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The 1505

GeneralSeym in Radom

ano 1ts Nihil novi statutes
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stablishing in 1385 its personal union
with the Grand Lichuanian Duchy,
Kingdom of Poland undertook the gre-
at effort of rapprochement and unifica-
tion of nations of the Kingdom and
Duchy in the spirit of mutual under-
standing and respect for one another’s identity. The
effort reached its crowning moment with the real union
that “Both Nations’ executed in 1569 in Lublin, which
resulted in a federation of Poland and Lithuania. lt
unified not only Poles and Lithuanians but also
Belorussians, Ukrainians, Germans, Latvians,
Estonians, Vallachians, Armenians, Tartars,
Jews, and many other nationalities that settled
within its borders, such as political emigrés or
settlers seeking a better, safer, and happier life in
its lands. The union of Poland and the Grand
Lithuanian Duchy was driven by the very moti-
ves which are the guiding principle of the Euro-
pean unification now. These are safety and well-being
of societies through common effort towards their streng-
thening and development. lt is significant that the Po-
lish and Lithuanian Union was named a Republic, res
publica, a public thing. The new name emphasised that
the unified state was essentially to become a common
good of all its inhabitants.
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The 1569 union of Poland and the Grand Lithuanian
Duchy, that is, a union of Central and East European
peoples, was a result of a long-lasting historical pro-
cess which consisted in even closer ties between the
two states, both political and legal, aimed at a full
unification. Upon the first step, taken with the statu-
te of Krewa in 1385, followed others, producing a sus
generisharmonisation of political institutions and laws
as a necessary condition of political unity. The general
seym (diet) of Poland, 1505, and its statutes, including
the most famous AVAil novi act, played an important
part in this two-century-long process of unification.

he general diet was convened to Radom
by the king of Poland and grand duke
of Lithuania, Aleksander Jagiellonczyk,
in circulars and letters dispatched im-
mediately before Christmas of 1504%.
According to the king’s announcements, of which we
know from the king’s letter to the city council of
Gdansk dated 28 November 1504, he intended to call
a ”diec of all our dominions” ( Diaeta universis domi-

20 =3 niis noscris generalis)® , or a seym, with not only sena-
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tors and deputies of the IKingdom’s voivodships but
also representatives of the Grand Duchy and West
Prussia in attendance. lt was not by accident that Ra-
dom was chosen as the place of meeting. lts central
location was expected to facilitate arrival of senators
and deputies from the two principal provinces of the
Kingdom, namely, Great and Lesser Poland, and au-
thorised representatives of other invited states. The
diet, set to begin on February ¢, 1505, was intended to
execute provisions of the union of Poland and the
Grand Lithuanian Duchy signed at Mielnik in
1501. Articles of the Mielnik union stipulated:
[Kingdom of Poland and the Grand Lithuanian
Duchy shall unify and merge into one indivi-
sible, uniform body to form one nation, one pe-
ople, one brotherly union, as well as common
councils, which body shall in perpetuity have
one head, one king and one lord elected at
a place and time assigned by all present and
appearing at such election, where absence of any
others shall not be an impediment, and the election
decree in the Kingdom shall for ever be issued ac-
cording to custom of long standing in the matter ”.

Ik

he general diet in Radom opened only
as late as 30 March 1505. The delay was
caused by the late arrival of the king
himself, who came from Lithuania to
Radom in late March®. The seym ses-
sions continued from 30 March to 31 May 1505, and
the diet itself was not formally concluded until 4 June
1505%. The participants had to wait for Lithuanian no-
bility and Prussian deputies, therefore, the event was
prolonged for 8 weeks*.

X

The 1505 Radom seym did not become a unification
event, as it was to occur only at the Lublin diet of 1569.
In early 16th century, unification of Poland and Lithu-
ania was virtually impossible in the face of many ob-
stacles and difficulties, in particular, insufficient readi-
ness of both the states for a union on conditions of full
equality and partnership. Only pro-union members of
the Lithuanian Grand Duchy Council arrived in Ra-
dom in May of 1505. They did not hold any authorisa-
tion, however, and did not bring copies of the 150r Miel-
nik union documents countersigned by the Lithuanian
party. The issue of the union could not thus be official-
ly placed on the agenda. Nevertheless - which is si-
gnificant — senators of the Grand Lichuanian Duchy
who came to Radom in mid-May of 1505 did join the
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tes passed during that seym. Their names were men-
tioned in the witness lists of these statutes®. The re-
presentation of the Prussian state who appeared at the
Radom sessions was not authorised to debate the
matters of the whole IKingdom either®.

he Radom diet passed perpetual and
temporary statutes. | he former consi-
sted of 26 articles®, headed by the AJi-
hil novi statute reading as follows:
Quoniam jura communia et constitu-
tiones publicae non unum, sed communem populum
afficiunt, itaque in hac Radomiensi conventione cum
universi Regni nostri praelatis, consiliariis, baronibus
et nuntiis terrarum, aequum et rationabile censuimus
acetiam statuimus, ut deinceps futuris temporibus per-
petuis, nihil novi constitui debeat per nos et successo-
res nostros sine communi consiliariorum et nuntiorum
terrestrium consensu, quod freret in praeiudicium gra-
vamenque Reipublicae, et damnum atque incom-
modum cuiuslibet privacum, ad innovationemque
Turis communis et publicae libertatis .

The English translation reads:

Since commonly-applied Law and Crown sta-
tutes are not binding on one individual, but on
the common people, therefore, while assembled
with all our Kingdom’s Prelates, members of our
Council, Lords and ziemskie deputies, and while dri-
ven by ur reasonable understanding, we enact that from
now on, nothing new which might cause harm and op-
pression to the Republic or which might be harmful
and detrimencal to any man, and which might tend
roward changing the commonly-applied law and com-
mon liberty, shall be enacted by us and our descendants
without a joint consent being given to it by our Council
and Ziemskie deputies .

assing of the AJjhil novi statute was
preceded, on the Recovery of the
Christ’s Cross Day (3 May 1505), by
the issue of a privilege to confirm the
king’s oath to abide by all rights gran-
ted to the Kingdom’s lands and their inhabitants irre-
spective of estate, gender or condition | Generalis con-
firmatio omnium turiam)®. Creators of Nihil noviwere
certain to intend the statute as a safeguard against
gratuitous royal legislation as it affected public [iber-
ty and common law. At the same time, AiAil novire-
flected a breakthrough in the history of government in
old Poland. The state changed from an oligarchic mo-
narchy of first Jagellonians into a modern parliamen-
tary monarchy. Therefore, it was an act of constitu-

tional division of power. Enactment of general laws
ceased to be the exclusive competence of kings and re-
quired a monarch to cooperate with a representation
of the body politic. Passing of NiAil novi concluded
the formative process of the parliamentary system of
the Polish state. From then on, the key role in the sys-
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and provincial seyms in the 15th century.

The general diet |(Conventus generalis) consisted of:
king, royal council or Senate, and province deputies
(nuntii cerrarum). These three parts of the general diet
began to be known as ‘convening estates’ in mid-16th
century. The seym’s function depended on their coope-
ration, or the ability to reach an agreement (consen-
sus), i.e. a compromise. Parliamentary status of )agel-
[onian kings was no doubt dominant, like in the En-
glish government structure of the king in the parlia-
ment¥. The king could on his own, and in practice at
the senators’ advice, convene a seym, open an assem-
bly and monitor their progress, confirmed, that is, in
fact instituted resolutions with legal power. Parliamen-
tary statutes, called constitutions (constitutiones/
were signed with his name. He also arranged for their
publication.

Senate doubled as a royal council and legislative
body. Royal advisers were obligated to form the
kingdom’s policies and support the monarch in
their execution. The senate played an active part
in the legislative process by preparing bills of [aws
together with the other chamber. Senators divi-
ded into clergy — Catholic endowment bishops —
and laymen, including voivodes and castellans.
Moreover, senators comprised such highest roy-
al officials, called ministers, as the grand chancellor,
under-chancellor, grand marshal, court marshal, treasu-
rer. Royal secretaries and titular court officials could
also participate in seym sessions.

The third ‘convening estate’ mentioned in NJhil novi
includes provincial deputies | nuntii terrarum) of noble
estate. In principle, representatives of townspeople did
not take part in general diets, except for deputies of
certain cities like Cracow or Poznan, by virtue of royal
privileges or exceptional invitations. Lack of burgher
representation in parliament derived mainly from the
general weakness of that estate in former Poland, as
well as from the cities’ reservations about involvement
in seym discussions which could be dominated by no-
ble deputies.

1hil novi statute required consent (con-
sensus) of diet members: king, royal co-
uncil, or senate, and provincial depu-
ties, or the chamber of deputies, as
a condition necessary for their resolu-
tions to become effective. lc did not mean that all par-
ticipants in assemblies were unanimous, however. In
Jagellonian times, the rule of consensus was treated
flexibly®*. Zjemias (terrae -lands) of the Kingdom were
represented through their deputies dispatched to seym.
Opposition of one or another deputy, especially where
representations were numerous, was not legally signi-
ficant and could be ignored. In the event, resolutions
became effective with a majority of votes, which does
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not mean the rule of voting majority prevailed. lf repre-
sentations of one or several ziemiras disagreed, the king
convened post-seym provincial diets in such voivodships
to gain nobles” acceptance of resolutions approved by
the other provinces. The fiction of a representation’s
agreement happened to be used when in fact only one of
its members approved and the others remained silent.
The principle of consent forced the participants in di-
scussions to adapt attitudes of compromise and open-
ness to opposing arguments. Consensus as the basis of
validity of seym resolutions was at the same time
a guarantee of their enforceabilicy. Only a statute ap-
proved by all convening estates stood a chance of beco-
ming accepted and executed by the noble society. The
rule of agreement demanded maturity, moral develop-
ment and high political culture of the elites. These qu-
alities were not lacking at the time of Jagellonian and
even the later Waza dynasties, which was a period of
greatest successes of the Polish-Lithuanian-Ruthenian
Republic and its parliamentary system.

he principle of consensus as
expressed in Nihi/ novi exerted
considerable influence on conti-
nuing growth of the Polish and
Lithuanian political system. In
the 17th century, the original rule of consent shi-
fted into the notion of unanimity which in turn
produced /iberum vero. A deputy’s right of free
opposition was then considered as a necessary
instrument of defending the Republic against the thre-
at of power abuses, particularly against absolute mo-
narchy (absolutum dominium). Liberum vero, as a le-
gal-political institution of former Poland, certainly does
not deserve praise, nonetheless, its motives are under-
standable. Absolute power, that is, an uncontrolled
executive which is not subject to law, always brings
more harm than benefit. This was cruelly proved by
experiences of 20th century totalitarian states.

The view that the Nihil novi statutes were an act of
significant weakening of the royal power and, as such,
the original source of the subsequent political decom-
position of the Republic cannot be supported. In early
16th century, legislation of this kind strengthened the
state. It expressed the idea of cooperation between
a Dei gratia king with a representation of body politic
for the common good in the arena of seym — parlia-
ment. [t was well understood by king Zygmunt |, who
convened general diets on an annual basis, thus hel-
ping to reinforce the parliamentary system in the sta-
te. Zygmunt August in his turm cooperated with the
seym, and only in this manner was he able to streng-
then the Republic through reforms of the law execu-
tion movement. lt was due to the parliamentary sys-
tem that former Poland could be described as a civil
society, and its culture as the civil participatory cultu-
re. Participation in political life was as a matter of fact
[imited to one estate, yet the numbers of the so-called
body politic in Poland were greatly in excess of the
numbers of enfranchised citizens in many European

countries as late as the beginning of the 20th century.
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assing of the Aihil novistatutes at the
1505 Radom assembly was certainly in
acause and effect relationship with the
original purpose of the diet, that is,
a union of the Jagellonian states. The
principle of consensus of all the assembled estates,
expressed in N7hil novi, as the foundation of each new
statute interfering with the starus guo of public rights

and liberties, provided a guarantee of equal rights for
all members of the common body of the Republic. In
this fashion, Nihil novi dispelled fears of Lithuanians
and Ruthenians from the Grand Duchy or West Prus-
sians that a real union with the Kingdom was inten-
ded to subject them to Polish domination. The statute
facilitated a final union in future.

Perpetual constitutions [statutes) other than Nihi/
noviwhich were accepted at the Radom seym had first
of all ordering of legislation in view. Among others,
Article 2 of the ‘perpetual’ statutes stipulated the prin-
ciple that each statute became effective only upon its
publication®. Essentially the same legal princi-
ple was embodied only in the Polish Constitu-
tion of 1997. In turn, Article 3 confirmed the right
of nobles’ personal inviolability [ neminem capci-
vabimus nisi iyre victum)®, instituted in Wiady-
staw Jagietto’s privilege issued at JedInia near
Radom in 1430, and reconfirmed in the Cracow
privilege of 1433. The 1505 statutes clearly defi-
ned its [imits, declaring that the right of personal
inviolability could not be exercised by persons of ill re-
pute or entered in the register of malfeasants. To fur-
ther the cause of public law and order, the penalty of
infamy was instituted for refusal to pursue thieves and
other offenders#. Several articles tried to streamline
court jurisdiction as exercised by royal starostas by de-
lineating scope of their competence, defining the form
of court summons, and modifying certain rules of pro-
cedure*. The Radom statutes comprised an extensi-
ve provision concerning granting of high clerical hono-
urs virtually only to persons of nobiliary descent#. This
was justified with the latter’s deserts in defence of the
land. At the same time, legal rules of belonging to the
nobiliary estate were established. That article reflec-
ted the growing social role of nobility, which was to
lead to their decisive prevalence over townspeople.
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he Radom diet also passed wide-ran-
ging temporary statutes (constitutio-
nes temporales) aimed at improvement
of domestic and international safety of
the Kingdom. The most momentous le-
gislative effort consisted in the campaign to codify
Polish ‘comonly-applied law’, which bore fruit in the
form of the famous taski Statute, a great collection of
old Polish laws by the grand royal chancellor Jan
taskis. After its approval by king Aleksander Jagiel-
lonczyk, it was regarded as the official source of know-
[edge about legislation valid in Poland. Chancellor
taski compiled the statute to build a law-governed
Republic where reasonable law is che fou

ndation of or-
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a woodcutting showing an image of the seym, inclu-

ded in the Laski Statute. It shows a general assembly
not of the IKingdom, or Poland, but as ‘Seym of the
Republic of Both Nations’. Coats of arms of the Po-
lish [Gingdom and Grand vithuanian Duchy are pla-
ced at the top of the throne occupied by Aleksander
Jagiellonczyk. The shape of a wreath composed of co-
ats of arms, which surrounds members of the diet, is
also meaningful. Emblems of Polish voivodships are
placed alongside Lithuanian and Prussian coats of
arms. Participation of representatives of all members
of the common body of the Republic, or the common
parliament, on an equal footing, was supposed to po-
int the way to the union*.

be political system of the 16¢th century
Poland was the so-called ‘mixed repu-
blic’ (respublica mixeal which compri-
gl sed institutions representing ‘pure’
“t==] forms, that is, the king [monarchy/, se-
nate (aristocracy), chamber of deputies [democracy|*.
The political system rested on: sovereignty of law, fre-
edom of body politic or nobility, and consensus of all
political forces in the country. In the state known as
‘republic’ (respublica), or ‘public thing’, since late 15th
century and early 16th century, as definitely secured
by Nihil novi statutes, the seym became the principal
debating and legislating body. lc was facilitated by
growing political activity of gentry who saw provin-

Iiccu P paiticdia Uy uic | ICipic O uic
of law, which was derived from Aihi/ nov;, among other
legislation.  The wisdom prevalent in the Republic of
Poland is reflected in the fact), wrote a 16th century
Polish political writer Jan Krasinski, ‘chac the rule of
law is instituted among Poles. Regimes of other king-
doms, to be certain, are different. Whar pleases a king
there has the force of law, whereas here a king does not
set laws without consent of the senate council and no-
bility, and is subjece to laws™. The Polish rule of law
in the 16¢th and 17th centuries was best expressed in
the brief saying in Folonia lex est rex—"in Poland, law
is king’#s.

[though the 1505 Radom seym did not
pass a union of the Jagellonian states,
the Aihil novi statutes became its la-
sting heritage paving the way for cre-
ation of the future federation of the
[Kingdom of Poland and the Grand Duchy through a
parliamentary union. The theory of social contract,

stating that [aws passed by a legislature representing
the nation spring from the general will of body politic,
is the foundation of modern constitutional theory and
democracy. A similar concept was expressed in the
Radom ANihil novi act of 1505. It put forward political
ideas which won recognition in other European states
only in the 18th and 19th centuries. ANihil novi itself,
and the seym in Radom, often cited in debates over the
union in 1569, facilitated signing of the Lublin union,
and contributed to laying of constitational foundations
of the Republic of Both, or indeed many, Nations#.

Translated by Jacek Spélny
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The decrees of King Alexander
A00pPteD At the Seym held In Radom In 1505

¢, King Alexander, did convene and hold
our Seym in Radom in 1505. The commen-
cement of its session in this year was sta-
ted on Sunday pro Dominica Conductus
4| Paschae [which was the 30® of March] and
the session was continued until Saturday following the
octave of Corpus Christi (which was the 31°° of May].
The length of the session was caused by the fact that we
waited for the arrival of the Lords of the Council of our
Ziemias® of Lithuania and Prussia who, as those present
at the Seym’s session, were [isted in the testimony there-
of. The length of the session was also caused by other
developments of great concern. lt is at this Seym that,
with the consent of the most reverend and dignified fa-
thers in Christ, and also with the consent of the eminent,
venerable, born and noble Prelates and Barons of
our Council as well as the deputies representing
our Ziemias (all of the aforementioned persons be-
ing listed in the conclusion of this privilege], We
have announced the Statutes that are recorded be-
neath.

{ I | The [King shall not make statutes that mi-
| | ght contradict the Law without obtaining
common consent.

Since commonly-applied Law and Crown statutes are not
binding on one individual, but on the common people, the-
refore, while assembled with all our Kingdom’s Prelates,
members of our Council, Lords and Ziemskie Deputies®,
and while driven by our reasonable understanding, we
enact that from now on, nothing new which might cause
harm and oppression to the Republic or which might be
barmful and detrimental to any man, and which might
tend toward changing the commonly-applied Law and
common liberty, shall be enacted by us and our descen-
dants without a joint consent being given to it by our
Council and Ziemskie Deputies.

2 New statutes shall not be of any binding force
| “ | unless they are first duly published.
This is designed to prevent anyone from being misled by
the lack of knowledge of the new statute in the event when
someone has done something which is inconsistent with
the statute that bas not been duly published and thus
left unknown; therefore We, while demonstrating our will
to proceed publicly in our Statutory Law, enact that no
one shall be obliged to observe the new statute until the
latter is explained by being duly published in our King-
dom.

I 3 } Those among the nobility who may or may not be
“ J captured.

Since the number of the young men among the nobility who
are involved in malicious acts has recently surprisingly in-
creased and since their frolicking and doggedness cannot

be bridled because old statutes provide that no one can be
captured unless he is convicted by the Law, therefore, whi-
le abiding by the decision of our Ancestors, We enact that
none Nobleman who is of good reputation shall be captu-
red unless he were first defeated by the Law. And the indi-
vidual who has three times been recorded in the thieves’
Register shall not  deemed of good reputation; such in-
dividual, being of bad reputation, deprived of protection
by the present statute, shall be captured and detained.

[74 1 The servants thac are not willing to set off in pur-
L | suit of the Thief shall be deemed infamous.

Ln our time the servants have everywhere sought excuse
for being unwilling to pursue the Malefactors. They ar-
gued that their Lords themselves did not pursue the Thie-
ves or Malefactors or hostile individuals. Hence the
servants gave a considerable defence to evil indivi-
duals who might thus escape liability at the hands
of those who could easily capture them. For that re-
ason we enact that if any of the servants, while fol-
lowing their Lord’s command, does not want to pur-
sue or capture any thieves or malefactors, such se-
rvant shall be deemed infamous for ever; and those
who would inflict infamy on those who pursued or
captured the malefactors, shall themselves be sub-
ject to the punishment of infamy.

5' The servants shall apply to cheir Lords for the dismis-
1 sal six weeks before the commencement of the War.
If any of the servants involved in the Military campaign
or any other justified need applies to his Lord for the di-
smissal, and leaves him, such servant shall be deemed
infamous for ever. And everybody shall be granted six We-
eks prior to the Military campaign and within this ond
nat earlier, time he, shall apply to his Lord for the dismis-
sal from the service.

F6Wl The Court hearing session shall not be of strict
| YU | time limit nature either when held before the
King or before the Starosta®.

It is in Great Poland that, on the request of the citizens
of this Ziemia who are our subjects, we order and enact
that the first Court hearing session which is held before
any Starosta shall not be of strict time limit nature. This
is sobecause the Starosta may not be deemed to be the
one who would have the power larger than the King him-
self before whom the first hearing session is not of strict
time limit nature, barring the exception when someone sub-
jects bimself to the strict time [imit regime of such session.

] Confirmation of this present statute [the Staro-
stas and Burgraves shall not collect any charges

or gifts for the
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nas®. ln this respect they :}"al[ p'oceed according to the
Statute of King Jan Olbracht, the Statute forbidding the
aforementioned collection.

8 | About the Starosta Courts that are referred to as
~ I the complaint-receiving Courts. Which matters
are those that Starosta shall adjudicate according to the
procedure applicable to complaints.
Our subjects of the Great Poland region, and specifically
those of the Poznan Starosta province, complained to us
about being particularly burdened with the statements of
claims filed with the Starosta. We, therefore, order that
Starosta shall not summon anybody on the basis of the
complaint filed with him, barring the exception when the
Lady having dowry is violently driven away of her lan-
ded estate, and when a freshly committed evil deed co-
mes into play. And the standard for the assessing of the
deed is fresh is one year and six weeks.

b

The Grodzkie statements of claims™ shall be se-
~_| aled with the seal of Starosta.

In order to put on the same footing the territory of
Starosta of Great Poland and the Ziemias subject
to other Starostas of our Kingdom we enact that in
Great Poland, from that time on, the statements
of claims issued by the Ziemski Court shall not
be issued under the seal of Starosta but under our
and our descendants’ title, and under the Ziemski
court® seal. In the Starosta Court, on the other
hand, they shall be issued and granted under the
title and seal of Starosta.

IO The Starostas shall not grant to the servants any
safe-conduce Letters against their Lords.

Since our Prelates and Lords of Great Poland region com-
plained to us about Poznan Starostas who previously used
to grant the safe-conduct Letters to these Prelates’ and
Lords’ peasants and subjects, thereby inflicting certain
affront and insult on these Prelates and Lords. We, while
supported by common consent, enact that from that time
on the Starostas of these places shall not issue any safe-
conduct Letters to the Prelates’, Lords’ and other Citi-
zens’ subjects, peasants, townsmen or servants, but we
order that in the matters that are subject of their concern
the peasants and other individuals who file their compla-
ints shall resort to the commonly applied Law so that eve-
rybody might have a due defence in compliance with the
Law.

II In the Cathedral and Parish Churches the can-

nonries shall be granted to those who are of nobi-

[iary descent by father and mother.

Let no one be received to the Cathedral and Parish Chur-
ches in our Kingodm for the Bishoprics, Prelatries, Can-
nonries but only the those that cure nobles by birth to
both parents of nobiliary status, and those who are re-
ared in the nobiliary habit. Yet a certain number of indivi-
duals of simple descent shall be affiliated with the Chur-
ches. And as regards those who are raised to the position
of Bishops and Prelates and who are not of nobiliary de-
scent by being born to both nobiliary parents, nor are re-
ared in nobiliary habit, et them not accept higher rank
position under the penalty of eternal infamy and forfeitu-
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while using the pretext of any power or auth

rity. lo pre-
vent this we have formulated the present Statute and the
one which is laid down beneath; this being openly made
to reach the aforementioned goal by means of the present
statutes as well as those of our ancestors that are confir-
med by us.

IZ The Statute referring to the People of simple
| extraction, enacted upon the request of Her Hi-
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ghness Duchess Lady Elizabeth, by God’s grace Queen
of Poland, our Mother, that applies to those who shall be
eligible to the Bishoprics and other Church dignities, and
to the mode of their appointment. Likewise, the Statute
refers to the manner by which their nobiliary status, shall
be, from that time on, proven.

This is designed to prevent the time of our successful re-
ign form the rise of any domestic doubts [the symptoms
of which have already appeared] and domestic controver-
sies {which used to be worse than wars against foreign
enemies), the doubts and controversies being due
to the fact that the individuals of lower social
extraction, driven by ambition, used to frequently
apply for dignities and posts in the Cathedral and
Parish Churches of our Kingdom. Their applying
for these dignities and posts involves manifest dan-
ger to these Churches and dignities and is prejudi-
cial to our nobility who since remote time, thanks
to their activities and virtues, were given priority
in the process of selection among those applying
for these Church dignities. Likewise, this our no-
bility used to risk their life and limb while defending -
according to the duties laid on them — our KKingdom aga-
inst wars. Likewise, the Churches, thanks to the kind of
friends and the assistance that the nobility rendered to
them, were left in peace and due protection, which would
never have been achieved by those who, while, charged
with their management, could not have resort to this as-
sistance and help in order to secure their protection. The-
refore, while following the common advice and consent
given to us by all our Council, and the complaints laid to
us by our entire nobilicy, We enact, decide and irrevoca-
bly order - by means of this present Statute and Decree
which shall be binding for ever — that from that time on
only the individuals of nobiliary descent shall be appoin-
ted to the Bishoprics and Prelatries as found in the Ca-
thedral and Parish Churches, and - as regards the Colle-
giate Churches — to the first high offices or dignities. The
behaviour that contradicts this Statute is severely prohi-
bited and subject to the penalty of eternal infamy and
forfeiture by the perpetrator of all his estates. This pe-
nalty shall be inflicced on those who, by whatever man-
ner or method, would dare oppose the present Statute,
thereby applying for superior posts, or accepting them if
granted by anyone, in any of the aforementioned places.
This penalty shall also be inflicted on their parents or re-
latives who would secretly or openly assist them in obta-
ining these Posts. And we urgently stipulate that if so-
meone who is not a nobleman were found to have obta-
ined any title while proceeding against this Statute, he
and his parents as well as his relatives shall be punished
with the aforementioned penalties. And as regards Ca-
thedral and Parish Churches where the Cannonries are
held by individuals of simple descent we wish that the
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Privileges and Decrees adopted previously by our Ance-
stors be observed. In addition We enact that none of
whaterer kind and dignity shall apply in no manner what-
soever for any ecclesiastical endowment, nor accept one,
if given by anybody — the endowment being in fact our
grant — without our permission, under the aforementio-
ned penalty of infamy and forfeiture of his own estates,
those of his parents and the estates of those close to him.
And since there used to be asked questions about what
the nobiliary habit is (the habit being variously under-
stood) we explain this issue to the extent that is requ-
ired by this Statute, and specifically that only the one
shall be worthy the name of the nobleman and deserving
of being awarded the specified dignities and
Ecclesiastical endowment, whose both parents
were noblemen and who was born in a nobiliary
home and who himself [ives — in the same way as
his parents did — in his leaseholds, castles, boro-
ughs, villages, according to the custom of his Fa-
therland and the habit of the nobility, thereby abi-
ding by the Nobiliary Laws of our Kingdom. We
wish that also the following individuals be clas-
sified as those belonging to the nobiliary estate,
and specifically those whose Mother was of simple
extraction but whose Father was a Nobleman, and the-
se parents of theirs, like also he himself, have been living
in our [Kingdom while following the Nobiliary pattern
(the one that has been described above] and who neither
were involved in any craftsmanship, nor dealt with che-
se things that the Townsmen and those who live in Towns
commonly used to deal with. This is so because the in-
volvement in things that are not of Nobiliary category
[eads to the conversion of the Nobiliary status into that
of a simple man.

13 | The Statute to the effect that Spiritual persor
L J be not summoned before the Secular Court, and
the Secular person before the Ecclesiastical Court.
Although in the old Statutes and Privileges it is forbid-
den for the Ecclesiastical Judges to usurp power of adju-
dicating secular matters, nevertheless We have faced the
overwhelming proportion of common complaint against
the fact that, with no regard to the old statutes, the se-
cular persons were repeatedly summoned before the ecc-
lesiastical Courts in matters that were secular. Therefo-
re We order and enact that from now on, the Ecclesiasti-
cal Judges shall not be in authority in Secular Courts
nor shall adjudicate secular matters.

————

About Spiritual matters which are subject to

7

While filing suits referring to their estates or those refer-
ring to the damage done to these estates which are sub-
ject to the commonly applied law, the clergy shall take a
resort to the Ziemskie Law. And the aforementioned
damage is the one that refers to the boundries, refugee
peasants, homicide, infliction of wounds on another: the-
se are all these things that have been articulated in the
Statute issued by His Majesty King Jan Olbracht.

[15]T

iissioners shall be appointed.

Ziemskie Law?.

he matters for the settling of which the Com-

In order to preserve everywhere the power of our Courts
| hat We and our Descendants shall

LVI11

o </ir

s i
TR

make no adjudicating Commissions but for the marking
of boundaries of our estates, and partitioning our Here-
ditary estates among our brethren or our relatives. Ho-
wever, this prohibition shall not apply to the situation
when the parties give their consent to creating the Com-
mission. The Commissions, when created contrary to
these provisions, shall have no power or authority.

|I6 No one shall disobediently establish a duty.

\ | Since every collection, instituted on the basis of
unfamiliar or special right, is [ikely to be the infringement
of common liberty, therefore We, in order to defend the

commonly-applied Law and civic liberty, and while equ-
ipped with the common consent that we have obta-

ined to do that, enact that neither any Spiritual per-
son nor Secular person shall establish or dare esta-
blish on his behalf any new Duty without our per-
mission and allowance nor without our Crown Co-
uncil’s permission and allowance as given at the Ge-
neral Seym. And if anyone does otherwise, he when
proven guilty by virtue of Law, shall — according to
our and our Council’s opinion — be punished with
the penalty of forfeiture of these estates in which
he, by means of his own will and his own — although alle-
gedly our — authority established the collection of Duty
from our subjects who are endowed with the commonly

applied [iberty of Law.

‘]:7[ The Court officers shall be elected at the Povia-
‘ ] towy* Seymiks and shall swear an oath.

The Court officers shall be elected at the Ziemskie Sey-
miks according to the old and still preserved custom, and
specifically according to the provisions of the statutes of
King Jan Olbracht specified in his Privilege. And those
that have been elected shall, by virtue of this our present
Statute, make an oath. And, apart from the event of their
suffering from any disease, they shall provide no substi-
tutes to perform their duties upon the penalty of losing
their posts.

o
18|
It is common that merchants and townsmen are success-
ful in using their prudence to acquire wealth. When they
have sufficient proportion of the latter they used to inte-
grate the Ziemskie estates with those that they have in
Towns. They subsequently used to acquire exemption
from military service. Being provident about the acquiring
of their estates they also try to enjoy larger liberty in the-
se estates than the nobles themselves do. Although we
do not blame them for the concern that they demonstrate
with respect to their interests, nevertheless this tenden-
cy of theirs is formative of a series of doubts and bad exam-
ples in our Republic. The reason for that is that this is
the nobiliary blood with which the Republic and the pe-
ace throughout the land used to be protected and, thanks
to this peace, the successful townsmen who have the po-
ssession of Ziemskie estates (thereby appropriating the
nobiliary food) used, with their commonly observable pru-
dence, to excuse themselves from the common service.
Therefore We, with our Prelates, Council, Lords and
Ziemskie Deputies, thought it right that the Townsmen
who have hereditary Ziemskie estates shall not be exempt

The Townsman who holds Ziemskie estates shall
render military service.

¢ ¥ -g= - oL | S T
from rendering military service nor excused from partci-
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empt th
ters that might still have been
tive, this issue being with more details provided for in the
Privilege of our brother King Olbracht.

Ig The price of the goods that are put on sale shall be
i J

fixed according to the examination of prices paid
in other Ziemias.

Although these our present Privileges as well as those is-
sued by our Ancestors sufficiently discuss the price of
things put on sale, yet, perhaps through negligen-
ce, the decrees referring to these questions bave not
been implemented, therefore We, for the second and
the third time, order and enact that the voivodes in
their voivodships shall decide about the price of
goods and other things that are the object of sale.
Let them learn of the price of the things on the ba-
sis of true testimonies and proofs by finding what
the prices of the things are in other Ziemias from
where the things are being brought. And consequ-
ently let them decide on the basis of right assessment.
And those who do not observe these provisions produ-
ced by the voivode and show contempt to them shall be
punished with the forfeiture of the things and the price
collected for them.

J How shall be ished the hie saccessh
7 5he . punished the one who successfully
2@

_— J has applied for the Ecclesiastical endowments

which in fact is the King’s or the King’s subjects’ grant.
It frequently happens that Cortezans and other petitio-
ners obtain by request in Rome Eclesiastical endowments
which in fact are granted by our Subjects at the expense
of their estates, which is designed to provide the consola-
tion of those of their blood-relations who are still living as
well as those who have already died. By doing this, those
applying inflict a considerable damage to the poor nobles
who try to resort to Law in order to defend themselves.
Therefore We order that those who obtain by request in
the Apostolic See the Ecclesiastical endowments which
in fact are our grants or those of our Kingdom’s Lords and
our Kingdom’s secular nobles, shall be punished by penal-
ties inflicted on their persons and on their estates. The
same penalty shall also be meted out to the blood-rela-
tions and relatives of the aforementioned applicants.

——

21 The Dignities and Offices shall be granted only

to those who are settled in the Ziemia.
While adhering to the Statute of Nieszawa and other
Statutes that were deservedly made by our ancestors, We
—on our and our descendants’ behalf — enact and promise
with this present privilege of ours that We and our de-
scendants shall grant neither any Dignities nor any appo-
intments to Ziemskie Offices to anybody but those who
are settled in the Kingdom in those provinces in which
such Dignities and appointments are found; the penalty
for non-observance of the above provisions being the one
laid down by our Lords in the foregoing Statute of Piotr-
kow.

The assessment of the Florin. Since it has been as-
sessed to the amount of thirty two groszes’.

k7

d. Therefore m order
to render some assistance to our subjects and by rende-
ring this assistance to make them richer because the we-
alehis due to the ample supply of gold, We order and enact
that the price of the Florin and the amount to be paid for
it shall not exceed the thirty two groszes. If anybody pur-
chases it or sells it in contradiction to this provision he
shall be punished in accordance with the Piotrkow provi-
sions of the previous year or, in other words, in accordan-

ce with the resolution of King Olbracht, our brother.

[ i} 1 Let all the Starostas in their Poviats enfor-
| 7= | ce the Court-adjudicated awards under the
penalty of one hundred grzywnas.

Since between the Ziemski Starostas and Povia-
towy Starostas there came to being the disputes
referring to the enforcement of the Court-adjudi-
cated awards on occasions when the Starostas de-
volved their duties one on another, due to which
our Subjects were prevented from enjoying justi-
ce already done to them, We therefore enact that the
Poviatowy Starostas shall be obligated and required, un-
der the penalty of one hundred grzywnas, to enforce all
the Court-adjudicated awards against all our subjects
of their Poviat.

1’ 24‘ On the issue of free sale of nobiliary cereal in Byd-

goszcz.

Our citizens in Kujawy Ziemia complained to us that
they were restricted by our Townsmen who live in Byd-
goszcz, and particularly on occasions when after they had
struck a deal with somebody with regard to the cereal from
their estates, and transported the cereal to the Town, there
soon appeared other Townsmen who, without bargaining,
took this cereal to their houses and granaries. And altho-
ugh they paid for this cereal yet they did it to the prejudi-
ce of the aforementioned first purchaser, thereby impo-
sing restriction on the nobles. In order to prevent this prac-
tice We enact that in Bydgoszcz the sale and haulage of
the Cereal shall be free and carried out without any im-
pediment generated by che aforesaid Townsmen, and the
Starosta shall be assigned the task to see to it that such
impediments do not occur. And whenever there is such
need the Rovyal Letters shall provide for the above descri-
bed regulations and shall impose the penalty of fourteen
grzywnas on the person who fails to observe the regula-
tions.

11@‘3 Those who hold Dignities or Starostwo posts in
~ | specific places should perform their duties there.
In view of the fact that some individuals hold their Offi-
ces, and particularly Starostwo posts and other dignities
in the Ziemias which are situated far-away from their
own estates (the dignities being granted to them per fa-
vores|, their absence in these places has given rise to many
unkind things because there was no one who might bridle
the sprigs and others who are responsible for the wanton
activities. Therefore We enact that in all our Kingdom’s
Ziemias and Poviats, the Starostas, Officers and all who
hold any dignities shall bave the status of settled inhabi-
tants of the aforementioned places. And they shall be




exhorted by our Letters which will demand that they sho-
uld fulfill their duties arising from the offices that they
hold. And, in the event when three times exhorted, they
are nevertheless found to neglect their duties they shall
[ose their offices and dignities. The aforementioned exhor-
tation shall require that they should have the status of
settled inhabitants and that they should more frequently
visit the places in which they have dignities and offices.

1 About how to demand dowry if the Wife predece-
26 ases her Husband or the Husband predeceases
= his Wife.

When the Wife dies there used to be doubts referring to
the payment of her dowry which was legated to her during
her lifetime. Up to the present time there have been two
causes of these doubts. First, some said that her blood-re-
lations who, after her death, applied to her husband for the
payment of her dowry should count on being judicially
awarded the holding of these estates on which the dowry
was legated during the Wife’s life, it being the Husband
who was holding them during her life. Second, others said
that if the Husband predeceased his Wife, and the latter
was holding the legated dowry all the time before
she herself died and when, following the death of
such Widow who died in her widowhood, her blo-
od-relations applied for the payment of the dowry,
some argued that this widow’s blood-relations
should sue for the payment of the dowry in a judi-
cial way, others claimed that these blood-relations
should be assigned the holding of the estates on
which the dowry was legated. Having these do- §
ubts in view and in order to do away with them
We, while assisted by our Council and our Ziem-
skie Deputies, have decided that from that time on for ever,
if the woman whose dowry is legated on her Husband’s
estates predeceases her Husband, the dowry may be cla-
imed from the Husband who is alive by judicial lawsuit.
And We order the Husband to continue the using and hol-
ding of the estates upon which he legated the dowry of his
Wife in the same way as he was using and holding them
before his Wife died. And he bears legal liability to his de-
ceased Wife’s relatives (when they apply for the dowry]
for all these things that were legated. But when the Hus-
band predeceases his Wife, then if, following his death, his
Wife continues — until her own death — the holding of the-
se estates upon which her dowry was legated, her blood-
relations, upon her death, shall be entitled to the holding
of these legated estates that this woman was holding as a
Widow. And we enact that this holding shall be awarded
by the Starosta of the place to those who are entitled to
demand the return of the dowry. This shall be done witho-
ut applying any Judicial procedure by the entitled persons
but only upon the information about the legated dowry and
the existence of the holding.

nd in the conclusion of the above - [isted
| enactments we state that we have laid
them down in Radom at the aforementio-
ned time, while applying the ancient mode

and following the common consent given
to these enactments by the Prelates, ecclesiastical and
secular, and by the most eminent citizens of the Kingdom
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and the deputies representing our Ziemias. Likewise, we
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state that We entrust the most reverend and dignified Fa-
thers in Christ, Lords and eminent, venerable, born, noble
and illustrious persons with the function of being the since-
re, reliable, gracious and faithful witnesses of what has been
pronounced, these witnesses specifically including: Andrzej
Réza of Boryszowice performing the function of Archbi-
shop of Gniezno and Primate of our IKingdom, Bernard Wil-
czek of Lubien who is elected Bishop of Lvov Church, the
following Bishops of the Church: Jan of IKonary represen-
ting IKrakéw, Wincenty of Przeremba representing Wiocta-
wek or Kujavia, Jan of Lubraniec representing Poznan,
tukasz representing Warmia, Maciej of Drzewica repre-
senting Przemyél and performing the function of Deputy
Chancellor of the Treasury in our Kingdom, Wojciech re-
presenting Wilno, Marcin representing Miednica, Spytko
of Jarostaw performing the function of Krakéw Castellan,
Jan of Tarméw performing the function of Voivode of San-
domierz, Jan of Zabrzezie acting in the capacity of Voivo-
de of Troki and performing the function of Marshal of Grand
Duchy of Lithuania, the following Voivodes: Mikotaj Gar-
dzina of Lubraniec Kaliski, Piotr Myszlkowski of Mirow
teczycki, Stanistaw Janowicz who is a Castellan
of Troki and Starosta of Samogitia, Duke Glifiski
who performs the function of Knight Marshal of
our Lithuanian Court, Stanistaw Hlebowicz per-
forming the function of Voivode or Starosta of Po-
fock, and the following Voivodes: Mikotaj of Ko-
$cielec representing Brzeéé, Mikotaj of Kretkéw
representing Inowroctaw, Jan of Taméw represen-
ting Ruthenia, Mikolaj of Kurozweki representing
Lublin, Prandota of Trzciana representing Rawa,
and the following Castellans: Jan Juranda of Bru-
dzéw representing Kalisz, Jan of Przeremba representing
Sieradz, Stanistaw Chodecki representing Lvov, Janusz La-
talskirepresenting Gniezno, Jakub of Siekluki representing
Woinicz, Jan Stupecki representing Sacz, Piotr Szafraniec
of Pieskowa Skata representing Wislica, Jan Jordan of Za-
kliczyn representing Biecz, Stanistaw of Miodziejowice re-
presenting Radom, Marcin Skotnicki of Bogoria represen-
ting Zawichojsk, Stanistaw of Potulice representing Mie-
dzyrzecz, Piotr of Opalenica representing Lad, Piotr Gér-
ski representing Naklo, Mikofaj of Radzikéw representing
Dobrzyn, Stanistaw of Srzensk representing Wisko, An-
drzej of Oporéw representing Kruszwica, Piotr of Niemy-
gtow representing Rawa, Pawet of Chodcza representing
Potaniec, Mikotaj Myssopada representing Czchow, Jan
Szamowski representing IKonary, Jan taski performing the
function of Lord Chancellor [of the Crown], Jakub of Szy-
dfowiec performing the function of Undertreasurer of our
Kingdom, our Secretaries: Wojciech Gérski who is a scho-
lastic of Wioctawek, Mikotaj of Bartniki who is a Custo-
dian of Pfock, Mikotaj Firlej of Dabrowica who is a Chief
Warrant Officer of Krakéw and performs the function of
Starosta of Lublin, our [Ziemski] Chamberlains: Wojciech
Skéry of Gaj representing Dobrzyn, Derestfaw Wilczek re-
presenting Lubiern Lwowski, Stanistaw of Kazanéw repre-
senting Lublin, Stanistaw Szafraniec of Pieskowa Skatfa
performing the function of Court Chamberlain, and other
numerous lords sitting in our Council as well as the depu-
ties who, as our subjects, represent all Ziemias.
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nisi jure victus esset. Por.

VC t.l/y, s 138.

%9 Arc.g.

1%+ Por.art. art. 6,7, 8, 9.
19 Art.na.

54 Commune inclici
Poloniae Regni privile-
gium constitutionum et
indultum publicitus de-
cretorum, approbacory-
maque, cum nonnullis ju-
ribus tam divinis guam
humanis per serenissi-
mum principem et domj-
num Alexandrum, Dei
gratia regem Poloniae,
magnum ducem Lithva-
niae, Russiae, Prussia-
eque dominum et haere-
dem ecc...... Zob. M.
Cytowska, Bibliografia

LXI1

=4 Zob. W. Uruszczak, Le principe «Lex est rex» dans [a
théorie et dans la  pratique en Pologne au XV e siecle, w:
Aeguitas — Aequalitas — Auctoritas. Raison théorigue et [égi-
timation de [‘autoricé dans le XVle européen, sous la dir.
Daniéle Letocha, Paris 1992, s.119~-126.

549 O sejmie radomskim z 1505 1. szerze] w pracy:
W. Uruszczak, Sejm walny wszystkich panstw naszych.
Sejm w Radomiu z 1505 roku. Konstytucja Nihil novi,
»Czasopismo Prawno-Historyczne”, Poznan 2005

(w druka].

= Commune inclyti Poloniae Regni privilegium. — Libri
duo iuris civilis Magdeburgensis et provincialis Saxonici-
cum tertio [ibro iuris feudalis. — R. Parthenopeus, Summa
utriusque iuris, Krakéw, Jan Haller, 27 | 1506,
k. 115 r-120 1.

s B) Cim. 8002. Opis egzemplarza: Katalog polonikéw
XV wieku Biblioteki Jagiellonskiej, t. I, red. M. Malicki,
E. Zwinogrodzka, opr. M. Goluszka, M. Malicki, W. Ptak-
Korbel, Z. Wawrykiewicz, E. Zwinogrodzka, Warszawa—
Krakéw 1992, s. 426.

=2 K. 117 11 Presule, To-
micio, Carncoue, duce
atque forensi Regina afla-
ta, heu, talia Jura petit;
k. 118 v: supra fo[lium] 63 a.
s Tom |, Warszawa
1732, 5. 209-309. Reedycja:
Volumina Legum, t. |,
nakf. J. Ohryzki, Peters-
burg 1859, s. 136-141. Opis
wydawnictwa w: S. Gro-
dziski, Wseep [w:] Volu-
mina Constitutionum, t.
| 1493-1549, vol. 1 1493~
1526, do druku przyg.
S. Grodziski, . Dwornic-
ka i W. Uruszczak, War-
szawa 1990, s. 151 1.

[s¢ Pefny tytuf por.
przyp. 3. Konstytucje sej-
mu radomskiego znajduja
sie w tomie |, vol. 1, 5. 138~
143.

(=5 ], Herburt, Statuta
i przywileje koronne,
Krakéw, Mikotaj Szar-
fenberger, [po 20 V] 1570,
s. 24, 26, 72, 96, 129131,
138, 159, 167, 172, 177, 207,
209, 212, 261-262, 282,
302303, 341, 358,301, 447,
554, 556-557. PoZniejszy
przekfad konstytucji
Nihil novi sejmu radom-
skiego w: A. Pawinski,
Sejmiki ziemskie. Pocza-
tek ich i rozwdj az do

drukéw urzedowych
XV wieku, Wroctaw 1961, poz.1, 5.53-54. O Statucie  askie-
go szerzej w: W. Uruszczak, Proba kodyfikacji prawa pol-
skiego w pierwszej pofowie XV w. Korektura praw z 1532 1.,
Warszawa 1979, s.721 n.

=4 B. Miodoniska, Przedstawienie panstwa polskiego w Sta-
tucie Laskiego z 1. 1506, w: Folia Historiae Artium, £V, Kra-
kéw 1968, s. 19-68.

(546 ], Ekes, Tréjpodziaf wiadzy i zgoda wszystkich. Na-
czelne zasady ustroju-mieszanego w staropolskiej refleksji
politycznej, Siedlce 2001,ss. 123.

= (Universa Reipublicae Poloniae ratio, huc spectare vide-
tur, ut regi apud Polonos, sit consticutis legibus imperandum.
Ex quo longa diversa esse, caeterorum gubernacula regno-
rum, constac. 1bi enim, quidquid regibus placuit, iuris habet
vigorem. hic non modo nullam Rex sine senacus consilio, et
nobilicatis assensu, fert legem, sed certis legibus obcempera-

aberor loannic raccins Polonia. Bononiae 1—~ L A0
re juoetu joannis C',(::-. N foionia, bononiae 1574, K.40/.

ustalenia sie udziatu po-
stéw ziemskich w ustawodawstwie Sejmu Walnego 1374—
1505, Warszawa 189s, s. 213.
% Instrakcja wydawnicza do Zrédet historycznych od XV
do pofowy XIX wieku, red. K. Lepszy, Wroctaw 1953.

157 Przypisy zostaty sporzadzone na podstawie: Sfownik
polszczyzny XV wieku, Stownik staropolski.

558 Przektad Wactaw Uruszezak.
59 cum — koécidt katedralny, katedra.
560 awo — tu: wiec.

56 gna — tu: moze.

56 Lortezan — duchowny starajacy sie w Kurii Rzymskiej
o beneficjum z naruszeniem uprawnien polskich wiadz lub
posiadajacy beneficjum w Polsce a na state mieszkajacy
w Rzymie.

55 biegun — tu: poddany polski przebywajacy stale w Rzy-

mig, 4 majacy oeneficjum w




orial unic (province).

) vere the deputies elected by the re-
spective Seymiks [local assemblies of the gentry in each Z7e-
mial to represent them in the Conventio Magna | parfamen-
tum generalis) that was referred to as the Seym.

£56 Srarostawas an official appointed by the IKing. He excer-
cised jurisdiction of mostly penal profile over the [andless
nobility as well as over people of other social strate and, excep-
tionaly, also over the landed nobles in drastic cases such as
highway robbery, invasion of a home, rape or arson etc.
). Ludwik Kos-Rabcewicz-Zubkowski, Polish Constitutio-
nal Law, in: Polish Law throughout the Ages, ed. W. |. Wa-
gner, Hoover Institute Press, Stanford University, Stanford,
California 1970, pp. 235-236.

ted mostly penal matters in people of different ranks were
involved, including also the landed nobles in the most se-
rions crimes.

57 Ziemski Court was a typical Court for nobility. Lt excer-
cised jurisdiction in all cases in which a nobleman was a de-
fendant unless the type of the case was reserved for other
Courts. Unlike Ziemskie Courts those of Starosciniskie were
under the jurisdiction of Starosta. ). Ludwik IKos-Rabcewicz-
Zubkowski, op. cit., pp. 235-236.

57 Ziemskie Law was that branch of law of the Polish-Li-
thuanian scate that applied to the nobility.

572 Poviat was a territorial unit other than Ziemia but, like
the latter, it could have its own local Seymik.

575 The monetary unit of the time.
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Ryciny uzyte w ksigzce pochodza ze ,Zbioru odciskéw
drzeworytéw w réznych dzietach polskich w XVI
i XV11 wieku odbitych ...”, Krakéw 1848.

Na stronach XL i XLVIII| przedsta-
wiono Statut taskiego oraz Przy-
wilej radomski ze zbioréw

ACAD w Warszawie.
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Podobizne kréla Aleksandra ze strony |V zaczerpnieto
z dzieta Jana Gluchowskiego ,lcones
ksiazat i krélédw polskich”, Krakéw 1605.

Pozostate zdjecia w publikacji
wykonat are. fotografik
Wojciech Stan.




