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AbstraCt

This article examines the contribution of Polish writer Bartoloměj Paprocký (c. 1540–1614) to 
the construction of noble identity in Bohemia and Moravia. Focusing on his major works, Zr-
cadlo and Diadochos, the study explores how Paprocký utilized genealogy, heraldry, and humanist 
virtues to glorify the local aristocracy. He emphasized ancient, often fabricated lineages, military 
merit against the Ottomans, and civic service to validate the prestige of his patrons. Although his 
approach lacked critical historical accuracy, prioritizing narrative glorification over fact, 
Paprocký’s work remains a crucial source for understanding the self-perception and social strate-
gies of the early modern nobility during a period of significant transformation.

Keywords: Bartoloměj Paprocký – noble identity – humanism – Bohemian and Moravian nobility 
– genealogy 

Introduction: Paprocký’s life before his arrival in the Czech lands 

In the 15th and early 16th centuries, the Bohemian and Moravian nobility under-
went significant changes. This affected not only its position within the estate-based 
society of the Czech lands, which was determined by its property, but also its func-
tion, religious composition, internal stratification, and education. However, these 
changes had only a limited impact on its identity.1) This is evident, for example, in 

*	 This study was written as part of Czech Science Foundation (GA ČR) project no. 24–10417S, 
“The Construction of Noble Identity in the Works of Bohuslav Balbín”.

1)	C f. Josef POLIŠENSKÝ – Frederick SNIDER, Změny ve složení české šlechty v 16. a 17. století, 
Československý časopis historický 20, 1972, pp. 515–526; Josef PETRÁŇ (ed.), Proměny feu-
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the literary works produced during this period, many of which deliberately engage 
with noblemen. Among the many books of various genres – including older ones 
– are those by the Polish writer Bartoloměj Paprocký of Hloholy (Bartłomiej or 
Bartosz Paprocki z Głogoł i Paprockiej Woli, ca. 1540–1614).2) 

Before discussing the characteristics of his work and outlining the basic pillars 
of noble identity on which he based his portrayal of each of the families discussed, 
I would like to say a few words about him, since his social, educational, and cul-
tural background is essential for an understanding of his work. Bartoloměj Pa-

dální třídy v Čechách v pozdním feudalismu, Praha 1976; Jaroslav PÁNEK, Proměny stavovství 
v Čechách a na Moravě v 15. a v první polovině 16. století, Folia Historica Bohemica 4, 1981, 
pp. 179–217; Jaroslav MEZNÍK, Česká a moravská šlechta ve 14. a 15. století, Sborník historický 
37, 1990, s. 7–36; Volker PRESS, Adel in den österreichisch-böhmischen Erbländern und im Reich 
zwischen dem 15. und dem 17. Jahrhundert, in: Herbert Knittler – Gottfried Stangler – Renate 
Zedinger. (edd.), Adel im Wandel. Politik, Kultur und Konfession 1500–1700, Wien 1990, pp. 
19–31; Josef MACEK, Česká středověká šlechta, Praha 1997; František ŠMAHEL, Nástin pro-
měn stavovské skladby Českého království od konce 14. do počátku 16. století, in: Karel Malý – Jaro-
slav Pánek – Dalibor Janiš (edd.), Vladislavské zřízení zemské a počátky ústavního zřízení 
v českých zemích (1500–1619), Praha 2001, pp. 71–84; Václav BŮŽEK – Josef HRDLIČKA 
– Pavel KRÁL – Zdeněk VYBÍRAL, Věk urozených. Šlechta v českých zemích na prahu novově-
ku, Praha – Litomyšl 2002, pp. 36–72; Frederick SNIDER, The Restructuralization of the Bohe-
mian Nobility, in: Josef Polišenský (ed.), Češi a svět. Sborník k pětasedmdesátinám Ivana 
Pfaffa, Praha 2000, pp. 55–61; Václav BŮŽEK, From compromise to rebellion. Religion and po-
litical power of the nobility in the first century of the Habsburgs’ reign in Bohemia and Moravia, 
Journal of Early Modern History 8, 2004, pp. 31–45; Petr MAŤA, Svět české aristokracie, 
Praha 2004, pp. 52–66; Václav BŮŽEK et al., Společnost českých zemí v raném novověku. Struk-
tury, identity, konflikty, Praha 2010, pp. 77–101; Martin HOLÝ, Zrození renesančního kavalíra. 
Výchova a vzdělávání šlechty z českých zemí na prahu novověku (1500–1620), Praha 2010; Marie 
ŠEDIVÁ KOLDINSKÁ – Ivo CERMAN et al., Základní problémy studia raného novověku, 
Praha 2013, pp. 145–194. Concerning confessional identity see also Petr MAŤA, Constructing 
and Crossing Confessional Boundaries: The High Nobility and the Reformation of Bohemia, in: 
Howard Louthan – Gary B. Cohen – Franz A. J. Szabo (edd.), Diversity and Dissent. Nego
tiating Religious Difference in Central Europe, 1500–1800, New York – Oxford 2011, pp. 10–
29; Jiří JUST – Markéta RŮČKOVÁ (edd.), Bratrská šlechta v Čechách a na Moravě a formová-
ní konfesní identity v raném novověku, Praha 2020.

2)	F or literary genres in Czech humanist literature of the 16th and early 17th centuries, cf. Jan 
MARTÍNEK, Drobné literární útvary za humanismu, Zprávy Jednoty klasických filologů 7, 
1965, pp. 10–24; Milan KOPECKÝ, Český humanismus, Praha 1988; Hans-Bernd HARDER 
– Hans ROTHE (edd.), Studien zum Humanismus in den böhmischen Ländern I–IV, Köln – 
Wien – Dresden 1988–1998, passim; Jan MALURA (ed.), Žánrové aspekty starší literatury, 
Ostrava 2010; Lucie STORCHOVÁ, Paupertate styloque connecti. Formální diskursivní modus, 
literární pole a textové utváření humanistické učenecké komunity v českých zemích, Praha 2011; 
Lucie STORCHOVÁ (ed.), Companion to Central and Eastern European humanism II. Czech 
lands. Part 1, A–L, Berlin – Boston 2020, pp. 1–59. 
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procký of Hloholy was likely born around 1540 in a village then called Paprocka 
Wola (now Stara Wola), near the town of Dobrzyń in the Mazovian region of Po-
land.3) He was the son of Matthaeus Paprocký of Hloholy (Maciej Paprocki 
z Głogoł), a typical representative of the moderately wealthy and numerous lower 
Polish nobility, and Elisabeth (Elżbieta) from the Jeżewski family. Little is known 
about his childhood and youth. In any case, he stayed at several courts (i.a. that of 
Piotr Gorajski) and is believed to have studied at the University of Kraków,4) which 
required previous Latin studies. He mastered several languages and received the 
customary education expected of a young nobleman. After the death of his pa
rents, he took over two small estates, Paprocka Wola and Głogoły, which he would 
later write about. He then married a relatively wealthy widow, Jadwiga Kosobudz-
ka (died 1572). The marriage, which did not last long, was not a happy one and 
remained childless.5)

Paprocký’s later life and literary work (see below), which he began relatively 
early, were undoubtedly influenced by his service to Andrzej Taranowski (died 
1588), secretary to the Polish king, with whom he first stayed in Warsaw and then 
accompanied on his second mission to Constantinople. On his return, thanks to 

3)	F rom the existing literature on Paprocký, cf. Karel Rafael UNGAR (ed.), Bohuslai Balbini […] 
Bohemia docta seu virorum omnigena eruditione et doctrina clarorum Bohemiae, Moraviae et Si-
lesiae nomina, elogia, et litteraria monumenta, Praha 1777, pp. 40, 42; Josef DOBROVSKÝ, 
Rozličnosti v exemplářích Diadochu Bartoloměje Paprockého, Časopis českého musea (further 
ČČM) 2, 1828, pp. 119–123; Josef JIREČEK, Bartoloměj Paprocký a spisovatelská činnost jeho, 
ČČM 40, 1866, pp. 3–23; Karel KREJČÍ, Bartoloměj Paprocki z Hlohol a Paprocké Vůle. Život 
– dílo – forma a jazyk, Praha 1946; Jan SKUTIL, Bartoloměj Paprocký z Hlohol a Paprocké Vůle. 
Zakladatel genealogie v českých zemích, Heraldika 8, 1975, pp. 130–143; Włodzimierz DWO-
RZACZEK, Paprocki Bartłomiej, Polski Słownik Biograficzny 25, Wrocław – Warszawa – Kra-
ków 1980, pp. 177–180; Eduard PETRŮ (ed.), Bartoloměj Paprocký z Hlohol a Dobré Vůle. 
O válce turecké a jiné příběhy výbor z Diadochu, Praha 1982, pp. 7–10; Irena HRABĚTOVÁ, 
Erbovní pověsti v českých spisech Bartoloměje Paprockého z Hlohol, Brno 1992, pp. 9–10; Jiří 
OPELÍK (ed.), Lexikon české literatury. Osobnosti, díla, instituce III (further LČL), Praha 
2000, pp. 785–787; Mirosław KRAJEWSKI, Nowy słownik biograficzny ziemi dobrzyńskiej II, 
M–Ż, Rypin 2014, pp. 138–139; Beata STUCHLIK–SUROWIAK, Obraz małżeństwa w „anty-
feministycznych” utworach Bartosza Paprockiego na tle obyczajowych, religijnych oraz literackich 
zjawisk XVI i pierwszej połowy XVII wieku, Katowice 2016; Marian WOLSKI, Bartłomiej Papro-
cki (1539–1614) herbu Jastrzębiec i jego krąg rodzinny, Kraków 2023. For further books and 
studies on specific issues related to Paprocký’s work or its context, see more in the footnotes 
below.

4)	A t this point, I would like to thank Dr Marcin Baster from the Kraków University Archives for 
verifying Paprocký’s studies. Unfortunately, there is no direct record of them in the register or 
other documents, but they cannot be ruled out, as all existing literature mentions them. See the 
previous note.

5)	A ll biographical information is based on the literature cited in the note above.
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his previous contacts, he was given the post of sub-pincerna for the Dobrzyń area. 
He then worked for Stephen Báthory and the Zborowski family. As a supporter of 
the Habsburgs and a writer who opposed Jan Zamoyski (1542–1605) in the strug-
gle for the Polish throne, he was forced to leave Poland after the Battle of Byczyna 
in 1588.6)

Paprocký’s refuge in the Czech lands and his literary works 

He gradually found refuge in the residences of the Moravian nobility, namely with 
Sigismund and Václav Nekeš of Landek and Víckov,7) and finally at the court of the 
Bishop of Olomouc, Stanislav Pavlovský of Pavlovice (died 1598; Bishop of Olo-
mouc from 1579), where many Poles had already stayed.8) In Olomouc and 

6)	 Bartosz PAPROCKI, Upominek albo przestroga zacnemu narodowi polskiemu i wszystkim sta-
nom Wielkiego Księstwa Litewskiego, s. l. 1587; Jan CZUBEK (ed.), Bartosza Paprockiego dwie 
broszury polityczne z  lat 1587–1588, Kraków 1900; Robert Nisbet BAIN, Zamoyski, Jan, 
Encyclopædia Britannica 23, 1966, p. 933; Stanisław GRZYBOWSKI, Jan Zamoyski, Warsza-
wa 1994; Sławomir LEŚNIEWSKI, Jan Zamoyski. Hetman i polityk, Warszawa 2008. For the 
context of this important battle, see Josef MACŮREK, Dozvuky polského bezkráloví z roku 
1587: příspěvek k osvětlení snah rodu habsburského o získání koruny polské v letech 1588–94, 
Praha 1929; W. F. REDDAWAY – J. H. PENSON – Oskar HALECKI, The Cambridge History 
of Poland. From the Origins to Sobieski (to 1696), Cambridge 1950, here mainly pp. 452–453; 
Włodzimierz KACZOROWSKI, Bitwa pod Byczyną, Opole 1988; Stefan HERMAN, Dwie rela-
cje o bitwie byczyńskiej, Zielona Góra 1992; Włodzimierz KACZOROWSKI, Zwycięstwo Jana 
Zamoyskiego nad arcyksięciem Maksymilianem w bitwie pod Byczyną w świetle szesnastowiecz-
nych gazet ulotnych, in: Miloslav Polívka – Jiří Mikulec (edd.), Per saecula ad tempora nostra II, 
Praha 2007, pp. 583–587. 

7)	F or the Moravian nobility, see Bartoloměj PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo slavného Mar-
krabství moravského, v kterémž jeden každý stav, dávnost, vzácnost i povinnost svou uhléd, krátce 
sebrané a vydané, Olomouc 1593, fol. 297r–300v, 315v–318r; Josef PILNÁČEK, Staromoravští 
rodové, Vídeň 1930, pp. 151, 464, 535.

8)	T o Stanislav Pavlovský, Bishop of Olomouc, an important figure not only in Czech history, cf. 
Jaroslav PÁNEK, Olomoucký biskup Stanislav Pavlovský a česká šlechta, Okresní archiv v Olo-
mouci 1989, pp. 35–58; Jaroslav PÁNEK, Biskup a kancléř (Stanislav Pavlovský a Vratislav 
z Pernštejna 1578–1582 a jejich úloha v počátcích rekatolizace Moravy), Časopis Matice mora-
vské 113, 1994, pp. 35–47; Winfried EBERHARD, Stanislaus Pavlovský von Pavlovitz, in: 
Erwin Gatz (ed.), Die Bischöfe des Heiligen Römischen Reiches 1448–1648, Berlin 1996, 
pp. 519–521; Peter WÖRSTER, Bischof Stanislaus Pawlowski. Zu seiner Bedeutung für Dichtung 
und Gelehrsamkeit in Mähren, in: Gerhard Kosellek (ed.), Oberschlesische Dichter und Gelehrte 
vom Humanismus bis zum Barock, Bielefeld 2000, pp. 221–245; Ondřej JAKUBEC, Kulturní 
prostředí a mecenát olomouckých biskupů potridentské doby, Olomouc 2003, esp. here pp. 58–64. 
An almost inexhaustible source of information about Stanislav Pavlovský is his enormous written 
legacy, especially the many thousands of preserved letters, copies of which are kept in the 
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Kroměříž, he also gained access to rich archives and libraries. Later, he remained 
in Bohemia, in several aristocratic residences, for example in Budyně with Jan 
Zbyněk Zajíc of Házmburk, or in Bělá pod Bezdězem, owned by Aleš Berka of 
Dubá (died 1599), to whom Paprocký dedicated a second part of his verse Nová 
kratochvíle. Rudolf II was also supposed to provide Paprocký with financial sup-
port.9) 

During his many years spent in the Czech lands (after his stay in Bohemia, he 
returned to Moravia and also stayed in Silesia, i.a., with the family of Jan Oderwolf 
in Opole, where he could devote his time to writing his Štambuch slezský),10) he had 
ample opportunity to learn the Czech language quite well. It should be noted that, 
at that time, the differences between the two languages were smaller than they are 
now. At the same time, he was able to get to know many Bohemian and Moravian 
nobles, their residences, and customs. At the end of his life, however, probably in 
1610, he decided to return to Poland, where he spent the last years of his life in the 
monasteries in Wąchock and Ląd. He died in 1614 and was buried in a Franciscan 
monastery in Lwów.11) 

Although Paprocký wrote a number of other works, it was his genealogical, he-
raldic, and historical writings on the nobility that occupied the central place in his 
oeuvre. All were written in the vernacular, probably to reach a wider readership. In 
dealing with the nobility, he turned first to the Polish and later to the Moravian and 

Moravský zemský archiv (Moravian Provincial Archives), G 83, Matice moravská, inv. no. 
168–187. Information about him and his family (however, very unreliable; generally speak-
ing, Paprocki’s Zrcadlo works with sources much less critically than his Diadochos) in the 
optics of Bartoloměj Paprocký. B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo, fol. LIIr–LIIv. (sepa-
rate foliation of the part on Church estates).

 9)	Bartoloměj PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Jiná částka Nové kratochwíle, s kterouž bohyně Venus na 
svět přišla, Praha 1613, fol. 2v–8v; Bartoloměj PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, 
p. 95, 157; E. PETRŮ, Bartoloměj Paprocki, pp. 158–167; Zdeněk HOFFMANN, Aleš Berka 
z Dubé, Bezděz. Vlastivědný sborník Českolipska 6, 1997, pp. 135–137; Josef HEJNIC – Jan 
MARTÍNEK, Rukověť humanistického básnictví v Čechách a na Moravě II, Praha 1966, p. 280. 
See also Adolf PROVAZNÍK, Bartoloměj Paprocký, zvláště jeho činnost na Moravě, Vlastivědný 
věstník moravský 48, 1996, pp. 36–43; Jiří STIBOR, Příspěvek k poznání života a působení 
Bartoloměje Paprockého na Moravě, Vlastivědný věstník moravský 45, 1993, pp. 165–170; 
Tomáš STERNECK–KAHUDA, Bartoloměj Paprocký z Hlohol a královské město Brno, Brno 
v minulosti a dnes 15, 2001, pp. 133–151.

10)	 Bartoloměj PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Štambuch slezský, v kterém hospodář s hostem o mno-
hých věcech spasitedlných rozporávějí pod erby a rody starodávných pánův, pánův a rytířstva 
knížectví horních v Slézy, Brno 1609. See also Karel MÜLLER (ed.), Bartoloměj Paprocký z Hlo-
hol, Štambuch slezský, Opava 2004. The book of more parts was dedicated to Hans Christoph 
Pruskovský of Pruskov, provincial governor of the Duchy of Opole and Racibórz. 

11)	I n relation to his return to Poland, see W. DWORZACZEK, Paprocki Bartłomiej, p. 180; 
M. KRAJEWSKI, Nowy słownik, p. 138. 
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Bohemian elites, but at times he also pursued broader genealogical links – not only 
among these groups, but also, for instance, with the Russian, Austrian, French, or 
Italian nobility. These individual books are connected by their approach to sourc-
es, their style, and their subject matter, though one can discern a certain develop-
ment over time, which I will address later.12)

The first of Paprocký’s works began to appear in the mid-1570s, including not 
only printed verse such as Panosz [The Knight] or Koło rycerskie [The Knight’s 
Wheel], for which he used as an example the work Zwierzyniec [Menagerie] pub-
lished by Mikołaj Rey of Nagłowice (1505–1569),13) but also mixed books of verse 
and prose, as well as an entirely prosaic and still highly regarded work devoted to 
the coats of arms of Polish chivalry, published in Kraków in 1584. In all these 
works, which show Paprocký’s humanist education and his knowledge of several 
contemporary authors, including Polish ones such as Mikołaj Rej of Nagłowice or 
Jan Kochanowski, the author attempts to capture in modern terms the identity, 
mentality, and lifestyle of the Polish nobility, in addition to genealogy and herald-
ry.14) 

Paprocký himself emphasised the objectivity and scholarly character of these 
Polish works, especially in the extensive five-volume Herby rycerstwa polskiego 
[Coats of arms of Polish knights]. Typologically, he referred to a range of diplo-
matic and other sources on which he drew. At the same time, in this entirely pro-

12)	L iterature that deals with Paprocki’s particular literary works or his methods is cited below. 
A list of his works can be found i.a. in LČL III, p. 787. However, he is mainly known for his 
Bohemian works, 24 of which (editions) are also included in www.knihopis.cz. The entire se-
ries of works in Polish is also listed on the following websites: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Bartosz_Paprocki (or Polish version): polona.pl (Paprocki Bartosz) and https://katalog.nukat.
edu.pl/.

13)	M ikołaj REJ Z NAGŁOWIC, Zwierzyniec, Kraków 1562. See also Mikołaj REJ Z NAGŁO-
WIC – Wilhelm Adolf BRUCHNALSKI, Zwierzyniec, Kraków 1895. The edition from 1574 is 
accessible online at polona.pl. 

14)	 Bartosz PAPROCKI, Panosza to jest wysławianie panów i paniąt ziem ruskich i podolskich, Kra-
ków 1575; Bartosz PAPROCKI, Koło rycerskie w którem rozmaite zwierzęta swe rozmowy wiodą, 
Kraków 1576; Bartosz PAPROCKI, Herby rycerstwa polskiego na pięcioro ksiąg rozdzielone I–V, 
Kraków 1584. Some of Paprocký’s works were very popular also in the 17th century and pub-
lished many times, like Bartosz PAPROCKI, Dziesiecioro Przykazanie Męzowo, Ktore każda 
cnotliwa Małżonka ma vmieć, a po Bożym przykazaniu, pierwsze ma być o tym iey myślenie, żeby 
ie w sercu swym chowała, y nigdy go nie ma odmieniać. Z rozmaitych pism Philozophow y Dokto-
row świętych Zebrane, Kraków 1575. See also E. PETRŮ, Bartoloměj Paprocki, pp. 67–125; 
W. DWORZACZEK, Paprocki Bartłomiej, pp. 178 ff. Concerning his heraldry cf. A. TUŁO-
WIECKA, Słowo i obraz w heraldyce. Herbarze i quasi-herbarze. Wokół konstrukcji genologicz-
nych Bartosza Paprockiego, Kraków 2011, more generally E. PETRŮ (ed.), Bartoloměj Paprocký 
z Hlohol, pp. 7 ff.; Klaudia KOCZUR–LEJK, Bartłomiej Paprocki – piśmiennictwo i przekład. 
W stronę kontrreformacji, Szczecin 2014.
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saic work he also highlights various errors committed by earlier authors. Neverthe-
less, his style is mixed – not only chronicle or dictionary – like, but also partly 
novelistic and narrative, particularly in the case of legends of arms, which he em-
ployed as one of the many elements of aristocratic identity throughout his writ-
ings.15) Paprocký also made full use of his experience as a writer during his stay in 
the Czech lands, and I will now focus on two of his voluminous works written and 
published there, namely Zrcadlo slavného markrabství moravského [The Mirror of 
the Margraviate of Moravia] and Diadochos, id est successio, jinak posloupnost 
knížat a králů českých [Diadochos, i.e. the Succession of the Princes and Kings of 
Bohemia].16) While the first work was written by Paprocký in Polish, translated into 
Czech by the priest Jan Vodička,17) and published in Olomouc in 1593, the second, 
written in Czech, appeared in several volumes in Prague in 1602. This was not only 
a result of Paprocký’s gradually deepening familiarity with the Czech lands; it also 
reflects the difference between the Polish nobility and the nobility in Bohemia and 
Moravia.18) 

15)	T he approach and method of work, as well as the heuristics as we know them later, are based 
on the above-mentioned Polish works. On heraldic legends, see in detail I. HRABĚTOVÁ, 
Erbovní pověsti, pp. 14–18, 21–135. It is interesting that Paprocký also worked with certain 
sources that were otherwise not used very often in the historiography of the time, for example 
alba amicorum, as well as with newly emerging genres in the 16th century, such as historical 
calendars or other literary works. Cf. B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, pp. 131, 
392, 393; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu rytířském, p. 339; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLO-
HOL, Zrcadlo, fol. CCCVIIIr; Mikuláš KONÁČ z HODIŠKOVA, Kniha o hořekování, Praha 
1547; Prokop LUPÁČ Z HLAVÁČOVA, Historia o císaři Karlovi, toho jména čtvrtém, králi 
českém […]. Item posloupnej pořádek vůdcův, knížat a králuov slavného království českého, Praha 
1584. 

16)	 B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo; Bartoloměj PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Diadochos, id 
est successio, jinak posloupnost knížat a králův českých, biskupův i arcibiskupův pražských a všech 
třech stavův slavného Království českého, to jest panského, rytířského a městského I–IV, Praha 
1602. The first of these works was also reprinted in Ostrava in 1993. The second is unique in 
that some of its sections have their own title pages and are also paginated separately, for exam-
ple B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, Praha 1602; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, 
O stavu rytířském, Praha 1602. For Diadochos, cf. the following recent literature: Petra 
VEČEŘOVÁ, Diadochos Bartoloměje Paprockého z Hlohol a Paprocké vůle, in: Anežka Baďurová 
(ed.), Sborník k 80. narozeninám Mirjam Bohatcové, Praha 1999, pp. 347–369; Marian WOL-
SKI, O okolicznościach powstania i wydania „Diadochosa” Bartosza Paprockiego, Historia Slavo-
rum Occidentis 14, 2024, pp. 153–166. Older literature is cited in note 3 above. 

17)	 Jan Vodička, a native of Prague, a Catholic, working at the court of Stanislav Pavlovský, Bishop 
of Olomouc. It was he who introduced him to Bartoloměj Paprocký of Hloholy. Cf. Josef 
JIREČEK, Rukověť k dějinám literatury české do konce XVIII. věku II, Praha 1876, p. 326. 

18)	A s regards the different composition of the Polish nobility in comparison with the Bohemian 
and Moravian ones, cf. K. KREJČÍ, Bartoloměj Paprocký z Hlohol, pp. 29–30, 151 and 170; 
Stanisław RUSSOCKI, Monarchie stanowe środkowo-wschodniej Europy XV–XVI wieku, Kwar-
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While in Moravia, the Bishop of Olomouc – often drawn from the nobility – 
ranked immediately after the monarch, followed by the lords and the knights, in 
Bohemia, even after the restoration of the archbishopric of Prague in 1561, there 
was no significant change in power relations until the social changes of the post-
White Mountain period.19) The leading role in estates society was held by the nobil-
ity, followed by the knights and then by the royal towns, which had been weakened 
by the Estates revolt of 1546–1547.20)

Let us now consider Paprocký’s view of the nobility of Bohemia and Moravia 
and the manner in which he shaped their image for his readers. In Czech, he could 
rely on a relatively large circle of readers, although his primary audience was, of 
course, the social elite who had given him refuge in Bohemia and Moravia and to 
whom he dedicated the work.21) Apart from certain structural differences, and the 

talnik Historyczny 84, 1977, pp. 73–92; Gottfried SCHRAMM, Polen – Böhmen – Ungarn. 
Übernationale Gemeinsamkeiten in der politischen Kultur des späten Mittelalters und der Frühen 
Neuzeit, in: Joachim Bahlcke et al. (edd.), Ständefreiheit und Staatsgestaltung in Ostmitteleur-
opa. Übernationale Gemeinsamkeiten in der politischen Kultur vom 16.–18. Jahrhundert, 
Leipzig 1996, pp. 13–38; Andrzej WYCZAŃSKI, Szlachta polska XVI wieku, Warszawa 2001.

19)	 See mainly references in note 1. As regards the renewal of the Prague Archbishopric, see An-
ton FRIND, Die Geschichte der Bischöfe und Erzbischöfe von Prag, Praha 1873, pp. 182–189; 
František KAVKA – Anna SKÝBOVÁ, Husitský epilog na koncilu tridentském a původní kon-
cepce habsburské rekatolizace Čech: Počátky obnoveného pražského arcibiskupství 1561–1580, 
Praha 1969; Anna SKÝBOVÁ, Obnovení pražského arcibiskupství, Antonín Brus z Mohelnce 
a  koncil tridentský, in: Zdeňka Hledíková – Jaroslav V. Polc (edd.), Pražské arcibiskupství 
1344–1994, Praha 1994, pp. 114–128; Zdeněk V. DAVID, Finding the Middle Way: The 
Utraquists’ Liberal Challenge to Rome and Luther, Washington 2003, pp. 150, 160–166 and 
passim; James R. PALMITESSA, The Archbishops of Prague in Urban Struggles of the Confes-
sional Age, 1561–1612, in: Zdeněk V. David – David R. Holeton (edd.), The Bohemian Refor-
mation and Religious Practice 4, Praha 2002, pp. 261–273.

20)	 See Paula SUTTER FICHTNER, When Brothers Disagree: Bohemia, the Habsburgs, and the 
Schmalkaldic Wars, 1546–1547, Austrian History Yearbook 11, 1975, pp. 67–78; Jaroslav 
PÁNEK, Stavovská opozice a její zápas s Habsburky 1547–1577. K politické krizi feudální třídy 
v předbělohorském českém státě, Praha 1982, pp. 18–34; Josef JANÁČEK, České dějiny I. Doba 
předbělohorská I/2, Praha 1984, pp. 173–182; Petr VOREL (ed.), Stavovský odboj roku 1547. 
První krize habsburské monarchie, Pardubice – Praha 1999; James R. PALMITESSA, Between 
Lipany and White Mountain. Essays in Late Medieval and Early Modern Bohemian History in 
Modern Czech Scholarship, Leiden – Boston 2014.

21)	 Zrcadlo is first dedicated to Emperor Rudolf II, then contains a general preface to all readers, 
and finally to the supreme governor, to Stanislav Pavlovský of Pavlovice, the Bishop of Olo-
mouc, other prelates, provincial judges, and other officials of the Moravian Margraviate, nobil-
ity from both estates and also towns. A special section with a preface is dedicated to the 
Principality of Opava as a specific part of the Czech Crown. See B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, 
Zrcadlo, fol. *iir–iiiiv, AIr–AIv, XLIXa–LIV (also lists some of his sources here), CLXII–
CLXVIIV, CCCLXXVv–CCCLXXVIv, CCCXCIIa–CCCXCIIIa. Diadochos also has several 
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fact that The Mirror of the Margraviate of Moravia makes far greater use of sources 
that are less reliable from a modern perspective,22) his works on the Bohemian and 
Moravian nobility do not differ significantly in terms of the basic elements on 
which he constructs noble identity. I will not, therefore, discuss them separately; at 
most, I will draw attention to this difference where relevant.

The basic characteristic of the nobility was its antiquity. Paprocký, drawing inter 
alia on the Catholic chronicler and priest Václav Hájek of Libočany (died 1553),23) 
whose work first appeared in 1541 and who was already criticised during the En-
lightenment and afterwards for many deliberate historical fabrications,24) as well as 

people or entities to whom the work is dedicated. Firstly, there is the ruler, Rudolf II, then the 
judges of the provincial, chamber, court, and burgrave courts, the supreme burgrave and pa-
tron of Paprocký, Jan Zbyněk Zajíc of Házmburk. The works of Diadochos, which have their 
own title page, begin without a dedication, with the exception of the cities of Prague, ibidem, 
fol. 2r–3v, behind p. 220 (without pagination). See also B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu 
panském; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu rytířském; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, 
O počátku a dávnosti měst v království českém, s. l. s. d, pp. 2–4. Cf. E. PETRŮ, Bartoloměj Pa-
procki, pp. 147–152, 167–174.     

22)	This may be because he was still finding his feet in Moravia and did not have the same access 
to sources, particularly diplomatic ones, as he did later in Bohemia. There, he was able to use 
sources from various institutions in Prague, either independently or with the help of others. 
Unfortunately, he only mentions the Prague chapter, the archbishopric, and the Břevnov mo
nastery specifically, but he also mentions the support of other monastic institutions and noble 
families, unfortunately without providing specific details. See note 19 for more information.

23)	I n the preface to all the estates of the Kingdom of Bohemia, Paprocký lists his sources himself. 
These range from early and high medieval texts, such as Kosmas’s Chronicle, to later sources 
from the late Middle Ages and the 16th century, including Dalimil’s Chronicle, the Zbraslav 
Chronicle, Dubravius and Václav Hájek of Libočany. See B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Diado-
chos, fol. 6r. Concerning the mentioned text see Václav HÁJEK Z LIBOČAN, Kronika česká, 
Praha 1541; Joannes DUBRAVIUS, Historia regni Bohemiae, Prostějov 1552. As regards the 
aforementioned medieval chronicles, it is impossible to determine which copies, supplements, 
transcripts, or excerpts from them Paprocký worked with. See also E. PETRŮ (ed.), Bartoloměj 
Paprocký z Hlohol, p. 11. In Zrcadlo he also mentions other literary or law sources, e.g. the 
chronicle of Aeneas Silvius Piccolomini (Historia Bohemica) or Ctibor Tovačovský z Cimbur-
ka (Kniha Tovačovská) several times. To those works cf. Vincenc BRANDL (ed.), Ctibor 
Tovačovský z Cimburka. Kniha Tovačovská, aneb, Pana Ctibora z Cimburka a z Tovačova Pamět 
obyčejů, řádů, zvyklostí starodávných a řízení práva zemského v Markrabství Moravském, Brno 
1868; Dana MARTINKOVÁ – Alena HADRAVOVÁ – Jiří MATL (edd.), Aeneae Silvii Histo-
ria Bohemica / Enea Silvio: Historie česká, Praha 1998. 

24)	T he original text of Hájek’s chronicle was quoted in the previous note. However, there are 
also newer editions from the last hundred years. In addition to older research, these also deal 
with Hájek’s sources. To this point and also to the critics of Hájek’s work, see Gelasius DO-
BNER (ed.), Wenceslai Hagek a Liboczan Annales Bohemorum I–VI, Praha 1761–1782; Josef 
Vítězslav ŠIMÁK, Prameny a pomůcky Hájkovy, in: Gustav Friedrich – Kamil Krofta – Jaro-
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on other sources to which I will return – especially the alleged similarity of coats 
of arms – routinely pushed the origins of families back many centuries. For exam-
ple, in the case of noble families for whom the earliest sources are usually charters 
from the 12th to 14th centuries, it is customary to place their origins in the 8th to 
10th centuries. For the most important families, such as the Rosenbergs, the Lords 
of Hradec, and the Slavatas of Chlum, he reports their false Italian roots, which 
was also common among the French, German, or Polish nobility. In some cases, 
he also tries to trace connections with the Polish or Russian nobility (e.g., the 
Slavatas).25) In the case of the first of the families mentioned above, descended 
from the ancient house of Vítek of Prčice, he constructs an affinity with the Roman 
Orsini family. It must be said, however, that this alleged relationship was already 
exploited by the Rosenbergs themselves on the basis of 15th-century documents in 
which some members of the Italian family actually confirmed this false connec-
tion. It was therefore not an invention of Paprocký and, according to Petr Maťa, 
not an invention of Oldřich II of Rosenberg (1403–1462) either. The idea must 
have existed earlier.26)

In addition, Paprocký states that other noble families came to Bohemia with the 
first princes in the early Middle Ages – for example, the Berkas of Dubá, a branch 
of the Ronov family, for whom the first clear sources date from the 12th century, 
with the Berkas attested from the 14th century.27) Yet Paprocký mentions much 

slav Bidlo (edd.), Sborník prací historických: k šedesátým narozeninám dvor. rady prof. dra 
Jaroslava Golla, Praha 1906, pp. 195–213; Václav FLAJŠHANS, Václava Hájka z Libočan 
Kronika česká I–V, Praha 1918–1933; Milan KUDĚLKA, Spor Gelasia Dobnera o Hájkovu 
kroniku, Praha 1964; LČL 2/1, pp. 33–35; Jan LINKA (ed.), Václav Hájek z Libočan, Kronika 
česká, Praha 2013. 

25)	B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, fol. 36–37, 234; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, 
Zrcadlo, fol. CIVr–CVIr, CCCVIr–v. See also the following footnote.

26)	B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, p. 9–11. From older literature on this subject, 
cf. Jaroslav PÁNEK, Poslední Rožmberkové. Velmoži české renesance, Praha 1989, p. 24; 
I. HRABĚTOVÁ, Erbovní pověsti, pp. 26–28, 138–139; Josef HRDLIČKA, Jak se utváří paměť. 
Legenda o dělení růží a její proměny na počátku 17. století, in: Václav Bůžek – Pavel Král (edd.), 
Paměť urozenosti, Praha 2007, pp. 68–87; Petr MAŤA, Rožmberská rodová legenda o původu 
z římského rodu Orsini před Oldřichem II. z Rožmberka (1403–1462), Studia Mediaevalia Bohe-
mica 5, 2013, pp. 245–292 (esp. p. 245 ff., which also cites older Czech and German studies); 
Petr MAŤA, The False Orsini from over the Alps: Negotiating Aristocratic Identity in Late Medie-
val and Early Modern Europe, Römische historische Mitteilungen 55, 2013, pp. 155–218. As 
regards Oldřich of Rosenberg see Anna KUBÍKOVÁ, Oldřich z Rožmberka, České Budějovice 
2004.

27)	 B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, pp. 138–145, B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, 
Zrcadlo, fol. LXXIIIr–b. He cites the chronicles of Dubravius and Hájek as his sources of in-
formation. See the note above. Hynek Berka of Dubá, documented in the first half of the 14th 
century, is considered the founder of the Berka family. See Ottův slovník naučný III, Praha 1890 
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older roots not only for the aristocracy but also for the lower nobility, often in 
families for which we have clearer evidence only from the late Middle Ages, espe-
cially from the post-Hussite period. An example of this is the Sekerkas of Sedčice, 
who, according to Paprocký, originated from the Vršovec family, a lineage that re-
peatedly attempted to overthrow the ruling Přemyslid princes in the 11th and 
12th centuries. In order to extend the history of families, he often relied on alleged 
privileges that nobles were said to have obtained, whether he had only heard of 
them or may have had the opportunity to see certain forgeries, which we usually 
cannot prove.28)

Otherwise, the misinterpretation of coats of arms also served to evoke antiquity. 
Although he was a relatively good expert on both the Polish and Bohemian-
Moravian nobility, he relied heavily on analogies and on the so-called legends of 
coats of arms, which were not limited to Central Europe. There is older literature 
on Paprocký as well,29) so I will not go into it in detail. It should be noted, however, 
that Paprocký himself was aware that these legends were not entirely reliable in 
some known cases, such as the Pernštejn family, an important and wealthy lordly 
family with estates in Bohemia and Moravia. For them, he offers two variants 
explaining how the black bison’s head with golden hawks in the nostrils came to 
appear in their coat of arms.30) With regard to the nobility, Paprocký drew on 
knowledge of coats of arms found in written sources, including literary ones, but 
also on iconographic monuments such as paintings, galleries of coats of arms, and 

p. 813–814; Hermann KNOTHE, Die Berka von der Duba auf Hohnstein, Wildenstein, Tollen-
stein und ihre Beziehungen zu den meissnischen Fürsten, Neues Archiv für Sächsische Geschich-
te 2, 1881, pp. 193–236; Hermann KNOTHE, Zur Genealogie der Berka von der Duba und dem 
Hause Mühlstein, Mitteilungen des Nordböhmischen Exkursions-Club 7, 1885, pp. 81–101; Jan 
HALADA, Lexikon české šlechty, Praha 1992, pp. 19–20; Jana JANIŠOVÁ – Dalibor JANIŠ 
– Martin ASCHENBRENNER a kol., Berkové z Dubé a Zákupy, Zákupy 2021. See also 
I. HRABĚTOVÁ, Erbovní pověsti, pp. 31 ff.

28)	As regards the Vršovec family, cf. B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu rytířském, p. 17. See 
also Julius LIPPERT, Social-Geschichte Böhmens in vorhussitischer Zeit I. Die slavische Zeit und 
ihre gesellschaftlichen Schöpfungen, Prag – Wien – Leipzig 1896, pp. 180–190; Petr KOPAL, 
Neznámý známý rod. Pokus o genealogii Vršovců, Sborník archivních prací 51, 2001, pp. 3–84; 
Josef ŽEMLIČKA, Čechy v době knížecí (1034–1198), Praha 2007, pp. 14–15, 130–133.

29)	I  mean mainly the work of I. HRABĚTOVÁ, Erbovní pověsti.
30)	B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo, fol. XXVIIv–XXVIIIr; I. HRABĚTOVÁ, Erbovní pověsti, 

pp. 21–24, 140. Paprocký based his work on, among other things, the writings of Polish histo-
rian Jan Długosz (1415–1480). But he used also other Polish authors. Zygmund CELI-
CHOWSKI (ed.), Jan Dlugosz. Insignia seu Clenodia Regis et Regni Poloniae. Z kodeksu kórni-
ckiego, Poznań 1885, p. 20–21. Concerning the family of Pernštejn, see also Ivana HRABĚTO-
VÁ, K původu pernštejnské erbovní pověsti, Časopis Matice moravské 109, 1990, pp. 5–15; Petr 
VOREL, Páni z Pernštejna: Vzestup a pád rodu zubří hlavy v dějinách Čech a Moravy, Praha 2012, 
pp. 9–15. 
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similar materials, as well as depictions of coats of arms on various buildings, tomb-
stones, sarcophagi, or within epitaphs.31)

Concerning the former, it should be noted that Paprocký also clearly perceived 
the marriage policy of the nobility as an element shaping noble status, or rather its 
degree, which could lead to changes not only in property ownership but also in ti-
tles and especially in coats of arms. This could evidently contribute to the later rise 
of individual families, including their social capital and thus their prestige. As for 
changes in coats of arms, or rather their improvement, these were facilitated not 
only by the real or alleged merits of certain nobles but also by real or alleged kin-
ship with other families, especially those perceived as nobler within the hierarchy 
of the nobility, as in the case of the Rosenbergs already mentioned. 

Paprocký also noted coats of arms and noble titles on tombstones, which he 
knew not only from written sources but also from his own experience; he himself 
visited a number of noble residences and apparently sought out certain noble fa
mily burial sites in both Moravia and Bohemia.32) As far as titles of nobility are 
concerned, he cites as his main source the so-called titulary books, especially for 
officials in various offices, some of which were printed in the 16th century and list, 
among other things, the correct titles of persons living at that time. It cannot be 
ruled out that Paprocký also used other sources, such as certain charters, parlia-
mentary records, and depictions (for example of sessions of the provincial court or 
the Land Diet).33)

31)	 See, for example, the situation of the lords of Berka of Dubá, lords of Boskovice, Haugwitz, 
Lobkowitz, Ludanice, Smiřice, Vrbno, Voračický of Paběnice and Kamýcký of Lstiboř: B. PA-
PROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, p. 131, 156, 322; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, 
O stavu rytířském, p. 35, 222; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo, pp. XXIIIr–v, LXIIIv–LX-
VIr, CCCVv, LXIIIv–LXIIIIr (separate foliation after part dedicated to the Lords of the Mora-
vian Margraviate), LXXVv, CIIIr, CXXVIIr. It is remarkable that he also observed tombstones 
of many noble women.

32)	I nterestingly, Paprocký also took note of children‘s gravestones. See, for example, those of the 
Voračický of Paběnice family. B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu rytířském, p. 35. 

33)	As regards the books of titles, cf. for example Brikcí Z LICKA , Titulové stavu duchovního 
a světského, Praha 1534; Mikuláš ŠÚD ZE SEMANÍNA, Formy a notule listuov všelijakých, 
jichž stavowé v tomto království českém vůbec používají […] titulář stavuov, duchovního o světského, 
Praha 1556 (revised editions published in 1567 and 1572); Šebestián FAUKNAR, Titulář ob-
sahující v sobě v jazyku českém předně formy listů všelijakých v potřebách lidských, Praha 1589. 
As regards Land Diets and their records, he was also able to use some prints of them. E.g. Tito 
artykulové na sněmu obecním, kterýž držán byl na Hradě pražském, léta tísícého pětistého 
čtyřidcátého sedmého […] svolení jsou, Praha 1547. Concerning the other sources mentioned 
above, Paprocký uses them very frequently, though in a scattered manner. Unfortunately, it is 
usually not known where he accessed them, i.e. which family archives he may have visited, etc. 
B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, passim; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu 
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Virtues also served as an important element of noble identity among the Central 
European nobility, both for living nobles and for their ancestors. These virtues 
could be, and often were, presumed qualities projected far into the past, but they 
could also be real. Here, it is clear that he was writing at a time when the Renais-
sance and Humanism were developing.34) For example, for several individuals for 
whom we can indeed find evidence in other sources, he emphasised education, 
which he linked to greater prestige and the possibility of social mobility; he also 
noted the language skills of some nobles or their literary activities.35) In addition, 
however, he referred to virtues of a different kind, such as the alleged bravery for 
which a particular person was rewarded with a coat of arms, often in the context 
of heraldic legends.36) During the 16th and early 17th centuries, the prestige of the 
nobility increased significantly if they were awarded the Order of the Golden 
Fleece for their merits.37)

In addition, he often emphasised the service of the nobility to the country in 
various offices, such as the Land Diet or the court, according to which he partly 
structured his work, but also their service to the estates and the monarch in other 
spheres, such as diplomacy, the church hierarchy – logically especially in relation 
to the bishops of Olomouc – or the army. Belonging to a particular denomination 
could also be considered part of noble identity. Sometimes we find other virtues 
emphasised as part of good noble status, such as knowing how to manage estates 
well.38) 

rytířském, passim; B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo, passim. Paprocký apparently used 
the Land registers (desky zemské) in some cases as well. Ibidem, fol. CXXXr.   

34)	O n humanism in the Czech lands in the 15th and 16th centuries, cf. in addition to the titles 
cited in note 3 also Ivo HLOBIL – Eduard PETRŮ, Humanismus a raná renesance na Moravě, 
Praha 1992; Robert DITTMANN – Jiří JUST, Biblical Humanism in Bohemia and Moravia in 
the 16th Century, Brepols 2017; Bořek NEŠKUDLA, Czech national humanism, Acta Musei 
nationalis Pragae Serties C 57, 2012, pp. 35–39; Petr VOIT, Humanismus v novém konceptu 
literatury českých zemí (1. polovina 16. století), Česká literatura 65, 2017, pp. 181–212. 

35)	 See B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, p. 128, 318, 322, 343, 392; B. PAPROCKÝ 
Z HLOHOL, O stavu rytířském, p. 33, 88, 91, 94, 133, 146, 167, 168, 200, 350, 356; B. PA-
PROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo, fol. CCCIXv, LXVr (separate foliation, also further), XCIIIv, 
XCIVa, XCVv, CXLIIv, CXLVr, CCCXXv, CCCLVr, CCCLXXIVv. He also mentions girls‘ 
education, albeit rather exceptionally, and emphasises it. Cf. B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, 
O stavu panském, s. 281. From the older literature to the upbringing and education of the Bo-
hemian and Moravian nobility, see at least Martin HOLÝ, Zrození renesančního kavalíra. Vý-
chova a vzdělávání šlechty (1500–1620), Praha 2010 (an english summary pp. 555–562).

36)	 See in detail many examples I. HRABĚTOVÁ, Pověsti, passim.
37)	 B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, p. 332.
38)	 See e.g. B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, pp. 95, 249, 320, 321, 322–323; 

B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu rytířském, pp. 77 ff., 88, 91, 140, 165 ff., 168, 170, 330; 
B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo, fol. XCIIIIr, CCCXXXVIIIr, CXLr–CXLIIr, CCCLVr.
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Paprocký paid particular attention to the military as a traditional attribute of the 
nobility, especially its fight against the infidels – in his time, the Turks. This ap-
proach is evident both in his treatment of noble virtues, where he emphasised the 
merits of the nobility in this struggle against the Ottomans, and in the genealogical 
sense, where the tone is rather negative. Thus, despite the considerable distance in 
time from the Battle of Mohács in 1526, Paprocký’s work reflects the tragic mark 
left on the nobility of the Czech lands by the death or capture of many of its mem-
bers in that battle.39) However, Paprocký also uses other elements in the construc-
tion of identity and in distinguishing individual noble families or persons, as can be 
observed in his Polish works. In these treatises, however, as well as in The Mirror of 
the Margraviate of Moravia and Diadochos, such elements are less pronounced than 
those I have already mentioned.

First of all, it concerns land ownership: the greater and longer the continuity, the 
better. Paprocký was also well aware of the problems of the Bohemian and Mora-
vian nobility of his time, especially their high indebtedness, which often led to the 
disintegration of large estates. On the other hand, there were also new opportuni-
ties, even for nobles who, in reality, had not belonged to the higher nobility a cen-
tury earlier. In addition to nobility itself, another important element related to 
landed property was the sophisticated marriage strategies employed by the wealthy. 
Paprocký also examines these among both the upper and lower nobility.40)

Another characteristic of the nobility is their lifestyle. Although its characterisa-
tion is not Paprocký’s primary aim, references to it are clearly visible in his works 
on the Bohemian and Moravian nobility. It was also connected with aristocratic 
estates, many of which are mentioned in The Mirror of the Margraviate of Moravia 
and Diadochos. In the 16th and early 17th centuries, several aristocratic castles and 
chateaux were built, rebuilt, or reconstructed, and their surroundings – gardens 
and other areas – were also altered. Paprocký took note of this as well.41)

Conluding remarks

In conclusion, it may be stated that although Paprocký used a variety of sources 
available to him – official, literary, and others – which could lend objectivity to his 
knowledge of the nobility of the Czech lands, his intention, as in his earlier works 
on the Polish nobility, was primarily to glorify the highest strata of society. To this 

39)	B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, pp. 169, 204, 317, 319, 370, 386; B. PAPROC-
KÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu rytířském, pp. 22, 27, 36, 64, 75 ff., 138, 155, 171 ff., 308; B. PA-
PROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, Zrcadlo, fol. CCXCIXv.

40)	B. PAPROCKÝ Z HLOHOL, O stavu panském, pp. 133, 322, 342.
41)	H e mentions them so often that it is impossible to refer to individual occurrences in his works.
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end, he employed a number of the tools mentioned above. In some cases he did 
show a degree of critical distance from his sources, though generally not where this 
would have undermined his main narrative of an ancient noble family. When he 
did, it tended to concern families of lesser importance, such as those of the lower 
nobility.

If we compare Paprocký with other authors who dealt with the aristocracy of the 
Czech lands and who, among other things, focused on some of the elements that 
constituted noble status, we can see certain analogies as well as a number of diffe
rences. I am sure you have noticed this yourself when comparing the works of 
Balbín and Paprocký, which were written many decades apart. Paprocký’s work 
was also used as a source by Balbín. Even Enlightenment historiography did not 
condemn Paprocký in any way, unlike some of his predecessors, such as Václav 
Hájek of Libočany. 
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Martin H o l ý

Konstrukce šlechtické identity 
v díle Bartoloměje Paprockého z Hlohol

shrnutí

Předkládaná studie analyzuje literární a historický přínos polského spisovatele 
a genealoga Bartoloměje Paprockého z Hlohol (cca 1540–1614) k utváření šlechtic-
ké identity v Čechách a na Moravě na přelomu 16. a 17. století. Jelikož česká šlech-
ta v tomto období procházela významnými transformacemi v oblasti majetkové 
držby, konfese i vnitřní stratifikace, Paprockého dílo slouží jako zásadní zdroj pro 
pochopení toho, jak šlechta sama pojímala svou vlastní kontinuitu a prestiž.

Autor úvodem vymezuje Paprockého biografický kontext jako východisko pro 
pochopení vlastní tvorby. Paprocký, pocházející z řad nižší polské šlechty a vzděla-
ný na Krakovské univerzitě, byl po bitvě u Byčiny (1588) nucen odejít do exilu. 
Nalezl útočiště v českých zemích, nejprve na Moravě a později v Čechách, kde jej 
podporovali významní aristokratičtí mecenáši, jako byl olomoucký biskup a rod 
Zajíců z Házmburka. Právě v tomto období exilu vytvořil svá stěžejní díla o domácí 
šlechtě: Zrcadlo slavného markrabství moravského (1593) a Diadochos (1602). Na 
rozdíl od jeho dřívějších polských spisů, pro něž byla charakteristická směs kroni-
kářského a narativního stylu, zčásti bez ohledu na stav, o němž pojednával, byla 
tato díla přizpůsobena specifické sociální hierarchii českých zemí, v níž panský 
stav zaujímal dominantní postavení vůči rytířstvu a městům.

Ústřední teze článku zkoumá mechanismy, jež Paprocký využíval ke konstruová-
ní a posilování obrazu šlechty. Autor identifikuje několik pilířů této konstrukce 
identity:

1. Starobylost a genealogie: Nejvýraznějším znakem šlechtictví je v Paprockého 
díle tvrzení o prastarém původu. S využitím problematických pramenů, včetně čas-
to užívané kroniky Václava Hájka z Libočan, Paprocký rutinně prodlužoval rodo-
kmeny šlechtických rodů až do 8. či 10. století, tedy hluboko před dobu doloženou 
písemnými prameny. Opakujícím se motivem je připisování cizího – zejména řím-
ského či italského – původu vysoce postaveným rodům (např. spojování Rožmber-
ků s rodem Orsini), což byla praxe mající za cíl integrovat domácí elitu do širšího 
rámce evropské aristokracie, a tak zdůraznit její starobylost.

2. Heraldika a ikonografie: Paprocký využíval erby nejen jako identifikační zna-
ky, nýbrž jako historické texty. Výrazně se opíral o erbovní pověsti, tedy o vysvětle-
ní původu konkrétních znamení, která interpretoval jako odměny za dávné hrdin-
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ské činy. Autor poznamenává, že Paprocký kombinoval písemné prameny s hmot-
nými důkazy, studoval náhrobky, architekturu a galerie za účelem validace titulů 
a  rodokmenů, ačkoliv často upřednostňoval narativní glorifikaci před kritickou 
přesností.

3. Ctnosti a humanismus: V souladu s vlivem renesančního humanismu rozšířil 
Paprocký definici šlechtické identity nad rámec pokrevní linie o osobní ctnosti. 
Kladl důraz na vzdělání, literární dovednosti a jazykovou vybavenost jako na klíčo-
vé znaky prestiže. Veřejná služba ve prospěch společenství (res publica) – ať už 
prostřednictvím zastávání úřadů, činnosti v diplomacii či v církevní hierarchii – 
byla navíc prezentována jako základní šlechtická povinnost.

4. Vojenský étos: Navzdory humanistickému posunu zůstala tradiční válečnická 
role šlechty prvořadá. Paprocký specificky rámoval boj proti „nevěřícím“ (osman-
ským Turkům) jako primární zdroj legitimity a cti, čímž reflektoval trauma a odkaz 
bitvy u Moháče (1526).

5. Socioekonomické faktory: Texty rovněž odrážejí materiální realitu doby, když 
uznávají význam kontinuity držby půdy a sofistikovaných sňatkových strategií 
uplatňovaných za účelem zachování majetku a společenského postavení.

Závěrem článek konstatuje, že ačkoli Paprockého dílo využívalo rozličné úřední 
a literární prameny, jeho primárním cílem byla glorifikace nejvyšších vrstev společ-
nosti, jejíž členové byli často mecenáši Paprockého. Jeho kritický odstup byl tudíž 
selektivní. Nicméně i přes spoléhání se na fabulace a mýty zůstává Paprockého dílo 
zásadním pramenem pro pochopení sebepojetí raně novověké šlechty, přemosťují-
cím propast mezi středověkými kronikami a pozdější barokní a osvícenskou histo-
riografií.


