta, verta nuodugnios analizés, o veikiau
kaip 1 tkinj, administracin} bei pramoginj kilmingyjy kasdienos elementa, neturintj
gilesniy istoriniy ,,Sakny*“. | LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio organizavimo ir plétros
klausimus mokslin¢je literatiiroje bandyta pazvelgti tik XIX a. pirmojoje puséje.

Istoriografijoje gali buti i§skiriamos jvairios mokslininky prieigos prie minétos temos.

Ukinis aspektas. LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio organizavimo ir plétros klausimai
specialiai dar néra tyrinéti mokslin¢je literatiiroje iki Siol, taCiau yra nemazai istoriky
darby, bendrgja prasme aptarianciy LDK valdovo iikj, kuriuose neretai démesio skiriama
ir misko bei medzioklés iikio problematikai. Siame kontekste itin didelj indélj j minétus
tyrimus jnesé apie LDK ik rase istorikai (M. Dovnar - Zapolskis®’, V. Kamienieckis®, V.
Piceta®®, O. Hedemanas™, J. Totoraitis''). XX a. Il p. pastebimas aiSkus iSeivijos

susidomejimas LDK misko ir medzioklés tikio istorija. XX a. septintajame deSimtmetyje

67 TosHap — 3anonbekuiit M. [ocynapcTBenHoe x03s1iicTBO Benmukoro kusxectsa Jlutosckoro npu Srennonax. Kues.
1901; naujausias fotograf. leidimas: Munck. 2009.

68 Kamieniecki W. Rozwdj wlasno$ci na Litwe w dobie przed I Statutem. Krakow. 1914.

% TTuuera B. I. ArpapHas pepopma CurusmyHnia — Asrycra B JIuToecko — Pycckom rocynapcrse. Mocksa. 1958.

0 Hedemann O. Dawne puszcze | wody. Wilno. 1934,

" Totoraitis J. Siduvos Suvalkijos istorija. T. 1. Antrasis leidimas. Marijampolé. 2003.
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JAV publikuoti net keliy skirtingy autoriy darbai, susije su minéta tematika (A. Rukuiza’?,
V. Zemaitis™, Z. lvinskis’®). Solidzia monografija, skirta Palenkéje buvusiems Zygimanto
Augusto dvarams, paskelbé lenky istorikas J. MaroSekas’. ISsamiausia monografija, skirta
Piasty ir Jogailai¢iy rengty medZziokliy Lenkijoje aptarimui’® yra A. Samsonovi¢ veikalas.
Si monografija yra 1991 m. publikuotos knygos tokiu pat pavadinimu papildytas leidimas.
A. Samsonovi¢ analizuoja medzioklés istorijos tyrimy bei terminologijos, medziotos
faunos ir medzioklés tikio organizavimo specifikos problematikg X — XVI a. Lenkijoje.
KritiSkai jvertinta istoriografija ir Saltiniai leidZia autorei daryti plataus masto palyginimus
ir apibendrinimus. Taciau naratyvas orientuojamas ] Lenkijos realijas, todé¢l tekste
atskleidziamas biitent Sios Salies medZioklés tikio organizavimo sistemos modelis, kuris
gali tapti puikiu palyginimy Saltiniu, atliekant adekvaty LDK valdovo medzioklés iikio
tyrima.

Juridinis aspektas. Misky tkio teisinj reguliavimg ir gyvinijos apsauga LDK
tyrinéjo teisés istorikai (S. Vansevi¢ius’’, J. Machovenko’®). Atskirai deréty paminéti
veikalus, kuriuose analizuojami Sventosios Romos imperijos medzioklés teisés raidos
procesai, leidziantys atlikti lyginamajj tyrima. Sventosios Romos imperijos medzioklés
teisés geneze bei jos raidg iSsamiausiai pristato L. W. Michelis’®, ta¢iau tyrimui taip pat
itin aktualiis K. Ekarto® ir K. Styglico®! tyrimai, leidziantys gilintis j teisiniy savoky

reikSmiy raidg.

Pramoginis aspektas. Dar viena prieiga prie LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio

organizavimo ir plétros klausimy istoriografijoje pastebima kasdienybés tyrimy kontekste,

2 Rukuiza A. Lietuvos migkai ir jy likimas. USA. 1963.

73 Zemaitis V. Pietiné Lietuva G. Valavi¢iaus 1559 mety Lietuvos giriy aprasyme. Cikaga. 1964.

7 Tvinskis Z. Grigaliaus Valavi¢iaus ,,Giriy revizija® ir Lietuvos didziyjy giriy sunykimo priezastys// Zemaitis V.
Pietiné Lietuva G. Valavi¢iaus 1559 mety Lietuvos giriy apragyme. Cikaga. 1964. P. 31 — 35.

> Maroszek J. Pogranicze Litwy i Korony w planach krola Zygmunta Augusta. Bialystok. 2000.

6 Samsonowicz A. Lowiectwo w Polsce Piastow i Jagiellonow. Warszawa. 2011.

" Vansevitius S. Misky tikio teisinis reguliavimas ir gyviinijos apsauga feodalinéje Lietuvoje// Socialistiné teisé. Nr.
4.1974.P. 52 - 54,

8 Machovenko J. Misky teisiné apsauga Lietuvos Statutuose // Teis¢. Vilnius. Nr. 86. 2013. P. 7 — 19; Machovenko
J. Laukinés gyvinijos teisiné apsauga Lietuvos Statutuose — viesojo ar privataus intereso gynimas? I§ Nepriklausomos
Lietuvos teisés: praeitis, dabartis ir ateitis. Recenzuoty moksliniy straipsniy rinkinys: Liber Amicorum profesoriui
Jonui Prapieséiui. Vilnius. Vilniaus universiteto Teisés fakulteto Alumni draugija. 2012. P. 585-595.

7 Michael L. W. The history of German Game Administration //Forest Conservation History. Vol. 14., No. 3 (Oct.).,
1970. P. 6 — 16.

80 Eckhardt K. Pactus Legis Salicae. Gottingen: Musterschmidt — Verlag. 1954.

81 Stieglitz Christian. Geschichtliche Darstellung der Eigenthumsverhiltnisse an Wald und Jagd in Deutschland von
den dltesten Zeiten bis zur Ausbildung der Landeshoheit. Leipzig. Verlag Brockhaus F. A. 1832. P. 24.
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kuomet tyrimo objektu laikomas ne tikinis, o pramoginis aspektas. Atskiry monografijy,
atskleidzian¢iy medzioklés, kaip XV — XVI a. kilmingyjy pramogos paveiksla, lietuviy
istoriografijoje iki $iol néra, todél misy tyrimui itin aktuallis tampa istoriky straipsniai ir
moksliniy Saltiniy publikacijy komentarai, skirti LDK kasdienybés istorijos tyrimams. (R.
Capaités®, J. Maroseko®®, R. Petrausko®, D, AntanaviGiaus®®, T. Veteikio®, G.

Mickiinaités®’, R. Ragauskienés®®).

Prozopografinis aspektas. Tyrimui taip pat aktualiis jvairlis veikalai, kuriuose
tyrinéjami LDK valdovo dvaro pareigiinai, jy funkcijos, savimonés poky¢iai (1. Lappo®,
R. Petrauskas®’). Tyrimui reik§minga dar viena leidiniy grupé — LDK pareigiiny sgrasai®?,
itin svarbus, tiriant LDK valdovo medZzioklés tkio organizavima, kadangi didZiojo

kunigaiks¢io medZzioklés tkio priezitira be jy negaléjo tinkamai funkcionuoti.

Lokalinés istorijos tyrimy kontekstas. LDK valdovo medzioklés iikio organizavimo
ir plétros klausimai bei problematika neretai fragmentiskai atsispindi ir lokalinés istorijos
tyrimuose (R. Ragauskien¢) bei atskiriems Lietuvos regionams skirtuose gamtininky bei

geografy darbuose (A. Brukas , F. Kavoliute ).

82 Capaité R. Lietuvos didZiojo kunigaik$¢io Vytauto kasdienybé pagal jo ir jo amZininky korespondencija// Alytaus
miesto istorijos fragmentai. Sudaré Jakunskiené A. Alytus. 2001. P. 10 — 27.

8 Maroszek J. Ogrody krolewskie w Wilnie i innych rezydencjach Wielkiego Ksiestwa Litewskiego w XVI wieku//
Kroélewskie ogrody w Polsce. Materiaty sesji naukowej. Warszawa. 2001.

8 Petrauskas R. Vytauto dvaras: struktiira ir kasdienybé// Naujasis Zidinys. Aidai. Nr. 1 —2.2003. P. 39 — 44, (Toliau:
Petrauskas R. VVytauto dvaras); Petrauskas R. Nuo Vytauto iki Aleksandro Jogailai¢io: didziojo kunigaik§¢io dvaro
testinumo problema// Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis Aleksandras ir jo epocha. Sudaré Steponaviciené D. Vilnius.
2007. (Toliau: Petrauskas R. Nuo Vytauto iki Aleksandro Jogailai¢io); Petrauskas R. Aleksandro Jogailai¢io dvaras
ir jo sgskaity knygos// Lietuvos Didziojo kunigaik$¢io Aleksandro Jogailai¢io dvaro saskaity knygos (1494 — 1504).
Parengé D. Antanaviéius, R. Petrauskas. Vilnius. 2007. (Toliau: Petrauskas R. Aleksandro Jogailai¢io dvaras ir jo
saskaity knygos).

8 AntanaviGius D. Jvadas//Lietuvos didZiojo kunigaikitio Zygimanto Augusto dvaro saskaitos (1543 — 1548).
Parengé Antanavicius D., verté Narbutas S. Knyga 2. Vilnius. 2012. P. VIII.

8 Veteikis T. Lietuvos pristatymas Europai Giesméje apie stumbra// Rastai. Mikalojus Husovianas. Vilnius. 2007.
87 Ragauskiené R. ,,Cave canem”: zmogus ir $uo Lietuvos DidZiojoje Kunigaikitystéje X VI a.// Lietuvos aukstyjy
mokykly mokslo darbai. Istorija. Vilnius. 2010. Nr. 80/ 4.

8 Ragauskiené R. ,,Cave canem”: zmogus ir $uo Lietuvos DidZiojoje Kunigaikstystéje XVI a.// Lietuvos aukstyjy
mokykly mokslo darbai. Istorija. Vilnius. 2010. Nr. 80/ 4.

8 Jlanmo U. Benukoe KnskectBo JIMTOBCKOE 3a BpeMsi OTh 3aKitouenus JIroOmuHCKoN yHun 1o cMeptu Credana
Baropa (1569 — 1586). T. 1. C. Ilerepoypr. 1901.

% Petrauskas R. Titulas ir valdzia: Lietuvos didZiosios Kunigaikstystés didiky savimonés poky¢iai XVI amziaus
pirmoje puséje// Pirmasis Lietuvos Statutas ir epocha: straipsniy rinkinys. Sud. Valikonyté 1., Steponaviciené L.
Vilnius. 2005. P. 35 — 45.

% Poczet rodow w Wielkiem Ksiestwie Litewskiem w XV i XVI wieku. Ulozyt i wydat Boniecki A. Warszawa.
1887.; Urzednicy centralni I dostojnicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego XIV — XVIII wieku. Pod. redakcja
Gasiorowskiego A. Kornik. 1994.
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Itinerariumai. Svarba tyrimui iSsiskiria mokslininky parengti LDK valdovy
itinerariumai®2. Sie darbai leidzia tirti didZiojo kunigaik$¢io dvaro mobiluma, igsiaiskinti

laiko intervalus, skyrusius LDK valdovo medZiokles, bei pagrindinius jo marsrutus.
Saltiniai

Disertacijoje naudojamasi publikuotais ir nepublikuotais S$altiniais, saugomais
Vyriausiame senyjy akty archyve VarSuvoje, Lietuvos valstybés istorijos archyve,
Vilniaus universiteto bibliotekos ir Lietuvos moksly akademijos Vrublevskiy bibliotekos
rankra§¢iy skyriuose. Saltinius, kurie naudojami disertacijoje, visy pirma galime
suskirstyti | dvi grupes: rasytinius nepublikuotus ir publikuotus bei ikonografinius. Pagal
pobiid] pirmuosius galime suskirstyti ] tikinius, naracinius, norminius (administracinio
pobiidzio) dokumentus. Pirmajai grupei priklauso LDK valdovy dvaro saskaity knygos,
kurios teikia nors ir itin fragmentiSka, tac¢iau smulkmeniSkg ir nepakei¢iamg informacija
apie LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio materialinj apriipinimg, organizavimg, medzioklés
tikio pareigiinus bei medziokles aptarnaujant] personalg. Dvaro sgskaity knygose esanti
informacija leidZzia atsekti valdovo medZiokliy itinerariumg. Tiesa, dé¢l informacijos
fragmentiSkumo sunku taikyti statistinj metoda. De¢l skirtingy matavimo vienety ir
apytikriy jy verciy, sumuojant didelius ir ilgo laikotarpio duomenis susidaryty pernelyg
didelé paklaida. Todé¢l disertacijoje apsistota ties susisteminta medziaga, randama §io tipo
Saltiniuose. Kita pavieniy Saltiniy grupé, reikSminga tyrinéjant LDK valdovo medzioklés

pareigybes, yra valdovo rastai, didiky privatiis dokumentai®,

Lietuvos valstybés istorijos archyve saugomi Vladislovo Zachorskio

prisiminimai®*, kuriuose pazymimas jsimintinas LDK valdovo organizuotos medzioklés

92 Kolankowski L. Itinerarium Zygmunta Augusta od wyjazdu z Krakowa, 1 — go sierpnia 1543 roku, do przyjazdu
do stolicy koronnej po $mierci Zygmunta I, 25 — go maja 1548 roku// Zygmunt August wielki ksigzg¢ Litwy do roku
1548. Lwow. 1913; Gasiorowski A. Itinerarium krola Zygmunta Starego 1507 — 1548. Itineraria dvu ostatnich
Jagiellonow// Studia Historyczne. R. XVI. Z. 2 (61). 1973; Neuman M., Pietkiewicz K. Lietuvos didziojo
kunigaiks¢io ir Lenkijos karaliaus Aleksandro Jogailai¢io itinerariumas (1492 — 1506 m. rugpjatis)// Lietuvos
istorijos metrastis. 1995. Vilnius. 1996.; Wrede M. Itinerarium krola Stefana Batorego 1576 — 1586. Warszawa. 2010;
Pietkiewicz K. Itinerarium Krola Aleksandra Jagiellonczyka 1492—1506. Warszawa. 2016.

9 Archyviniai $altiniai: Archiwum Glowne Akt Dawnych (Toliau: AGAD). F: Archiwum Skarbu Koronego. Dz. I:
Rachunki Krolewskie. Nr. 87. MKF 30601, Nr. 110. MKF 30626. Cz. Il., Nr. 115, Nr. 124a., Nr. 140, Nr. 169. MKF
30687; Archiwum Warszawskie Radziwiltow (Toliau: AR). Dz. V. Listy Doméw Obcych., Dz. XI. Dokumenty
Familijne; Dz. XXIII. Dokumenty do Dobr Shizace, Dz. XXVII. Sumariusze i1 Inwentarze Archiwoéw
Radziwittowskich; Lietuvos moksly akademijos Vrublevskiy biblioteka. Rankras¢iy skyrius (Toliau: LMAVB. RS).
% Lietuvos valstybés istorijos archyvas (Toliau: LVIA). F. 1135 (Sv. Prancikaus ir Sv. Bernardino baZny¢ia
Vilniuje). Ap. 8. B. 10. L. 237.
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epizodas, kurio metu buvo iSgelbéta Ldk Zygimanto Augusto gyvybé. Taigi, Siame
Saltinyje esanti informacija miisy tyrimui suteikia unikaliy ziniy apie XVI a. LDK
medziokleés tradicijas. Daug informacijos apie Lietuvos didZiojo kunigaiks¢io medZiokles
suteikia kartografiniai®®, daiktiniai $altiniai, uZfiksuoti archeology ataskaitose,
leidZianCiose spresti apie materialini LDK valdovo organizuojamy medziokliy

96

apriipinimg. LDK valdovy rimy archeologiniy tyrimy ataskaitos duomenimis® remiames

ir miisy tyrime.

Kadangi publikuoty Saltiniy galimybés, tiriant LDK valdovo medzioklés tkio
organizavimg ir plétra, toli grazu dar néra pakankamai iSnaudotos, §io tyrimo metu
didziausias démesys bus sutelktas j $ig Saltiniy grup¢. Publikuotus Saltinius taip pat galime
skirstyti 1 smulkesnius pogrupius pagal dokumenty pobiidj, kadangi Saltiniy, leidZianciy
tirti pasirinktg tema, spektras yra labai platus. Vytauto DidZiojo epistoliarika®’, ar §io

8 amzininky liudijimai®® yra unikalus S$altinis, bandant

valdovo privilegijy rinktinés®
rekonstruoti Ldk Vytauto medzioklés jprocius bei jo pamégtas medzioklés vietas. Svarbu
pazyméti, jog panasaus pobiidzio informacijos (tik apie vélyvesn;j laikotarpj) randame ir
Valentino Saurmano laisky, skirty imperatoriui Ferdinandui I, rinktingje!®. Itin daug
naudingos informacijos tyrimui suteikia XV — XVI a. keliautojy prisiminimai ir jsptidziai

apie LDK.

Vertingos informacijos apie didziojo kunigaiks¢io medzioklés dvarus bei

medziokles randame leidinyje, skirtame Zilibero de Lanua vie$nagés LDK jspiidziams'©.

Sie prisiminimai pateikia unikalios informacijos apie to meto LDK valdovo medzioklés

% Vilniaus universiteto biblioteka. Rankra$¢iy skyrius (Toliau: VUB. RS). F. 23-135.

% Rumbutis S. Pauki¢io skeleto su odiniais dirzeliais ant kojy apibadinimas. (VRZ VR 2008, I Ofic., iSoré, VII
planas, Kv.20/G)// LDK valdovy riimy archeologiniy tyrimy metu (2005 — 2008 m.) surasty pauks¢iy skelety daliy,
kiausiniy lukSty ir odiniy dirbiniy, skirty medzioklei laikytiems pauks$¢iams apibiidinimas. 2009. P. 11. Uz galimybe
pasinaudoti rengiamos ataskaitos medziaga autoré dékoja ataskaitos parengéjams P. Blazeviciui ir P. Bugiui.

9 Prochaska A. Codex epistolaris Vitoldi magni ducis Lithuaniae (1376 — 1430). Monumenta medii aevi historica.
Res gestas Poloniae illustrantia. Cracoviae. 1882 (Toliau: CEV).

% Vitoldiana. Codex privilegiorum Vitoldi magni ducis Lithuaniae 1386-1430. Zeb. Ochmanski J. Pafistwowe
wydawnictwo naukowe. Warszawa — Poznan. 1986.

% Diugosz J. Opera omnia. T. 3. Krakow. 1877, Diugosz J. Opera omnia. T. 4. Krakow. 1868, Diugosz J. Opera
omnia. T. 5. Krakow. 1869.

100 y/alentino Saurmano laiskai imperatoriui Ferdinandui I i§ Zygimanto Augusto Vilniaus dvaro (1561 — 1562).
Parengé Antanavicius D., Gerulaitiené V. Vilnius. 2009.

101 K ]imas P. Ghillebert de Lannoy: dvi jo kelionés Lietuvon Vytauto DidZiojo laikais. Kaunas. 1930.; Dvi Zilibero
de Lanua kelionés j Lietuva// Kradtas ir zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas.
Vilnius. 1988.
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organizavimg, XV a. pradzios kilmingyjy kasdienybe. Sigismundo Herbersteino uzrasail®2
teikia informacijos apie LDK valdovo medzioklés iikio objektus, stumbry medziokle,
kurios monopolis aptariamuoju laikotarpiu priklausé tik didZiajam kunigaikSciui. Ne
maziau informatyvils ir Venecijos ambasadoriaus Ambrozijaus Kontarinio!®® liudijimai
apie vie$nage Lietuvoje ar 1575 m. Jurgio Radvilos kelionés j Italijg dienorastis'%. Minéti
Saltiniai leidzia daryti prielaidas apie XV — XVI a. sve€iy priémimo protokolg (kuriame
medzioklé uzémé ne paskuting vieta) bei to meto komunikacing erdve. ISskirtinio
pobiidzio Saltiniy grupé — jvairtis Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaik$tystés apragymail®, miisy
tyrimui teikiantys ziniy apie LDK valdovo medzioklés dvarus bei jy lokacijg. Tyrimui
aktualios ir kronikos!®, kuriose randame duomeny apie LDK valdovo medzioklés ritualo

specifika.

Atskira musy tyrimui itin reikSminga Saltiniy grupé — amzininky kdiriniai,
atspindintys to meto valdanciojo elito savimon¢ medzioklés reikSmés aspektu ir
1SrySkinantys jos pokyc€ius epochy kaitoje. ISsamiausias pasakojimas apie §ig valdovo
pramoga — Mikalojaus Husoviano veikalas apie stumbro iSvaizda, Ziaurumg ir

medzioklg!®’

. Apie mentalinius pokycius, susijusius su pramoginémis LDK valdovo
medzioklémis, leidzia spresti ir Martyno Kromeriol®, Luko Gurnickio!® ar Mykolo

Lietuvio!® kiiriniai.

192 Curusmyn lepbepuireiin. 3anucku o0 MockoB1H B IByX ToMax. ITamsTHUKM ucTopuueckoit mpicu. T. |. Mocksa.
2008.; Imperatoriaus pasiuntinio Sigismundo Herbersteino 1517 — 1526 mety kelionése surinktos zinios. Apie zvéris
ir jy medziojima.// Krastas ir zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.
108 Venecijos Ambasadoriaus Ambrozijo Kontarinio lankymasis Lietuvoje// Krastas ir Zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J.,
Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.

104 Jurgis Radvila. Kelioné j Italijg. 1575 mety dienorastis. Parengé: Uléinaité E. Lietuvos dailés muziejus. 2001.

105 _jetuvos keliy apradymai, padaryti Kryziuo¢iy zvalgy XIV a.// Krastas ir zmonés. Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas
A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.; KraSto apraSymai Lietuvos Zemélapiuose// Krastas ir Zmonés.
Parengé Jurginis J., Sidlauskas A. Antrasis papildytas leidimas. Vilnius. 1988.

196 Lietuvos metrastis. Bychovco kronika. Verté, jvadg ir paaiSkinimus parasé: Jasas R. Vilnius. Vaga. 1971.;
Vygandas Marburgietis. Naujoji Priisijos kronika. Parengé Jasas R. Vilnius. 1999.

197 Husovianas M. Rastai. Giesmé apie stumbro i$vaizda, ziauruma ir medziokle. Vilnius. 2007.

108 Kromer Marcin. Polska. Chyli o polozeniu, ludnoéci, obyczajach, urzedach I sprawach publicznych krélestwa
Polskiego ksiggi dwie. Opracowanie Marchwinskiego R. Olsztyn. 1977.

199 Gurnickis L. Lenky dvariskis. Verté Patiejiiniené E. Vilnius. 2009.

110 Mykolas Lietuvis. Apie totoriy, lietuviy ir maskvény paprocius. Vilnius. 1966.
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Labai svarbi Saltiniy grupé, leidzianti bene i§samiausiai pazinti LDK valdovo dvaro
gyvenima — dvaro saskaity knygos. Ldk Aleksandro Jogailai¢io!, Zygimanto Senojo'2
bei Ldk Zygimanto Augusto dvaro saskaity publikacijose''® esanti informacija teikia Ziniy
apie Siy valdovy medzioklés pareigiinus bei medzioklés tikio administravimg. Taciau
daugiausiai tyrimui aktualios informacijos randame Lietuvos Metrikos (toliau LM)

knygose. UzraS§ymy ir VieSyjy reikaly knygose''*

pateikiami jvairaus pobudzio
dokumentai, leidziantys tirti LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio organizavimg ir plétra.
Pavyzdziui, iSmoky medzZioklés pareigiinams ir medZioklés tarnybas turintiems
valstieCiams sgraSai, jvairios suteiktys ar kita su LDK valdovo dvary administravimu

susijusi informacija. Teismy byly knygose!™ jraSytos bylos leidzia rekonstruoti

11 Lietuvos DidZiojo kunigaik$¢io Aleksandro Jogailai¢io dvaro saskaity knygos (1494 — 1504). Parengé D.
Antanavicius, R. Petrauskas. Vilnius. 2007.

112 Kozak P., Rabai K. Mezi periferii a centrem jagellonského svéta: Registrum dvoranii kniZete a krdle Zikmunda 1.
Ceska republika. 2015.

113 [ jetuvos didziojo kunigaikigio Zygimanto Augusto dvaro saskaitos (1543 — 1548). Sudaré AntanaviGius D.,
Narbutas S. Knyga 1. Vilnius. 2009.; Ksi¢ga Ekspedycji kancelarii nadwornej 1559 — 1572. Opracowata Kaniewska
I. Krakow. 1997.

114 jetuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 594 (1585-1600). Parengé Baliulis A. Vilnius. 2006. (Toliau: LM. Knyga Nr. 594);
Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 11(1518 — 1523). Irasy knyga 11. Parengé Dubonis A. Vilnius. 1997. (Toliau: LM. 11
— oji Ira8y knyga); Lietuvos Metrika Knyga Nr. 564 (1553 — 1567) 7 — oji VieSujy reikaly knyga. Parengé Baliulis A.
Vilnius. 1996. (Toliau: LM 7 — oji VieSyjy reikaly knyga. Knyga Nr. 564.); Lietuvos Metrika (1566 — 1572). 8 — oji
Viesyjy reikaly knyga. Parengé Baronas D., JovaiSa L. Vilnius. 1999. (Toliau: LM 8 — oji Vie$yjy reikaly knyga.);
Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 531 (1567-1569). Viesyjy reikaly knyga 9. Parengé Anuzyté L., Baliulis A. Vilnius.
2001. (Toliau: LM. Knyga Nr. 531. 9 — oji Vie$yjy reikaly knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 3 (1440-1498).
Uzrasymy knyga 3. Parengé Anuzyté L., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 1998. (Toliau: LM. 3 — oji UZraSymy knyga); Lietuvos
Metrika. Knyga Nr. 4 (1479-1491). UzraSymy knyga 4. Parengé Anuzyté L. Vilnius. 2004. (Toliau: LM. 4 — 0oji
Uzra§ymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 5 (1427-1506). UzraSymy knyga 5. Parengé Banionis E. Vilnius.
1993. (Toliau: LM. 5 — oji UzraS§ymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 8 (1499-1514). UzraSymy knyga 8.
Parengé Baliulis A., Firkovi¢ius R., Antanavicius D. Vilnius. 1995. (Toliau: LM. 8 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga); Lietuvos
Metrika. Knyga Nr. 10 (1440-1523). Uzrasymy knyga 10. Parengé Banionis E., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 1997. (Toliau:
LM. 10 — oji UzraSymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 12 (1522-1529). UzraSymy knyga 12. Parengé
Antanavi€ius D., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 2008. (Toliau: LM. 12 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika (1528 — 1538).
15 — oji Uzrasymy knyga. Parengé Dubonis A. Vilnius. 2002. (Toliau: LM 15 — oji Uzrasymy knyga.); Lietuvos
Metrika (1535 — 1537). 19 — oji UzraSymy knyga. Parengé Vilimas D. Vilnius. 2009. (Toliau: LM 19 — oji Uzra§ymy
knyga.); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 20 (1536 — 1539). Uzrasymy knyga 20. Parengé Ragauskiené R., Antanavicius
D. Vilnius. 2009. (Toliau: LM. 20 — oji Uzrasymy knyga); Uz galimybe pasinaudoti rengiamos spaudai 21 — 0sios
knygos medziaga autoré dékoja knygos parengéjui A. Duboniui (Toliau: LM. 21 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga). Lietuvos
Metrika. Knyga Nr. 25 (1387-1546). UzraSymy knyga 25. Parengé Antanavicius D., Baliulis A. Vilnius. 1998.
(Toliau: LM. 25 — oji Uzrasymy knyga); Lietuvos Metrika (1552 — 1561). 37 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga. Parengé Baronas
D. Vilnius. 2011. (Toliau: LM 37 — oji UzraSymy knyga.); Lietuvos Metrika (1566 — 1574). 51 — 0ji Uzra§ymy knyga.
Parengé Baliulis A. Vilnius. 2001. (Toliau: LM 51 — oji Uzra§ymy knyga.); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 52 (1569—
1570). Uzrasymy knyga 52. Parengé Baliulis A., Firkovic¢ius R. Vilnius. 2004. (Toliau: LM. 52 — oji UzraSymy
knyga); Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 71 (1585-1586). UzraS§ymy knyga 71. Parengé Antanavi¢ius D. Vilnius. 2008.
(Toliau: LM. 71 — oji Uzrasymy knyga); Metpsika Bemukoro Kuscrea JlutoBckoro. Kuura 3amuceit 30. IToa.
Msmxeackr B. Muack. 2008. (Toliau: Metpsika Benuxoro Kusicta JluroBckoro. Kaura 3amuceit 30); Metpsika
Benukoro KusictBa JIutoBckoro. Kawura 3anuceit 70. [Toa. Msanenscku. Munck. 2008. (Toliau: Metpbika Benwkoro
Kusctsa JlutoBckoro. Kaura 3amuceit 70).

115 jetuvos Metrika (1522-1530). 4 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Lazutka S., Valikonyté I. ir kt. Vilnius. 1997.
(Toliau: LM. 4 — oji TBK); Lietuvos Metrika (1528-1547). 6 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Lazutka S.,
Valikonyté 1. ir kt. Vilnius. 1995. (Toliau: LM. 6 — oji TBK); Lietuvos Metrika (1533-1535). 8 — oji Teismy byly
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medzioklés tkj prizitréjusiy pareigiing bei valstieCiy funkcijas, valdovo medzioklés
apriipinimo kontekste, kadangi teismo proceso metu daznai atsiskleidzia jy pareigos.
Tyrimui reikSmingi publikuoti jvairiy akty rinkiniai'!®, kuriuose taip pat galima rasti

informacijos apie medzioklés pareigiiny funkcijas.

Juridinio pobiidZio valstybinés svarbos dokumentai sudaro dar vieng Saltiniy grupe,
itin aktualig misy tyrimui, kadangi bitent jais buvo jteisinami nauji jstatymai, formave
LDK valdovo medZioklés tikio administravimo sistemg. Prie tokiy Saltiniy visy pirma
galime priskirti 1559 m. Grigaliaus Grinkavi¢iaus Valaviiaus giriy revizijg. Tyrimui
svarbi buvo ir vélyvesné 1641 m. valdovo giriy ordinacija'!’, kuri suteiké iSsamios
informacijos apie LDK valdovo medzioklés tkio teritorinius pokycCius. Reik§mingas
Saltinis medzioklés dikio istorijai tirti yra specialis Ldk Zygimanto Augusto 1567 m.
Knysino nuostatai''®, skirti misko ir medzioklés iikius tvarkanéiy pareigiiny funkcijy
reglamentavimui. Ne maZziau reik§mingi, tiriant pasirinktajg tema, yra 1557 m. Valaky
reformos nuostatai bei 1558 m. instrukcija matininkams bei revizoriams!!®. Prie juridiniy
Saltiniy priskirtini ir Lietuvos Statutai'?®®, kuriuose uzfiksuotos teisinés normos itin

naudingos, atliekant jvairius su medzioklés iikio apsauga susijusius palyginimus.

Tyrimo metu daromy iSvady pagrindimui ir galutiniam jy aiSkumui i§gryninti

aktualis tampa ir uzsienio Saliy ikonografiniai taikomosios bei vaizduojamosios dailés

knyga. Parengé Valikonyté 1., Lazutka S., Slimiené N. ir kt. Vilnius. 1999. (Toliau: LM. 8 — oji TBK); Lietuvos
Metrika (1540-1543). 12 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Valikonyté I., Slimiené N.,Viskantaité-Savis¢eviené S.,
Steponaviéiené L. Vilnius. 2007. (Toliau: LM. 12 — oji TBK); Uz galimybe pasinaudoti rengiamos spaudai 34 — 0sios
TBK knygos medziaga autoré dékoja knygos parengéjoms I. Valikonytei ir N. Slimienei. (Toliau: LM. 34 — 0ji TBK);
Lietuvos Metrika (1555 — 1558). 37 — oji Teismy byly knyga. Parengé Valikonyté 1., Steponaviciené L. Vilnius. 2010.
(Toliau: LM 37 — oji TBK); Cyne6uas kuura Burebekoro BoeBoasl. M. B. Kiouko 1533 — 1540. Hayka. Mocksa.
2008. (Toliau: Cynebnas kHura Bute6Cckoro BOeBOIbI).

116 Pai3uBMsIOBCKME aKThI M3 cOOpanus Poccuiickoii HalMoHanbHON 6ubmoTeku. [TaMATHHKY HCTOPUK BocTouHOiM
Espomnsr. Uctournku XV-XVII BB. CocraButens M. M. Kpowm. T. VI. Mocksa — Bapmasa. 2002.

117 OppuHanys KOpOIEBCKUX Tyl B JJECHUUECTBaxX ObiBuIero Benukoro Kusokecta JIMTOBCKOTO: COCTaBIIEHHAS T10
MHCTPYKIMHU Kopoist BnamucnaBa IV-ro xommuccapamyu BUIEHCKMM KaHOHMKOM U KOPOJIEBCKHM CEKpeTapeM
[erpom [Jlanmmarom McaiikoBckuMm 1 YnuTckuM Mapiankom Xpuctopopom benozopom B 1641-m roay. Iloxror.
SAxo0b Denopouus ['onoBarkuii. Bunpaa.1871.

118 YcraBa M MHCTPYKIMS TOCTIOAAPCKAMbB JIECHUYUMb, JaHHAs BEJIUKUMB KHs3eMb CHrH3MyHIOMB ABrycToMb//
Pycckas Uctopuueckast bubmmoreka. T. XXX. JIutoBkoro Metpuka. Kaura mecras myonmaHsIxb nems. 1914.

119 ycrapa Ha BOJIOKHM TOCIIONAPA KOPOJIS €0 MUJIOCTH Y — BO BhceMb Bennkomb Kusscrse JIutossckoms//Rimka A.
Lietuvos visuomenés tikio bruozai ligi Liublino unijos mety. Kaunas. 1925.

120 pirmasis Lietuvos Statutas (1529 m.). Parengé 1. Valikonyté, S. Lazutka, E. Gudavi¢ius. Vilnius. 2001. (Toliau:
PLS (1529 m.)).; Statut Litewski drugiej redakcyi (1566). F. Piekosinski. Krakow. 1900. (Toliau: ALS (1566 m.)).;
1588 mety Lietuvos Statutas. Parengé 1. Lappo. T. 2: Tekstas. Kaunas. 1938. (Toliau TLS (1588 m.)).
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Saltiniai'?!, nes leidZia jzvelgti analogijas tarp Lietuvos DidZiosios KunigaikStystés ir
Vakary Europos XV — XVI a. valdan¢iojo elito medzioklés tradicijos, iSryskinti jos

panaSumus bei skirtumus.
Disertacijos struktiira

Darbg sudaro jvadas, Sesi skyriai, iSvados, Saltiniy bei literatiiros sarasas ir priedai.
Pirmajame skyriuje atskleidziama Sventosios Romos imperijos, Lenkijos karalystés ir
Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés medzioklés iikio administravimo jteisinimo
teisynuose ir juridiniuose dokumentuose procesy specifika. Aptariama medzioklés tikio
administravimo jteisinimo pradzia, medziojan¢ios/ medZiojamos faunos apsauga ir
bausmés uz neleisting medzioklg Pirmajame Lictuvos Statute ir Europos teisynuose bei
juridiniuose dokumentuose, aptariama medzioklés iikio terminy turinys medzioklés tikio
administravimo jteisinimo raidoje. Antrajame skyriuje, kuriame analizuojami LDK
valdovo medzioklés iikio objektai, démesys skiriamas Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiksc¢io
medZioklés dvary tinklo formavimosi ir plétros specifikai aptarti. Gilinantis ;] LDK
valdovo keliavimo jprocius ir ypatumus, stengiamasi atskleisti bene svarbiausios valdovo
ir kity kilmingyjy laisvalaikio pramogos bruoZzus, i$siaiskinti smulkiyjy medzioklés tikio
vienety svarbg bendrame medzioklés tikio kontekste. Tre¢iajame skyriuje analizuojamos
LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio pareigybés (t. y. medzioklés pareigliny, turéjusiy saugoti
medziojamg ir medziojancig faung, sistemos formavimas tick LDK valdovo dvare, tiek
visuose didziajam kunigaik§ciui priklausiusiuvose medzioklés dvaruose). Taip pat
atskleidziama medzioklés pareigybiy jtaka, siekiant politinés karjeros valdovo dvare.
Ketvirtajame disertacijos skyriuje gilinamasi j materialinj LDK valdovo medzioklés tikio
aprupinimg XV — XVI a. (1572 m.). Penktajame — tiriama medzioklés reiksmé XV — XVI
a. LDK valdovo bei jo dvaro kasdienybéje, uzsienio politikoje, o SeStajame gvildenama,
kaip Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiks§¢io medzioklé amziy kaitoje 1§ ekonominés biitinybés vis

labiau tapo valdanciojo elito pramoga. Priedus sudaro: lentelés, kartografing ir

121 Jedzinskaité — Kuziniené I. XVI — XVIII a. gobelenai Lietuvos DidZiojoje Kunigaikstystéje. Vilnius. 2000.; On
the art of Hunting. An exceptional set of seven tapestries, inspired by hunts of Maximilian. Translated by Marsh J.
Paris. 2002.; Franses S. Dutch tapestry in the golden age 1590 — 1650. New York. 2007.; Vavelis Vilniuje. Nuo
Jogailai¢iy iki Abiejy Tauty Respublikos pabaigos. Sudaré Jerzy T. Kuczman K., Dolinskas V., Uzorka M. Vilnius.
20009.
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ikonografine/ grafiné medziaga, iliustruojanti tyrime pateikiamus teiginius, bei LDK
valdovo medzioklés dvary XV — XVI a. sgraSas, galésiantys pasitarnauti Kitiems

tyrinétojams. Tokia darbo struktiira leidZia nuosekliai iSnagrinéti tyrimo objekta.
ISvados

* Lietuvos Didziojoje Kunigaikstystéje formuojant valdovo medzioklés k] pradéta
kurti jj saugancCiy jstatymy sistema buvo uzbaigta XVI a. II p. Jos pagrindus sudaré
Lietuvos Statutai, Valaky reforma, 1559 m. Grigaliaus Grinkaviciaus Valaviciaus giriy
apraSymas ir 1567 m. KnySino nuostatai. Juridinés normos garantavo pramoginéms
didziojo kunigaiks$¢io medziokléms eksploatuojamy ploty ir valdovui bei kilmingiesiems
priklausiusiy medzioklés naudmeny apsaugg nuo jiems daromos Zalos, jtvirtino i$skirtines
LDK valdovo medzioklés teises, unifikavo valdovo medzioklés tikio administravimo
principus bei koordinavo medzioklés ik} prizitiréjusiy pareigiiny funkcijas.

» LDK valdovo medzioklés tkio administravimo ,,uzuomazgy* galime jzvelgti dar XIII-
X1V a. Kaip ir lenky teisés atveju, medzioklés tkio teisinio administravimo pradzia LDK
sietina su pavieniais juridine galig turinCiais valdovo iSduotais dokumentais, visy pirma
sauganéiais suvereno ir kilmingyjy interesus, priesingai nei Sventosios Romos imperijos
atveju, kur medzioklés teisinio administravimo pradZia sietina su bendruomenés interesy
apsauga. Vokieciy teis¢je jeigos samprata skyrési nuo egzistavusios Lenkijos karalystéje
ar LDK. Pastaroji buvo suvokiama kaip teis¢ naudotis laisvomis (niekam
nepriklausan¢iomis) medzioklés teritorijomis, menanciomis kolektyvinés medzioklés
tradicijg. LDK ir Lenkijos karalystéje jeigos teis€ buvo traktuojama kaip vietiniy
gyventojy, nuo seno turé¢jusiy naudmeny giriose, teis¢ naudotis valdovui ir kilmingiesiems
priklausanciose teritorijose esanciomis misko ir medzioklés fikiy naudmenomis (iSskyrus
tas gaudymvietes, kuriose medziojo pats didysis kunigaikstis), nepretenduojant i jy
nusavinimg ir laikantis griezty, jstatymais reglamentuoty, taisykliy. Per XV-XVI a. LDK
buvo suformuota unifikuota LDK valdovo medzioklés tkio sistema. Valdovas savo
medzioklés 1ikj organizavo pagal ja, taciau turéjo teis¢ sukurti tik jam vienam palankius
medzioklés jstatymus. Toks monopolis XV a. Il p. — XVI a. LDK buvo stumbry medzioklé.

Sventosios Romos imperijoje unifikuoto medzioklés wikio bei teisés nebuvo, kadangi
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kilmingieji, valdydami jiems priklausancius medzioklés plotus, turéjo teis¢ kurti

individualius medzioklés jstatymus.

* XV-XVI a. misko sgvoka LDK nebuvo vienalyte, t. y. Saltiniuose atskirai jvardijamos
misko rasys: girios, miskai, gZuolynai, gojai bei §ilai ar net tokie gamtiniai objektai kaip
kriimynai ir samanoti brizgynai.

« LDK valdovo medZioklés makropasaul; sudaré tuose miSkuose LDK valdovui
priklausiusiy medzioklés dvary tinklas. Jis, pradéjes formuotis dar XIII a., aiSkesnius
kontiirus jgijo XIV a. viduryje, o miisy aptariamuoju laikotarpiu palaipsniui buvo
ple¢iamas. Lietuvos didziojo kunigaik$Cio medZiokles aptarnaves medzioklés dvary
tinklas buvo salyginai tankus, papildytas smulkesniyjy medzioklés tkio vienety. Tokia
medZioklés tikio struktira leido visapusiSkai pasiriipinti LDK valdovo pramoginémis
medzioklémis bei patenkinti iSskirtinius Siai pramogai keliamus uzdavinius.
Gaudymvietémis turétume laikyti juridiSkai ir administraciSkai apibréztas teritorijas,
priklausiusias valdovui ir Kkilmingiesiems. Jose valdovai rengdavo pramogines
medZiokles, o kilmingiesiems priklause specialias medzioklés tarnybas turintys valstieciai
atlikdavo prievoles dvarui. Gaudymvietés kartais skirstytos 1 smulkesnes specialias
kategorijas, pagal tai, kokie Zvérys ar pauksc¢iai jose veisdavosi. Dazniausiai buvo
atskiriamos zveriy ir pauk$€iy gaudymvietés. LDK valdovo gaudymvietés buvo
plotai — varos (gaudymvieciy su varomis). Pastarosios galéjo biiti dviejy tipy: natiiralios,
kuriose dél gamtiniy salygy ir maisto gausos, mego laikytis zvérys bei pauksciai (todél ¢ia
vykdavo medzioklés su varovais), arba aptvertos, kurios minimos dar XIV a. pab. Ordino
zvalgy keliy aprasyme. Valdovo gaudymvieciy gausa priklausé nuo lokacijos ir giriy
bioproduktyvumo. LDK valdovo medzioklés dvaras negaléjo egzistuoti be aplink jj
esanCiy gaudymvieciy, taciau atvirkstinis variantas — pasitaikydavo. Tokios gaudymvietés
(be valdovo medzioklés dvaro jose) buvo inkorporatyvi Lietuvos didZiojo kunigaikscio
dvary tkio dalis, i§ kurios Lietuvos valdovas gaudavo ekonomine nauda. Zvérynus taip
pat galime traktuoti kaip tarpinj ,,sukultiirintg* medzioklés tikio vieneto tipg, esantj tarp

natiiralios gamtinés aplinkos ir Zmogaus veiklos.
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» Lokali LDK valdovo medzioklés dvary plétra atsispindéjo bendrame XV — XVI a.
iSrySkéjusiame  didZziojo kunigaik$¢io medZzioklés dvary gaus¢jimo kontekste
vadinamosios etnografinés Lietuvos teritorijoje. Lietuvos didZiojo kunigaik$¢io
medzioklés dvarams tampant vis prabangesniais, émé nykti ir taip itin sunkiai ap¢iuopiami
skirtumai tarp nuolatiniy valdovo rezidencijy bei medzioklés dvary, o XVI a. pabaigoje
esmine skirtimi i§liko tik medzioklés aptarnavimo funkcijy teikimas.

» Nors medzioklé buvo senesnis valdovo giriy eksploatavimo biidas, nei kad misky tkis,
biitent pastargji nuo XV a. pab. galétume laikyti valstybés tkio Saka, medzioklés iiki
traktuojant veikiau kaip inkorporatyvig LDK valdovo miSky iikio dalj, XVI a. jgavusig
rySkesnius pramoginio tikio bruozus, nei vaidinusig itin svarby vaidmenj to meto LDK
uzsienio prekyboje ar tikin¢je Europos konjunktiiroje. XVI a. Il p. (1574 m.) | girininkijas
panaSiy dariniy suformavimas neapsaugojo misky nuo spartéjancios kolonizacijos,
krastovaizdzio antropogenizacijos ir misky kirtimo, o kaip tik prieSingai — i§samesnés
zinios apie valdovo turimas naudmenas paspartino sklandesn¢ giriy kolonizacijos eiga.
Nuo $iy procesy buvo apsaugoti LDK valdovo pramoginés medzioklés plotai, taciau
girininkijy jsteigimas XVI a. pab. buvo reikSmingas faktorius, lémes krastovaizdZzio kaita.
[Smirus nuolat LDK giriose medziojusiy Jogailai¢iy dinastijos atstovams, valdanciojo elito
poziiiris ] girias tapo dar pragmatiskesnis nei anksc¢iau, o tolesnis miSky ir medziokles tkiy
tobulinimas LDK teritorijoje daugiausia buvo skatinamas noro gauti kuo daugiau pajamy

1§ valstybés naudmeny.

* Per XV a. nusistovéjusi skirtis tarp valdovo iikio objekty, XVI a. Lietuvos didziojo
kunigaik$¢io administracijai pad¢jo jsisavinti jy teikiamg ekonomin¢ naudg. Taip pat
minéty teritorijy apibréztis palengvino LDK valdovo medziokliy organizavimg
medzioklés tkio pareigiinams. XV — XVI a. pramogines LDK valdovo medziokles
organizave medzioklés iikio pareigiinai (didieji medziokliai, dvaro medziokliai,
medziokliai, sakalidininkai, girininkai) turéjo placias kompetencijas, padedancias
susidoroti su daugybe administravimo, apgyvendinimo bei apripinimo klausimy, kuriuos
tekdavo iSspresti, kad LDK valdovas ir jo dvariskiai galéty mégautis Lietuvos didziyjy
kunigaik$¢iy pamégta pramoga. MedZioklés organizaciniai darbai reikalavo iSankstinio
specialias medzioklés pareigybes turin€iy dvaro pareigtiny pasirengimo bei aptarnaujancio

dvaro personalo veiksmy koordinavimo. Taciau XV-XVI a. mezioklés pareigiiny
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funkcijos nebuvo grieztai apibréztos. Dél Sios priezasties jiems padéjo jvairts valdovo
dvaro pareigiinai, atsakingi uz skirtingas valdovo dvaro tkio Sakas. RySkiausias tokios
kooperacijos pavyzdys — arklidininkai. Medzioklés pareigiinams pakluso specialias
medzioklés tarnybas turintys valstie€iai: girininkai-varovai, sekiai, Sauliai, Sernininkai,
bebrininkai, kiaunininkai ir labiausiai su LDK valdovo medzioklémis susij¢ — Sunininkai,

sakalininkai, lokininkai.

* Prozopografinis tyrimas leido apciuopti, kad XV—XVI a. didziaisiais medziokliais ir
arklidininkais tapdavo jtakingiausiy giminiy atstovai, kai tuo tarpu medZzioklio ar girininko
pareigybé buvo skiriama smulkiosios ar vidutinés bajorijos atstovams. Didziojo
medzioklio uzimama pareigybé tur¢jo ne tik socioekonominés naudos, nes asmeninis
patarnavimas medZiokliy metu paciam valdovui 1§ dalies galéjo daryti jtaka tolesnei
karjerai. Nepaisant fakto, jog medzioklés pareigiiny funkcijos nebuvo reglamentuotos, tarp
aukscCiausias ir Zemiausias medzioklés pareigybes uZémusiy asmeny egzistavo milziniskas
atotriikis. Svarbiausio medzioklés iikio pareigino — didziojo medzioklio — uZimama
pozicija dazniausiai koreliavo su marSalkos, arklidininko arba izdininko pareigybémis,
kadangi jy pareigy kompetencijos leido rengti sklandzias medziokles. XV a. I p. marSalkos
ir véliau atsiradusios didziojo medzioklio pareigybés funkcijos koreliavo, o didziojo
medZioklio pareigybé ,,gimé* biitent 1§ dvaro marSalkos pareigybés, ,,nusavinusi® su

medziokliy organizavimu susijusias funkcijas.

» Pasirengimas medziokléms neapsiribojo vien medzioklés pareigiiny specializuotais
darbais, 0 medziokliy metu kylantiems transportavimo, apriipinimo maistu ar drabuziais
poreikiams uZztikrinti atskiriems amatininkams, dvariSkiams ar tarnams buvo iSmokamos
papildomos sumos pinigy, kad Sie pariipinty reikiamy dalyky. ISlaidy reikalaudavo ne tik
grandioziniy medziokliy organizavimas, taciau ir nuolatinio medzioklés tikio iSlaikymas.
Pasirengimas medZziokléms, trukdavusiosioms nuo keliy dieny iki ménesio, buvo 1§ anksto
ruoSiamasi. MedZioklés tikio pareigiinai bei medZioklés tarnybas turintys valstie€iai
iSvykdavo pirma valdovo ir garantuodavo sklandy pramogos apriipinimg. Medziokléms
reikalingi dalykai buvo gabenami 1§ valdovo dvaro arba jsigyjami vietoje pagal poreik].
XV-XVI a. sklandziai funkcionavo kompensaciné sistema, jei valdovo pareigiinams

tekdavo medzioklés iSlaidas padengti 1§ asmeniniy 1ésy.
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» Materialinis LDK valdovo medziokliy apripinimas apémé visus dvaro gyvenimo
poreikius: maistg ir drabuzius, transportg, apgyvendinimg. Aspektai, j kuriuos privaléjo
atsizvelgti pramoga organizuojantis personalas, iSlikdavo daugiau maZziau tokie patys.
Valdovo iSlaidos, skiriamos S§iai pramogai, priklausé nuo medzioklése dalyvavusiy
asmeny skaiciaus. Sklandus medziojancio valdovo ir jo dvaro materialinis apripinimas
turéjo garantuoti visiSska komforta, tad ilgai trunkanc¢iy medziokliy poreikiams apriipinti
per XV — XVI a. LDK buvo iSvystyta gerai funkcionuojanti logistiné sistema, sukurta
tiekimo — atsiskaitymo sistema, garantavusi medzioklei reikiamy dalyky pasitila, kurig
sudaré ne tik uz valdovo 1éSas nupirkti reikmenys, taciau ir i§ duokliy gautos pajamos

natura.

« LDK valdovo medzioklés apogéjy (tieck medzZiojaniyjy gausa, tiek materialiniu
apriipinimu) pasieké XVI a. vid., LDK valdovu tapus Zygimantui Augustui. Po $io
valdovo mirties iki XVI a. pab. sukurtas ,,Jogailai¢iy* medzioklés tikis palaipsniui buvo
transformuotas, o elekciniy valdovy démesys vis dazniau nukrypdavo j ne LDK teritorijoje

esancius medzioklés plotus.

* XV — XVI a. LDK valdovo organizuotos medzioklés buvo visy pirma valdanciojo elito
pramoga bei iSskirtine regalija, deranti pavyzdiniam to meto valdovui, praturtinanti
didziojo kunigaikscio ir jo aplinkos laisvalaikj bei vaiSiy stalg. XVI a. II p., kai naminiy
gyvuliy kainos kilo, o0 medziokliniy Suny bei pauks$¢iy kainos sumazéjo dvigubai ar dar
daugiau, medziojamy zvériy jkainiai iSliko beveik tokie pat. Tai liudija, kad medzioklés
reikSme apsiriipinimo maistu kontekste mazéjo ir laukiniy Zvériy kaing émé jtakoti kiti
veiksniai, nei iki tol, t. y. nebe gyvybiniy poreikiy patenkinimo biitinyb¢, o medzioklés

prestiziSkumas ir teisé/garbé nukauti stamby zvérj.

 Taciau reikSmingi buvo ir medzioklés taktiniai bei psichologiniai aspektai, be kuriy
suvokimo negalétume priartéti prie Viduramziy ir ankstyvyjy Naujyjy laiky medzioklés
svarbos sampratos. Esminés medzioklés uzduotys ir tikslai sutampa su XIV-XVI a.
karybai keliamais i$Stukiais ir turi akivaizdzias paraleles su to meto karyba: 1)
prieSo/grobio lokalizavimas (Sis procesas tiek karo, tiek medZioklés atveju galédavo
uztrukti valandy valandas), 2) navigacija po pavojingas ir mazai paZjstamas teritorijas, 3)

komunikacijos palaikymo su kitais medzioklés dalyviais, karo atveju — miuSyje
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dalyvaujanciais kariais — buidai, 4) veiksmy koordinavimas su ,,draugiSkomis* jégomis ir
intuicija (medzioklés atveju grobio, karo metu — prieSo susekimas, 5) fizinis lavinimas ir

poreikis iSvengti fiziniy suZalojimy.

* MedZzioklée XV — XVI a. LDK valdovams 1§ tiesy padéjo uzmegzti, palaikyti bei vystyti
diplomatinius rySius su uzsienio valdovais, linksminti bei deramai (pagal to meto
vyravusias tradicijas) priimti ir pagerbti atvykstancius jvairiy Saliy pasiuntinius, o taip pat

puoseléti lojalumo rySius LDK valdovo dvare ir uz jo riby.

» LDK valdovo medzioklés XV—XVT a. vykdavo pagal valdovo dvaro ceremoniala, kuris
atitiko to meto Europos kilmingyjy praktikuojama modelj, taciau turéjo savity biidingy tik
LDK skirtumy. Taip kaip valdovo rengiamos medzioklés turéjo aisky jy organizavimo,
keliavimo ir dalyviy apgyvendinimo plang, taip ir medzioklés ceremonialui buvo budingi
tam tikri etapai: medzioklé, prasidéjusi valdovo jsakymu, pasibaigdavo laimikio ir dovany
dalybomis labiausiai pasizyméjusiems medzioklés dalyviams bei ilgai trunkanciomis
puotomis. Taigi LDK valdovo medziokliy eiga nebuvo chaotiska ir atsitikting, bet grieZtai
nulemta medzioklés ceremonialo, kurio centriné figira buvo pats valdovas, o

koordinatorius — didysis medzioklis.

* Vélyvaisiais Viduramziais ir ankstyvaisiais Naujaisiais laikais kiekviena $alis ar regionas
(priklausomai nuo geografinés padéties bei ilgalaikiy tradicijy) turéjo savita medzioklés
ritualo samprata, ] kurig atsizvelgiant buvo reglamentuojamos teisinés normos, turéjusios
apsaugoti valdovo mégstamas medzioti gyviiny riisis. Nepaisant LDK valdovo medzioklés
savitumy, Sios pramogos samprata ir reprezentacija atliepé XV — XVI a. Vakary Europos
valdanciojo elito praktikuojamg modelj bei deklaravo Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiks§cio

dvaro integravimasi j to meto bendraeuroping komunikacine erdve.
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