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SANTRAUKA

Galima iSskirti tris esminius faktorius, formavusius Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy pareiginy sluoksnius: 1) regiony
geografing, socialiné, politiné padétis, vietinés tradicijos; 2) bendros
Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés (toliau — LDK) raidos
tendencijos; 3) iSorés veiksniai (kity Saliy kariné grésmé). Visi Sie
faktoriai i§ dalies buvo susij¢ ir veiké vienas kitg. Jy tarpusavio
santykj vertiname kaip vieng i§ svarbiausiy problemy, susijusiy su
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy pareigiiny sluoksniy raida.

1) Geografiniu pozitriu Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemés
buvo kaimynés ir plytéjo Siaurés rytinéje LDK dalyje. Pagrindiniai
Siy trijy regiony miestai — Smolenskas, Polockas ir Vitebskas — buvo
jsikaire prie Dniepro ir Dauguvos upiy, kurios buvo labai svarbios
prekybai. Todél Sie trys miestai buvo svarbiis prekybiniai centrai
LDK Siaurés rytinéje dalyje. Palanki geografiné padétis buvo viena i$
svarbiausiy priezasCiy, lémusiy politiskai stipriy visuomeniy
susiformavima Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemése. Si stiprybé
itin iSrySkédavo asmens laisve turiniy gyventojy bendruose
susirinkimuose — vadinamosiose vie¢ése. Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko zemése buvo pacios jtakingiausios LDK vie¢és. Tokie
susirinkimai arba jy apraiSkos turéjo jtakos visuose trijuose
regionuose dar ir XV bei XVI a.

Tarp Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy galime jzvelgti ir
tam tikrus skirtumus. Polocko Zemé buvo ar¢iausiai Baltijos jiros ir
jos uosto Rygos. Todél Polocko pozicija tarptautingje prekyboje
buvo Zymiai geresn¢ nei Smolensko ir Vitebsko zemiy miesty.
Politiniu pozitriu Smolensko ir Polocko Zzemés beveik per visg
1392-1579 m. laikotarpj funkcionavo kaip regionai su vienu
pagrindiniu centru. Tuo tarpu Vitebsko Zemé buvo regionas su dviem
pagrindiniais centrais — Vitebsku ir Or$a. Sie skirtumai turéjo
didziulés reik§més Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy valdzios
elity formavimosi procesui.



2) Pareigliny sluoksniai Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemése
buvo nevienalyCiai. Bendros LDK raidos tendencijos 1émé, jog
skirtingos pareigiing grupés $iuose regionuose buvo susijusios su
skirtingomis teisinémis sistemomis. Tiriamojo laikotarpio raSytiniai
Saltiniai leidzia teigti, jog egzistavo trys skirtingos teisinés sistemos,
su kuriomis buvo susij¢ Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy
pareigiinai. Pati gausiausia pareiginy grupé buvo susijusi su taip
vadinama pilies arba Zemeés teise (npaso copodckoe, npaso zemcroe |
semnanoe npaeo). Kiti pareigiinai buvo susije su kanony teise (ius
canonicum, dyxosroe npaeo) ir miesto arba Magdeburgo teise (npaso
mecmcekoe, npaso (nemeykoe) maumobapckoe). Pilies [ Zemés ir
kanony teisiniy sistemy LDK ruséniskose Zemése raiSkai prielaidas
dar iki jy aneksijos sudaré egzistavusios pilys kaip stipriis valdZios
centrai ir jtakingas Stadiatikiy bazny¢ios pareigiiny sluoksnis. Tiesa,
kanony teisés raiSkg kai kuriose LDK rusény zemése veiké Kataliky
baznycios jtaka ir jos organizacijos plétra LDK nuo XIV a. pabaigos.
Sis reiskinys Vitebsko zeméje buvo labiau pastebimas nei Smolensko
ir Polocko Zemése. 1392-1579 m. Vitebsko zeméje egzistavo dvi
kataliky parapijos (Sio regiono centre Vitebske ir Obolcuose), kurios
turéjo savo atskirus dvasininkus (baznytinius pareigiinus). Tuo tarpu
Smolensko ir Polocko Zemése tiriamojo laikotarpio raSytiniai
Saltiniai nemini jokiy kataliky dvasininky. Ten buvo tik Staciatikiy
baznycios pareigiinai.

Miesto teisiné sistema buvo susijusi su vokiSkos Magdeburgo
teisés sklaida LDK, kurig inicijavo LDK centriné valdzia.
Magdeburgo teisé buvo suteikta tik kai kuriems LDK miestams.
Taciau jos jvedimas turéjo didelj poveikj tiems rusémy miestams,
kurie gavo Sig teisg. Taip buvo todé¢l, kad iki tol rusény miestai
btuidavo glaudziai susije su pilimis ir neturédavo atskiros teisinés
sistemos ir teisminio imuniteto. Pirmasis Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko zemiy miestas, kuriam buvo suteikta Magdeburgo teisé,
buvo Polockas 1498 m. Véliau $i teisé buvo suteikta Polocko Zemés
Dysnos (1569 m.) ir Vitebsko Zemés Mogiliavo (1577 m.) miestams.
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Siy trijy miesty gyventojai turéjo prisitaikyti prie rimty poky¢&iy, i3
kuriy vienas buvo naujy miesto pareigiiny atsiradimas. Daug kity
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy miesty — Smolenskas,
Vitebskas, OrSa, Ozeris¢é, Surazas, Drisa, Ula — turéjo
reprezentacinius pareigiinus (miesto seniinai Smolenske ir vaitai
visuose kituose minétuose miestuose) ir kai kuriuos savivaldos
bruozus, ta¢iau 1392-1579 m. nebuvo gave Magdeburgo teisés ir
neturéjo visy jprasty savivaldos bruozy. Biitent todél Smolensko,
Vitebsko, Orsos, Ozerisc¢és, Surazo, Drisos, Ulos miestiediai ir jy
reprezentaciniai pareigiinai liko pavaldis pilies / Zemés teisei.

3) Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy geopolitiné situacija
tiriamuoju laikotarpiu buvo labai sudétinga. Jy kaimyné buvo
Maskvos Didzioji Kunigaik$tysté (toliau — MDK), kuri nuo XV a.
pabaigos kariavo su LDK. Taigi Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko
zemés tapo intensyviy kariniy veiksmy zona. MDK kariuomené
sugebéjo uzimti Smolensko (1514 m.) ir Polocko (1563 m.) pilis.
Taciau LDK 1579 m. atgavo Polocka.

Nuolatiniai karai tarp LDK ir MDK turéjo didziulj poveikj
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy pareigiiny sluoksniams. Sis
poveikis buvo nevienareikSmis. Viena vertus, kartu su MDK
kariuomenés okupuotomis pilimis LDK neteko daugybés pareigiiny,
kurie buvo susije¢ su pilies / Zemés teise ir tarnavo Siose pilyse. Kita
vertus, LDK centriné valdzia turéjo statyti naujas pilis tam, kad
apsaugoty savo zemes nuo MDK karinés invazijos. Siose pilyse
atsirado nauji pareigtinai, susij¢ su pilies / Zemés teisine sistema.

Dvejopa kary tarp LDK ir MDK poveikj pajuto ne tik su pilies /
Zemés teisine sistema susij¢ pareigiinai, bet ir magdeburginiai
pareigiinai. Kai MDK kariuomené 1563 m. uzémé Polocko pilj,
magdeburginiai miesto pareigiinai ir pareigybés nustojo egzistuoti.
Taciau $is jvykis paskatino LDK centring valdzig 1569 m. suteikti
Magdeburgo teis¢ Dysnai, pretendavusiai uzimti okupuoto Polocko
vietg. Dél §io jvykio Dysnoje atsirado nauji miesto pareiginai.



Karai tarp LDK ir MDK paveiké ir Staciatikiy baznycios
pareigtiny padétj. Kai MDK kariuomené 1514 m. uzémé Smolenska,
vietinis vyskupas ir dvasininkai tapo pavaldis Maskvos didZiajam
kunigaiksciui. Kai MDK kariuomené XVI a. septintame
desimtmetyje okupavo dalj Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy teritorijy,
Polocko arkivyskupija ir jos pareigiiny skaicius sumaZzéjo.

Disertacijos objektas — Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy
pareigiiny sluoksniy ir pareigybiy sistemy formavimosi procesas
1392-1579 m., Sio proceso panasumai ir skirtumai Vvisuose trijuose
regionuose. Tikslas yra iSsiaiskinti, kaip formavosi Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy valdzios elitai ir pareigybiy sistemos,
kokie buvo $io proceso panaSumai ir skirtumai visuose trijuose
regionuose. Uzdaviniai yra nustatyti regiony ribas, iSryskinti
svarbiausiy administraciniy centry ir teritoriniy vienety, kuriuos
administravo vietos valdzios pareignai, raidos ypatybes, aptarti
pareigybiy geneze, pareigliny prerogatyvas, Skyrimo tvarka,
personalijas ir karjeros ypatybes.

Pagal pasirinktg strategijg tyrimg galima vadinti lyginamuoju
(komparatyvistiniu). Sioje disertacijoje lyginame trijy LDK regiony
— Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy — valdzios elity
formavimosi procesg 1392—1579 m.

Lyginamosios perspektyvos tyrimuose gali biiti taikomi trys
skirtingi metodai — lyginamasis, statistinis ir eksperimentinis.
Humanitariniuose ir socialiniuose moksluose paprastai taikomi tik
pirmieji du metodai. Kai atvejy skaiCius yra didelis, tyrimas biina
paremtas statistiniu metodu. Esant mazam atvejy skaiéiui (nuo 2 iki
8) renkamasi lyginamajj metods. Sis metodas priimtinas ir miisy
tyrimui.

Taip pat naudojame ir atvejo tyrimams jprastus metodus. Vienas
i$ jy yra analitinis metodas, kuris gali bati apibudintas kaip objekto
sudedamyjy daliy tyrimas arba kaip Saltiniy tyrimas. Misy tyrimui
vienodai svarbios abi reik§Smés. Nusprendéme tirti Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko zZemiy valdzios elitus skaidydami juos j atskiras
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pareigiing grupes pagal skirtingas teisines sistemas. Kita vertus,
atskleisti pareiginy valdzios pobiidj galime tik atlik¢ detaly empirinj
tyrima.

Analitinis ir lyginamasis tyrimy metodai taikomi kartu su
deskriptyviniu bei indukciniu metodais. Lygindami Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy valdzios elitus turime aptarti kiek
jmanoma daugiau pavyzdziy (deskriptyvinis metodas) ir jais
remdamiesi daryti apibendrinimus (indukcinis metodas).

Tirdami Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy valdzios elitus
naudojame ir prozopografinj tyrimo metoda. Jj taikydami tiriame
giminystés rysiy svarba pareigiiny rotacijai, LDK ir MDK kary jtaka
pareigliny materialinei padéciai, jy santykius su Lietuvos didziojo
kunigaik§Cio dvaru, jtakingiausiy vietos valdZios pareigliny
protekcija.

Sio tyrimo laikotarpis yra 1392 — 1579 m. rugpjiéio 30 d. Pradiné
data zenklina laika, kai buvo paskirti pirmieji Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko vietininkai. Galutiné data Zenklina laikg, kai LDK atgavo
Polocko pilj, kuri buvo okupuota MDK. Smolensko Zemés atveju
galutiné tyrimo data yra 1514 m. liepos 30/31 d., kuomet MDK
kariuomené¢ uzémé Smolensko pilj. Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy
pareigiiny, susijusiy su pilies / Zemés teise, atveju skirstome tiriamajj
laikotarpj | keleta daliy. Polocko Zemés pareigiinai nagrinéjami
dviem periodais: 1392-1563 m. vasario 15 d. ir 1563 m. vasario 15
d. — 1579 m. rugpjucio 30 d. Skiriamoji riba Zenklina laika, kai MDK
kariuomené¢ uzémé Polocko pili. Vitebsko ir OrSos paviety
pareigiinai taip pat tiriami dviem periodais: 1392 — 1564 m. liepos 1
d. ir 1564 m. liepos 1 d. — 1579 m. rugpjucio 30 d. Skiriamoji riba
zenklina administracings ir teismy reformy LDK pradzig.

Disertacija sudaro jvadas, 4 skyriai, i§vados, $altiniy ir literatiiros
sarasas, 2 priedai ir §i santrauka. Pirmuose trijuose skyriuose tiriami
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy valdzios elitai. Ketvirtajame
skyriuje apibendriname duomenis apie visus tris regionus.

Tyrimas paremtas Siais teiginiais:
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1. Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy pareigiiny sluoksnius ir
pareigybiy sistemas formavo trys esminiai faktoriai: 1) regiony
geografiné, socialiné, politiné padétis, vietinés tradicijos; 2) bendros
LDK raidos tendencijos; 3) iSorés veiksniai (kity Saliy kariné
grésme).

2. Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemés turéjo atskirus
pareigiiny sluoksnius (valdzios elitus), kuriuos galima tirti skirstant
Siy regiony pareiglinus pagal teisines sistemas, kurioms pareigiinai
atstovavo. Tiriamojo laikotarpio Saltiniai leidzia iSskirti pilies /
Zemeés, kanony ir miesto / Magdeburgo teisines sistemas.

3. Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy pareigiiny sluoksniy
raida buvo tiesiogiai susijusi su $iy regiony teritorine raida.
Keiciantis piliy, dvary ir valsCiy statusui bei tinklui keitési ir juos
administravusiy pareigiiny sluoksniai. Tiriamasis laikotarpis sutampa
su Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy teritorinés struktiiros
intensyvios raidos laikotarpiu. Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemés galutinai
iSbaigta teritoring struktiirg jgavo kai LDK 1564-1566 m. buvo
jvykdytos administraciné bei teismy reformos ir kai LDK 1579 m.
susigrazino Polocko pilj, kuri ankséiau buvo okupuota MDK
kariuomenés.

4. Kai Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis XIV a. paskutiniajame
desimtmetyje paskyré pirmuosius Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko
vietininkus, émé formuotis naujo tipo Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko zemiy pareigybiy sistemos. Siy sistemy priesakyje stovéjo
mingti vietininkai (nuo XVI a. pradzios vaivados).

5. Dalis pareigybiy, egzistavusiy Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko
zemése tiriamuoju laikotarpiu, atsirado dar prie§ paskiriant
pirmuosius Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininkus. Taciau
laikui bégant atsirado ir daugiau pareigybiy, o dalis anksciau
atsiradusiy pareigybiy iSnyko. Todél tiriamy regiony pareigybiy
sistemos nepertraukiamai formavosi tol, kol Sie regionai priklausé
LDK.
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6. Pagrindiniai veiksniai, léme¢ naujy pareigybiy Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko zemése atsiradimg ir dalies senyjy pareigybiy
iSnykimag, buvo LDK ir MDK karai, LDK centrinés valdzios politika
ir natiirali paGiy Zemiy raida. Siy veiksniy reik§meé visuose
regionuose buvo skirtinga.

7. Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis skirdavo dauguma pareigiiny
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemése. Kai kurie pareigiinai
budavo skiriami kity to paties regiono pareigiiny arba renkami vietos
gyventojy. Skirdami pareiginus Lietuvos valdovai paprastai
atsizvelgdavo | jtakingy LDK didiky uztarimg, taip pat vietos
gyventojy pozicijg. Todél kiekvieng karta pareigybés suteikties
procediira budavo unikali. Unifikuota LDK vietiniy (paviety)
pareigybiy skyrimo tvarka (dalies pareigybiy atveju) susiformavo
tuomet, kai 1564-1566 m. LDK buvo jgyvendintos administraciné
bei teismy reformos ir kai 1566 m. buvo priimtas Antrasis Lietuvos
Statutas.

8. Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy gyventojams buvo
svarbu tiesiogiai dalyvauti vietos politiniame gyvenime. Dél to ilgg
laika iSliko archajiné asmens laisve turinCiy gyventojy susirinkimy
(vieciy) tradicija ir jvairios jy apraiskos (bajory susirinkimai).

9. Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininky bei vaivady
pareigybés beveik visuomet budavo suteikiamos ne vietos
gyventojams, bet svetimkilmiams asmenims. Dauguma kity vietos
valdzios pareigybiy buvo pricinama vietos gyventojams. Iki XVI a.
vidurio tik jie galéjo gauti kai kurias pareigybes. Taéiau XVI a.
viduryje kilmés veiksnj nustelbus zemévaldos turéjimo konkreciame
regione veiksniui minétas apribojimas neteko prasmés.

10. Svarbiausiomis karjeros prielaidomis tiriamuoju laikotarpiu
buvo tarnyba Lietuvos didziojo kunigaik$¢io dvare, Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininky bei vaivady, taip pat kity jtakingy
LDK didiky protekcija. Nuo XVI a. vidurio taip pat svarbu karjerai
tapo kariné tarnyba.
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11. Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy pareigybiy sistemos
pasizyméjo tam tikrais panasumais ir skirtumais, kuriy pazinimas
gali padéti geriau suvokti bendras LDK raidos tendencijas. Kita
vertus, Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy ribojimasis su MDK
formavo specifing jy padétj LDK. Todél Siy regiony pareigybiy
sistemy tyrimas taip pat gali padéti suvokti, kaip LDK ir MDK karai
veiké LDK vidaus raidg ir jos centrinés valdzios politika pasienio
regiony atzvilgiu.

Tyrimas paremtas istoriografija (baltarusiy, rusy, lenky, lietuviy,
ukrainieCiy, vokieCiy, angly) ir jvairiomis S$altiniy rdiSimis.
Panaudotus $altinius galima grupuoti j publikuotus ir nepublikuotus.
Nepublikuoty S$altiniy ieSkojome jvairiuose Lietuvos, Lenkijos ir
Latvijos archyvuose bei bibliotekose. Pati svarbiausia Saltiniy grupé
yra LDK kanceliarijos dokumentai, kurie sudaro Lietuvos Metrikos
knygas (dalis jy yra publikuotos, o dalis nepublikuotos). Kai kuriose
i§ 8iy knygy be kity svarbiy dokumenty galima aptikti Lietuvos
didZiojo kunigaik$¢io privilegijas, kurios suteiké arba patvirtino
Polocko ir Vitebsko Zzemiy pareigybes. Kiti svarbiis misy tyrimui
Saltiniai yra piliy knygos ir iSraSai i§ Siy knygy (zinoma tokias
knygas buvus Polocko, Vitebsko, OrSos, Dysnos pilyse), taip pat su
Mogiliavo miesto magdeburgine savivalda susijusios knygos,
Pirmasis ir Antrasis Lietuvos Statutai, Polocko, Smolensko,
Vitebsko, Dysnos pareiginy laiSkai Rygos pareiglinams, kurie
aptinkami  Moscowitica-Ruthenica vadinamame archyviniame
komplekse, LDK kariuomenés suraSymai, atlikti 1528, 1565 ir 1567
m., Polocko vaivadijos revizija, atlikta 1552 m., testamentai,
metrasciai, herbynai.

Tyrimas leidzia teigti, jog pareigiiny, kurie buvo susij¢ su pilies /
Zemeés teisine sistema, valdZzios centrai buvo pilys ir dvarai.
Didziausiag administracine ir karine valdzig nuo XIV a. pabaigos
turégjo Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininkai bei vaivados.
Taciau geografiniu pozitiriu jy valdzia nebuvo tolygi. Aiskiausiai
pastebima ji buvo Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko pilyse bei joms
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tiesiogiai pavaldziose teritorijose. Iki XV a. pabaigos Smolensko
vietininky kariné valdzia apémé ne tik Smolensko zeme, bet ir kitas
rytines LDK teritorijas — Brianska, Toropeca, Belaja, Okos aukstupj.
XV-XVI a. sandiroje LDK praradus $ias teritorijas, Smolensko
vietininky ir vaivady kariné valdzia apémé tik Smolensko zemés
teritorija. Taip buvo iki 1514 m., kuomet MDK kariuomené uzémé
Smolensko pili. Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininky bei vaivady kariné
valdzia veikiausiai apémé tik atitinkamai Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy
teritorijas. Vitebsko vietininkams bei vaivadoms karine ir
administracine valdzia regiono pietuose reikéjo dalintis su OrSos
pilies valdytojais. Administraciniu pozitriu specifinj statusa
Vitebsko zeméje nuo Kazimiero Jogailai¢io valdymo laiky taip pat
turégjo Ozeriscés ir Usviato valséiai bei ne véliau kaip XVI a.
septintame deSimtmetyje pastatyta Ozeri§¢és pilis. Be to, nuo XV-
XVI a. sandiros Siame regione Obolcy dvaras taip pat turéjo
specifinj statusg. Polocko Zeméje po 1563 m., kuomet MDK
kariuomené uzémé Polocka ir paémé jo vaivadg | nelaisve,
jitakingiausiais pareigtinais buvo Dysnos ir Lepelio piliy valdytojai.
Kity Polocko zemés piliy — Cia§nikq, Drisos, Tecés, Ulos, Veceljés,
Voronec¢o — valdytojy kariné ir administraciné valdzia apsiribojo tik
Sioms pilims pavaldziomis aplinkinémis teritorijomis.

Polocko ir Vitebsko zemés galutinai iSbaigta erdving struktiirg
igavo tik po administracinés ir teismy reformy jgyvendinimo LDK
1564-1566 m. ir tuomet, kai §i valstybé 1579 m. susigrazino Polocko
pili. Dél Siy jvykiy galutinai iSryskéjo vaivady administracinés
valdzios teritoriniai rémai. Vitebsko zemé po $iy reformy oficialiai
buvo padalinta j Vitebsko ir OrSos pavietus. Tuo tarpu Polocko zemg
oficialiai sudaré vienas pavietas. Tiesa, 1563-1579 m., kuomet
Polocko pilis buvo okupuota MDK, dél pavieto centro statuso
konkuravo naujai iskilusios Dysnos ir Lepelio pilys. Taciau né viena
i§ $iy piliy nesugebéejo igyti Sio statuso.

XV a. pabaigoje, kai MDK Kkariné grésmé tapo akivaizdi,
akivaizdus tapo ir poreikis sustiprinti LDK rytiniy zemiy apsauga.
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Todél LDK centriné valdzia nusprendé rytinése teritorijose Statyti
naujas pilis ir skirti naujus pareiglinus. Smolensko Zzemgéje S$iy
priemoniy nebuvo imtasi. Tai buvo viena i$ pagrindiniy prieZaséiy,
kodél MDK kariuomené 1514 m. sugebéjo uzimti Smolensko pilj.
Tuo tarpu Polocko zZeméje XVI a. penktame — aStuntame
desimtmetyje buvo pastatyta nemazai naujy piliy. Tai buvo
Cia$nikai, Dysna, Drisa, Kopecas, Lepelis, Te¢¢, Ula, Usacai,
Vegeljé, Voronetas. Daugumoje iy piliy (Ciagnikuose, Dysnoje,
Drisoje, Lepelyje, Tecéje, Uloje, Veceljéje, Voroneée) atsirado nauji
pareigiinai, tad Polocko zemés pareigiiny sistema esmingai pakito.
Ne tiek daug naujy piliy buvo pastatyta Vitebsko zeméje, kadangi
MDK kariné grésmé ten nebuvo tokia didelé. Be to, Vitebsko Zeméje
buvo ganétinai didelis skaicius piliy, kurios buvo pastatytos dar prie$
LDK ir MDK karus. Tai buvo Vitebskas, OrSa, Druckas ir Kopysé.
Veikiausiai $iy kary pradzioje (ne véliau kaip 1514 m.) Vitebsko
zeméje buvo pastatyta Dubrovnos pilis. Kai MDK kariuomené 1514
m. uzémé Smolenska, Orsos ir Dubrovnos pilys Vitebsko Zemés
pietinéje dalyje tapo LDK rytinio pasienio pilimis. Ypac reik§minga
buvo Orsos pilis, kurioje XVI a. susiformavo atskira vietos
pareigiiny sistema. Po 1564—1566 m. reformy OrSos pavietui buvo
priskirtos reik§mingos Borisovo, Mogiliavo, Belmakovo ir Lukomlio
pilys. Tuo tarpu Vitebsko zemés Siauringje dalyje XVI a. (iki 1579
m.) buvo pastatytos dvi naujos pilys — Ozeri$¢é ir Surazas.

Patys jtakingiausi pareigtinai Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko
zemése, susij¢ su kanony teise, buvo Polocko arkivyskupas ir
Smolensko  vyskupas, atstovave Staliatikiy baznyciai. Jy
administraciné valdzia buvo tiesiogiai susijusi su Polocko
arkivyskupijos ir Smolensko vyskupijos teritorijomis, tiriamuoju
laikotarpiu neatitikusiomis Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy
teritorijy. Smolensko vyskupija iki mazdaug XV a. vidurio buvo kiek
didesn¢ uz Smolensko Zemg, o Polocko arkivyskupija apémé
Polocko, Vitebsko Zemes ir jvairias gretimas teritorijas. Vienuolyny
archimandrity, igumeny, valdytojy ir cerkviy Sventiky administraciné
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jurisdikcija  sutapo su vienuolyny ir cerkviy valdomomis
teritorijomis. Mogiliavo ir Vitebsko protopopy jurisdikcija
veikiausiai buvo susijusi ne su vienuolynais ar cerkvémis, bet su
Mogiliavo ir Vitebsko vietovémis. Kataliky baznycCios pareigiiny —
Oboley klebony, Vitebsko klebony, nuolatiniy vikary ir vikary —
administraciné valdzia apémé Obolcy ir Vitebsko parapijy teritorijas,
kurios apémé kai kurias Vitebsko Zemés dalis jos centrinéje, pietinéje
ir vakarinéje dalyse. Be to, Vitebsko parapija turéjo valdy ir Polocko
zemés pietingje dalyje.

Magdeburginiy pareigiing administracinés jurisdikcijos ribos
sutapo su miesty teritorijomis, kurios nebuvo kompaktiskos ir
persidengé su pilims ir jy pareiginams pavaldziomis teritorijomis.
Kai Polockui 1498 m. buvo suteikta Magdeburgo teisé, iskilo
biutinybé detaliau reglamentuoti skirtingoms teisinéms sistemoms
pavaldziy gyventojy bylinéjimosi tvarkg ir naujyjy miesto pareigiiny
prerogatyvas.

Pirmieji pareigiinai Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zzemése buvo
Staciatikiy baznycCios pareigiinai. Jie atsirado Siuose regionuose XII
a. Kai Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemés buvo prijungtos prie
LDK, Staciatikiy baznyCios pareigiinai iliko, o jy skaicius dél
tankéjancio staciatikiy viennuolyny ir cerkviy tinklo augo. Kataliky
baznycios pareigiinai Vitebsko zeméje atsirado po to, kai XIV a.
pabaigoje — XV a. viduryje buvo jsteigtos Obolcy ir Vitebsko
parapijos. Kai Vitebsko parapija 1558 m. buvo perduota Vilniaus
kapitulai, Vitebsko klebono pareigybe netrukus pakeité nuolatinis
vikaras ir jam talkinantis vikaras.

Pareigiiny, susijusiy su pilies / Zemés teise, sluoksniai Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko zemeése émé formuotis XIV a. pabaigoje,
kuomet Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko pilyse buvo paskirti pirmieji
vietininkai. Tikétina, kad Sie sluoksniai i§ dalies formavosi savo
valdzig praradusiy kunigaik$¢iy dvary pareigybiy pagrindu. Paciomis
seniausiomis, galbiit atsiradusiomis anks¢iau nei minéti vietininkai,
galima laikyti arklidininko, medzioklio, okolni¢iaus, pilininko,
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raktininko, tijino, tiltininko  pareigybes. Polocke nebuvo
arklidininko, medzioklio ir iki XV a. pabaigos ar XVI a. pradzios
pilininko pareigybiy. Okolni¢iaus pareigybé buvo neabejotinai
archajiska (egzistavo jau XIlI a.) ir egzistavo tik Smolenske. Be to,
tik ¢ia egzistavo marsalkos, miesto senilino ir taurininko pareigybés.
Vitebske ne anksciau kaip XV a. atsirado specifinés miesto rasovo ir
vaito pareigybés, 0 Polocke XV a. egzistavo specifinés miesto
deSimtininko ir pavaiskio pareigybés.

Magdeburginiy miesty pareigiiny sluoksniai émé formuotis véliau
nei kity pareigiiny sluoksniai. Magdeburginiy pareigiiny atsiradimas
buvo tiesiogiai susijes su Magdeburgo teise ir jos suteikimu
jvairiems miestams. Pirmasis miestas Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko Zemése, kuriam buvo suteikta Magdeburgo teisé, buvo
Polockas 1498 m. Iki 1579 m. §i teisé taip pat buvo suteikta Dysnos
(1569 m.) ir Mogiliavo (1577 m.) miestams. Visuose trijuose
miestuose egzistavo (ar bent jau teoriSkai turéjo egzistuoti) Sie
magdeburginiai pareigiinai: vaitas, lentvaitis, burmistrai, taréjai,
suolininkai, rastininkai ir ragovai. Mogiliavo mieste po Magdeburgo
teisés suteikties taip pat egzistavo amatininky senitiny, miesto tarno,
paizdininkio, pavaiskio ir §imtininko pareigybés. Vaito ir §imtininko
pareigybés Mogiliave ir vaito pareigybé Dysnoje atsirado dar prie$
tai, kai Sie miestai gavo Magdeburgo teise.

Tarp LDK ir MDK vyke karai reikSmingai keit¢é Smolensko,
Polocko ir Vitebsko Zzemiy pareigybiy sistemas. Kai MDK
kariuomené 1514 m. uzémé Smolensko pilj ir beveik visa Smolensko
zemés teritorijg, vietiné pareigybiy sistema buvo suardyta. Kai 1563
m. MDK kariuomené uzémé Polocka ir didele dalj Polocko Zemés
teritorijos, taip pat neliko daugybés vietiniy pareigybiy. XV-XVI a.
sandiroje ir XVI a. septintame deSimtmetyje MDK kariuomené
uzéme dalj Vitebsko Zemés Siaurinés teritorijos — Ozereco, Velizo,
Zizeco, Ozeriséés, Usviato valséius bei Ozerigéeés pilj. Dél §iy jvykiy
neliko ir $iy vals¢iy bei pilies pareigiiny. Taciau LDK ir MDK karai
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy pareigybiy sistemoms turéjo
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ir kitokj poveikj. Dél §iy kary LDK centrin¢ valdzia buvo priversta
statyti naujas pilis (ypa¢ Polocko zeméje) arba atnaujinti senas pilis
(pavyzdziui, Orsa) ir paskirti naujus pareigiinus karinéms reikméms
— véliavininkus. Jie atsirado Smolenske XV a. pabaigoje, Polocke ir
Vitebske XVI a. pradzioje ir OrSoje X VI a. septintame deSimtmetyje.

Lietuvos valdovus keisti vietines pareigybiy sistemas skatino ne
vien Kkarai su MDK, bet ir jvairios Kitos priezastys. Polocko, Dysnos
ir Mogiliavo miestams dél ekonominiy priezas¢iy buvo suteikta
Magdeburgo teisé. D¢l Sios teisés suteikimo minétuose miestuose
atsirado daug naujy pareiginy. Siekdamas apripinti savo zmong
Elena Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis Aleksandras XVI a. pradzioje jai
suteiké Obolcy ir Smolniany dvarus Vitebsko Zeméje kartu su teise
skirti jy valdytojus. Dél tos pacios priezasties po keliy deSimtmeciy
Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis Zygimantas Senasis suteiké savo
zmonai Bonai Sforcai Obolcy dvarg su OzeriS¢és bei Usviato
valséiais ir teise skirti jy valdytojus. Siekiant sustiprinti Kataliky
bazny¢ios pozicijas rytinéje LDK dalyje buvo jsteigtos kataliki$kos
Vitebsko ir Obolcy parapijos ir paskirti jy pareiginai. Siekiant
unifikuoti teismy ir administracijos sistemas LDK 1564-1566 m.
buvo jgyvendintos reformos, po kuriy Vitebsko, OrSos ir Polocko
pavietuose buvo suformuoti nauji teismai ir paskirti nauji Siy teismy
pareigiinai.

Kai kurios pareigybés Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemése
iSnyko dél nattiralios $iy regiony raidos. Tokios buvo bebrininko ir
tijino pareigybés Polocko ir Vitebsko zemése. XVI a. jy funkcijos
nustojo biiti aktualios.

Patys jtakingiausi pareigiinai Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko
zemése buvo Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininkai, kurie XVI
a. pradzioje tapo vaivadomis. Sie pareigiinai vadovaudavo
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy karinéms pajégoms,
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko piliy teismams. Jie taip pat
administruodavo Lietuvos didziojo kunigaik$éio Zemévalda,
kontaktuodavo su kity valstybiy pareigiinais. Tarp 1514 ir 1519 m.
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Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis Zygimantas Senasis nusprend¢ suteikti
Polocko miesto vaito pareigybe Polocko vaivadai, kuris iki tol
nebuvo susij¢s su Polocko miesto savivalda. Taigi abiejy pareigybiy
prerogatyvos buvo sutelktos vieno pareigiino rankose. Taciau Kkai
Polocko vaivada Stanislovas Davaina 1563 m. buvo paimtas j
nelaisve MDK Kkariuomenés, jo jtaka Polocko zeméje tapo nominali.
Jo funkcijas i§ dalies perémé Dysnos ir Lepelio piliy valdytojai.
Polocko vaivada realiai atgavo savo valdzig tik kai 1576 m. buvo
paskirtas naujas vaivada ir LDK 1579 m. susigrazino Polocko pilj.

Dalis Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininky bei vaivady
kariniy ir administraciniy prerogatyvy buvo budingos ir Kkity
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zzemiy piliy valdytojams. Jy
pagrindiné uzduotis buvo tinkama piliy apsauga, Lietuvos didZiojo
kunigaik§Cio  Zemévaldos  pilims  pavaldziose  teritorijose
administravimas. Taciau svarbesniy piliy valdytojai pretendavo j
didesn¢ valdzig. OrSos pilies valdytojai nuo XVI a. pradzios daznai
palaikydavo kontaktus su MDK pareigiinais. Po 1564-1566 m. LDK
administracinés ir teismy reformy pilies teismui galéjo vadovauti tik
LDK paviety centriniy piliy valdytojai. Taciau 1563-1579 m., kali
Polocko pilis buvo okupuota MDK kariuomenés, Siems teismams
vadovavo Dysnos ir Lepelio piliy valdytojai. Dysnos pilies valdytojai
nuo 1569 m. buvo ir Dysnos miesto vaitais.

Daugumos kity pareigliny, susijusiy su pilies / Zemés teise,
prerogatyvos apémé siauras ir specifines veiklos sritis. Daugelio
pareigiiny atveju sunku identifikuoti prerogatyvy skirtumus
atskiruose LDK regionuose. Aisku, kad Magdeburgo teisés
tirlamuoju laikotarpiu neturéjusiy Smolensko, Drisos, Ulos, OrSos,
Ozeris¢és, Surazo ir Vitebsko miesty senitiny ir vaity prerogatyvos
buvo siauresnés nei magdeburginiy Polocko, Dysnos ir Mogiliavo
vaity.

Baznytiniy pareiginy funkcijos apémé dvasing ir pasaulieting
valdzig. Polocko arkivyskupas ir Smolensko vyskupas tarp
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zzemiy baznytiniy pareigiing turéjo
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didziausig galia. Jie buvo atsakingi uz staCiatikiy sielovada,
Staciatikiy baznyCios zemévaldos administravimg ir jvairias kitas
funkcijas. Zemiau Polocko arkivyskupo ir Smolensko vyskupo
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zzemése buvo vienuolyny
archimandritai, igumenai ir valdytojai, cerkviy §ventikai, protopopai.
Kataliky baznycCios pareigiiny — Obolcy klebony, Vitebsko klebony,
nuolatiniy vikary ir vikary — sielovadiné veikla dél mazo kataliky
skai¢iaus Vitebsko Zeméje nebuvo idplétota. Sie pareigiinai buvo
atsakingi uz Obolcy ir Vitebsko parapijy Zemévalds. Be to, Vitebsko
parapijos pareigiinai buvo atsakingi uz karCemy Vitebske
administravima.

Magdeburginiy pareiginy prerogatyvos buvo aptartos Lietuvos
didziyjy kunigaiksciy privilegijose, suteikianCiose ar patvirtinanciose
Magdeburgo teise Polocko, Dysnos ir Mogiliavo miestams.
Svarbiausi magdeburginiai pareigiinai $iuose miestuose buvo vaitai.
Polocko atveju tai kenké miesto savivaldai, kadangi Polocko
vaivados naudojosi vaito prerogatyvomis plésdami savo jtaka tarp
Polocko miestie¢iy. Tai lémé miestieiy nepasitenkinimg ir
prieSinimasi.

Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis turéjo teise skirti daugumag
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy pareigiiny, susijusiy su pilies
| Zemés teise. Taciau didysis kunigaikstis tur¢jo atsizvelgti j vietines
tradicijas ir vietos gyventojy interesus. 1564—1566 m. jgyvendinus
LDK administracing ir teismy reformas ir 1566 m. priémus Antrajj
Lietuvos Statuta LDK paviety bajorai jgijo teis¢ rinkti po keturis
kandidatus zemés teismo teiséjo, pateiséjo ir raStininko pareigoms
uzimti. Vitebsko paviete XVI a. pirmoje puséje iSryskéjo vaivady
siekis patiems skirti kai kuriuos pareigtinus, kuriuos jprastai skirdavo
Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis. Tikétina, kad panasi situacija buvo ir
Smolensko zeméje XV a. Polocko vietininkai bei vaivados ir OrSos
pilies valdytojai nebuvo linke pazeidinéti kity vietos valdzios
pareigiiny skyrimo tvarka. Polocko zemés atveju tai buvo susij¢ su
vietos bajorijos sluoksnio konsolidacija. Tuo tarpu OrSos pilies
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valdytojy valdzia buvo mazesné nei Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko
vietininky bei vaivady.

XIV a. pabaigoje Polocko ir Smolensko vyskupus skirdavo
Kijevo metropolitai. Taciau XV a. iSaugo Lietuvos didziyjy
kunigaiksc¢iy jtaka LDK Staciatikiy bazny¢iai. Todél jie patys émé
skirti Polocko arkivyskupus ir Smolensko vyskupus. Be to, Lietuvos
didieji kunigaikSciai turéjo teis¢ skirti kai kuriy staciatikiy
vienuolyny archimandritus, igumenus ir valdytojus, Obolcy ir
Vitebsko klebonus. Kai kuriuos staciatikiy baznytinius pareiglinus
skirdavo pasaulieciai pareigtinai, vienuolyny ir cerkviy fundatoriai.

Daugelio Polocko, Dysnos ir Mogiliavo miesty magdeburginiy
pareigling skyrimo tvarka buvo apibrézta Lietuvos didziyjy
kunigaik§Ciy  privilegijose, kurios suteiké arba  patvirtino
Magdeburgo teis¢ Siems miestams. Tik Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis
turéjo teis¢ skirti Polocko, Dysnos ir Mogiliavo vaitus. Kity
pareigiiny Siuose miestuose skyrimo tvarka buvo skirtinga.

Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy gyventojams buvo svarbu
dalyvauti vietos politiniame gyvenime. Dél to ilgg laikg iSliko
archajiné asmens laisve turin¢iy gyventojy susirinkimy (vieciy)
tradicija. Si tradicija buvo Kijevo Rusios paprotinés teisés dalis ir
buvo itin paplitusi Smolensko Zeméje dar ir XV a. Polocko ir
Vitebsko zemése XVI a. vietiniai gyventojai bendruose
susirinkimuose rinko kai kuriuos vietinius pareigiinus.

Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy gyventojams buvo svarbu
turéti teise gauti bent dalj vietiniy pareigybiy. Vietos miestieCiai
galéjo tapti vaitais arba miesto senilinais tuose miestuose, kurie
neturéjo Magdeburgo teisés, gauti kai kurias magdeburgines
pareigybes magdeburginiuose miestuose. Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko Zemiy bajorai paprastai gaudavo arklidininko, medzioklio,
okolniciaus, pilininko, raktininko, tijiino, tiltininko, vals¢iy valdytojy
ir kai kurias kitas pareigybes minétuose regionuose. XVI a. pirmoje
puséje Vitebsko vaivados mégino teikti kai kurias vietines
pareigybes ne vietos bajorams, bet savo paciy tarnams. Taciau tuo
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metu LDK regioniniy pareigiiny kilmé tapo maziau svarbi nei
zemévalda tuose paciuose regionuose, kuriuose jie turéjo pareigybes.
Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemése $i tendencija pastebima XVI a. viduryje,
ypa¢ po minéty 1564—1566 m. reformy.

Kadangi Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininkai bei vaivados
buvo svarbiausi Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemiy pareigtnai,
vietos gyventojai noréjo kontroliuoti jy skyrimo tvarkg. Polocko ir
Vitebsko Zemiy gyventojai turéjo nominalig teis¢ sitlyti savo
kandidatus Polocko ir Vitebsko vietininky bei vaivady pareigybéms
gauti, taciau tiriamuoju laikotarpiu praktiskai negaléjo pasinaudoti
§ia teise. Siuos pareigiinus skirti galéjo tik Lietuvos didysis
kunigaikstis. Jis paprastai suteikdavo Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko vietininky bei vaivady pareigas ne vietos gyventojams, bet
svetimkilmiams (labai daznai lietuviams). Taciau Polocko ir
Vitebsko Zemiy gyventojai galédavo apskysti Polocko ir Vitebsko
vietininkus bei vaivadas ir prasyti Lietuvos didZiojo kunigaikscio
pakeisti Siuos pareiglinus. Yra zinoma, jog Vitebsko zemés
gyventojai taip iS tiesy vieng karta ir pasielge (1528 m.).

Tiriamuoju laikotarpiu pagrindinés prielaidos gauti vietines
pareigybes Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko Zemése buvo giminaiciy
(ypac tévy) itaka, rySiai su Lietuvos didziojo kunigaik$¢io dvaru ir
jtakingy LDK pareigtny, ypa¢ Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko
vietininky bei vaivady, protekcija. XVI a. viduryje kariné tarnyba
taip pat tapo svarbia prielaida gauti vietines pareigybes.

Dauguma Staciatikiy baznycios pareigiiny Smolensko, Polocko ir
Vitebsko zemése tiriamuoju laikotarpiu veikiausiai buvo vietos
gyventojai. Taciau visi Kataliky baznyCios pareigiinai Vitebsko
zeméje buvo svetimkilmiai asmenys. Tai buvo viena i§ priezasciy,
kodél $iy pareigiiny santykiai su vietos gyventojais buvo sudétingi.

Magdeburginiuose Polocko, Dysnos ir Mogiliavo miestuose
daugelis tiriamojo laikotarpio vaity buvo svetimkilmiai. Daug
Polocko lentvaiCiy taip pat buvo svetimkilmiai. Taciau visos kitos
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magdeburginés pareigybés minétuose miestuose buvo lengvai
prieinamos vietos miestieCiams.

Kai XV a. pabaigoje prasidéjo karai tarp LDK ir MDK,
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemiy gyventojy materialiné padétis
suprastéjo. Smolensko zemés pareiginai persikélé j vakarines LDK
dalis MDK kariuomenei 1514 m. uzémus Smolensko pilj. Bent dalis
Polocko Zemés pareiging buvo paimta ] nelaisve, kai MDK
kariuomené 1563 m. uzémé Polocko pilj. Atgave laisve jie sugrjzo j
LDK. Lietuvos didieji kunigaik§¢iai rémé nukentéjusiuosius
suteikdami Zemévaldg, iSmokas arba priimdami juos j savo dvarg.

Su pilies / Zemeés teisine sistema susijusiy pareigliny situacija
skyrési nuo pareigiiny, susijusiy su kanony ir miesto / Magdeburgo
teisinémis sistemomis, situacijos. Pastaryjy dviejy grupiy pareigiinai
nebuvo tokie mobilts kaip pareigiinai, susije su pilies / Zemés teisine
sistema. Todél dauguma pareiginy, kurie buvo susij¢ su kanony ir
miesto / Magdeburgo teisinémis sistemomis, nepalaiké rySiy su
Lietuvos didziojo kunigaik$¢io dvaru ir pasiliko MDK kariuomenés
okupuotose teritorijose. Jtakingiausi Staciatikiy baznycios pareigiinai
Smolensko, Polocko ir Vitebsko zemése — Polocko arkivyskupas ir
Smolensko vyskupas — palaiké rySius su Lietuvos didziojo
kunigaik§¢io dvaru. Tafiau MDK kariuomenei 1514 ir 1563 m.
okupavus Smolensko bei Polocko pilis Sie du pareigiinai buvo paimti
1 nelaisve ir niekuomet nebeatgavo laisvés. Taigi LDK centriné
valdzia negaléjo jiems padéti. Tuo tarpu katalikiSkos Vitebsko ir
Obolcy parapijos, kurios buvo administruojamos Kataliky baznyc¢ios
pareigiiny — Obolcy ir Vitebsko klebony, Vitebsko nuolatiniy vikary
ir vikary — buvo Vitebsko ir Polocko Zemiy teritorijose, kurios nuo
LDK ir MDK kary nukentéjo maziau nei kitos $iy regiony teritorijos.
Taigi Siy kary jtaka minétiems Kataliky baZnyCios pareiglinams
tiriamuoju laikotarpiu buvo ganétinai nedidelé.
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SUMMARY

There can be identified three main factors which had influenced
the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk officials’ strata: 1) the
geographic, social, political situation of the regions, the local
traditions; 2) general tendencies of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania’s
(hereafter GDL) development; 3) external factors (other countries’
military threat). All of these factors had been partially connected
with each other and had influenced each other. We consider this
correlation as one of the major problems connected with the Lands’
of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk officials’ strata formation process.

1) Geographically the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk
had been neighbours and situated in the north eastern part of the
GDL. The main cities of these three regions — Smolensk, Polotsk and
Vitebsk — had been situated near the rivers Dnieper and Western
Dvina which had been very important for commercial trade. So,
these three cities had been important commercial trade centres in the
north eastern part of the GDL. Favourable geographic situation was
one of the main reasons why very strong in political sense societies
had formed in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk. This
strength usually occured in the common meetings of free local
inhabitants — in so-called vieche. The Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk had had the most influential vieche in the GDL. Such
meetings or their displays had had influence in all three regions even
in the 15" and 16™ centuries.

Some differences among the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and
Vitebsk can also be seen. The Land of Polotsk had been nearest to
the Baltic sea and its port Riga. So, Polotsk had had much better
position in international trade than the cities of the Lands of
Smolensk and Vitebsk. In political sense the Lands of Smolensk and
Polotsk had been functioning as regions with one main centre almost
throughout the whole period of 1392-1579. Meanwhile the Land of
Vitebsk was a region with two main centres — Vitebsk and Orsha.
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These differences had had a huge impact on the Lands’ of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk ruling elites’ formation process.

2) The officials’ strata in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and
Vitebsk had been heterogeneous. General tendencies of the GDL’s
development had predetermined that different officials’ groups had
been connected with different law systems. Written sources of the
investigation period allow to suggest that there had been three
different law systems with which the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk officials had been connected. The most abundant group
of the officials had been connected with the so-called castle or land
law system (npaso 2opodckoe, npaso 3emckoe | semnanoe npago).
Other officials had been connected with the canon law (ius
canonicum, oyxosnoe npaso) and city or Magdeburg law (rnpaso
mecmckoe, npago  (nemeykoe) maumbapckoe) Systems. The
expression of the castle / land and canon law systems had been
predetermined in the ruthenian Lands of the GDL even before their
annexation due to existing castles as strong ruling centres and
influential Orthodox Church officials’ stratum. However, expression
of the canon law system in some of the ruthenian Lands of the GDL
had been influenced by the impact of the Catholic Church and its
organization’s development in the GDL since the end of the 14"
century. This phenomenon had been much more common in the
Land of Vitebsk than in the Lands of Smolensk and Polotsk. In
1392-1579 there had been two catholic parishes in the Land of
Vitebsk (in the centre of this region Vitebsk and in Obolcai) which
had their own priests (ecclesiastical officials). Meanwhile in the
Lands of Smolensk and Polotsk written sources of the investigation
period do not mention any catholic priests. There had been only the
Orthodox Church’s officials.

The city law system had been connected with a spread of German
Magdeburg law in the GDL that had been initiated by the central
government of the GDL. Only some of the GDL’s cities had been
given the Magdeburg law. However, its implementation had had a
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huge influence on those ruthenian cities which had been given this
law. That was because originally the ruthenian cities had been
strictly connected with castles and had had no separate law systems
and judicial immunity. The first city of the Lands of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk that had been given the Magdeburg law was
Polotsk in 1498. Later this law had been given to the cities of Dysna
in the Land of Polotsk (in 1569) and Mohylev in the Land of Vitebsk
(in 1577). The citizens of these three cities had had to cope with
serious changes one of which had been emerge of new city officials.
Many other cities of the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk —
Smolensk, Vitebsk, Orsha, Ozerishche, Surazh, Drisa, Ula — had had
the representative officials (city starostas in Smolensk and voigts in
all the rest aforementioned cities) and some features of self-
government but had not been given the Magdeburg law during 1392—
1579 and had not got all the common features of self-government.
That is why the citizens of Smolensk, Vitebsk, Orsha, Ozerishche,
Surazh, Drisa, Ula and their representative officials had remained
subordinated to the castle / land law system.

3) The Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk geopolitical
situation in the investigation period had been very difficult. Their
neighbour had been the Grand Duchy of Moscow (hereafter GDM)
which had been in conflict with the GDL since the end of the 15"
century. So, the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk had
become the zone of intensive military actions. The GDM army
managed to occupy the castles of Smolensk (in 1514) and Polotsk (in
1563). However, the GDL regained Polotsk in 1579.

Constant wars between the GDL and the GDM had had a huge
impact on the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk officials’
strata. This impact had been ambiguous. On the one hand, together
with the castles occupied by the GDM army the GDL had lost many
officials who had been connected with the castle / land law system
and served in these castles. On the other hand, the central
government of the GDL had to build new castles in order to protect
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its lands from military invasion of the GDM. New officials
connected with the castle / land law system had emerged in these
castles.

An ambiguous impact of the wars between the GDL and the
GDM had experienced not only the officials connected with the
castle / land law system but also the magdeburgian officials. When
the GDM army occupied the castle of Polotsk in 1563 the
magdeburgian city officials and posts ceased to exist. However, this
event urged the central government of the GDL to grant the
Magdeburg law in 1569 to Dysna which pretended to take the place
of occupied Polotsk. Because of this event new city officials had
emerged in Dysna.

The wars between the GDL and the GDM also had affected the
situation of the Orthodox Church’s officials. When the GDM army
occupied Smolensk in 1514 the local orthodox bishop and priests
became subordinate to the Grand Duke of Moscow. When the GDM
army occupied some territories of the Lands of Polotsk and Vitebsk
in the 1560s the archbishopric of Polotsk and the number of its
officials decreased.

The object of this dissertation — the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk officials’ strata and posts systems formation process in
1392-1579, the similarities and differences of this process in all
three regions. The aim is to find out how the Lands’ of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk ruling elites and posts systems had been forming
in 1392-1579, what kind of similarities and differences of this
process had been in all three regions. The tasks are to define the
boundaries of the regions, to emphasize the evolution tendencies of
the main administrative centres and territorial units which were
administered by the local officials, to discuss the posts’ origin, the
officials’ prerogatives, nomination procedure, personalities and
career features.

According to the chosen strategy the research can be defined as a
comparative or comparative perspective research. In this dissertation
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we compare three regions’ of the GDL — the Lands’ of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk — ruling elites’ formation process in 1392-1579.

In comparative perspetive researches can be used three different
methods — comparative, statistical and experimental. In humanitarian
and social sciences only the first two methods are usually used.
When the number of cases is big the research is based on statistical
method. When the number of cases is small (between two and eight)
the comparative method is chosen. This method is acceptable to our
research as well.

We also use the methods which are common for case studies. One
of them is analitical method which can be defined as a research of
object’s components or as a research of sources. Both of these
definitions are equally important to our research. We have decided to
research the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk ruling elites
dividing them into separate groups of officials according to different
law systems. On the other hand, we can expose the character of the
Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk officials’ power only with
a detailed empirical research.

The analitical and comparative methods are applied together with
the descriptive and inductive methods. When comparing the Lands’
of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk ruling elites we have to discuss as
many various examples as possible (the descriptive method) and
make general conclusions according to them (the inductive method).

When researching the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk
ruling elites we use the prosopographical method as well. We use
this method to investigate the importance of kinship to the officials’
rotation, the influence of the wars between the GDL and the GDM to
the officials’ material conditions, their connections with the manor of
the Grand Duke of Lithuania, the most powerful local officials’
protection.

The investigation period of this research is 1392 — 30 August
1579. The beginning date indicates the time when the first
vicegerents of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk were nominated. The
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final date indicates the time when the GDL regained the castle of
Polotsk which had been occupied by the GDM. In the case of the
Land of Smolensk the final date of investigation is 30/31 July 1514
when the GDM army occupied the castle of Smolensk. In the case of
the Lands’ of Polotsk and Vitebsk officials connected with the castle
/ land law system we divide the investigation period in a few parts.
The Land’s of Polotsk officials are investigated in two periods: 1392
— 15 February 1563 and 15 February 1563 — 30 August 1579. The
dividing line indicates the time when the GDM army occupied the
castle of Polotsk. Vitebsk and Orsha districts’ (poviats’) officials are
investigated in two periods as well: 1392 — 1 July 1564 and 1 July
1564 — 30 August 1579. The dividing line indicates the beginning of
the administrative and judicial reforms in the GDL.

The dissertation is divided into introduction, 4 chapters,
conclusions, the list of sources and literature, 2 appendixes and this
summary. In the first three chapters the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk ruling elites are beeing investigated. In the fourth
chapter we summarize the data about all three regions.

The research is based on the following statements:

1. The Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk officials’ strata
and posts systems had been formed by three main factors: 1) the
geographic, social, political situation of the regions, the local
traditions; 2) general tendencies of the GDL’s development; 3)
external factors (other countries’ military threat).

2. The Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk had had separate
officials’ strata (ruling elites) that can be investigated by dividing the
officials of these regions according to separate law systems which
the officials had represented. According to the sources of the
investigation period there can be identified the castle / land, canon
and city or Magdeburg law systems.

3. The development of the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and
Vitebsk officials’ strata had been directly connected with the
territorial development of these regions. Since the status and network
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of castles, manors and districts (volosti) had been changing the
officials” who had governed them strata had been changing as well.
The investigation period coincides with the period of intensive
development of the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk
territorial structure. The Lands of Polotsk and Vitebsk had taken the
form of accomplished territorial structure when the administrative
and judicial reforms had been put into practice in the GDL in 1564—
1566 and when the GDL in 1579 recovered the castle of Polotsk
which had been occupied by the GDM army earlier.

4. When the first vicegerents of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk
were appointed by the Grand Duke of Lithuania in the last decade of
the 14™ century new posts systems of the Lands of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk begun to form. At the top of these systems were
the aforementioned vicegerents (since the beginning of the 16"
century voivodes).

5. Some of the posts which had existed in the Lands of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk in the investigation period had been found
before the appointment of the first vicegerents of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk. But during the time many new posts had been found
and some of the older posts had ceased to exist. So, the Lands’ of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk posts systems had been forming
permanently, as long as these Lands had belonged to the GDL.

6. The main factors which had predetermined new posts’ origin in
the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk and some older posts’
disappearance had been the wars between the GDL and the GDM,
the policy of the central government of the GDL and natural
evolution of the Lands. The influence of these factors had been
different in all the regions.

7. The Grand Duke of Lithuania used to appoint most of the
officials in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk. Some of the
officials were appointed by other local officials or elected by the
local communities. When the Grand Dukes of Lithuania appointed
officials they used to take into account the influential officials’ of the
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GDL intercession, also opinion of local inhabitants. So, every time a
post nomination procedure was a unique occasion. A unified local
posts’ nomination order (in case of some posts) had formed only
when the administrative and judicial reforms had been put into
practice in the GDL in 1564-1566 and when the Second Lithuanian
Statute was adopted in 1566.

8. It had been important for the inhabitants of the Lands of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk to participate in local political life.
Because of this an archaic tradition of local inhabitants’ who had a
personal freedom meetings (vieche) and their various displays
(boyars’ meetings) had survived for a long period of time.

9. Almost always the posts of vicegerents and voivodes of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk had been given not to local
inhabitants but to strangers. Many other posts had been accessible to
local inhabitants. Only they could get some local posts up until the
middle of the 16™ century. However, when in the 16™ century
provenance’s factor became less important than having land property
in a region the aforementioned restriction became useless.

10. The most important career features in the investigation period
had been service in the manor of the Grand Duke of Lithuania, the
vicegerents and voivodes’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk, also
other influential noblemen’s of the GDL protection. Also important
for career since the middle of the 16™ century had become military
service.

11. The Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk posts systems
had had similarities and differences which analysis could help to
improve our understanding about the common tendencies of the
GDL’s development. On the other hand, the Lands’ of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk beeing in the neighbourhood with the GDM had
shaped their specific position in the GDL. That is why the research
of these regions’ posts systems can also help to understand how the
wars between the GDL and the GDM had affected the GDL’s
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internal development and its central government’s policy towards the
frontier regions.

The research is based on historiography (Byelorussian, Russian,
Polish, Lithuanian, Ukrainian, German, English) and various types of
sources. The sources we have used can be divided in published and
unpublished. We have been looking for unpublished sources in
various archives and libraries of Lithuania, Poland and Latvia. The
most important group of sources are administrative documents from
the chancery of the GDL which combine the Lithuanian Metrica
books (some of them are published and some of them are
unpublished). In some of these books besides other important
documents one can find the Grand Duke’s of Lithuania privileges
which grant or confirm the posts of the Lands of Polotsk and
Vitebsk. Other important sources to our research are the books of the
castles and extracts from these books (such books are known to have
been in the castles of Polotsk, Vitebsk, Orsha, Dysna), also the books
connected with the magdeburgian self-government of the city of
Mohylev, the First and the Second Lithuanian Statutes, the letters of
the officials of Polotsk, Smolensk, Vitebsk, Dysna to the officials of
Riga which are found in archival complex called Moscowitica-
Ruthenica, the censuses of the GDL army which were accomplished
in 1528, 1565 and 1567, the revision of the voivode district of
Polotsk accomplished in 1552, testaments, annals, heraldic books.

The research allows to affirm that the officials’ who had been
connected with the castle / land law system power centres were
castles and manors. Since the end of the 14™ century the biggest
administrative and military power in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk had the vicegerents and voivodes of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk. However, their power had not been equal
geographically. It had been the most distinct in the castles of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk and directly subordinate to them
territories. Until the end of the 15" century the vicegerents’ of
Smolensk military power encompassed not only the Land of
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Smolensk but other eastern territories of the GDL - Briansk,
Toropets, Belaja and the territory of upper reaches of the Oka — as
well. When the GDL had lost these territories at the turn of the 16"
century the vicegerents and voivodes’ of Smolensk military power
encompassed only the Land of Smolensk. It had been until 1514
when the GDM army occupied the castle of Smolensk. The
vicegerents and voivodes’ of Polotsk and Vitebsk military power
encompassed probably only the Lands of Polotsk and Vitebsk
respectively. The vicegerents and voivodes of Vitebsk had to share
their administrative and military powers in the southern part of the
Land of Vitebsk with the governors of the castle of Orsha. Since the
rule of the Grand Duke of Lithuania Kazimieras a specific status in
the Land of Vitebsk had had districts (volosti) of Ozerishche and
Usviat with the castle of Ozerishche built no later than in the 1560s.
Besides, since the turn of the 16" century in this region the manor of
Obolcai also had had a specific status. In the Land of Polotsk after
1563 when the GDM army occupied Polotsk and captured its
voivode the most influential officials had been the governors of the
castles of Dysna and Lepel. The governors’ of other castles —
Chashniki, Drisa, Teche, Ula, Vechel’e, Voronech — military and
administrative power had encompassed only the surrounding
territories of these castles.

The Lands of Polotsk and Vitebsk had finally assumed
accomplished spatial structure only after the administrative and
judicial reforms had been put into practice in the GDL in 1564-1566
and when this state regained the castle of Polotsk in 1579. Because
of these events the territorial frames of the voivodes’ administrative
power had finally come to light. Officially the Land of Vitebsk after
these reforms had been divided in the districts (poviats) of Vitebsk
and Orsha. Meanwhile the Land of Polotsk officially consisted of
one district (poviat). However, in 1563-1579 when the castle of
Polotsk had been occupied by the GDM the newly arrised castles of
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Dysna and Lepel competed because of status of the district’s centre.
None of these castles had managed to get this status.

At the end of the 15" century when the GDM’s military threat had
become obvious a demand to strengthen the protection of the eastern
lands of the GDL had become obvious as well. That is why the
central government of the GDL had decided to build new castles and
appoint new officials in the eastern territories. These measures had
not been applied in the Land of Smolensk. This was one of the main
reasons why the GDM army managed to occupy the castle of
Smolensk in 1514. Meanwhile in the Land of Polotsk many new
castles had been built in the 1540s-1570s. It was Chashniki, Dysna,
Drisa, Kopec, Lepel, Teche, Ula, Ushachy, Vechel’e, Voronech. In
most of these castles (in Chashniki, Dysna, Drisa, Lepel, Teche, Ula,
Vechel’e, Voronech) had appeared new officials, so the system of the
Land’s of Polotsk officials had changed significantly. Not so many
castles had been built in the Land of Vitebsk because the GDM’s
military threat there had not been so big. Besides, in the Land of
Vitebsk were quite a big number of castles which had been built
before the wars between the GDL and the GDM. It was Vitebsk,
Orsha, Druck and Kopyse. Probably at the beginning of these wars
(no later than 1514) a castle of Dubrovna was built in the Land of
Vitebsk. When the GDM army occupied Smolensk in 1514 the
castles of Orsha and Dubrovna in the southern part of the Land of
Vitebsk had become the castles of the GDL’s eastern frontier.
Especially important had been the castle of Orsha where a separate
system of local officials had formed in the 16" century. After the
reforms of 1564-1566 important castles of Borisov, Mohylev,
Belmakov and Lukoml had been attached to the district (poviat) of
Orsha. Meanwhile in the northern part of the Land of Vitebsk two
new castles — Ozerishche and Surazh — had been built in the 16"
century (before 1579).

The most important officials in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk connected with the canon law were the archbishop of
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Polotsk and the bishop of Smolensk who represented the Orthodox
church. Their administrative jurisdiction had been directly connected
with the territories of the archbishopric of Polotsk and the bishopric
of Smolensk which had not corresponded with the territories of the
Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk in the investigation period.
Until the middle of the 15™ century the territory of the bishopric of
Smolensk had been a little bit bigger than the Land of Smolensk,
meanwhile the archbishopric of Polotsk had encompassed the Lands
of Polotsk, Vitebsk and various surrounding territories. The
administrative jurisdiction of the archimandrites, ihumens and
governors of monasteries and the church priests had corresponded
with the territories ruled by monasteries and churches. The
administrative jurisdiction of protopopes of Mohylev and Vitebsk
probably had corresponded not with monasteries and churches but
with the places of Mohylev and Vitebsk. The Catholic church
officials’ — the deans of Obolcai and Vitebsk, the permanent vicars
and vicars’ of Vitebsk — administrative jurisdiction had corresponded
with the territories of the parishes of Obolcai and Vitebsk which had
included some parts of the Land of Vitebsk in its central, southern
and western parts. Besides, the parish of Vitebsk had had some land-
tenure in the southern part of the Land of Polotsk.

The administrative jurisdiction of the magdeburgian officials had
corresponded with the city territories which had not been compact
and had been intertwined with territories subordinate to castles and
their officials. When the Magdeburg law was granted to Polotsk in
1498 a necessity to regulate more precisely the inhabitants’
subbortinate to different law systems litigation order and the
prerogatives of new city officials had arose.

The first officials in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk
were the Orthodox church’s officials. They had appeared in these
regions in the 12" century. When the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk had been annexed to the GDL the Orthodox church’s
officials had survived and their number had been growing due to a
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widening net of orthodox monasteries and churches. The Catholic
church’s officials in the Land of Vitebsk appeared after the parishes
of Obolcai and Vitebsk had been formed at the end of the 14" — the
middle of the 15" century. When the parish of Vitebsk was given to
the rule of chapter of Vilnius in 1558 the dean of Vitebsk soon was
replaced by permanent vicar and its assistant vicar.

The officials’ connected with the castle / land law system strata
had started to form in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk at
the end of the 14™ century when the first vicegerents had been
appointed in the castles of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk. These
strata could have formed partially from the posts which had existed
in the overthrowed dukes’ manors. The most ancient posts, probably
older than the aforementioned vicegerents, must have been the posts
of koniushy, lovchy, okolnichy, gorodnichy, kliuchnik, tivun,
mostovnichy. In Polotsk there had not been the posts of koniushy,
lovchy and until the end of the 15" or the beginning of the 16"
century gorodnichy. The post of okolnichy had been definitely
archaic (had existed in the 13™ century) and had existed only in
Smolensk. Moreover, only there had existed the posts of marshal,
city headman (starosta) and chashnik. No earlier than in the 15"
century specific posts of the city djak and voigt had appeared in
Vitebsk and specific posts of the city desiatnik and podvoysky had
existed in Polotsk in the 15" century.

The magdeburgian city officials’ strata had started to form later
than other officials’ strata. The magdeburgian officials’ origin had
been directly connected with the Magdeburg law and its giving to
various cities. The first city in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and
Vitebsk which had been given the Magdeburg law was Polotsk in
1498. Until 1579 this law had been given to the cities of Dysna (in
1569) and Mohylev (in 1577) as well. In all of these cities had
existed (or had to exist theoretically) these magdeburgian officials:
voigt, landvoigt, burgomasters, councilors, benchers, city clerks
(pisari, djaki). After giving the Magdeburg law to Mohylev there had
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also been the posts of artisans’ headmen, sluga, podskarbi,
podvoysky and sotnik. The posts of voigt and sotnik in Mohylev and
the post of voigt in Dysna had appeared before giving the
Magdeburg law to these cities.

The wars between the GDL and the GDM had changed the
Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk posts systems significantly.
When the GDM army occupied the castle of Smolensk and almost
entire Land of Smolensk in 1514 the local posts’ system was ruined.
When the GDM army occupied the castle of Polotsk and significant
part of the Land of Polotsk in 1563 many local posts ceased to exist
as well. At the turn of the 16™ century and in the 1560s the GDM
army occupied some northern parts of the Land of Vitebsk — the
districts (volosti) of Ozerets, Velizh, Zhizhets, Ozerishche, Usviat
and the castle of Ozerishche. Due to these events the local officials
of these districts and castle ceased to exist. But the wars between the
GDL and the GDM had had a different effect to the Lands’ of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk posts systems as well. Because of
these wars the central government of the GDL was forced to build
new castles (especially in the Land of Polotsk) or to renew the old
ones (e.g. Orsha) and to appoint new officials for military needs —
standardbearers. They had appeared in Smolensk at the end of the
15" century, in Polotsk and Vitebsk at the beginning of the 16"
century and in Orsha in the 1560s.

Not only the wars between the GDL and the GDM but also
various other reasons had encouraged the Grand Dukes of Lithuania
to change the Lands’ of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk posts
systems. The cities of Polotsk, Dysna and Mohylev were given the
Magdeburg law due to economical reasons. Due to imposition of this
law many new officials in the aforementioned cities had appeared. In
order to provide for his wife Elena the Grand Duke of Lithuania
Alexander gave to her the manors of Obolcai and Smolnianai in the
Land of Vitebsk together with the right to nominate their governors
at the beginning of the 16™ century. Because of the same reason a
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couple of decades later the Grand Duke of Lithuania Sigismund the
Old gave the manor of Obolcai and the districts (volosti) of
Ozerishche and Usviat together with the right to nominate their
officials to his wife Bona Sforza. In order to strengthen the Catholic
church’s positions in the eastern part of the GDL the catholic
parishes in Vitebsk and Obolcai had been founded and their officials
nominated. In order to unify the judicial and administrative systems
in the GDL reforms had been realized in 1564-1566 after which new
courts in the districts (poviats) of Vitebsk, Orsha and Polotsk had
been formed and new officials of these courts nominated.

Some posts in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk had
ceased to exist due to natural evolution of these regions. Such were
the posts of bobrovnichy and tivun in the Lands of Polotsk and
Vitebsk. Their functions had become unnecessary in the 16" century.

The most influential officials in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk
and Vitebsk had been the vicegerents of Smolensk, Polotsk and
Vitebsk who became the voivodes at the beginning of the 16"
century. Their status had been special because they belonged to the
Gentlemen council of the GDL. These officials used to be in charge
of the military forces of the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk,
the courts of the castles of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk. They also
had governed the Grand Duke’s of Lithuania land-tenure, contacted
with other countries’ officials. Between the years 1514 and 1519 the
Grand Duke of Lithuania Sigismund the Old decided to give the post
of voigt of the city of Polotsk to the voivode of Polotsk who had not
been connected with self-government of the city of Polotsk before
that. So, the prerogatives of both posts were concentrated in one
official’s hands. But when the voivode of Polotsk Stanislav Dovoyno
was taken into captivity in 1563 by the GDM army his power in the
Land of Polotsk became nominal. His functions were partially taken
by the governors of the castles of Dysna and Lepel. The voivode of
Polotsk practically recovered his power only when a new voivode
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was nominated in 1576 and the GDL recovered the castle of Polotsk
in 1579.

Some military and administrative prerogatives of the vicegerents
and voivodes of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk were usual to other
castles’ of the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk governors as
well. Their main task was a suitable protection of the castles,
administration of the Grand Duke’s of Lithuania land-tenure in the
districts of castles. However, the governors of more important castles
pretended to much bigger power. The governors of the castle of
Orsha used to contact with the GDM’s officials since the beginning
of the 16" century. After the judicial and administrative reforms of
the GDL of 1564-1566 only the central castles’ of the GDL’s
districts (poviats) governors could be in charge of the castles’ courts.
However, in 1563-1579 when the castle of Polotsk had been
occupied by the GDM army the governors of the castles of Dysha
and Lepel had been in charge of these courts. Since 1569 the
governors of the castle of Dysha had been the voigts of the city of
Dysna.

Most of the other oficials’ who had been connected with the
castle / land law system functions encompassed narrow and specific
fields of activities. In case of most of these officials it is hard to
determine differences of functions in different regions of the GDL. It
is clear that the city headmen and voigts’ of Smolensk, Drisa, Ula,
Orsha, Ozerishche, Surazh and Vitebsk which in the investigation
period had not been given the Magdeburg law functions were much
more narrow than the functions of the magdeburgian voigts of
Polotsk, Dysna and Mohylev.

The functions of the ecclesiastical officials encompassed spiritual
and temporal power. The archbishop of Polotsk and the bishop of
Smolensk had the biggest power amog the ecclesiastical officials of
the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk. They had been
responsible for orthodox believers’ spirituality, administration of the
Orthodox church’s land-tenure and various other functions. Beneath
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the archbishop of Polotsk and the bishop of Smolensk in the Lands of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk had been the archimandrites, ihumens
and governors of monasteries, church priests, protopopes. The
officials’ of the Catholic church — the deans of Obolcai and Vitebsk,
the permanent vicars and vicars’ of Vitebsk — spiritual activities had
been undeveloped due to a small number of catholic believers in the
Land of Vitebsk. These officials had been responsible for the
parishes’ of Obolcai and Vitebsk land-tenure. Besides, the officials
of the parish of Vitebsk had been responsible for administration of
taverns in Vitebsk.

The prerogatives of the magdeburgian officials had been
discussed in the Grand Dukes’ of Lithuania privileges which had
granted or confirmed the Magdeburg law to the cities of Polotsk,
Dysna and Mohylev. The most important magdeburgian officials in
these cities had been voigts. In the case of Polotsk it harmed the
city’s self-government because the voivodes of Polotsk were using
the prerogatives of voigt to widen their influence among the citizens
of the city of Polotsk. This caused the citizens’ dissatisfaction and
resistance.

The Grand Duke of Lithuania had had a right to nominate most of
the officials of the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk
connected with the castle / land law system. However, the Grand
Duke had to take into account the local traditions and the local
inhabitants’ interests. After the judicial and administrative reforms of
the GDL of 1564-1566 and adoption of the Second Lithuanian
Statute in 1566 the districts’ (poviats’) of the GDL boyars got the
right to elect four nominees to the posts of the judge, his substitute
and clerk of the land (zemskije) courts. In the district (poviat) of
Vitebsk in the first half of the 16™ century the voivodes® of Vitebsk
desire to nominate some officials who usually were nominated by the
Grand Duke of Lithuania had appeared. It is likely that a resembling
situation had been in the Land of Smolensk in the 15™ century. The
vicegerents and voivodes of Polotsk and the governors of the castle
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of Orsha had not been inclined to violate the nomination procedure
of other local officials. In the case of the Land of Polotsk it had been
connected with a consolidation of the local boyars’ strata. Meanwhile
the governors of the castle of Orsha had had less power than the
vicegerents and voivodes of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk.

At the end of the 14™ century the bishops of Polotsk and
Smolensk were nominated by Metropolitans of Kiev. But during the
15" century the Grand Dukes’ of Lithuania influence to the Orthodox
church of the GDL had increased. So, they started to nominate the
archbishops of Polotsk and the bishops of Smolensk by themselves.
Besides, the Grand Dukes of Lithuania had a right to nominate some
orthodox monasteries’ archimandrites, ihumens and governors, the
deans of Obolcai and Vitebsk. Some orthodox ecclesiastical officials
in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk were nominated by
laymen officials, the founders of monasteries and churches.

Most of the magdeburgian officials’ of the cities of Polotsk,
Dysna and Mohylev nomination procedure had been regulated in the
Grand Dukes’ of Lithuania privileges which had granted or
confirmed the Magdeburg law to these cities. Only the Grand Duke
of Lithuania had a right to nominate the voigts of Polotsk, Dysna and
Mohylev. Other officials’ nomination procedure in these cities
varied.

It had been important for the inhabitants of the Lands of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk to participate in local political life.
Because of this an archaic tradition of local inhabitants’ who had a
personal freedom meetings (vieche) had survived for a long period of
time. Such kind of tradition was a part of the customary law of
Kievan Rus’ and was especially popular in the Land of Smolensk
even in the 15" century. In the Lands of Polotsk and Vitebsk the
local inhabitants elected some local officials in common meetings in
the 16" century.

It had been important for the inhabitants of the Lands of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk to have a right to hold at least a part
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of local posts. Local citizens could become voigts or city headmen in
the cities which had no Magdeburg law, get some magdeburgian
posts in the magdeburgian cities. The boyars of the Lands of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk used to get the posts of koniushy,
lovchy, okolnichy, gorodnichy, Kkliuchnik, tivun, mostovnichy,
districts’ (volosti) governors and some other posts in the
aforementioned regions. In the first half of the 16™ century the
voivodes of Vitebsk tried to give some local posts not to local boyars
but to their own servants. However, during that time the regional
officials’ of the GDL origin had become less important than their
land-tenure in the same regions where they held posts. This tendency
had been seen in the Lands of Polotsk and Vitebsk in the middle of
the 16™ century, especially after the aforementioned reforms of
1564-1566.

Since the vicegerents and voivodes of Smolensk, Polotsk and
Vitebsk had been the most important officials in the Lands of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk the local inhabitants wanted to
control their nomination process. The inhabitants of the Lands of
Polotsk and Vitebsk had a nominal right to suggest nominees for the
posts of the vicegerents and voivodes of Polotsk and Vitebsk but
they actually could not use this right in the investigation period. Only
the Grand Duke of Lithuania could nominate these officials. He
usually gave the posts of the vicegerents and voivodes of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk not to local inhabitants but to strangers (very
often Lithuanians). However, the inhabitants of the Lands of Polotsk
and Vitebsk could appeal against the vicegerents and voivodes of
Polotsk and Vitebsk and ask the Grand Duke of Lithuania to change
these officials. It is known that the inhabitants of the Land of Vitebsk
actually did this once (in 1528).

The most important preconditions to get local posts in the Lands
of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk during the investigation period had
been influence of relatives (especially parents), connections with the
manor of the Grand Duke of Lithuania and patronage of influential
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officials of the GDL, especially the vicegerents and voivodes of
Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk. In the middle of the 16™ century the
military service had also become very important precondition to get
local posts.

During the investigation period most of the Orthodox church’s
officials in the Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk must have
been local inhabitants. But all the Catholic church’s officials in the
Land of Vitebsk had been strangers. It was one of the main reasons
why these officials had had hard relations with the local inhabitants.

In the magdeburgian cities of Polotsk, Dysna and Mohylev most
of the voigts of the investigation period had been strangers. Many
landvoigts of the city of Polotsk had been strangers as well. But the
rest of the magdeburgian posts in the aforementioned cities had been
easily accessible to the local citizens.

When the wars between the GDL and the GDM started at the end
of the 15" century the material situation of the Lands’ of Smolensk,
Polotsk and Vitebsk inhabitants worsened. The local officials were
not an exception. The officials of the Land of Smolensk moved to the
western parts of the GDL when the GDM army occupied the castle
of Smolensk in 1514. At least a part of the officials of the Land of
Polotsk were captured when the GDM army occupied the castle of
Polotsk in 1563. When they got their freedom back they returned to
the GDL. The Grand Dukes of Lithuania supported the casualties by
giving land-tenure, payments or accepting them to their manor.

The situation of the officials who had been connected with the
castle / land law system differed from those officials who had been
connected with the canon law and city / Magdeburg law systems. The
officials of these two groups had not been as mobile as the officials
who had been connected with the castle / land law system. So, most
of the officials who had been connected with the canon law and city /
Magdeburg law systems had not kept in touch with the manor of the
Grand Duke of Lithuania and stayed in the territories occupied by the
GDM army. The most powerful Orthodox church’s officials in the

43



Lands of Smolensk, Polotsk and Vitebsk — the archbishop of Polotsk
and the bishop of Smolensk — had kept in touch with the manor of
the Grand Duke of Lithuania. But when the GDM army occupied the
castles of Smolensk and Polotsk in 1514 and 1563 these two officials
were captured and never regained freedom. So, the central
government of the GDL could not help them. Meanwhile the catholic
parishes of Vitebsk and Obolcai which had been governed by the
Catholic church’s officials — the deans of Obolcai and Vitebsk, the
permanent vicars and vicars of Vitebsk — had been in the territories
of the Lands of Vitebsk and Polotsk which had suffered from the
wars between the GDL and the GDM less than other territories of
these regions. So, during the investigation period the influence of
these wars had been quite small for the aforementioned Catholic
church’s officials.
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