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Problem

The household (in Lithuanian rnamy ikis, in Polish gospodarstwo domowe, in
Slavonic sources 2ocnodapwscmeso domosoe’), understood as both a space — the house —
and its residents®, is an extremely important issue revealing in multiple aspects the
significance of the basic unit of society as well as the basic economic unit.

The work of Austrian historian Otto Brunner exerted major influence over the
understanding and explication of the meaning of household studies. In the 1950s he
developed the concept of das Ganze Haus, connecting it with the classical Greek
understanding of oikos®, which included three intersecting concepts: family, family
property and the home®. Brunner stressed das Ganze Haus, as with oikos, was a social
microcosm composed of all people under the authority of the head of household, not just
family members, and this definition of terms endured till the 18th century. It's very
significant that the scholar in his work emphasized the special meaning of das Ganze
Haus, including more than the fundamental structure of social relations and standing at
the same time as the basic unity of production and consumption in society®. This
understanding of the meaning of household studies in Western European historiography
attracted a wide field of scholars besides historians, including economists, sociologists
and social geography researchers®.

In the 1980s medieval and modern European households was already a topic of
much research. Historians considered it as both a material environment and a group of
people who lived together in that environment. It was also examined as a place where the
most important interpersonal relationships were formed and maintained. This sort of
flexible understanding of "household" allowed historians to explore different aspects of

"home life": the connection between the household and production, the organization of

! Pirmasis Lietuvos Statutas. T. 2. Pirma dalis. Tekstai senaja baltarusiy, lotyny ir sengja lenky kalbomis. Ed. S.
Lazutka. Vilnius. 1991. C. 5. Art. 6. P. 144-145.

2 http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/household. Seen: 2016 08 26.

% Brunner O. Das ,,Ganze Haus” und die alteuropiische ,,Okonomik”. // ldem. Neue Wege der Verfassungs- und
Sozialgeschichte. Gottingen. 1968. P. 103-127; Horn Melton J. Otto Brunner and the ldeological Origins of
Begriffsgeschichte. // The Meaning of Historical Terms and Concepts: New Studies on Begriffsgeschichte. Ed. H.
Lehmann, M. Richter. Washington. 1996. P. 25.

* Davies J. K. Society and Economy. // The Cambridge Ancient History. Vol. V: The Fifth Century B. C. Ed. D. M.
Lewis, J. Boardman, J. K. Davies, M. Ostwald. Cambridge University Press. 1992. P. 290.

> Horn Melton J. Op. cit. P. 25.

® Wall R. The household. // Encyclopedia of European social history from 1350 to 2000. VVol. 4: Gender, Family
and ages, sexuality, body and mind, work. Ed. P. N. Stearns. Detroit. 2001. P. 109.
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society and the political and emotional life of members of society’. Researchers who
were interested in the social aspect of the problem of the household focused on
demographic issues. The leaders of such studies, J. Hajnal and P. Laslett, in their
examination and analysis of family, family structure and marriage, brought attention to
bear on the different European family systems®. The historians S. Waszak, A. Karpinski,
C. Kuklo and M. Kopczynski emphasized the household as a social organization in
Poland. Other researchers used a deeper conception of the household including both
material environment as well the people living in that environment to analyze, beyond
the composition and relations of family members and servants, the actual housing, home
decorations, the kitchen and so on. Examples of this are works by K. B. Neuschel, C. M.
Woolgar and R. Sarti®. In Poland these sorts of problems usually fall within the scope of
studies of everyday life, also called the history of traditions and customs.

Eugenijus Savis¢evas introduced the concept of household in Lithuanian
historiography just a few years ago. The researcher focused on the social aspect of the
problem, perceiving the household as a universal hierarchical social organization with a
shared economic base. In general Lithuanian historiography has lagged behind that of
Germany, Austria’’ and Poland™ in the field of studies of daily life, and the household
has only been touched upon sporadically in works by Lithuanian researchers. Therefore
this dissertation is a new attempt in Lithuanian historiography to elaborate a multifaceted
concept of household by exploring the households of the nobility in the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania in the 16th and early 17th centuries, covering not just the sphere of material
items complementing daily life and usually going unnoticed in the daily routine®®, but
also the actors operating in that sphere, leading to a more holistic view of the household.

After all, "every instance of this sort of 'spending time together' is a specific organization

" Neuschel K. B. Noble Households in the Sixteenth Century: Material Settings and Human Communites. // French
Historical Studies. Vol. 15. No. 4. Published by Duke University Press. 1988. P. 596.

# Wall R. Op. cit. P. 111.

% Neuschel K. B. Op. cit.; Woolgar C. M. The Great Household in Late Medieval England. London. 1999; Sarti R.
Europe at Home: Family and Material Culture, 1500-1800. London. 2002.

19 Savis¢evas E. Tarnybininkai XVI amzZiaus Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés bajory (didiky) dvaro socialingje
organizacijoje (http://wwwa3.Irs.It/pls/inter/w5_show?p r=7131&p d=94573&p k=1. Seen: 2010 02 03).

1 Ragauskas A. XVI — XVIII a. Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikitystés miestie¢iy kasdienio gyvenimo tyrimai
Siuolaikinéje lietuviy istoriografijoje. // Lituanistica. No. 3 (31). Vilnius. 1997. P. 121-130.

12 Bogucka M. Zycie codzienne — spory wokot profilu badan i definicji. // Kwartalnik historii kultury materialnej.
No. 3. Warszawa. 1996. P. 247-255.

13 Bponens ©. MarepuansHas IMBHIN3anus, SKoHOMHKa M KamutammMm XV — XVIII Be. Vol. 1: Crpykrypst
MOBCETHEBHOCTH: BO3MOKHOE 1 HeBo3MoskHOe. Translated by JI.E. Ky66ens. Mocksa. 1986. P. 38.
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of the space where these people, if not all of them together then in groups, actually dwell

or can dwell together"**

, and the opposite corollary, the items and locations within that
space are not limited to the material world, but are also an expression of social life™.

To acquire this sort of multifaceted view, study of the household becomes a
combination of studies from different disciplines. Economics is a fundamental part of
such studies. Study of the household include basic supplies and mercantile and manor
production issues. Social history, including social structure, categories of residents and
their status within the household, as well as the concept of family, role of members, the
place of women and demographics of residents, is another fundamental part of such
studies. The third main area of inquiry in household studies is the field of the study of
daily life, providing a more intimate view of the individual (whether simple or a member
of the elitele) and the environment, mentality, interpersonal relations, values and customs
of residents from a given period. Study of the household as the base social and economic
unit of the state is therefore extremely important, showing the development of socio-

economic processes and thinking throughout the Grand Duchy of Lithuania.

Subject of Research

The subject of the dissertation is noble household in the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania in the 16th century and the first half of the 17th century.

Although "house" also had social significance, in defining the actual site and
other places the term "house" (dom, domus) is used in this dissertation as a concept to
indicate location. In this work it is not equivalent to the broader concept of "manor”
(umenve, osop, aula, curia), which includes the entire domain with fields, meadows,
woods and so on. The definition of "house" in the dissertation, however, has a broader
meaning beyond just residential building. A "house" was considered the entire complex
of homestead buildings including utility buildings in the Third Lithuanian Statute. The

statute provides for the death penalty to an attacker who wounds or kills a noble in his

¥ Elias N. Riimy dvaro visuomené: karaliaus ir riimy aristokratijos sociologijos tyrimai. Translated by Z. Norkus.
Vilnius. 2004. P. 45.

!> Roche D. Histoire des choses banales. Naissance de la consommation dans les sociétés traditionnelles (XVIle —
X1Xe siecle). Fayard. 1997. P. 11.

1® Bogucka M. Zycie codzienne. P. 253.



own house: e monvko Ha camblii 080p»b, ale u Ha yMHO abo Ha dsopey, 20e OblOo U
UHUWOE 20CNO0APbLCMBO 00MOB0€e Obléaenb xoseano®’. In other words, breaking into a
house was not just entering the main yard of the homestead, but attacks on the stackyard
(eymno) and the yard with buildings for livesctock (osopey).

In this work the term "noble™ is used in two senses: to indicate the entire class of
nobility or merely a lower-ranking conglomerate of this class, without the upper class of
magnates'®. A magnate is distinguished from a nobleman according to H. Lowmianski's
scheme of differentiating the magnate class, in which he includes bishops, voivodes,

castellans, marshals and also high-ranking officials on the court of the ruler®.

Goal and Tasks of the Study

The goal of the dissertation is to explore the structure and development of
Lithuanian Grand Duchy noble household in the 16th century and the first half of the
17th century. Tasks for the research:

1) to examine the aspects of the development and differentiation of Lithuanian
Grand Duchy noble manor homesteads through the prism of social status, affluence and
regionalism;

2) to discover living conditions of noble families on their homesteads and the
differences existing in those conditions and their development through analysis of
architectural and planning features of residential homes, the functions and interior of
rooms; the range of architecture of buildings for noble property and possessions stored
inside; installations of saunas and the significance of hygiene;

3) to study the kitchen of Lithuanian Grand Duchy nobles, analyzing buildings
dedicated to storage of food products, their specialization and architecture, vessels used
to store food, their variety and terminology; architecture and outfitting of separate
buildings utilized for food and drink preparation, vessels and tools used in production;

and daily and holiday food rations of the nobility;

171588 mety Lietuvos Statutas. Vol. 2: Tekstas. Ed. I. Lappo. Kaunas. 1938. C. 11. Art. 1. P. 386.
'8 Gudavi¢ius E. Lietuvos européjimo keliais: istorinés studijos. Ed. A. Bumblauskas, R. Petrauskas. Vilnius. 2002.
P. 167.

¥ Lowmianski H. Zaludnienie panstwa Litewskiego w wieku XVI. Zaludnienie w roku 1528. Poznan. 1998. P. 35—
36.



4) to discover the range of economic activities by nobles;

5) to define aspects of the different social categories of servants in life and work
at the household: structure and size of unfree family (vens0v nesonvnas) and free manor
family (vens0v 0sopnas), functions of servants, living conditions and relationship with

masters.

Research Methods

The dissertation makes use of the analytical research method in critically
assessing information provided in the sources and literature. The empirical/descriptive
method possesses remarkable value for the work, a prerequisite for forming a holistic
view of the noble household. The statistical method is also useful, presenting the
quantitative aspects of the problem: proportion of different structure homesteads, number
of buildings, number of servant-family children. This method could be employed
because of the large sample of cases available; specifically, an inventory of 397 noble
manors was analyzed in the study and also others numerous sources. The work used the
comparative method as well: features of Lithuanian Grand Duchy noble households were
compared with the characteristics of Western and Central European noble households. In
order to better understand specific essential features of noble households in the 16th to
early 17th century, the retrospective research method is employed occasionally.
Unavoidably the dissertation uses multidisciplinary methods, comparing written sources
with archaeological investigations and taking into account the insights offered by

linguistic research.

Chronology

The time-frame of the dissertation is from the 16th century to the first half of the
17th century. No exact dates have been set because analysis of households belongs to the
fields of economic, social and everyday life history, whose subjects are incapable of
sudden change overall and are usually affected by gradual processes instead. The study
begins in the 16th century because the increased significance of written records in the

Grand Duchy of Lithuania in this period provides opportunities to examine a sufficient

9



base of surviving sources. The study continues to the mid-17th century in order to trace
changes and continuity in the role and composition of the participants in the domestic
life of the nobility. Political events of the mid-17th century exerted great influence over
social and economic processes at that time. The period known as "the Flood" in the
Grand Duchy, a time of great loss due to wars and epidemics constituting an economic
and demographic crisis®, directly affected the Lithuanian Grand Duchy noble household.
Thus the selection of chronological limits was a matter of preference rather than being
based, for example, on cultural epochs (in which case this study would have to extend to

1795, the date which A. Bumblauskas says marks the end of the Baroque era?).
Historiography

There are no special studies in Lithuanian historiography devoted to an
examination of the multifaceted noble household in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy from
the 16th century to the mid-17th century. There have only been occasional analyses of
different aspects of noble households in the academic literature. In his work, E.
Saviscevas, who introduced the concept of household in Lithuanian historiography,
elaborated the common social organizational principles of the nobleman's household in
the 16th century® and examined the household as the structural foundation of patriarchal
clientelism®, as well as examining how the homesteads' complexes and buildings of the
nobility of Zemaitija (Samogitia) were arranged*’. R. Ragauskiené touched upon the
issues surrounding households in her reconstruction of a female magnate's court as a
social organization and the functions performed by court residents®®. Ukrainian

researcher 1. Boponuyk stressed the need for studies of the living environment of the

20 Sliesoritinas G. Lietuvos istorija. Vol. 6: Lietuvos DidZioji Kunigaikstysté X VI a. pabaigoje — XVIII a. pradZioje
(1588-1733 metai). Vilnius. 2015. P. 119.

*! Bumblauskas A. Senosios Lietuvos istorija: 1009-1795. Vilnius. 2005; Idem. Lietuvos istorijos periodizacijos
modeliai socialinés istorijos pozitriu. // Lietuvos istorijos studijos. Vol. 17. Vilnius. 2006. P. 9-26.

?2 Savigevas E. Tarnybininkai. (http://www3.lrs.It/pls/inter/w5_show?p_r=7131&p_d=94573&p_k=1).

2 Savistevas E. Odis¢jo lynas: Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikitystés kanclerio Leono Sapiegos tarnai ir jy
organizacija paskutiniame XVI amziaus deSimtmetyje. // Lietuvos Statutas ir Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés
bajoriskoji visuomené. Ed. I. Valikonyte, L. Steponaviciené. Vilnius. 2015. P. 135-184.

 Savis¢evas E. Zemaitijos savivalda ir valdzios elitas 1409—1566 metais. Vilnius. 2010; Idem. Apie bajory
gyvenima, aistras ir mirties bausme XVI a. Zemaitijoje. // Istorijos $altiniy tyrimai. Vol. 2. Ed. A. Dubonis. Vilnius.
2010. P. 179-208.

 Ragauskiené R. The noblewoman's court in the sixteenth-century Grand Duchy of Lithuania. // Lithuanian
historical studies. Vol. 8. Vilnius. 2005. P. 27-60.
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nobility and corresponding social organization. Her brief study addresses the conception
and structure of family and the relationship between master and servants, and discussed
briefly the structure of the nobleman's homestead. Her study was limited to the features
of noble households in the current territory of Ukraine in the 16th to 17th centuries®. In
a later monograph?’ 1. Boporuyx examined the family of nobility, burghers and peasants
in Volhynia from the 16th to mid-17th centuries, and touched upon questions about
noble servants and the appearance of the manor homestead, but didn't expand on these
topics. For a deeper analysis of noble households in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania from
the 16th to mid-17th centuries, it is important to utilize work from different fields of
research which address different aspects of household.

Certain features of the household are revealed in biographical studies of
Lithuanian Grand Duchy magnates, mainly members of the Radvilos family. T. Kempa
discussed the economic development of the manors of Mykolas Kristupas Radvila
Naslaitélis and the salaries of servants. R. Ragauskiené examined the servants, income
and expenses of Mykolas Radvila Rudasis. H. Wisner in his monograph about Jonusas
Radvila presented information about Jonusas Radvila family and property. U.
Augustyniak researched categories and hierarchy of Kristupas Radvila servants, the
architecture of homestead buildings, the luxury of the magnate's dinner table, conditions
for travel and other important problems.

Of great significance to the problem of household is the question of unfree family
and also peasants who worked on the household or contributed to the maintenance of the
household economy, addressed in many social history studies by researchers. Russian
positivist historians (®. U. JieontoBuy, /1. JI. [Toxunesuy, B. 1. [Tuuera) studied this set
of social issues from the late 19th century. One of the major figures in Lithuanian
historiography, K. Jablonskis, also addressed the issue of the unfree people. D. Buténas
continued research on the issue in the second half of the 20th century, although his
findings had to be based in Marxist methodology. J. Jurginis also made a significant
contribution in social history studies, bringing attention to differing statuses of members

of unfree family, and E. Gudavicius also made an important contribution in addressing

?® Boponuyk I. Illnsxerchkuii aBip, iforo ciayru ta gemsmp. / CouiyMm. AnbMaHax comianbHOi icropii. Bumyck 4.
2004. P. 117-133 (http://histans.com/JournAL L/socium/4/8.pdf).

%" Boponuyk I. Hacememust Bommmi B XVI p. — mepuriii momosusi XVII CT.: pojamHa, JOMOTOCIOZapCTBO,
nemorpacdiuni ynHHukH. Kuis. 2012.
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the terminology of unfree family members and the concepts of unfree people and
freemen in the First Lithuanian Statute. In current historiography A. Baliulis has brought
light to bear on the issue of unfree servants escaping.

Studies of families are important for researching the social aspect of households. J.
SarceviCiené brought attention to the problem of the noble family using material
provided by the genre of occasional literature from the second half of the 16th century to
the first half of the 17th century. Polish historian M. Liedke analysed demographic
aspects of the family of magnates in the 16th to 18th centuries. Legal historian V.
Andriulis and the publishers of the 6th Lithuanian Metrika book (court cases) analyzed
the problems of family property status and the structure and content of dowries.

Issues concerning family property are also addressed in studies dedicated to
women. S. Lazutka and I. Valikonyté provide a deeper examination of problems about
the property status of women and conditions for forming a family. J. Sarceviciené in her
monograph about female magnates also provided a brief discussion of the woman's role
in the household. A. Lesiak made a short study of property issues of female members of
the Radvilos family.

In examining household supply, it's important to start with studies of the economy.
S. Kasperczak, who did such research, revealed the features of the development of the
manor economy of the Lithuanian Grand Duchy in the first half of the 16th century. In
M. Jucas's monograph on the process of the dissolution of serfdom he provides important
information about crop fertility. J. Kiaupiené in analyzing the relationship between
village and manor in Zemaitija from the 16th to 18th century examined the issue of the
increase in the mandatory duties of the peasantry. J. Ochmanski discussed the duties of
the peasants on the manor of the magnates following the Volok Reform.

Studies of trade history which examine import/export issues and detail aspects of
the assortment of products and demand for them in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy (A.
Rimka, Z. Ivinskis, A. Tyla, J. Kiaupiené, D. Ziemelis) are also important in the
dissertation. Z. Kiaupa's study on alcohol sales at taverns and inns is also useful.

Research on architecture are also significant for forming a picture of the
household as a residential space. A. JankevicCien¢ brought up the architecture of noble
homestead buildings first, and the problem was later addressed more fully by J. Jurginis,

who examined the 16th-century manor homesteads of Upyté and architectural features of
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the manor homesteads of the Alytus ekonomija in 1649. M. Urbelis dedicated a small
study to residential buildings in the 16th century. Belarusian researcher JI. A.
MoauanoBa touched upon the structure of houses and architectural construction and
interior details of certain buildings briefly. }O. A. SIkumoBuy revealed certain aspects of
former homesteads from 16th to mid-17th century in the current country of Belarus. D.
PuodZziukiené's studies examining the architecture of noble home architecture and
discussing the structure of manor homesteads and architectural features of various
buildings in the current Lithuania are also significant. U. Augustyniak’'s examined the
architecture of the manor homesteads of Kristupas Radvila and his sons from the end of
the 16th century to the 1660s. Also important is J. Zawadzkis's research on features in
the development of the Kiskos manor homesteads from the last quarter of the 16th
century into the first half of the 17th century. New archaeological discoveries have led
researchers to look at the Dubingiai architectural complex of the Radvilos (A.
KunceviCius, R. Jankauskas, R. Lauzikas, D. Stankevicitté, I. Rutkauskaité, R.
Smigelskas; D. Karvelis, R. Ragauskien¢).

L. Glemza's study is important for the topic of cooking and food and belongs to
the field of the history of daily life. However, the author only looked at the cuisine of the
ruler. Systematic archaeological investigations of the ruins of the former palace at the
Dubingiai castle site led R. Lauzikas to formulate specific aspects of the kitchen of the
Radvilos (the recently popular topic of cuisine encouraged R. Lauzikas and R.
Ragauskiené¢ to publish popular books on Lithuanian Grand Duchy cuisine). R.
nobles also belong to the field of the history of daily life.

Archaeological work has been important in revealing the material environment of
the household. R. Volkaité-Kulikauskiené presented information on dishes and bones of
livestock and wild animals discovered in Punia. Studies by L. Daugnora, G.
Pili¢iauskiené and R. Bilskiené of osteological material from the Lower Castle site in
Vilnius demonstrated different aspects in the utilization of poultry, livestock and wild
game meat from the 14th to 17th centuries. A. Strazdas, G. Vaitkevicius, D.
Steponaviciene, A. Zalnierius ir A. Grinkevi¢itté, G. Striska, I. Kaminskaité and B.

Salatkiené¢ provide information on dishes discovered during archaeological digs. We
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have to note that archaeological work is primarily concerned with examination of
archaeological material from the Lower Castle in Vilnius.

As can be seen, studies of the noble household are fragmentary and in order to
form a holistic picture of the noble household and its development over time, we must

make sense of the material provided in the sources.

Sources

The dissertation makes use of abundant published as well as unpublished sources
located at the Supreme Archive of Ancient Acts in Warsaw (f. 354, 334), the Lithuanian
State History Archive (f. Lithuanian Metrika (microfilm), the Microfilm Collection from
Polish Archives, Ancient Acts, 525, 599, 716, 1177, 1276, 1280, 1292), the manuscripts
archive of the Lithuanian History Institute (f. 4), and the Manuscripts Section of Vilnius
University library (f. 4, 7) and the Vrublevskiai library of the Lithuanian Academy of
Science (f. 12, 16, 17, 20, 21, 32, 37, 43, 90, 98, 119, 122, 138, 198, 256, 260, 264, 273).

Sources of different kinds can be categorized into several groups. The most
important group are documents of an economic nature: inventories of manors and
moveable assets, lists of peasants' duties, lists of food products, income and expenses
and manor accounting books. Manor inventories shed light on the structure of noble
homesteads, building architecture, furnishing of spaces and the material diversity of
sites, objects and their locations. They provide information on crops, vegetables and fruit
cultivated, livestock raised and meat and milk-products stored, revealing some aspects of
the nobility's eating habits. The inventories provide important information about the
composition of unfree families and the duties levied on the peasantry. This study made
use of 397 inventories from noble manors, mainly from the second half of the 16th
century (205) and from the first half of the 17th century (181). The majority are
inventories from former manor in the Vilnius voivod (109), Zemaitija (91), the Trakai
voivod (64) and Novogrudok voivod (57). Inventories of movable objects provide
information about the nobility's material objects, their worth and their numbers. Records
of duties assigned the peasantry shed light on household supply and provide details on
the feeding of the nobility. Lists of food products are especially important for studying

the nobility's cooking and kitchen. Lists of income and expenses of the magnates provide
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crucial information on the status of the household and its needs. These include
information on food products, items needed by the household, services and service
providers. The accounting books of the ruler provide additional information on the foods
consumed by the elite, some of the dishes and vessels they used.

Another group of sources is comprised of official documents: the Lithuanian
Statutes, Parliament constitutions and the ruler's rules, regulations and orders. The
Lithuanian Statutes are of extreme importance in this study, revealing the conception of
the house and home in the period and aspects of society and economy. The Statutes
provide information about unfree family, craftsmen, administration officials and even
prices for foodstuffs. Parliament constitutions document the assortment of imported
drinks and other products. The articles of the 1557 Volok reform are important for the
study, showing changes in the status of the unfree family, their functions and the duties
levied upon the peasantry on the ruler's manors. Prices of food items set for the military
hold significance for research into the noble kitchen. Customs duties demonstrating the
variety of spices and other products are also useful.

Court documents are especially important in this study. Court proceedings and
orders provide information not just about the nobility's residential environment, property
and feeding habits, but also about the social structure of their households, the roles of
noble family members, the functions of servants and relationships between masters and
servants. Regarding the question of the functions of unfree family members in the
household, K. Jablonskis's "Feodaliniy baudziaviniy santykiy Lietuvoje dokumenty
rinkinys" ("Collection of Documents on Feudal Serf Relationships in Lithuania™),
conserved in the manuscripts section of the Lithuanian History Institute, is especially
useful. In the first part of the manuscript "The unfree family, 1501-1700," the author
presents a number of court cases bearing significantly on the issue.

Also important in this dissertation were private documents. Last wills and
testaments present information about the property and some aspects of the social
structure of households. Different property dispensation documents (donations, grants,
sales and swap texts) provide details on the residential environment of the nobility and
important information on the status of unfree family members and their purchase prices.
In grants made by the ruler to private people we discover information about the unfree

family, household supplies and the eating habits of the nobility. Ruler Zygimantas
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Augustas's letters to the Radvilos provide additional information about the households of
the elite.

A further important group is comprised of narrational sources, which can be
subdivided into several groups: 1) popular writings by authors such as Mykolas Lietuvis,
Andrius Volanas and Lukas Gurnickis pointing out problems in society at the time and
aimed at making society better; 2) poetry by authors such as Mikalojus Husovianas,
Jonas Radvanas, Petras Roizijus and Mikalojus Kazimieras Semeta which reveals
important details of society and the surrounding world at the time; 3) memoirs, which
includes stories by Jonas Lasickis, Saliamonas Risinskis, Teodoras JevlaSauskis, Jonas
Meleska and Elijus Pilgrimovijus, providing insight into the mentality of the people of
the period from the 16th to mid-17th century and their environment; 4) travelogues by
authors including Gerardas Merkatorius, Sigismundas HerberSteinas and Georgas
Braunas who visited the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and left records of certain buildings,
the people's eating and drinking habits and other aspects of daily life.

Physical objects were also important as sources in this study. Information is
presented in reports by archaeologists about the dishes, seeds of fruit trees and the pollen
of various plants.

Thus a number of types of sources providing rich and varied information were
used, allowing for a deeper examination of the noble household of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania from the 16th to mid-17th century.

Structure of the Dissertation

The dissertation is composed of an introduction, the main body divided into five
sections, the conclusion, a bibliography of sources and literature and appendices. The
first chapter, "The Noble Household Space in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the 16th
to mid-17th Century," surveys the evolution of the structure of the noble manor
homesteads in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy with attention to changes during the time-
period in question, the social status and affluence of nobles and regional aspects,
presents a differentiation of noble households, provides a holistic view of one-, two- and
three-courtyard homesteads and compares the Lithuanian Grand Duchy noble household

with the household of the nobility in Western and Central Europe.
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The second chapter, "The Life of Nobles on the Manor Homestead in the
Lithuanian Grand Duchy in the 16th to mid-17th Century," goes into deeper examination
of the multifaceted aspects of noble family life in the household: architectural features of
the residential home, the functions of rooms and buildings, their furnishing and
equipment and the items they housed are examined, and questions are raised on living
conditions, poverty vs. luxury, public vs. private life, individualism vs. group affinity
and other social issues in play in the household. The next subchapter analyzes
architectural features of buildings which protected the most important property items and
wealth of the noble family, examining the spectrum of items contained there, and also
the material witnesses to the noble's travels (coach house and transportation devices). An
analysis of the construction and layout of saunas is provided separately, addressing the
important issue of hygiene. The fifth subchapter analyzes the roles played and task
performed by the members of the noble family with emphasis on the economic aspect of
the problem.

The third chapter is called "The Noble Kitchen in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy in
the 16th to mid-17th Century" and addresses separately the topic of cuisine in the
broadest sense. It provides information about separate buildings for the storage of food
products, analyzes vessels for storing food and associated terminology and examines
exterior and interior architecture of buildings used to make food and drink and the range
of dishes and tools used. Much attention is devoted to analysis of food products, menu
items and drinks used by the nobility, touching upon the issue of regular and holiday fare
and the feeding habits of different strata of the nobility.

The fourth chapter of the dissertation, "Reflections of the Economy on Noble
Manor Homesteads in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy in the 16th to mid-17 Century,"
details farm buildings and manor manufacturing enterprises.

The fifth chapter is called "The Life of Servants on Noble Manor Homesteads in
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the 16th to mid-17th Century" and addresses the issue
of purchase, use and sale of noble's unfree family members and the structure and size of
unfree and free manor families, and their demographic issues: age, origin and familial
status, number of children and the issues of old age and broken families. A separate
subchapter analyzes the functions of servants of different social status within the

household and touches upon the problem of reassignment of functions. It also looks at
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the architecture, interior and living conditions of houses assigned servants. It concludes
with an explication of different aspects of the relationship between masters and servants

in the context of the prevailing mentality of the period.

Conclusions

1. A multiple-aspect conception of the household includes both the material
environment of the home and the group of people living in that environment. This
investigation has demonstrated the noble household in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy
corresponded locally with the definitions of the noble manor homestead. Three types of
noble manor homestead existed in the 16th to mid-17th centuries: one-, two- and three-
courtyard homesteads. According to the sources in the first half of the 16th century the
single-courtyard homestead predominated. This included the residential home, buildings
for storing stuff, a house for the servants, a building for grain storage and more rarely a
kitchen, a stable, a sauna and an animal pen. By the second half of the 16th century and
into the first half of the 17th, however, the small one-courtyard manor homesteads were
the main living space of only the lower stratum of the nobility, which didn't represent
that status of the noble person as much as that was demonstrated through clothing and
weapons. Growth in agriculture production led to the appearance of a separate courtyard
for the barn with a larger number of buildings to deal with the harvest. On the manors of
richer nobles the three-courtyard homesteads were formed in this period. These
homesteads were characterized by a larger number and variety of buildings, but the
majority of them were intended for the same important household functions as before:
the residence of the noble family, housing for the servants, storage for personal items,
the production of food and drink, storage of unthreshed grain, food products and hay,
and shelter for livestock. On the larger homesteads, however, there also appeared
recreational type spaces (small summer-cottage type buildings). In the first half of the
17th century, following the example of Western European residences, greater attention
was given to the aesthetics of the garden areas and architecture on the manor homesteads
of the elite.

2. Analysis of manor inventories shows an "explosion” in the differentiation of

manor homesteads in the mid-16th century. Depending on the social status and affluence
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of the owner and his personal interests, homesteads were of different importance, size,
structure, number of buildings and their layout. There were no essential differences,
however, between the manor homesteads of Lithuania propria and the Slavic territories
of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. Certain regional features are only apparent in the
architecture of specific buildings, witnessed by terms in the sources such as the
"Lithuanian” building for drying grains, the grain storage barn "built in the Lithuanian
manner,"” the "Russian” barn, etc. The most different were the manor homesteads of the
nobility of Zemaitija, where there were buildings unique to the region called numas and
povalusas.

3. The lowest stratum of the nobility lived in small wooden houses built right on
top of the ground with straw roofs and paper or cloth windows, thus being very close in
terms of living conditions to the homes of the peasantry. Wealthier nobles built raised
houses a characteristic of Northern and Eastern European architecture. Better living
conditions — warmth and light — were provided by investments in the glass windows
which became popular by the second half of the 16th century and which became
available to less wealthy nobles in the first half of the 17th century. Of the other manor
homesteads buildings, the nobles' residential homes differed in terms of size, height and
entrance porches, but only the magnates were able to invest more in aesthetics, including
building high roofs with cupolas and decorative weather vanes, installing stained-glass
windows, Venetian or French glass window panes and carved wooden doors.

4. In the first half of the 16th century even the richest people usually had a fairly
undivided house floor plan with one or two large living-room spaces (sometimes with a
smaller room) connected by an anteroom, but by the 1660s the majority of nobles lived
in houses which had at both sides of entrance three to four rooms for different home
activities: a parlor for receiving guests (the dining room), the family living room, rooms
for sleeping and for storing things. Customarily there were not separate rooms for
married couples and children, and likewise not for servants, either, which likely
engendered their closeness and coincided with communal societal norms. In the homes
of the magnates the number of rooms was larger and grew even greater at important
residences in the first half of the 17th century when the prototypes of separate
apartments for man and wife appeared and separate rooms for servants were set up,

while the floor plan came to resemble the internal structure of Italian Renaissance
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homes. Thus it was in this period that greater differences in the living conditions in
homes of different strata of the nobility were born.

5. The fanciest room in the house was the dining room. Many nobles strove to
have green glazed tile stoves, to have custom tables made or tables imported from
Germany and imported carpets. In the homes of the magnates the dining room stove was
decorated with the family crest and the room featured very expensive imported
tapestries, paintings, imported luxurious tables and large brass or deer-horn chandeliers.
The latest in domestic elegance in the noble home of the second half of the 16th century
included types of furnishing spreading in Western Europe: cupboards, prototypes of the
sideboard, the so-called sluzba, benches and smaller benches with armrests or backs, in
elite homes armchairs and, from first half of the 17th century, chairs as well. During the
period under discussion the life of the noble was still that of the community: witness that
the main piece of furniture for sitting was the bench. Table ware didn't merely
demonstrate etiquette at the table, but were also a clear indication of the status of the
head of household. Nobles who did not hold high office in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy
ate from pewter plates and bowls, drank from pewter steins or goblets and used pewter
spoons throughout the period under discussion. When guests arrived, the nobleman
would retrieve from a chest or cupboard the best he had, usually a few silver spoons, and
perhaps silver goblets as well. In the first half of the 17th century it became customary to
use a knife and fork at the elite's table.

6. In the living room the large number of pieces of furniture for sitting (several
larger benches by the wall and smaller benches at the table and/or stove) shows the entire
family spent time in this room. Most likely the guests were also invited into this room,
shown by the desire to outfit the room with the glazed-tile stove (not just in the dining
room) and to place luxury furniture here (cupboard, fancier table). Cases where religious
books were kept in the living room testify to the religiosity of Lithuanian Grand Duchy
noble society. The items to satisfy cultural and religious needs, however, occupied only a
small portion of the daily life of the majority of nobility. Only magnates in the second
half of the 16th to the first half of the 17th century had large collections of holy items,
books of various types and paintings.

7. Over the duration of the period under discussion, sleep took place on benches

on feathered bedding whose fabric, depending on stratum of nobility, was sewn of
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homemade linen cloth or imported baize clothe. In smaller houses husband, wife and
children slept in one room. Only larger houses had separate rooms for man and wife.

8. The property of the nobility held in klétis, svirnas and povalusas ranged across
a wide spectrum, including: 1) personal items: money, documents, clothes, bedding,
dishes, ammunition; impressive and full of treasures was the magnates' treasury where
church items, books and paintings were also stored; 2) items needed for the household
such as different kinds of cloth, wool, thread, leather, candlesticks, locks, chests, dishes
for making and storing food, equipment for distilling alcohol, mill stones, wax; 3) food
stuffs: grains, meat, milk products, vegetables, etc.; 4) woodworking and agricultural
implements. Analysis of the information showed the magnates and lower strata of the
nobility mostly differed in terms of collections paintings and books and hoards of money
and precious items as well as in the overall number of items possessed, but that many of
the customary items for use in the household were essentially the same. Entries on
inventory lists show noble society at the time held objects in very great esteem, with
even old and worn-out items being collected rather than thrown out and some of them
repaired or used in production of new items. Viewed from the perspective of the present
time, in general the environment of things in households of the time was limited but
rational, and almost every item possessed had a practical function.

9. The study showed regarding the kitchen in the wider sense of Lithuanian Grand
Duchy nobles that there were specialized buildings on the homestead for storing food:
one group was devoted to vegetables and another to milk products. This shows garden
and dairy products were extremely important for the household and accounted for a large
part of the daily food ration. The most popular vessels for holding food were usually
made of wood. Only a small portion and only at certain households were glazed ceramic
pots and pitchers used, and glass pitchers from the first half of the 17th century. In
general the same types of wooden dishes for holding food in the period under discussion
were used in both noble and magnate household, with the only differences being in
quantity and quality. The importance of these simple things in daily life at the time is
shown in the use of multiple terms to designate the same item.

10. Throughout the time-frame of the study, food was prepared in metal
cauldrons, tripods and pots, braised or cooked in pans, and roasted on spits, but there is a

noticeable increase from the second half of the 16th century of the use of smaller dishes
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and tools allowing for better food preparation. The manor brewery, where beer was
usually produced and sometimes mead, began to be used to produce vodka in the mid-
16th century, whose distillation required a special apparatus with tubing.

11. The daily fare of nobles basically depended on the agricultural activities of the
manor. Nobles took pains to sow a sufficient amount of rye to make the daily bread as
well as other grains and vegetables, and to plant orchards (apple, pear, cherry and plum
trees). The main source of meet was livestock and poultry and the most commonly eaten
meats were beef, pork, lamb, chicken and more rarely goose. Hunting provided an
additional source of meat, especially fowl. The Christian religion affected noble eating
habits, and fish and all sorts of cheese replaced meat during fasts. Commercial relations
abroad provided nobles herring, cod, salt and all sorts of foreign spices. The fad of using
large quantities of expensive spices, widespread in other European countries, was very
much present in the cuisine of the magnates, especially from the latter half of the 16th
century onwards, and spices of all sorts became an important part of the cooking of less
affluent nobles in the first half of the 17th century. White bread, rice, imported spices
and wine were luxury fare in the period under discussion and testified to the high social
status of their consumers.

12. Research on farm buildings revealed several specialized farm sheds for
livestock were built on manor homestead, testifying to progress in livestock farming and
its importance for supplying the household of the nobility; this consisted of a horse
stable and several pens where cattle, pigs, sheep and poultry were kept separately.
Sources in the second half of the 16th century reveal a variety of terms for buildings
used to thresh, dry and store grains, which might show a higher level of agricultural
development and larger harvests. Inventories show more affluent noble and magnate
manors had one or more watermills for grinding grain, while expansion of economic
activities was only characteristic of the highest level of the nobility, who set up brick-
making works and metal-smithing operations for supplying the household, but also built
paper mills, fulling-mills, saw mills and glass workshops.

13. Different social categories of servants served the entire noble household.
Unfree servants (slaves) were an important part of the household. They were passed on
by last will and testament or given as gifts to relatives, and, if there was a lack of money,

sold (the approximate cost of a boy or girl in the first half of the 16th century was two
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kapa of grosh, in the latter half of the 16th century five kapa, and in the 1740s up to
twenty kapa). Throughout the period under discussion the work of unfree servants had
much greater significance in the households of the lower nobility, whereas the provisions
of the Volok reform encouraged magnates to rid themselves of the institution of unfree
people labor. When the Third Lithuanian Statue came into force, poorer nobles began to
call their unfree family simply the manor family, although the actual status of the
members didn't always change. Hired hands who were paid a salary are mainly
mentioned in the sources only in the first half of the 17th century, when the institution of
hired labor become more widespread in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy.

14. There weren't a great number of unfree servants living on a given noble
homestead. The number per homestead was usually between 2 and 4 people. These were
usually single girls or mothers with children, rarely whole families. The unfree servants
were allowed to start families who were placed outside the noble homestead. Usually
from 1 to 3 nuclear families lived on the separate small homesteads (padvarés) in the
manorial area. Research found unfree families had between one and four children and
larger families with up to eight children were rarely found. Usually unfree servants from
the local area lived and worked on the noble homestead, but some households had
Muscovites taken into noble's unfree family during military campaigns, and more rarely
some had female Latvians. The sources paint a picture of the household as a closed unit
where a small number of servants were sufficient to maintain its existence whose various
functions insured the performance of the most important household tasks and thus
contributed to its support.

15. Servants belong to different social categories took care of the noble
household. They: administered (urédininkai/vietininkai, and on manor estates of the
magnates also stewards, manor marshals, treasurers); supervised the household (tijinas,
raktininkas/é, tarnybininke, rykiné), served the noble family, i.e., served the married
couple (the noblewoman was served by a peasant female servants or unfree women and
girls who also took care of the children, while female magnates were served by noble
girls; the nobleman was served by a young male servant, and the richer nobleman by
tarnybininkai), kept up cleanliness (unfree female servants, washwomen), prepared food
and made drinks (unfree female servants and their children, special servants such as

cook, baker, assistant cook, brewer and in the households of magnates noble chief cooks
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were in charge of the kitchen), managed animal husbandry (rykiné, unfree girls and
children, shepherds, horse-specialist servants, coachmen, and in households of magnates
noble servants who maintained the horse stables), did various kinds of craftwork
providing the household important supplies (usually unfree female servants who spined,
wove, embroidered and sewed, and in the households of the magnates different hired
craftsmen, including foreign artisans). Unfree female servants also tended the gardens
and orchards (among the magnates there were hired gardeners and orchardists) and also
worked the fields of the estate. Their functions, however, were most often not strictly
defined, but mixed and depended on the specific needs of the household.

16. Living conditions for unfree family members on the noble homestead were
humble: the residential house was simple, small and dark (with only one window located
in the living room area). The homes of urédininkai on larger manor homesteads were big
with shingle roofs, glass windows and even luxury items within (glazed stoves, sluzba,
large painted bed and chairs with backs).

17. The relationships between masters and servants varied. In some cases the
shared life of the noble family and the unfree family members, common defense of the
household against attackers, servants' assistance and obedience to their masters even in
cases of illegal attacks by neighbors could be considered an expression of positive
relations, but it's equally possible this sort of behavior was the result of subordinates' fear
of not obeying their masters. It also appears that signs of positive relations when the
master did things such as freeing an unfree servant "for faithful service" or, at the request
of a unfree servant, allowed him to become a hired hand, were mainly due to economic
considerations, and in the case of liberation, the result of Christian morality as well. The
most outstanding sign of negative relations was flight by unfree servants, often after
stealing a specific piece of the master's property. It's not at all clear what specific
situations or behavior by the master caused escapes or more drastic action by servants
such as when they burned down houses, committed homicide or sought the master's
death through curses. Masters who caught escapees used to punish them by placing them
in iron chains, but compared to the punishments set in the Lithuanian Statues, this was
truly not the most severe one.

18. In summary, the noble household of the Lithuanian Grand Duchy in the first

half of the 16th to the mid-17th century was rational and closed, surviving from the

24



agricultural and economic activities of the manor and the nobleman's manor service. In
the second half of the 16th century when agricultural production capacity had increased,
as the Volok reform was being carried out and under expanding trade relations, and also
as Western European ideas and fashions spread, a differentiation of noble households
took place. In the first half of the 17th century the gap between the living conditions and
opportunities of the nobleman and the magnate — and ways to present themselves and
demonstrate status — widened, showing the varied hues of the economic, social and daily

life of noble society in the Lithuanian Grand Duchy.
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Problema

Namy tkis (angl. household, lenk. gospodarstwo domowe, rusén. Salt.
cocnodapwvemeo domosoe™), suvokiamas kaip bendra vietos — namy — ir jy gyventojy
visuma®, yra itin svarbi problema, jvairiapusiskai atskleidzianti pamatinio visuomenés ir
kartu ekonominio vieneto reikSme.

Namy tkio tyrimy reik§més suvokimui ir plétoter didele jtaka padaré austry
istoriko Oto Brunerio darbai. XX a. 6 deS. jis iSvysté das Ganze Haus koncepcija,
siedamas ja su Senovés Graikijos 0ikos samprata®, kuri apeme tris persipynusius
konceptus: $eima, $eimos turta ir namus®". O. Bruneris pabrézé, kad das Ganze Haus,
kaip ir oikos, buvo socialinis mikrokosmosas, sudarytas ne tik i§ §eimos nariy, bet visy
asmeny, buvusiy namy tkio Seimininko priklausomybg¢je, o tokia $iy terminy samprata
egzistavo iki pat XVIII a. Itin svarbu, kad tyréjas savo darbuose akcentavo ypatinga das
Ganze Haus reik§mg¢ — das Ganze Haus ne tik jrémino fundamentalig socialiniy santykiy
struktiira, bet kartu buvo esminis gamybos ir vartojimo vienetas visuomenéje®”. Toks
namy tkio tyrimy reikSmes suvokimas Vakary Europos istoriografijoje 1 $ig tyrimo sritj
jtrauké jvairiy sri¢iy mokslininkus: ne tik istorikus, bet ir ekonomistus, sociologus bei
socialinés geografijos tyréjus®,

XX a. 9 des. viduramziy ir ankstyvyjy moderniyjy laiky Europos namy iikis jau
buvo iSplétota tyrimo sritis. Istoriky jis buvo traktuojamas ir kaip materiali aplinka, ir
kaip grupé zmoniy, kurie toje aplinkoje kartu gyveno. Taip pat jis buvo analizuojamas
kaip vieta, kurioje buvo formuojami ir palaikomi svarbiausi Zmoniy tarpusavio rySiai.
Tokia lanksti ,,namy tkio* samprata istorikams leido tyrinéti jvairius ,,namy gyvenimo**

bruozus: namy iikio sarysj su produkcija, visuomenés organizacija bei jos nariy emociniu

%8 Pirmasis Lietuvos Statutas. T. 2. Pirma dalis. Tekstai senaja baltarusiy, lotyny ir senaja lenky kalbomis. Red. S.
Lazutka. Vilnius. 1991. Sk. 5. Str. 6. P. 144-145.

2 http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/household. Ziiiréta: 2016 08 26.

% Brunner O. Das ,,Ganze Haus” und die alteuropiische ,,Okonomik”. // Idem. Neue Wege der Verfassungs- und
Sozialgeschichte. Gottingen. 1968. P. 103-127; Horn Melton J. Otto Brunner and the ldeological Origins of
Begriffsgeschichte. // The Meaning of Historical Terms and Concepts: New Studies on Begriffsgeschichte. Ed. H.
Lehmann, M. Richter. Washington. 1996. P. 25.

31 Davies J. K. Society and Economy. // The Cambridge Ancient History. Volume V: The Fifth Century B. C. Ed.
D. M. Lewis, J. Boardman, J. K. Davies, M. Ostwald. Cambridge University Press. 1992. P. 290.

%2 Horn Melton J. Op. cit. P. 25.

% Wall R. The household. // Encyclopedia of European social history from 1350 to 2000. V. 4: Gender, Family and
ages, sexuality, body and mind, work. Ed. P. N. Stearns. Detroit. 2001. P. 109.

26


http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/household

ir politiniu gyvenimu®. Mokslininkai, orientavesi i socialinj namy tkio problemos
aspekta, pagrindin} démesj skyré demografiniams klausimams. Tokiy tyrimy koriféjai J.
Hajnalas ir P. Lasletas, gilindamiesi j Seimos analizg, struktiirg ir santuokos modelius,
telke démes; 1 skirtingy Europos Seimy sistemy iéry§kinimq35. Lenkijoje namy tkj kaip
socialing organizacijg akcentavo istorikai S. Vasakas, A. Karpinskis, C. Kuklo, M.
Kop¢inskis. Taciau kiti tyréjai, vadovaudamiesi platesne namy tkio samprata, apimancia
tiek materialing aplinka, tiek ir joje kartu gyvenusius Zmones, analizavo ne tik Seimos
nariy bei tarny sudétj ir jy santykius, bet ir biista, namy apyvokos daiktus, virtuve ir pan.
Tokiy tyrimy pavyzdziai yra K. B. Neusel, C. M. Vulgario, R. Sarti darbai*®. O
Lenkijoje tokius klausimus daugiausia aprépé kasdienybés — vadinamosios paprociy
istorijos — tyrimo sritis.

I Lietuvos istoriografijag namy tkio sgvoka tik prie§ kelis metus jvedé¢ Eugenijus
SaviS€evas. Tyréjas akcentavo biitent socialinj problemos aspekta, namy iikj suvokdamas
kaip universalia hierarchizuota socialing organizacija, turinia bendra tking baze®'.
Apskritai, Lietuvos istoriografijoje kasdienybés istorijos tyrimo sritis atsiliko nuo
Vokietijoje, Austrijoje®® bei Lenkijoje®® isplétoty Sios krypties tyringjimy, dél to namy
tkio klausimai Lietuvos mokslininky darbuose iki Siol paliesti tik epizodiskai. Tad §i
disertacija yra inovatyvus bandymas Lietuvos istoriografijoje jteisinti daugiaaspekte
namy tkio sgvoka, atskleidziant XVI — XVII a. I p. egzistavusj LDK bajory namy tkj,
aprépus] ne tik materialiy, uzpildanciy kasdien; gyvenimg ir paskestanciy rutinoje
daikty®®, sfera, bet ir joje veikiantius dalyvius, tokiu bidu sudarant galimybe parodyti
visuminj jo vaizdg. Juk ,kiekvienos Zmoniy ,,buvimo drauge* riiSies atitikmuo yra tam

tikra erdvés organizacija, kur Sie Zmonés — jeigu ne visi kartu, tai dalimis — faktiskai

% Neuschel K. B. Noble Households in the Sixteenth Century: Material Settings and Human Communites. // French
Historical Studies. Vol. 15. No. 4. Published by Duke University Press. 1988. P. 596.

% Wall R. Op. cit. P. 111.

% Neuschel K. B. Op. cit.; Woolgar C. M. The Great Household in Late Medieval England. London. 1999; Sarti R.
Europe at Home: Family and Material Culture, 1500-1800. London. 2002.

%" Savis¢evas E. Tarnybininkai XVI amzZiaus Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaiktystés bajory (didiky) dvaro socialinéje
organizacijoje (http://www3.Irs.It/pls/inter/w5_show?p_r=7131&p_d=94573&p_k=1 Ziiiréta 2010 02 03).

% Ragauskas A. XVI — XVIII a. Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikitystés miestie¢iy kasdienio gyvenimo tyrimai
Siuolaikinéje lietuviy istoriografijoje. // Lituanistica. Nr. 3 (31). Vilnius. 1997. P. 121-130.

% Bogucka M. Zycie codzienne — spory wokot profilu badan i definicji. // Kwartalnik historii kultury materialnej.
Nr. 3. Warszawa. 1996. P. 247-255.

10 Bponens @. MarepuanpHas IuBHIM3anMs, 3KoHOMHKAa H Kamutammm XV — XVIII Be. T. 1: Crpykrypsl
MTOBCETHEBHOCTH: BO3MOXKHOE 1 HeBo3MokHOe. [lepeBon ¢ dpaniry3ckoro JL.E. Ky66ems. Mocksa. 1986. P. 38.
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«t1 i atvirk§&iai, toje erdvéje buve objektai neapsiriboja tik

buvoja ar gali buvoti kartu
Mmaterialumu, bet yra socialinio gyvenimo israiska®.

Kad toks daugialypis vaizdinys bty atskleistas, namy tkio tyrimas tampa jvairiy
sri¢iy tyrimy junginiu. Viena pagrindiniy jo grandziy yra ekonomikos sritis. Tod¢l namy
tkio tyrimas apima namy ukio apripinimo — prekybos, dvaro tkio produkcijos
klausimus. Kita grandis — socialiné istorija, apimanti visuomenés sanklodos, gyventojy
kategorijy ir jy vietos namy tikyje, taip pat Seimos sampratos, jos nariy vaidmens, moters
padéties bei gyventojy demografijos problemas. Trecia namy tkio tyrimo jungtis —
kasdienybés istorijos sritis, padedanti priartéti prie paties zmogaus (tick paprasto, tiek ir
elito atstovo®), atskleidziant tam tikro laikme&io gyventojy aplinka, mentaliteta,
tarpusavio santykius, vertybes ir jprocius. Taigi, namy iikio, kaip pamatinio valstybés
ekonominio ir socialinio vieneto, tyrimas yra itin svarbus, leidZiantis atskleisti visoje

LDK vykusiy socioekonominiy procesy ir mentaliteto raidg.

Tyrimo objektas

Disertacijos objektas yra bajory namy tkis Lietuvos DidZiojoje Kunigaikstystéje
XVIa.— XVII a. | puséje.

Nors ,,namai‘ turéjo ir socialing reikSmeg, disertacijoje, apibréziant tyrimo objekta
ir toliau, ,,namy“ (dom, domus) terminas yra vartojamas kaip lokalizacijag nurodanti
savoka. Siame darbe ji néra tapati platesnei dvaro (uvense, deop, aula, curia) savokai —
tai yra visai valdai, kartu su laukais, pievomis, giriomis ir kt. Kita vertus, disertacijos
objekto apibréztyje ,,namai“ turi platesng, nei gyvenamasis pastatas, reikSme. Kad
»hamais“ buvo laikomas visas sodybos pastaty kompleksas (kartu ir tkiniai statiniai),
patvirtina Treciasis Lietuvos Statutas. Jame nurodoma, kad mirties bausmé gresia
uzpuolikui, kuris suZeisty ar uzmusty bajora jo paties namuose: He moIbKO HA camblll

080pb, aie u Ha 2yMHO abo Ha 08opey, 20e OblON0 U UHULOE 20CNOOAPBCIBO 00MOBOE

*! Elias N. Rimy dvaro visuomené: karaliaus ir riimy aristokratijos sociologijos tyrimai. I§ vok. k. verté Z. Norkus.
Vilnius. 2004. P. 45.

2 Roche D. Histoire des choses banales. Naissance de la consommation dans les sociétés traditionnelles (XVIle —
X1Xe siecle). Fayard. 1997. P. 11.

* Bogucka M. Zycie codzienne. P. 253.
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Gvisaems xosano™. Tai yra, jsibrovimu j namus laikomas ne tik pagrindinio dvaro
kiemo, bet ir tikiniy dvarelio ir kluono kiemy uZpuolimas.

Siame tyrime savoka ,bajoras naudojama dvejomis reik§mémis — apibréziant
visg kilmingyjy luomg arba tik Zemesnjji jo konglomerata, be virSutinio diduomenés
sluoksnio®. Didiko — bajoro skirties atskaitos tasku pasirinktas H. Lovmianskio sukurtas
priskiriamumo diduomenei kriterijy modelis, pagal kur; diduomenei priskiriami

. . v . . v . R . _ .46
vyskupai, vaivados, kastelionai, marsalkos, o taip pat auksti valdovo dvaro pareigiinai .

Tyrimo tikslas ir uZzdaviniai

Disertacijos tikslas yra istirti LDK bajory namy iikio sandarg ir raidg XVI a. —
XVII a. | pus¢je. Tyrimo uzdaviniai:

1) iSnagrinéti LDK bajory dvary sodyby raidos ir diferenciacijos per socialinio-
turtinio statuso bei regioniSkumo prizme aspektus;

2) atskleisti bajoro $eimos gyvenimo sodyboje saglygas, jy skirtumus ir raida,
analizuojant gyvenamyjy namy architektiirinius, planinius bruozus, atskiry patalpy
funkcijas ir jrengimg; pastaty, kuriuose buvo laikomas bajoro $eimos turtas, architektiirg
ir juose laikyty daikty spektra; taip pat pirties jrengima ir higienos reikSme;

3) istirti LDK bajory virtuve, analizuojant sodybos pastaty, skirty maisto
produktams laikyti, specializacijg ir architektiirg, indy, naudoty maisto produkty
laikymui, spektrg ir jy terminija; maisto ir gérimy gamybai skirty pastaty architekttirg ir
jrengimg, gamyboje naudojamus indus ir jrankius; taip pat bajory kasdienés ir Sventinés
mitybos raciona;

4) atskleisti bajory tikinés veiklos sritis;

5) isgvildenti skirtingy socialiniy kategorijy tarny ir Seimynyks¢iy gyvenimo ir
darbo bajory namy iikyje aspektus: nelaisvos ir laisvos dvaro Seimynos struktiirg ir dydj,

tarny ir Seimynyksc¢iy funkcijas, gyvenimo sglygas ir santykius su ponais.

#1588 mety Lietuvos Statutas. Parengé I. Lappo. T. 2: Tekstas. Kaunas. 1938. Sk. 11. Str. 1. P. 386.

* Atsizvelgiant j ,,bajoro* savokos poky¢ius XVI a. Il p. — zr.: Gudavi¢ius E. Lietuvos européjimo keliais: istorinés
studijos. Sud. A. Bumblauskas, R. Petrauskas. Vilnius. 2002. P. 167.

*® Lowmianski H. Zaludnienie panstwa Litewskiego w wieku XVI. Zaludnienie w roku 1528. Poznan. 1998. P. 35—
36.

29



Tyrimo metodai

Disertacijoje, kritiSkai vertinant Saltiniuose ir literatiiroje pateiktus duomenis,
naudojamas analitinis tyrimo metodas. RySkig verte darbe turi empirinis-aprasomasis
metodas, kuris yra biitinas siekiant atskleisti visuminj bajory namy tkio vaizdinj. Taip
pat svarbus statistinis metodas, leidziantis pateikti kiekybinius problemos aspektus —
skirtingy struktiiry sodyby santyki, pastaty kiekj, Seimynyksciy vaiky skai€iy. Galimybe
panaudoti §] metoda suteikia pakankamas atvejy skaiCius, pavyzdziui, tyrimo metu be
kity gausiy Saltiniy iSanalizuoti 397 kilmingyjy dvary inventoriai. Darbe naudojamasi
komparatyvistiniu tyrimo metodu — LDK bajory namy tikio bruozai lyginami su Vakary
ir Vidurio Europos kilmingyjy namy ikio ypatybémis. Kad aiSkiau suprastume tam
tikrus XVI a. — XVII a. I p. bajory namy tikiui biidingus bruozus, kai kada taikomas ir
retrospektyvinis  tyrimo  metodas.  Disertacijoje  neiSvengiamai  naudojamasi
tarpdisciplininiu metodu, raSytiniy Saltiniy duomenis gretinant su archeology tyringjimy

duomenimis bei atsizvelgiant i lingvistiniy tyrimy jZvalgas.

Tyrimo chronologija

Disertacijos chronologija apima XVI a. — XVII a. I p. Tikslios ribinés tyrimo
datos nepateikiamos, kadangi namy tikio analizé priklauso ekonominés ir socialinés, taip
pat kasdienybés istorijos sritims, kuriy objektai negali pakisti staiga plac¢iu mastu, bet yra
veikiami laipsniSko proceso. Tyrimas pradedamas nuo XVI a., kadangi Siuo laikmeciu
1Saugusi raSto reikSmé¢ LDK suteikia galimybe analizuoti pakankama iSlikusiy Saltiniy
bazg. Analizé pratgsiama iki XVII a. vid., siekiant pastebéti bajory gyvenamosios
aplinkos bei joje veikusiy dalyviy sudéties ir vaidmens pokycius arba pastovumg. XVII
vid. politiniai jvykiai daré didele jtaka ir ekonominiams, ir socialiniams to meto
procesams. ,,Tvano* laikotarpis, kary ir epidemijy negandos bei jy pasekmé — ekonominé
ir demografiné kriz¢"" — tiesiogiai veiké LDK bajory namy iikj. Todél §ios chronologinés

ribos pasirinkimas yra preferencinis, lyginant su, pavyzdziui, kultiiriniy epochy kaita

" XVI a. prasidéjusj sparty LDK gyventojy augima sustabdé XVII a. vid. demografiné krizé: Sliesoriiinas G.
Lietuvos istorija. T. 6. Lietuvos DidZioji Kunigaik$tysté X VI a. pabaigoje — XVIII a. pradZioje (15881733 metai).
Vilnius. 2015. P. 119.

30



gristu chronologinés ribos pasirinkimu (tokiu atveju tyrimg reikéty pratesti iki 1795 m. —

$i data, pasak A. Bumblausko, Zymi Baroko epochos pabaiga™).

Istoriografija

Lietuvos istoriografijoje specialiy tyrimy, skirty daugiasluoksnio bajory namy
tokio LDK XVI a. — XVII a. I p. analizei, néra. Mokslin¢je literatiiroje iki Siol tik
epizodiskai buvo analizuoti skirtingi bajory namy tkio aspektai, dél to jos aptarimui
labiausiai tinka probleminis principas. Namy tikio sgvoka j Lietuvos istoriografija jvedes
E. Savis¢evas savo darbuose iSrySkino bendrus XVI a. pono namy iikio socialinés
organizacijos principus®, namy akj analizavo kaip struktdrinj patriarchalinio
klientalizmo pagrindafO, taip pat nagrinéjo Zemaitijos bajory sodybos komplekso ir
pastaty jrengimo klausimus™. Namy tkio problematika paliet¢ ir R. Ragauskiené,
rekonstravusi didikés dvaro, kaip socialinés organizacijos, sudétj, dvariskiy atlickamas
funkcijas®®. Bajory gyvenamosios aplinkos ir kartu socialinés organizacijos tyrimy
svarbg akcentavo Ukrainos mokslininké I. Voronciuk. Nedideliame straipsnyje tyré¢ja
gilinosi | Seimos sampratg bei struktiirg, tarny ir pono santykj, trumpai aptaré bajoro
sodybos struktiirg. Taciau mokslininké orientavosi tik j dabartinés Ukrainos teritorijoje
XVI — XVII a. egzistavusio bajory namy tkio bruozus®. Véliau monografijoje™ I.
Voronciuk tyré XVI a. — XVII a. I p. Voluinés bajory, miestieCiy ir valstie¢iy Seimos
problema, kartu paliet¢ bajory tarny bei SeimynykS$¢iy, dvaro sodybos vaizdinio

klausimus, ta¢iau jie liko neisplétoti. Visgi gilesnei XVI a. — XVII a. | p. LDK bajory

*8 Bumblauskas A. Senosios Lietuvos istorija: 1009-1795. Vilnius. 2005; Idem. Lietuvos istorijos periodizacijos
modeliai socialinés istorijos pozitriu. // Lietuvos istorijos studijos. T. 17. Vilnius. 2006. P. 9-26.

* Savis¢evas E. Tarnybininkai.

%0 Savisdevas E. Odisé¢jo lynas: Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikitystés kanclerio Leono Sapiegos tarnai ir jy
organizacija paskutiniame XVI amziaus deSimtmetyje. / Lietuvos Statutas ir Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystes
bajoriskoji visuomené. Sud. I. Valikonyté, L. Steponaviciené. Vilnius. 2015. P. 135-184.

°! Savis¢evas E. Zemaitijos savivalda ir valdZios elitas 1409-1566 metais. Vilnius. 2010; Idem. Apie bajory
gyvenima, aistras ir mirties bausme¢ XVI a. Zemaitijoje. // Istorijos $altiniy tyrimai. T. 2. Sud. A. Dubonis. Vilnius.
2010. P. 179-208.

%2 Ragauskiené¢ R. The noblewoman's court in the sixteenth-century Grand Duchy of Lithuania. // Lithuanian
historical studies. Vol. 8. Vilnius. 2005. P. 27-60.

>3 Boponuyk I. Illnsxerchkuii Bip, iforo ciyru ta wemsgs. / CouiyM. AnbMaHax comianbHOi icropii. Bumyck 4.
2004. P. 117-133 (http://histans.com/JournAL L/socium/4/8.pdf).

> Boponuyk I. Hacenmemust Bommmi B XVI p. — mepuriii momosusi XVII CT.: poamHa, JOMOTOCIOZapCTBO,
nemorpacdiuni ynHHukH. Kuis. 2012.
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namy tikio analizei svarbu pasitelkti jvairiy tyrimy krypciy darbus, kuriuose palie¢iami
skirtingi namy tikio aspektai.

Kai kurie namy tkio bruozai atskleidziami biografinése studijose, skirtose LDK
didikams, daugiausia Radviloms. Pavyzdziui, T. Kempa aptaré Mikalojaus Kristupo
Radvilos Naslaitélio dvaro tkio vystymo klausimus, jvairias pareigas dvare atlikusiyjy
atlygj. R. Ragauskiené analizavo Mikalojaus Radvilos Rudojo dvaro socialing struktiira,
pajamas ir iSlaidas. Monografija Jonusui Radvilai paskyres H. Visneris pateiké duomenis
apie Jonuso Radvilos Seimg ir turtg. U. Augustyniak iSanalizavo Kristupo Radvilos tarny
kategorijas ir hierarchija, sodyby architektiira, didiko stalo prabanga, keliavimo salygas
bei kitas svarbias problemas.

Namy tikio problemai svarbus nelaisvosios Seimynos ir valstieciy, dirbusiy namy
tkyje ar prisidéjusiy prie namy iikio apriipinimo, klausimas yra sprendziamas gan daug
tyréjy démesio sulaukusiose socialinés istorijos studijose. Socialing problematikg nuo
XIX a. pab. nagrinéjo rusy istorikai pozityvistai (F. Leontovicius, D. L. Pochilevicius, V.
Piceta). Nelaisvyjy klausimg palieté¢ ir vienas svarbiausiy lietuviy profesionaliosios
istoriografijos atstovy — K. Jablonskis. Sios problemos tyrima XX a. II puséje pratgsé D.
Buténas, nagringjes dvary Seimynas XVI — XVII a., tadiau iSvadas privaléjes gristi
marksistine metodologija. Socialinés istorijos tyrimuose zZymy indélj paliko J. Jurginis,
atkreipes démes;j | skirtingg nelaisvosios Seimynos nariy padétj, taip pat E. Gudavicius,
remdamasis Pirmuoju Lietuvos Statutu, aptargs nelaisvyjy terminijg ir laisvés — nelaisvés
savokas. Siuolaikinéje istoriografijoje A. Baliulis paryskino nelaisvyjy pabégimo
problema.

Namy tikio socialinio aspekto tyrimui svarbios seimos studijos. | bajory Seimos
problemg démesj atkreipé J. Sarceviciené, pasiremdama XVI a. Il p. — XVII a. | p.
proginés literattiros teikiama medZiaga. Lenky istoriké M. Liedké nagringjo XVI — XVIII
a. didiky Seimos demografinius aspektus. Seimos turto sudéties, krai¢io struktiiros bei
turinio problemas analizavo Lietuvos Metrikos 6 — osios teismy byly knygos
publikatoriai, teisés istorikas V. Andriulis.

Turtiniai Seimos klausimai palie¢iami ir studijose, skirtose moterims. Motery
turtinés padéties, Seimos sudarymo sglygy problemas giliau iSnagrin¢jo S. Lazutka bei 1.

Valikonyté. J. SarceviCien¢ didikéms skirtoje monografijoje Siek tiek aptaré moters
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vaidmen] namy ukyje. A. Lesiak straipsnj skyré Radvily giminés motery turtiniams
Klausimams.

Analizuojant namy tkio apripinima, svarbu pasiremti LDK kio tyrimais. Juos
vykdes S. Kaspercakas atskleidé XVI a. | p. LDK dvary tkio raidos bruozus. M. Juco
monografijoje, skirtoje baudziavos irimo procesui, pateikti svarblis duomenys apie javy
derlinguma. J. Kiaupieng¢, analizavusi kaimo ir dvaro santykius Zemaitijoje XVI — XVIII
a., apémé palivarky plétros ir valstie¢iy prievoliy didinimo klausimus. Svarbus J.
Ochmanskio straipsnis, kuriame tyréjas trumpai aptaré valstieCiy prievoles didiky
dvaruose po Valaky reformos.

Disertacijai taip pat buvo svarbios prekybos istorijos studijos, kuriose
analizuojami importo ir eksporto klausimai, atskleidziamas prekiy asortimentas ir jy
paklausos LDK aspektai (A. Rimka, Z. Ivinskis, A. Tyla, J. Kiaupiené, D. Ziemelis).
Taip pat reikSmingas Z. Kiaupos tyrimas, skirtas prekybos gérimais kar¢emose analizei.

Namy iikio, kaip gyvenamosios aplinkos, atskleidimui svarbiis architektiiros
tyrimai. | bajory sodybos architektiira démesj pirmiausia atkreipé A. Jankeviciené, taciau
S§ig problemg labiau iSplétojo J. Jurginis, analizaves XVI a. Upytés dvareliy, taip pat
1649 m. Alytaus ekonomijos dvary sodyby architektiiros bruozus. M. Urbelis straipsnij
skyré XVI a. gyvenamyjy pastaty aptarimui. Sodybos struktiirg, kai kuriy pastaty
statybos bruozus ir interjero detales Siek tiek palieté baltarusiy tyrinétoja L. A.
Molc¢anova. A. Jakimovi¢ius atskleidé kai kuriuos XVI — XVII a. I p. Siuolaikinés
Baltarusijos teritorijoje buvusiy sodyby aspektus. Svarbiis D. Puodziukienés tyrimai,
skirti Lietuvos teritorijoje statyty bajory namy architekttiros analizei, taip pat sodyby
struktiros ir jvairiy pastaty architektiiriniy bruozy aptarimui. Reik$§mingas U.
Augustyniak straipsnis, kuriame mokslininké nagrinéjo Kristupo Radvilos ir jo stiny XVI
a. pab. — XVII a. 7 des. sodyby architektiirg. Taip pat svarbus J. Zavadzkio tyrimas,
skirtas XVI a. paskutinio ketvir¢io — XVII a. I p. Kisky dvary sodyby raidos bruozams.
Nauji archeologiniy tyrimy duomenys léme, kad nemaZai mokslininky démesio sulauke
Radvily Dubingiy architektirinis kompleksas (A. Kuncevi¢ius, R. Jankauskas, R.
Lauzikas, D. Stankevi¢iaté, |. Rutkauskaité, R. gmigelskas; D. Karvelis, R.
Ragauskiené).

Virtuvés tematikai svarbus L. Glemzos straipsnis, priskirtinas prie kasdienybés

istorijos tyrimy. Tiesa, autorius nagrinéjo tik valdovo virtuvés aspektus. Sistemingi
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Dubingiy piliavietéje buvusiy rimy liekany archeologiniai tyrimai R. Lauzikui leido
atskleisti kai kuriuos Radvily virtuvés bruozus (pastaruoju metu madinga tapusi
kulinarijos tema R. LauZzikg bei R. Ragauskieng¢ paskatino parasyti populiaraus pobiidzio
darbus, skirtus LDK virtuvei). Kasdienybés istorijos tyrimams priskirtinos ir R.
Guzeviciutés bei M. Matusakaités LDK bajory aprangai skirtos studijos.

Namy tkio materialinés aplinkos atskleidimui svarbiis archeology darbai. R.
Volkaite-Kulikauskiené pateiké duomenis apie Punioje rastus indus bei gyvuliy ir Zvériy
kaulus. L. Daugnoros, G. Pili¢iauskienés, R. Bliskienés atlikti Vilniaus Zemutinés pilies
osteologinés medZiagos tyrimai atskleidé XIV — XVII a. paukStienos, naminiy gyvuliy
mésos ir zvérienos vartojimo aspektus. Apie archeologiniy tyrimy metu rastus indus
duomenis pateiké A. Strazdas, G. Vaitkevi¢ius, D. Steponaviéiené, A. Zalnierius ir A.
archeology darbai daugiausia yra skirti Vilniaus Zemutinés pilies teritorijos
archeologinés medziagos analizeli.

Taigi, bajory namy tikio tyrimai iki Siol tebéra epizodiski, dé¢l to, siekiant
atskleisti visuminj bajory namy tikio vaizdinj; bei raidg, biitina analizuoti Saltiniy

teikiama medziaga.

Saltiniai

Disertacijoje naudojamasi ne tik gausiais publikuotais, bet ir nepublikuotais
Satiniais, saugomais Vyriausiame senyjy akty archyve VarSuvoje (f. 354, 334), Lietuvos
valstybés istorijos archyve (f. Lietuvos Metrika (mikrofilmai), Mikrofilmy kolekcija 18
Lenkijos archyvy, Senieji aktai, 525, 599, 716, 1177, 1276, 1280, 1292), Lietuvos
istorijos instituto rankrastyne (f. 4), Vilniaus universiteto bibliotekos (f. 4, 7) ir Lietuvos
moksly akademijos Vrublevskiy bibliotekos rankras¢iy skyriuose (f. 12, 16, 17, 20, 21,
32,37, 43,90, 98, 119, 122, 138, 198, 256, 260, 264, 273).

Ivairaus pobudzio Saltinius galima skirstyti j kelias grupes. Svarbiausig grupe
sudaro wkinio pobudzio dokumentai: dvary bei kilnojamo turto inventoriai, valstieciy
prievoliy suraSymai, maisto produkty, pajamy ir i§laidy sarasai ir dvary sgskaity knygos.
Dvary inventoriai teikia informacijg apie bajory sodybos struktiira, pastaty architektiira,
patalpy jrengimg bei materialiniy objekty jvairove ir jy lokalizacija. Juose pateikiami
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duomenys apie auginamus javus, darzoves, vaisius, taip pat laikomus gyvulius, mésos ir
pieno gaminiy atsargas atskleidzia bajory mitybos aspektus. Inventoriai teikia svarbig
medziagg ir apie Seimynos sudétj, valstieGiy prievoles. Tyrime iSanalizuoti 397
kilmingyjy dvary inventoriai, daugiausia XVI a. Il p. (205) ir XVII a. | p. (181).
Dauguma jy Vilniaus vaivadijoje (109), Zemaitijoje (91), Traky vaivadijoje (64),
Naugarduko vaivadijoje (57) buvusiy dvary inventoriai. Informacijg apie bajory aplinkos
materialinius objektus, jy verte ir gausg suteikia kilnojamojo turto inventoriai. Valstie€iy
prievoliy suraSymai pasitarnauja analizuojant namy tkio apriipinimo klausimg ir bajory
mitybos detales. Bajory virtuves tyrimui itin reik§mingi maisto produkty sarasai. Svarbig
informacija apie namy tkio lygj ir poreikius atskleidzia didiky pajamy ir iSlaidy sarasai.
Juose pateikiama informacija apie maisto produktus, namy tkiui reikalingus daiktus,
paslaugas ir jas atlikusius asmenis. Papildomus duomenis apie aukStuomenés vartojamus
maisto produktus, kai kuriy indy naudojimg ir poreikj teikia valdovo dvaro sgskaity
knygos.

Kita Saltiniy grupé yra normatyviniai dokumentai: Lietuvos statutai, seimy
konstitucijos, valdovo nuostatai. Lietuvos statutai yra itin reikSmingi Sios temos tyrimui,
atskleidziantys to meto namy sampratg ir jvairius socialinius bei ekonominius aspektus.
Itin vertinga statuty teikiama informacija apie nelaisvgjg Seimyng, amatininkus,
administracinius pareiglinus, taip pat maisto produkty kainas. Seimy konstitucijose
pateikiami duomenys apie importuojamy gérimy ir kity prekiy asortimentg. Tyrimui
svarbiis 1557 m. Valaky reformos nuostatai, atskleidziantys Seimynos statuso pokycius,
Seimynyksc¢iy funkcijas, valstieCiy prievoles valdovo dvaruose. Bajory virtuvés tyrimui
reikSmingi kariuomenei skirty maisto produkty kainy nustatymai. Vertingi ir muity
nustatymai, atskleidziantys importuojamy prieskoniy bei kity prekiy asortimenta.

Itin svarblis Siam tyrimui yra teismo dokumentai. Teismy byly aktai teikia
informacija ne tik apie bajory gyvenamaja aplinka, turta, mitybos jprocius, bet ir apie
socialing namy tkio struktiirg, bajory Seimos nariy, tarny ir Seimynyksciy vaidmenis
namy tkyje, pony ir tarny bei Seimynyks¢iy santykius. Nelaisvosios Seimynos nariy
funkcijy namy tkyje klausimu ypa¢ naudingas K. Jablonskio parengtas ,,Feodaliniy
baudziaviniy santykiy Lietuvoje dokumenty rinkinys“, saugomas Lietuvos istorijos
instituto rankrastyne. Sio rinkinio pirmojoje dalyje ,,Nelaisvoji Seimyna 1501-1700 m.*
mokslininkas sukaupé nemazai svarbiy §j klausimg atskleidzian¢iy teismy byly akty.
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Tyrimui taip pat svarbiis privatiis dokumentai, tarp juy testamentai, teikiantys
informacijos apie kilnojamg ir nekilnojamg turtg, kai kuriuos namy ikio socialinés
struktiiros aspektus. Ivairiis disponavimo turtu dokumentai (uZraSymai, dovanojimai,
pardavimo, jkeitimo rastai) atskleidzia bajory gyvenamosios aplinkos detales, pateikia
svarbius duomenis apie nelaisvyjy padétj ir jy kainas. Valdovo suteiktyse privatiems
asmenims randame informacijos apie nelaisvgjg Seimyna, namy tikio apriipinima, bajory
mitybos jproc¢ius. Papildomg informacija apie auks$tuomenés namy tkj teikia valdovo
Zygimanto Augusto laiskai Radviloms.

Dar vieng S$altiniy grup¢ sudaro naraciniai Saltiniai, Kuriuos galime skirstyti j
kelias grupes: 1) publicistika, kurios autoriai — Mykolas Lietuvis, Andrius Volanas,
Lukas Gurnickis — siekdami tobulinti visuomene, iskélé kai kuriy jos ydy problematika;
2) poezija, kurios kuiréjai — Mikalojus Husovianas, Jonas Radvanas, Petras Roizijus bei
Mikalojus Kazimieras Semeta — atskleidé kai kurias svarbias to laikme¢io visuomenés ir
ja supancios aplinkos detales; 3) memuarai, prie kuriy priskirtini Jono Lasickio,
Saliamono Risinskio, Teodoro Jevlasauskio, Jono Meleskos, Elijaus Pilgrimovijaus
pasakojimai, leidziantys jsigilinti ;] XVI a. — XVII a. 1 p. aplinkg ir to laikmecio
gyventojy mentalitetg; 4) kelioniy apraSymai, kuriy autoriai — Gerardas Merkatorius,
Sigismundas HerberSteinas bei Georgas Braunas, vizitave Lietuvos Didziojoje
Kunigaikstystéje, paliko atsiminimus apie kai kuriuos pastatus, gyventojy mitybos ir
gérimo jprocius bei kitus kasdienio gyvenimo aspektus.

ReikSmingi misy tyrimui buvo ir daiktiniai Saltiniai. Archeology ataskaitose
pateikiami duomenys apie aptariamojo laikmecio indus, vaismedziy séklas, jvairiy
augaly ziedadulkes.

Taigi, turime pakankamai jvairaus pobudzio Saltiniy, teikianciy itin vertinga,
jvairiaspektre informacijg, sudarancig sglygas giliam LDK bajory namy tkio XVI a. —
XVII a. | p. tyrimui.

Disertacijos struktiira

Disertacijg sudaro jvadas, déstymas, padalintas j penkis skyrius, iSvados, Saltiniy
ir literatiros sarasas, priedai. Pirmajame skyriuje ,,Bajory namy tkio erdvé LDK XVI a.
— XVII a. | pus¢je nagrinéjama LDK bajory sodyby struktiiros raida, atsizvelgiant |
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laikmecio pokycius, bajory socialinj-turtinj statusg bei regioniSkumo aspektus,
1SrySkinama sodyby diferenciacija, pateikiami skirtingi visuminiai vieno, dviejy ir trijy
kiemy sodyby vaizdiniai, LDK bajory namy ikis lyginamas su Vakary ir Vidurio
Europos kilmingyjy namy tkiais.

Antrajame skyriuje ,,Bajory gyvenimas dvaro sodyboje LDK XVI a. — XVII a. |
puseje gilinamasi ] daugiasluoksnius bajoro Seimos gyvenimo namuose aspektus:
nagrinéjami gyvenamojo namo architektiiros ir plano bruozai, patalpy paskirtis,
jrengimas ir jose buve¢ daiktai, kartu keliami gyvenimo sglygy, skurdo-prabangos, taip
pat vieSumo-privatumo, individualumo-bendruomeniskumo ir kiti socialinio gyvenimo
namuose klausimai. Kitame poskyryje analizuojami architekttriniai pastaty, kuriuose
buvo laikytas svarbiausias bajory Seimos turtas, bruozai, gilinamasi ] juose laikyty daikty
spektrg, taip pat nagrinéjami materialGs ,keliaujanciosios bajorijos” liudininkai
(veziminé ir transporto priemonés). Atskiras démesys suteikiamas pirties jrengimo
analizei, atskleidzianciai svarbig higienos problemg. Penktajame poskyryje nagriné¢jamas
socialinis bajory Seimos gyvenimo namuose aspektas — analizuojami bajory Seimos nariy
vaidmenys ir darbai, daugiausiai démesio telkiant tikiniam problemos aspektui.

Treciajame skyriuje ,,.Bajory virtuvé LDK XVI a. — XVII a. | puséje® atskirai
tiriama virtuves pladigja prasme tema. Jame pateikiami duomenys apie maisto produkty
laikymui skirtus pastatus, analizuojama gausi indy, skirty maisto produkty laikymui,
terminija, nagriné¢jama valgio bei gérimy gamybai skirty pastaty architektira bei
interjeras, gamybos procese naudoty indy ir jrankiy spektras. Didelis démesys skiriamas
bajory vartoty maisto produkty, patiekaly bei gérimy analizei, palie¢iama kasdienio ir
Sventinio stalo problema, skirtingos padéties bajory mityba.

Ketvirtasis disertacijos skyrius ,,Ukio atspindziai bajory dvaro sodyboje LDK
XVI — XVII a. | pus¢je yra skirtas gyvuliy iikio pastaty, kluono statiniy bei dvary
gamybos jmoniy analizei.

Penktajame skyriuje ,,Tarny ir Seimynyksciy gyvenimas bajory dvary sodyboje
XVI a. — XVII a. | puséje” analizuojama disponavimo nelaisvaisiais problema,
nelaisvosios ir laisvosios dvaro Seimynos struktiira ir dydis, gvildenami demografiniai
klausimai: Seimynos nariy amzius, kilmé, Seimyninis statusas, vaiky skaicius,
palieCiamos senatvés ir nepilnos Seimos problemos. Atskirame poskyryje iSsamiai
nagrin¢gjamos tarny ir Seimynyks$¢iy funkcijos namy tkyje, uzCiuopiama funkcijy
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persidengimo problema. Taip pat analizuojama tarnams ir Seimynyk$¢iams skirty
trobesiy architektiira, interjeras, gyvenimo salygos. Pagaliau atskleidZiami skirtingi tarny
bei Seimynyks¢iy santykiy su ponais aspektai, Sig problemg siejant su to meto

mentaliteto ypatybémis.

ISvados

1. Daugiaaspekté namy iikio sgvoka apima tiek materialig namy aplinka, tiek toje
aplinkoje kartu gyvenusig grupe Zmoniy. Tyrimas parode, kad LDK bajory namy iikis
lokaliai atitiko bajoro dvaro sodybos ribas. XVI a. — XVII a. I p. egzistavo trys bajory
dvary sodyby tipai: vieno, dviejy ir trijy kiemy. Saltiniy duomenimis, XVI a. I p. vyravo
vieno kiemo sodybos. Jose stov€jo gyvenamasis namas, statiniai daiktams laikyti,
Seimynyks$c¢iy trobesys, pastatas javy derliui, reCiau — virtuve, arklide, pirtis ar tvartas.
Taciau XVI a. II p. — XVII a. I p. maziausios vieno kiemo sodybos tebuvo Zemiausio
bajory sluoksnio pagrindiné¢ gyvenamoji erdvé, kuri nereprezentavo bajoro asmens
statuso, veikiau demonstruojamo drabuZiais ir ginklais. Zemdirbystés vystymas léme,
kad XVI a. II p. bajory dvaruose imtas formuoti atskiras kluono kiemas su didesniu
derliui skirty pastaty skai¢iumi. Turtingy bajory dvaruose Siuo laikotarpiu buvo
formuojamos trijy kiemy — dvaro, kluono ir dvarelio — sodybos. Sioms sodyboms
budingas didesnis pastaty skaiCius ir jvairove, taciau dauguma jy buvo skirti toms
pacioms svarbiausioms namy ikio funkcijoms: bajoro Seimos rezidavimui, tarny
apgyvendinimui, asmeniniy daikty saugojimui, maisto ir gérimy gamybai, maisto
produkty, nekulty javy ir Sieno laikymui, gyvuliy pastogei. Taciau stambiose sodybose
imtos formuoti ir rekreacinés erdvés (altana-pavésiné). XVII a. I p., sekant Vakary
Europos rezidencijy pavyzdziais, elito sodyby architektiiroje ir gamtin¢je aplinkoje imta
daugiau démesio skirti estetikai.

2. Dvary inventoriy analizé parodé, kad XVI a. vid. jvyko dvary sodyby
diferenciacijos ,,sprogimas‘. Priklausomai nuo savininko socialinés-turtinés padéties ir jo
asmeniniy interesy dvary sodybos skyrési reik§me, dydziu, struktira, pastaty Kiekiu ir jy
iSdéstymu. Taciau esminiy skirtumy tarp Lithuania propria ir ruséniskos teritorijos
sodyby nebuvo. Tam tikri regioniniai bruozai budingi tik kai kuriy pastaty architektirai.
Skirtingg tkiniy trobesiy statybos tradicijg liudija tokie jvardijimai Saltiniuose, kaip
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LHlietuviska® jauja, ,.lietuviskai pastatytas* klojimas, ,,rusiskas* kluonas. Labiau iSsiskyré
Zemaitijos bajory sodybos, kuriose buvo statomi §iai sri¢iai badingi pastatai numas ir
povalusas.

3. Zemiausio sluoksnio bajorai gyvendavo nedideliuose mediniuose namuose,
statytuose tiesiai ant zemés, su Siaudiniu stogu, popieriniais ar drobiniais langais — tad jy
gyvenimo saglygos buvo artimos valstieCiui. Labiau pasiturintys statési namus ant
paklégiy, budingus Siaurés bei Ryty Europos architektiirai. Geresnes salygas — $iluma ir
Sviesg — suteikdavo investicijos ] jau XVI a. II p. iSpopuliar¢jusius stiklinius langus,
kurie XVII a. I p. tapo prieinami ir neturtingiems bajorams. I§ kity sodybos pastaty
bajory gyvenamieji namai iSsiskyré dydziu, auksCiu bei prieangiu, taciau daugiau
investuoti j estetikg — jrengti aukStus stogus su kupolais ir puo$niomis véjarodémis,
dviaukscCius prieangius, vitrazinius, Venecijos ar pranciiziSko stiklo langus ir droZinétas
duris — pajégé tik didikai.

4. XVI a. | p. net ir labiausiai pasiturintiems asmenims buvo jprastas mazai
suskaidytas namy vidaus planas su viena ar dvejomis erdviomis gyvenamosiomis
patalpomis (kai kada dar su mazesne kamaréle) ir jy jungiamgja dalimi — prieangiu,
tatiau nuo XVI a. 7 deS. dauguma bajory gyvendavo namuose, kuriuose abipus
priemenés buvo trys—keturios patalpos, skirtos atskiroms namy sritims: sveciy priémimui
bei vai§éms (valgomasis), Seimos gyvenimui (priesine seklycia), miegui ir taip pat daikty
laikymui (kamaros). Paprastai juose nebuvo atskiry kambariy sutuoktiniams ir vaikams,
taip pat tarnams, kas, greiciausiai, sglygojo jy artumg ir sutapo su bendruomeniskos
visuomenés normomis. Didiky namuose patalpy skai¢ius buvo didesnis, svarbiose
rezidencijose dar labiau iSauges XVII a. I p., kai juose atsirado atskiry vyro bei Zmonos
apartamenty prototipas, taip pat buvo jrengiami atskiri kambariai tarnams, o patalpy
18déstymas atitiko renesansiniy Italijos namy vidaus struktiirg. Tad $iuo latkmeciu dar
labiau i8rySkéjo skirtingy bajorijos sluoksniy gyvenimo salygy namuose skirtumai.

5. Puosniausia gyvenamojo namo patalpa biidavo valgomasis. Dauguma bajory
ijstengdavo pasistatyti zaliai glaziiruoty kokliy krosnj, jsigyti staliaus darbo ar netgi
vokiSka stala, importuotus kilimus. Didiky namy valgomieji iSsiskyré herbais
dekoruotomis krosnimis, itin brangiais importuotais audiniais, paveikslais, importuotais
prasmatniais stalais bei dideliais Zalvariniais ar elnio ragy sietynais. To meto bajory

namy prabangg reiské ir XVI a. II p. atsirade nauji 1§ Vakary Europos plintantys baldy
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tipai: spinta, kredenso prototipas — vadinamoji sluzba, suolai ir suoleliai su atramomis
rankoms ar atloSais, elito namuose — kréslas, o nuo XVII a. I p. — ir kédé. Aptariamuoju
laikotarpiu bajory gyvenimas vis dar buvo bendruomeniskas — mat vyraujantis sédéjimui
baldas buvo suolai. Stalo indai ne tik apibrézé uzstalés etiketa, bet buvo itin rySkus
Seimininko statuso atspindys. Bajorai, neuzéme auksSty LDK pareigybiy, per visa
aptariamaji laikotarpj valgydavo 1§ alavinés lekstés ar dubens, gerdavo 1§ alavinio bokalo
ar taurelés, naudodavosi alaviniu SaukStu. Sulaukgs sveciy bajoras iSsitraukdavo 18
skrynios ar spintos tai, kg turéjo vertingiausia — kelis sidabrinius Saukstus, galbiit net ir
sidabrines taures. XVII a. I p. didiky aplinkoje jau tapo jprasta naudotis stalo peiliais ir
Sakute.

6. Priesinéje seklyCioje buves nemazas sédéjimui skirty baldy skaicius (keli
didesni suolai prie sieny ir dar mazesni suoliukai — prie stalo ar krosnies) rodo, kad
Siame kambaryje laika leisdavo visa Seima. | ji grei€iausiai biidavo pakvieCiamas uzeiti ir
svecias — tai rodo siekis ir ¢ia (ne tik valgomajame) jrengti glaztiruotg krosnj ir pastatyti
brangius baldus (spintg ar puoSnesnj staliaus darbo stalg). Atvejai, kuomet priesinéje
seklyCioje biidavo laikytos religinés tematikos knygos, liudija apie pamaldZzig LDK
bajory visuomene. Taciau dvasiniams ir kultiiriniams poreikiams tenkinti priskirtini
daiktai daugumos bajory kasdieniame gyvenime uzémeé nedidele dalj. Tik didikai XVI a.
Il p. — XVII a. I p. buvo sukaupe gausius Sventenybiy, jvairios tematikos knygy ir
paveiksly rinkinius.

7. Per visg aptariamgjj laikotarpj kamarose biidavo miegama ant suoly, pukiniuose
pataluose, kuriy audiniai, priklausomai nuo stratos, biidavo pasiiiti i§ namy darbo drobés
ar importuotos gelumbés. Nedideliuose namuose vienoje patalpoje miegodavo vyras,
zmona ir vaikai. Tik dideliuose dvigaliuose namuose vyras ir Zmona turédavo atskiras
kamaras.

8. Klétyse, svirnuose ir povalusuose laikyto kilmingyjy turto spektras buvo platus:
1) asmeniniai daiktai: pinigai, dokumentai, drabuziai, patalyné, indai, karo amunicija;
ispudingas, pilnas brangenybiy, buvo didiky izdas, kuriame taip pat saugoti baznytiniai
daiktai, knygos, paveikslai; 2) namy tkiui reikalingi daiktai — jvairis audiniai, vilna,
sitilai, odos, zvakidés, spynos, skrynios, indai maisto produkty gamybai ir laikymui,
degtinés varymo reikmenys, girnos, vaskas; 3) maisto produktai: grudai, mésa, pieno
produktai, darZovés, duona ir kt; 4) medZio apdirbimo ir Zemdirbystés jrankiai.
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Analizuoti duomenys rodo, kad didiky ir Zemesnio sluoksnio bajory gyvenimas
daugiausia skyrési turimy pinigy, brangenybiy, knygy, paveiksly sankaupomis ir
visuminiu materialiniy objekty kickiu, bet daugelis paprasty tkinés paskirties daikty
kilmingyjy namy tkiuose 1§ esmés buvo tokie patys. Kad tuometinéje bajory
visuomenéje daiktai turéjo itin didele reikSme ir buvo vertinami (net seni ir sudiléje
nebiidavo iSmetami, bet kaupiami, kai kurie taisomi, perdirbami), rodo jy jraSymas i
inventorius. Apskritai, Zvelgiant i§ dabarties perspektyvos, to laitkmecio namy tkio
daiktiné aplinka buvo ribota, bet racionali — praktiSkai kiekvienas jos objektas buvo
reikalingas.

9. LDK bajory virtuvés placigja prasme tyrimas atskleidé, kad sodyboje buvo ir
specializuoty pastaty, skirty maisto produkty laikymui: vieni jy buvo skirti darZovéms,
Kiti — pieno produktams. Tai liudija, jog darzininkystés ir pienininkystés produktai buvo
itin svarbiis namy tikiui, nes sudaré svarbig kasdienio mitybos raciono dalj. Populiariausi
maisto produkty laikymui skirti indai paprastai buvo mediniai. Tik nedidelg dalj ir tik kai
kuriuose namy tkiuose sudaré moliniai glaziiruoti puodai ar gsociai, o XVII a. I p. —ir
stikliniai gsociai. Apskritai, mediniai indai maisto produkty laikymui tiek bajory, tiek
didiky namy tikiuose aptariamuoju laikotarpiu buvo tokie patys, skyrési tik jy kiekis ir
kokybé. Siy paprasty daikty svarba to meto kasdienybéje liudija ir tam pa¢iam daiktui
jvardinti vartoti keli terminai.

10. Per visg aptariamgjj laikotarp; maistas biidavo verdamas metaliniuose
katiluose, trikojuose ir puoduose, troskinamas ar kepamas keptuvése, skrudinamas ant
ieSmy, taciau pastebima, kad nuo XVI a. II p. imta naudoti daugiau jvairesniy
smulkesniy indy ir jrankiy, kurie sudar¢ sglygas tobulinti patiekaly gamybos procesa.
Dvaro bravore, kuriame jprastai bidavo verdamas alus, kai kada ir midus, nuo XVI a.
vid. vis dazniau imta varyti degting, kurios gamybai buvo jrengiamas specialus aparatas
su vamzdziais.

11. Kasdien¢ bajory mityba 1§ esmés priklaus¢ nuo tikinés dvaro veiklos. Bajorai
rupindavosi paséti pakankamg rugiy kiekj kasdieninei duonai bei kity javy, pasodinti
darzoviy, veisti sodus (obuoliy, kriausiy, vySniy, treSniy, slyvy). Pagrindinis mésos
Saltinis buvo naminiai gyvuliai ir pauk$ciai, nes daZniausiai valgyta jautiena, kiauliena,
aviena, viStiena, reciau — Zgsiena. Papildomas mésos Saltinis buvo medzioklés laimikis,
ypac laukiniai pauksc¢iai. Bajory mityba veiké kriks¢ioniy religija, dél to pasninko metu
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meésg pakeisdavo zuvis, jvairiy rusiy siriai. Prekybiniai santykiai su uzsieniu bajorams
leido apsirtipinti silkémis, menkémis, druska ir jvairiais uZsieniniais prieskoniais.
Gausaus brangiy prieskoniy vartojimo mada, biidinga ir kitoms Europos Salims, buvo
rySki didiky virtuvéje, ypa¢ nuo XVI a. pab., ta¢iau XVII a. I p. jvairesni prieskoniai
tapo svarbia ir maziau pasituriniy bajory virtuvés dalimi. Raciono prabangg
aptariamuoju laikotarpiu rodé balta duona, ryziai, importuoti prieskoniai ir vynas —
auksto vartotojy socialinio statuso liudininkai.

12. Ukio pastaty tyrimas atskleidé, kad sodyboje buvo statoma keletas
specializuoty gyvuliy tkio trobesiy, liudijanciy gyvulininkystés iSvystyma ir svarba
kilmingyjy namy tkio apriipinimui — tai arklidé ir keli tvartai, kuriuose daznai atskirai
biidavo laikomi galvijai, kiaulés, avys ir naminiai pauk§¢iai. Nuo XVI a. II p. Saltiniuose
fiksuojama javams kulti, dziovinti ar laikyti skirty pastaty ir juos apibtidinanciy terminy
[vairove, kas, grei€iausiai, liudija apie pasiekta aukStesnj Zemdirbystés lygj ir gausesnius
derlius. Inventoriy duomenimis, pasiturin¢iy bajory ir didiky dvaruose veiké vienas ar
keli vandens maltunai griidams malti, taciau tik aukS$c¢iausiam kilmingyjy sluoksniui
budingas ukinés veiklos iSplétimas, kuomet namy iikio poreikiams statytos ne tik
plytinés ir kalvés, bet net popieriaus maliinai, vélyklos, lentpjuvés ar stiklo dirbtuvés.

13. Visa bajory namy ikj aptarnavo skirtingy socialiniy kategorijy tarnai ir
Seimynyksciai. Svarbi namy wikio socialinés aplinkos dalis buvo nelaisvieji, kurie biidavo
uzraSomi testamentu ar dovanojami giminai¢iams, sudarydavo bajorai¢iy krai¢io dalj,
btidavo perkami, o pritrukus pinigy, parduodami (XVI a. I p. berno ar mergos apytikré
kaina buvo dvi kapos grasiy, XVI a. II p. — penkios kapos, XVII a. 5-ajame
deSimtmetyje — net 20 kapy grasiy). Per visg aptariamg laikotarp; nelaisvyjy darbas
didesne reikSme¢ turéjo biitent zemesniy sluoksniy bajory namy tkiuose, kai didikus
atsisakyti nelaisvyjy instituto paskatino Valaky reformos nuostatai. [sigaliojus Tre€iajam
Lietuvos Statutui ir maziau pasiturintys bajorai savo nelaisvuosius émé vadinti tiesiog
dvaro Seimyna, taCiau ne visuomet jos nariy padétis realiai pasikeité. Samdiniai, kuriems
mokamas uzmokestis, Saltiniuose daugiausia minimi tik XVII a. I p., kuomet samdos
institutas LDK buvo labiau iSplétotas.

14. Nelaisvyjy Seimynyks¢iy, gyvenusiy bajoro sodyboje, skai¢ius nebuvo didelis
— tik 24 asmenys. Paprastai tai buvo vieniSos mergos ar moterés su vaikais, reciau —

pilnos Seimos. Nelaisvieji gal¢jo kurti Seimas, kurios biidavo iSkeldinamos uz sodybos
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tvoros. Daznai padvarése gyvendavo 1-3 branduolinés berny Seimos. Tyrimas parode,
kad nelaisvieji augindavo 14 vaikus, didesnis jy skaicius (iki 8) pasitaikydavo reciau.
Bajory sodyboje gyveno ir dirbo paprastai vietinés kilmés nelaisvieji, bet kai kuriuose —
ir i§ karo Zzygiy atsivesti belaisviai maskvénai, re¢iau — latvés. Saltiniai leidzia teigti, kad
namy tikis buvo uzdaras vienetas, kurio egzistencijai palaikyti uztekdavo nedidelio tarny
ir Seimynyksc¢iy skaiciaus, tac¢iau kuriy jvairiaspektrés funkcijos uztikrino svarbiausiy
namy tikio darby atlikimg ir kartu prisidéjo prie jo iSlaikymo.

15. Bajoro namy ikiu ripinosi jvairioms socialinéms kategorijoms priklaus¢
asmenys, kurie: administravo (kilmingi urédininkai/vietininkai, didiky namy tikiuose — ir
ekonomai, dvaro marSalkos, iZdininkai); priziiréjo namy ukj (tijinas, raktininkas/e,
tarnybininkeé, rykiing), aptarnavo bajory Seima, tai yra, patarnavo sutuoktiniams (bajorei
patarnaudavo ir vaiky priezilira rupinosi nekilmingos tarnaités ar nelaisvos
Seimynykstés, didikéms — ir kilmingos merginos; bajorui — pusbernis-pasiuntinukas,
pasiturintiems — ir tarnybininkai), riipinosi Svara (Seimynykstés, skalb&jos), ruosé valgj ir
gamino gérimus (Seimynykstés ir Seimynos vaikai, speciallis tarnai — viréjas, kepé¢jas,
vir¢jo padéjéjas, aludaris, didiky namy tikyje virtuvei vadovavo kilmingi kuchmistrai),
taip pat rupinosi gyvuliy tkiu (rykiiné, Seimynos mergos ir vaikai, piemenys, tarnai
arklininkai/zirgininkai, vezikai, didiky namy tkiuose — ir kilmingi tarnai, prizitréje
arklides), atlikdavo jvairius amato darbus, kurie leido namy tkj apriipinti svarbiais
reikmenimis (daZniausiai Seimynyks§tés, verpusios, audusios, siuvusios ar siuvingjusios,
didiky namy iikiuose — jvairiis amatininkai samdiniai, tarp jy ir uZsienieéiai). Seimynos
moterés ir mergos taip pat priziuréjo darzus ir sodus (didiky — samdiniai darzininkai,
sodininkai), o taip pat dirbdavo dvaro laukuose. Taciau jy funkcijos dazniausiai buvo
neapibréztos, persipynusios ir priklausé nuo konkreciy namy tikio poreikiy.

16. Seimynyks¢iy gyvenimo salygos bajory sodyboje buvo kuklios: gyvenamasis
trobesys nedidelis, paprastas ir tamsus (langas biidavo tik vienoje gyvenamojoje
patalpoje). Stambiose sodybose dvaro kieme statyti urédininky namai buvo dideli, dengti
skiedriniu stogu, su stikliniais langais, jy interjere bita net prabangos detaliy
(glaziiruotos krosnys, sluzba, dazyta didele lova bei kédés su atlosais).

17. Pony ir jy tarny ar Seimynyksc¢iy santykiai buvo nevienareikSmiai. Kai kuriais
atvejais teigiamy santykiy iSraiSka galima bty laikyti bendra bajory Seimos ir
Seimynyks¢iy gynimasi ir namy apsaugojimg nuo uzpuoliky, tarny ir Seimynyksciy
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bendrininkavimg, paklusimg savo ponams net ir neteisétais kaimyny uzpuldinéjimy
atvejais, taciau, kita vertus, tokj elgesi galéjo lemti baimeé nepaklusti ponams. Taip pat,
atrodyty, teigiamus santykius rodantys pono poelgiai, kuomet jis iSlaisvindavo
Seimynyks$ti uZz ,,iStikimg tarnybg“, ar, SeimynykS$¢iui papraSius, iSleisdavo ji
samdininkautis, pirmiausia buvo nulemti ekonominiy priezas¢iy, o islaisvinant — ir
krikS¢ioniSkosios moralés. RySkiausias negatyviy santykiy Zymuo buvo tarny ar
Seimynyks$¢iy pabégimas, daZznai pries tai pavogus tam tikrg pono turtg. Tiesa, neaiSku,
kokios konkrecios situacijos ar pono elgesys skatindavo pabégimus ar drastiSkesnius
Seimynyks$¢iy poelgius, kai jie padegdavo trobesius, imdavosi zmogzudystés ar sieke
pono mirties, naudodami kerus. Nepaklusnius beglius sugave ponai bausdavo
sukaustydami gelezinémis grandinémis, taiau, lyginant su kitomis Lietuvos statuty
nustatytomis bausmeémis, $i i§ tiesy nebuvo griez¢iausia.

18. Taigi, LDK bajory namy tkis XVI a. — XVII a. I p. buvo racionalus ir uzdaras,
i8silaikantis i§ dvaro tkinés veiklos ir bajoro valdiniy darbo. Nuo XVI a. II p., iSaugus
tkiniams pajégumams, vykdant Valaky reformg ir vystant prekyba, o taip pat sklindant
Vakary Europos idéjoms ir madoms, iSryskejo kilmingyjy namy tkiy diferenciacija.
XVII a. I p. atotrukis tarp didiko ir neturtingo bajoro gyvenimo salygy, galimybiy ir
biidy save reprezentuoti tapo dar rySkesnis, liudijantis skirtingas LDK bajory visuomeneés

ekonominio, socialinio ir kasdienio gyvenimo spalvas.
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