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AbstraCt

The first half of the 17th century brought structural changes to the noble society of Bohemia. The 
transformation included an arrival of noble families from abroad and ennobling of people from 
lower social origin. This paper analyses how Bohuslav Balbín, a leading historian and a Jesuit, 
perceived these changes and what were his personal contacts to the members of this new group.
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Introduction

When Josef Pekař described the transformation of the Czech nobility resulting 
from confiscations and other processes associated with the Thirty Years’ War in 
his study Bílá Hora. Její příčiny a následky, he quoted Bohuslav Balbín’s words 
from his work Dissertatio apologetica pro lingua Slavonica, praecipue Bohemica: 
“Balbín, who bore so heavily the foreign nobility flooding his homeland, gathering for 
the feast prepared for them, and who felt so vividly the danger threatening the Slavic 
language from there, recalls that the 50 foreign noble families who settled in Bohemia 
‘after the last expulsion of the Bohemian nobility’ were in a short time completely ex-
tinct. And he rejoices that Bohemia is a graveyard of foreigners.”1)

*	T his 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)	 Josef PEKAŘ, Bílá Hora. Její příčiny a následky, Praha 1921, p. 98.
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Pekař was not the only one to highlight this statement by Balbín. After all, the 
arrival of a new and foreign nobility was and remains a fundamental topic in Czech 
historiography regarding the 17th century. This topic has several levels as it is 
shown in this article. Primarily there are the simple historic facts: What was the 
proportion of members of foreign noble families that moved to Bohemia or other 
parts of the Czech lands? Furthermore, who assigned these identities to whom 
among the foreigners and newcomers? Understandably, views of this process have 
changed over time, which is also true of the view of Bohuslav Balbín himself who 
remains a focus for individual directions of research that seek their own relation-
ship to the scholar. My main question is the reception of newly-arrived nobles in 
the Czech lands as reflected in Balbín’s work and his personal relationships with 
members of these families.2) The structure of this text is also subject to the ques-
tions defined above. The changes to noble society in the period are first briefly in-
troduced as is the basic terminology; followed by general information about Bo-
huslav Balbín, his patriotism, and the interpretations of his work in selected direc-
tions and evolutionary phases in historiography. The third part is dedicated to 
Balbín’s works and his personal contacts. 

The Transformation of the Nobility in the 17th Century

Many new noble families came from abroad to the Czech lands during the Thirty 
Years’ War, and some residents were raised to the nobility. Waves of property 
confiscations (first from the participants of the revolt of Bohemian estates and 
then from Albrecht of Wallenstein/Waldstein and his supporters), accelerated 
and eased access to property ownership for the newly appearing nobles. For 
a complete picture, we should also note that Albrecht of Wallenstein may have 
been Balbín’s godfather.3) While the recipients of estates were mostly domestic in 
the first wave of confiscations (1620s), most of the new owners were foreign (e.g. 
from outside the Czech lands) in the case of the Wallenstein confiscations.4) In 

2)	T his question has been raised by Olga KVĚTOŇOVÁ-KLÍMOVÁ, Styky Bohuslava Balbína 
s českou šlechtou pobělohorskou, Český časopis historický (further ČČH) 32, 1926, pp. 497–
541, here p. 530.

3)	 Władisław BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbín, Bratislava 1932, p. 59.
4)	 Josef JANÁČEK, Valdštejn a jeho doba, Praha 1978, pp. 525–531; Tomáš V. BÍLEK, Dějiny 

konfiskací v  Čechách po r. 1618 I–II, Praha 1882–1883; Petr ČORNEJ, Vliv pobělohorských 
konfiskací na skladbu feudální třídy, Acta Universitatis Carolinae – Philosophica et Historica 
1, 1976, pp. 165–194; Ondřej FELCMAN, Majetkové poměry feudální třídy v druhé polovině 
17. století, Acta Universitatis Carolinae – Philosophica et Historica 1, 1976, pp. 195–228; for 
Moravia see Tomáš KNOZ, Pobělohorské konfiskace. Moravský průběh, středoevropské souvislos-
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the mid-17th century, there were 9 individuals among the 20 largest landowners 
that acquired their inkolat (i.e. admission to the noble society of Bohemia, includ-
ing the ability to acquire estates) only after 1620. In Moravia, a total of 22 foreign 
noblemen received confiscated property (from all the waves of confiscation), 
which was 55 % of the total.5) Foreigners thus made up a significant group within 
the nobility, and many of them were among the highest and wealthiest strata 
(aristocracy), which made their position even more significant. 

It is also necessary to note the fact that members of foreign noble families ap-
peared in Bohemia and Moravia before the outbreak of the Thirty Years’ War, and 
this trend expanded during the reigns of Rudolf II (who made Prague his seat) and 
Matthias.6) This happened in parallel with Czech nobles integrating into court 
structures, although the topic of Bohemification was only raised with later sove
reigns based in Vienna.7) The grand majority of newly arriving nobles, especially 
after 1620, were dedicated to the interests of the Habsburgs and the Catholic faith 
as well as being decorated for their military or civilian service,8) otherwise they 
probably would not have been allowed to gain estates in the country. 

The social reality of the post-White Mountain nobility was very diverse and at-
tempts to define the group with simple stereotypes result in distortions and futili-
ty.9) However, this does not reduce the relevance of claims by contemporaries that 

ti, obecné aspekty, Brno 2006. For the families whose members acquired property from Wallen-
stein confiscation and owned a Czech inkolat before 1620 such as the Colloredo-Wallsee and 
Tiefenbachs: Petr VOREL, Šlechtická aristokracie barokní doby a  její sídla ve východních Če-
chách, Opera historica 5, 1996, pp. 335–363, here p. 340.

5)	T . KNOZ, Pobělohorské konfiskace, p. 793.
6)	M arek STARÝ, Cizozemci a spoluobyvatelé. Udělování českého obyvatelského práva (inkolátu) 

v době předbělohorské, Praha 2018; Václav BŮŽEK – Géza PÁLFFY, Integrating the Nobility 
from the Bohemian and Hungarian Lands at the Court of Ferdinand I., Historica 10, 2003, 
pp. 53–92; Václav BŮŽEK, Rudolf II. – jeho vláda, dvůr, mecenát a kulturní reprezentace ve 
šlechtických sídlech, in: Dana Dvořáčková-Malá – Jan Zelenka – František Záruba (edd.), Dvo-
ry a rezidence v proměnách času, Praha 2023, pp. 167–208; Petr MAŤA, Svět české aristokra-
cie (1500–1700), Praha 2004, pp. 142–152; P. VOREL, Šlechtická aristokracie, p. 340.

7)	T he proportion of Czech courtiers at the time of Rudolf’s death was about 10 %. V. BŮŽEK, 
Rudolf II., p. 197; Jiří HRBEK, Proměny ceremoniálu v  raném novověku, in: D. Dvořáčková-
Malá – J. Zelenka – F. Záruba (edd.), Dvory a  rezidence v proměnách času, Praha 2023, 
pp. 209–234, here p. 222; Thomas WINKELBAUER, Notiz zu der Frage: Gab es um die Mitte 
des 17. Jahrhunderts am Kaiserhof eine „böhmische“ bzw. „tschechische Partei“?, in: Thomas Win-
kelbauer (ed.), Kontakte und Konflikte. Böhmen, Mähren und Österreich: Aspekte eines Jahr-
tausendes gemeinsamer Geschichte, Horn 1993, pp. 197–202.

8)	 P. MAŤA, Svět, pp. 147–152; Václav BŮŽEK et al., Společnost českých zemí v raném novověku. 
Struktury – identity – konflikty, Praha 2010, pp. 93–98.

9)	 Petr MAŤA, Der Adel aus den böhmischen Ländern am Kaiserhof 1620–1740, Opera historica 
10, 2003, pp. 191–233.
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saw differences between domestic houses (traditional) and “foreign” new arrivals: 
in the reality on the ground, its understanding in the eyes of the actors of the time, 
and how they felt about it and expressed their feelings in their texts. In general, 
there are often complaints and negatively coded statements about the “new order” 
associated with the arrival of “foreigners”.10) To wit, this discourse would deserve 
its own research at the general level. 

It is clear this fundamental transformation of land ownership and the estates 
that mostly took place over a short period of just 15 years was noticed by commen-
tators, both contemporaries and younger generations (where we could expect 
a certain disassociation). Bohuslav Balbín (1621–1688) was one of these commen-
tators.11) He was born during the height of the confiscations. He attended his 
second Latin class in a newly built college in Albrecht of Wallenstein’s residence 
town of Jičín in 1632.12) He participated in the defence of Prague from the Swedes 
in 1648, which was probably a formative experience. The consensus is this is when 
he met painter Karel Škréta, who taught him about art.13) Although both are prima-
rily connected to traditional domestic noble houses, their other contacts are also 
significant as many newly arrived noblemen significantly contributed to construc-
tion and art in the period under study.14)

Bohuslav Balbín in Czech Historiography and Baroque Patriotism 

As a historian and the author of a series of engrossing works, Balbín was always an 
attractive topic for historians, and thus many authors and historical philosophers 
have projected their views onto him. For the purposes of this essay, it is necessary 

10)	 Srov. Milan KOPECKÝ (ed.), Valentin Bernard Jestřábský: Vidění rozličné sedláčka sprostného, 
Praha 1973, p. 139.

11)	A lthough Balbín lacks a modern bibliography as recently noted by Jiří M. HAVLÍK, Ohlédnu-
tí za konferencí a výhledy do budoucna, in: Kateřina Bobková-Valentová – Jiří M. Havlík – Karel 
Viták (edd.), BB400: Ó kráso Země české, vlastenče náš!, Klatovy 2021, pp. 321–328; we can 
use older literature: Jan P. KUČERA – Jiří RAK, Bohuslav Balbín a jeho místo v české kultuře, 
Praha 1983; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbín; Antonín REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbín T. J. Jeho život 
a práce, Praha 1908; Stanislaus WYDRA, Leben Bohuslaw Aloys Balbins, Praha 1788.

12)	 W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 11; A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbín, p. 34.
13)	 Jiří KROPÁČEK, Výtvarné umění u Bohuslava Balbína, in: Zuzana Pokorná – Martin Svatoš 

(edd.), Bohuslav Balbín a kultura jeho doby v Čechách, Praha 1992, pp. 111–121.
14)	O n builders and patrons of construction from the ranks of the new domestic nobility, see 

Ivana PANOCHOVÁ, Offiziere und Rivalen Albrecht von Waldsteins als Stifter von Bauwerken in 
der Zeit des Dreissigjährigen Kriegs in Böhmen und Mähren, Umění 54, 2006, pp. 492–503; Petr 
FIDLER, Císařský architekt a pevnostní stavitel Giovanni Pieroni, Opuscula Historiae Artium 
64, 2015, pp. 2–60.
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to separate the historical reality from the contemporary reactions to it (i.e. percep-
tion). The same approach is necessary when studying later interpretations of Bal-
bín, and one must be aware of one’s own position in the current paradigms of the 
historical sciences and external circumstances. 

Basically, it can be said Bohuslav Balbín was a respected authority during his life 
and after his death. Czech national revivalists interested in the Czech language 
praise his Dissertatio apologetica pro lingua Slavonica, praecipue Bohemica, pub-
lished by František Martin Pelcl in 1775, while critical historians note his use of 
historical sources, although with objections to accepting the work of Václav Hájek 
of Libočany.15) The nationally-tinged historiography of the 19th century empha-
sized Balbín’s complicated relationship with Bernard Ignác of Martinice as a re
presentative of “foreign” (i.e. Viennese and Habsburg) authority,16) while Balbín’s 
active participation in the defence of Prague from the Swedes was seen as an ex-
pression of his patriotism. 

Later authors also saw Balbín as a patriot that combatted Germanization and 
other persecution originating from the Viennese court or Bohemian authorities du
ring the “dark” times, and as opponent of Czechs’ reputation as heretics.17) Some 
even see Balbín as the first Czech Enlightenment thinker and national revivalist.18) 
Zdeňka Tichá called Balbín “the Dalimil of the 17th century”.19) The general view 
among Marxist (specifically Marxist-nationalist) historians includes a reduced inte
rest in cultural and educational history as well as him being a Jesuit, which was an 

15)	R ichard PRAŽÁK, Osvícenská fáze českého národního obrození a Uhry, Sborník prací Filozo-
fické fakulty brněnské univerzity C, řada historická 36, 1987, pp. 95–107; Josef HANUŠ, Bo-
huslava Balbína Bohemia Docta, ČČH 12, 1906, pp. 133–148, here p. 136.

16)	A . REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbín, p. 206; Jan MUK, Po stopách národního vědomí české šlechty 
pobělohorské, Praha 1931, p. 113. Attention to this conflict is also given in Balbín’s Trophaeum: 
Zbyněk KOČVAR – Josef HEJNIC (edd.), Pamětní nápis Bernardu Ignácovi z Martinic, Praha 
1988. To contextualize this conflict see Petr MAŤA, Patres Patriae Or Proditores Patriae? Legi-
timizing and De-Legitimizing the Authority of the Provincial Estates in Seventeenth-Century Bohe-
mia, in: Balázs Trencsényi – Márton Zászkaliczky (edd.), Whose Love of Which Country? 
Composite States, National Histories and Patriotic Discourses in Early Modern East Central 
Europe, Leiden 2010, https://doi.org/10.1163/ej.9789004182622.i-784.61.

17)	 W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbín, pp. 60–62; Josef VÁLKA, Politický smysl Balbínovy historiografie, 
Česká literatura 36, 1988, pp. 385–399.

18)	 Josef HAUBELT, České osvícenství, Praha 1986, pp. 76–89. Hanuš described him as an “awake-
ner” of the Czech aristocracy: J. HANUŠ, Bohuslava Balbína Bohemia Docta, p. 140.

19)	A fter the author of a Czech written chronicle from the 14th century. Zdeňka TICHÁ, Život 
a dílo Bohuslava Balbína, in: Zdeňka Tichá (ed.), Bohuslav Balbín. Krásy a bohatství české 
země, Praha 1986, pp. 9–45, here p. 34.
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organization associated with the persecution of the Czech people.20) The references 
to Balbín’s social sensitivity are also noteworthy, specifically his sympathies for 
peasants in revolt whose situation was put into the context of the “new order” and 
the arrival of foreigners. These views were summarized by Eduard Maur, who (keep-
ing his distance from ideological bias) pointed out the general criticism of social 
conditions in Balbín’s works as well as by other authors of the time.21) Balbín’s spe-
cific position was his emphasis on the old orders as seen in historical registers 
(urbariums etc.) where he saw an appropriate burden put on the subject people 
compared with the later pressure they faced as a result of the General Crisis of the 
17th century.22)

A cultural turn in approaching Balbín came in the form of Kučera and Rak’s 
book published in 1983.23) Their impetus was then continued (to a certain extent) 
by contributions to a conference about Balbín organized by the Památník národ-
ního písemnictví [Memorial of National Literature] marking the 300th anniversa-
ry of Balbín’s death.24) Modern and current historiography praise Balbín for his 
scholarship, inter-confessional contacts (including the acceptance of non-Catholic 
authors and exiles, e.g. Pavel Stránský and Jan Amos Comenius), and the Euro-
pean dimensions of this exceptional polymath25) stemming from his interest in li
terary theory, art history, and the natural sciences, which count him as a pioneer.26) 

20)	On research performed as Balbín would have in his time, compare with Martin SVATOŠ, 
Ohlédnutí za balbínovským bádáním v Československu do balbínovské konference v roce 1988, in: 
K. Bobková-Valentová – J. M. Havlík – K. Viták (edd.), BB400, pp. 13–20. For example, Hau-
belt saw Balbín’s criticism of social oppression and despite that he considered Balbín as an 
individual whose works condoned “subjugation of the Czech people to the Catholic nobility, Ca-
tholic Vienna, and Papal Rome“. J. HAUBELT, České osvícenství, p. 84.

21)	E duard MAUR, Pobělohorské poddanské poměry a Bohuslav Balbín, in: Z. Pokorná – M. Svatoš 
(edd.), Bohuslav Balbín, pp. 13–22; J. VÁLKA, Politický smysl, p. 394; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav 
Balbín, p. 60.

22)	I bidem, p. 20.
23)	 J. P. KUČERA – J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbín.
24)	 Z. POKORNÁ – M. SVATOŠ (edd.), Bohuslav Balbín.
25)	Balbín’s numerous foreign contacts (e.g. Jean Gamans, Christian Arnold, Christian Weise, 

Mikuláš Leczycký, the Bollandists, and others) were emphasized by J. P. KUČERA – J. RAK, 
Bohuslav Balbín, pp. 104–107; Cyril VOTRUBEC, Balbín o Komenském, Český zápas 64, 1984, 
nr. 42, p. 4; Ludwig RICHTER (ed.), Der Briefwechsel zwischen Bohuslav Balbín und Christian 
Weise 1678–1688, Stuttgart 2010; Z. TICHÁ, Život a dílo, p. 16; Václav CHROUST – Zdeňka 
BURŠÍKOVÁ – Karel VITÁK (edd.), „Dělám to k  větší slávě Boží a  chvále vlasti.“ Bohuslav 
Balbín a jeho doba, Klatovy 2014. Most recently including consideration of desiderata from 
research into Balbín, see K. BOBKOVÁ-VALENTOVÁ – J. M. HAVLÍK – K. VITÁK (edd.), 
BB400.

26)	 J. KROPÁČEK, Výtvarné umění; Eduard PETRŮ, Bohuslav Balbín jako teoretik literatury a lite-
rární historik, in: Z. Pokorná – M. Svatoš (edd.), Bohuslav Balbín, p. 161–164; Stanislav KO-
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Attempts at defining the ambiguities of Balbín’s life in literary fiction are also note-
worthy.27)

The interpretation of Balbín’s works and the opinions expressed therein changed 
as he was claimed by various historiographic schools of thought. However, all the 
historiographic schools note the phenomenon of “baroque patriotism” in associa-
tion with Balbín, which is usually defined as a love for one’s homeland within the 
context of a specific baroque culture shaped by post-Tridentine Catholicism.28) Ba-
roque patriotism thus includes admiration for natural beauty, pride in a glorious 
past, emphasis on using the Czech language, and venerating Czech saints and na-
tional patrons. In Balbín, these characteristics are combined with a deep know
ledge of topography and history. The Czech nobility played an important role in 
this concept. Balbín saw them as the bearer of historical traditions and national 
dignity, as well as being an export product of a sort when he stresses the interest 
from foreigners in marriages with Czech noble houses.29) Balbín is a traditionalist 
in terms of defending historical rights and privileges. He also notes the deep roots 
of the piety of the time, which he registers in varying waves from the earliest Mid-
dle Ages through Charles IV (while elevating Arnošt of Pardubice), up to relatively 
recent history. Balbín presents the idea of a holy Bohemia as a realm with many 
miraculous sites that are connected to domestic, often Marian cults.30) Balbín was 
proud of this Bohemia abundant with natural beauty and wealth and inhabited by 
good, pious people blessed by God’s favour expressed through the frequency of 
miraculous sites, and he disapproved of criticism or sarcastic remarks about Bohe-
mia or its people.31)

MÁREK – Jiří ČEPELÁK (edd.), Bohuslav Balbín. Rozmanitosti z historie království českého, 
Praha 2017; Stanislav KOMÁREK, Balbínův přírodopis Čech, in: Miscellanea nejen balbínov-
ská. Barokní jezuitské Klatovy 2018, Klatovy 2020, pp. 14–23.

27)	 Stanislav KOMÁREK, Jezovita Balbinus, Praha 2023.
28)	 Jiří MIKULEC, National and Baroque Patriotism (Case Study: Bohemia), Comenius. Journal of 

Euro-American civilization 8, 2021, pp. 244–259; Martin SVATOŠ, Posvátné Čechy, zdroje ba-
rokního patriotismu, in: Jaroslav Pánek et al. (edd.), Idea českého státu v proměnách staletí: 
fakta, úvahy, souvislosti, Praha 2008, pp. 107–116; Jan VÍT, Poznámka k Balbínovu a vůbec 
baroknímu patriotismu, in: Z. Pokorná – M. Svatoš (edd.), Bohuslav Balbín, pp. 46–50.

29)	Eduard TONNER (ed.), Bohuslav Balbín. Rozprava na obranu jazyka slovanského, zvláště pak 
českého, Praha 1869, pp. 95–111; Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Dissertatio apologetica, pro lingua 
Slavonica praecipue bohemica, Praha 1775, p. 77.

30)	Anna-Marie PÍPALOVÁ, Bohuslav Balbín and the Patriotic Reconceptualization of Bohemia, 
c. 1650–1675, The Historical Journal 65, 2022, pp. 992–1014, doi:10.1017/S0018246X22000115; 
Howard LOUTHAN, Converting Bohemia. Force and Persuasion in the Catholic Reformation, 
New York – Cambridge 2009, p. 132–145.

31)	 W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 32.
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In the context of patriotism, we should note the statement by Balbín’s contem-
porary, Jesuit General Paul Oliva. In association with the censoring of Balbín’s 
works, he called for his preventive transfer from Prague: “I know the government 
suspects P. Balbín, who they hate for his captivating, passionate interest in favour of the 
Czech people, which is why you should remove him from Prague to somewhere where 
he won’t be able to harm us [i.e. the Jesuit order].”32) This transfer from place to 
place allowed Balbín to discover the territory and build a deep relationship to his 
homeland. It should also be noted that Balbín’s friend, the painter Karel Škréta 
(known for his depiction of domestic cults of saints and topics from Czech histo-
ry), is also listed among the ranks of baroque patriots.33) 

The Foreign Nobility in Balbín’s Life and Work 

There is the question of how much we should separate Balbín’s works (which were 
partially printed and published), from the man himself.34) In light of possible (self)-
censorship and the nature of the sources, this paper attempts to examine each part 
of the relationship between Balbín and foreign nobles separately: How are foreign 
noblemen depicted in Balbín’s works? What can be learned about his personal re-
lationships? Was there a qualitative difference between Balbín the author and Bal-
bín the individual who would personally come into contact with members of the 
newly arrived noble families (e.g. as an educated visitor or as a  teacher)? Josef 
Válka already noted this problem in his attempt to interpret the political meaning 
of Balbín’s works where he had to process intangible obstacles in terms of censor-
ship and Balbín concealing his true opinions about specific people.35)

If we look at the dedications in Balbín’s works,36) there is a clear predominance 
of traditional Czech and Moravian noble houses from the highest-ranking aristo-
crats to individuals from the lower nobility and houses rising on the social ladder 
(e.g. the counts Slavata of Chlum and Košumberk,37) the counts of Valdštejn/

32)	A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbín, p. 206.
33)	 J. P. KUČERA – J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 182.
34)	O . KVĚTOŇOVÁ-KLÍMOVÁ, Styky, p. 530.
35)	 J. VÁLKA, Politický smysl, p. 388.
36)	Marta VACULÍNOVÁ, K termínům dedikant a dedikátor, Kniha a dějiny 28, 2021, pp. 182–

183.
37)	T his was Ferdinand Vilém Slavata (dedicated Examen melissaeum) and Jan Jiří Jáchym Slava-

ta (the addressee of the seventh volume of the first decade of the Miscellanea): Jiří KUBEŠ, 
Sídla Jana Jiřího Jáchyma hraběte Slavaty z Chlumu a Košumberka (1634/37–1689) v proměně, 
Scientific Papers of the University of Pardubice – Series C 9, 2003, pp. 55–87.
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Waldstein,38) Adolf Vratislav Count of Šternberk,39) Jan František Count of Vrbno 
and Bruntál,40) Jindřich Fridrich Count of Gutštejn,41) Kryštof František Count 
Vratislav of Mitrovice, František Oldřich Count Kinský of Vchynice and Tetov,42) 
the Knights Malovec of Malovice,43) Karel Maxmilián Count Lažanský of Buko
vá).44) The exception to this definition is Jan Maxmilián Count of Lamberg, a mem-
ber of the Privy Council (Geheime Konferenz) and the Grand Master of the Court 
(Obersthofmeister). Balbín dedicated his work Epitome historica rerum Bohemi-
carum to him, and it would have never been printed without Lamberg’s help.45) The 
Lambergs received a Moravian inkolat in 1607, so they were not counted among 
new arrivals, nor did Balbín see them that way. Jan Maxmilián himself was born in 
Brno in 1608 as the son of Johanna Scala and Jiří Zikmund of Lamberg (courtiers 

38)	The third and fourth volumes of the first decade of the Miscellanea were dedicated to the Pra-
gue Archbishop of the time, Jan Fridrich of Valdštejn, while Balbín dedicated his Qvaesita 
oratoria to Karel Ferdinand and his son Karel Arnošt, compare with Jiří M. HAVLÍK, Jan 
Fridrich z Valdštejna. Arcibiskup a mecenáš doby baroka, Vyšehrad 2016; Jiří HRBEK, Barokní 
Valdštejnové v Čechách 1640–1740, Praha 2013. 

39)	He received the first volume of the second decade of the Miscellanea Martin BAKEŠ, Mimo-
řádná diplomatická mise Adolfa Vratislava ze Šternberka: Švédské království v polovině 70. let 17. 
století očima císařského vyslance, Folia Historica Bohemica 29, 2014, pp.  31–62; Miroslava 
JOUZOVÁ – Ladislav JOUZA, Adolf Vratislav ze Šternberka jako stavebník pražského paláce na 
Malé Straně a barokního areálu v Zásmukách, in: Olga Fejtová – Václav Ledvinka – Jiří Pešek 
(edd.), Život pražských paláců: šlechtické paláce jako součást městského organismu od středo-
věku na práh moderní doby, Praha 2009, pp. 193–217.

40)	The Count of Vrbno was the recipient of the dedication of the genealogical tables issued in the 
second volume of the second decade of the Miscellanea. Rudolf BRÁZDIL, Zprávy o počasí 
z let 1655–1656 v deníku Jana Františka Bruntálského z Vrbna, Časopis Matice moravské 127, 
2008, pp. 455–467.

41)	T he Count of Gutštejn was the recipient of the dedication of the Syntagma historicum. Ondřej 
PODAVKA, Vzájemná korespondence Bohuslava Balbína a  Aloise Hackenschmidta z  let 
1664‒1667, Listy filologické 136, 2013, pp. 161–188.

42)	T he eighth volume of the first decade of the Miscellanea. For comparison see Jiří M. HAVLÍK, 
Diarium Kinsky 1663–1672: klíče k Františku Oldřichovi Kinskému (1634–1699), Folia Historica 
Bohemica 29, 2014, pp. 133–165.

43)	Alena BOČKOVÁ, Balbínova Diva Montis Sancti a její dobové překlady, in: V. Chroust – Z. Bur-
šíková – K. Viták (edd.), „Dělám to k větší slávě, pp. 70-91; See also František KOREŠ, Promě-
na nižší šlechty Království českého v pobělohorské době, České Budějovice 2023.

44)	Received the dedication of the work Versimilia humaniorum disciplinarum. Jan ŠTĚPÁNEK, 
Rod Lažanských ve vztahu k uměleckému prostředí českých zemí, Ph. D. thesis, Charles Univer-
sity, Praha 2017, pp. 26–46.

45)	Lamberg was not Balbín’s only defender at the imperial court, as his supporters also included 
the Emperor’s confessor Filip Müller and court librarian Peter Lambeck. J. P. KUČERA – 
J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 94 and 104; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 14.
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of Emperor Matthias), and he was also the nephew of Archbishop Karel of Lam-
berg, who owned the Kunštát estate.46)

The group we can label as “Balbín’s friends” is also predominantly comprised of 
members of domestic (Czech) families, either from the Jesuit environment or else-
where, and includes noblemen.47) The list of his closest friends most often names 
the Jesuit Jiří Crugerius, lay clergyman Tomáš Pešina of Čechorod, the Čáslav-
born Jesuit Jan Kořínek, and the son of Pilsen burgher Jan Tanner. From the 
Czech-based German-language environment, Balbín was close to Litoměřice Bi
shop Maxmilián Rudolf of Schleinitz. All those above were interested in the his-
tory of the realm, its regions, and its towns. We cannot omit Balbín’s friendship 
with Rodrigo de Arriaga where he was the young assistant/student accompanying 
the respected scholar on his travels through the Czech lands.48) His corresponden
ce shows a  strong bond of friendship between Balbín and Christian Weise, the 
head of the Lutheran academy in Zittau, which lasted up to Balbín’s death.49) He 
also had a close relationship with Alois Jan Hackenschmidt.50) Notably, this list 
reveals an absence of strong personal ties between Balbín and representatives of 
newly arrived noble families. 

Let us now chronologically examine 17th-century Czech history from Balbín’s 
perspective and his statements about the fundamental phenomena of his period. 
The beginning of the century was determined by the activity of Rudolf II’s court.51) 
Balbín viewed the reign of Rudolf II very positively because he elevated Prague as 
a major centre of cultural and political life that was often visited by foreign ambas-

46)	On the Lambergs and their relationship to other families, compare with Rostislav SMÍŠEK, 
Císařský dvůr a dvorská kariéra Ditrichštejnů a Schwarzenbergů za vlády Leopolda I., České Bu-
dějovice 2009, pp.  77–104; Herta HAGENEDER, Lamberg, Johann Maximilian Graf von, 
Neue Deutsche Biographie 13, 1982, pp. 428–429, online version: https://www.deutsche-bio-
graphie.de/pnd118823795.html#ndbcontent.

47)	C ompare with J. P. KUČERA – J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbín, pp. 173–182; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav 
Balbín, p. 62.

48)	 Jiří POLÍVKA, Rodrigo de Arriaga a jeho nauka o kontinuu, in: Z. Pokorná – M. Svatoš (edd.), 
Bohuslav Balbín a kultura jeho doby v Čechách, Praha 1992, pp. 244–255; O. PODAVKA, 
Vzájemná korespondence, p. 165; A.-M. PÍPALOVÁ, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 1006.

49)	 J. P. KUČERA – J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 105; L. RICHTER (ed.), Der Briefwechsel, 
p. 50.

50)	 Jana OPPELTOVÁ, P. Aloysius a s. Balbino: život a dílo Aloise Jana Hackenschmidta, tepelského 
analisty a přítele Bohuslava Balbína, Acta Universitatis Carolinae: Historia Universitatis Caro-
linae Pragensis 50, 2010, pp. 85–98; O. PODAVKA, Vzájemná korespondence.

51)	 Jiří A. ČEPELÁK, Rudolf II. a  jeho doba z pohledu latinské barokní historiografie. Bohuslav 
Balbín, Tomáš Pešina z Čechorodu, Jan Florián Hammerschmid aj., master thesis, Charles Uni-
versity, Praha 2013.
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sadors.52) There were foreigners that purchased estates in Bohemia at that time, but 
Balbín did not pay them much attention. Balbín sees the events associated with the 
revolt of the estates in 1618‒1620 as a violation of old orders, and he describes it 
as a “rebellio haereticorum”.53) It is thus understandable that he refers to the Battle 
at White Mountain as a victory over heretics several times in his works, and he 
praises several foreign nobles for their actions and military virtues, but he only 
rarely mentions a specific family or individual. 

Balbín describes many of the prominent foreign noble families coming to Bohe-
mia in the first book of the second decade of the Miscellanea historica Regni Bohe-
miae54) listing the counts of Trauttmansdorff, Gallas, and Colloredo; the Piccolo-
mini princes, the counts of Thun, Heissenstein, and Goltz, two branches of the 
house of Liechtenstein, Clary, and Aldringen, as well as the “Maracini“ (Morzin?); 
the Silesian House of Kottulinsky, Dietrichstein; de la Croon, Villani, Brisigell,55) 
Krafft of Lammensdorf,56) and Desfours. The listing of the houses of Goltz and 
Kottulinsky as well as the new princes of Liechtenstein and Dietrichstein and the 
Counts of Colloredo is a bit surprising as the first two came from Silesia (part of 
the Czech lands), and the other three were present before the war. Balbín reflected 
this in the case of Rudolf Colloredo, which is the only individual that he names in 
this respect. According to him, Colloredo consider himself to be Bohemian be-
cause he was born in České Budějovice. Was there a closer relationship between 
Balbín and Colloredo? There is reason to think so. Colloredo owned estates in 
eastern Bohemia that were significant for Balbín (he was born in the region, among 

52)	About the Rudolf II’s court J. A. ČEPELÁK, Rudolf II., p. 69.
53)	B. BALBINUS, Epitome, p. 630.
54)	 „Post victoriam in Albo Monte de Haereticis Rebellibus (nam ij soli legitimo Regi suo bellum indi-

xerant, Catholicis Religionis & Regis sui amore solum vertentibus) post Victoriam, inquam, de 
Haereticis in Albo Monte partam, Bohemiam ingressae sunt complures Illustrissimae Familiae, 
quae jam in Procerum & Baronum nostrorum censu, tum Officijs &Munis Reipublicae, tum Ditio-
nibus, quan Rex ijs, ob fidelitatem aliáque magna merita, donavit, vel quasi psi compararunt 
emptione sibi, numerantur; ut sunt: Trautmansdorffij Comites, Galassij, Colloredi (quanquam Ru-
dolphus Colloredo, qui suis gentilibus amplissimas Ditiones in Bohemia reliquit, Bohemum se fe-
rebat, utpote Brundusij natus) Piccolominaei Principes; Tunij Comites; Heissensteinij; Golczij; 
Lichtensteinij duplices; Aldringerij & Clarij duplices; Maracinij; Kotulinskij ex Silesia; nuper etiam 
Dietrichsteinij; Lacronij, Villanij; Brisigelij; Krafftij; de Furi; & plurimi alij quorum nomina memo-
ria non suggerit“. Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Miscellaneorum Historicorum Regni Bohemiae, Decas 
II, Liber I, Praha 1687 (further B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea II/1), p. 83.

55)	Hedvika KUCHAŘOVÁ, Po stopách knih v rodině Brisigellů, Acta Musei Nationalis Pragae. 
Historia litterarum 64, 2019, pp. 35–44.

56)	 https://www.30jaehrigerkrieg.de/krafft-kraft-crafft-von-lammersdorff-zu-lambersdorf-heinrich-
freiherr-von/ [accessed 20. 12. 2025].
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other reasons), and he organized the defence of Prague against the Swedes in 
1648.57) Elsewhere, Balbín also praised the Colloredo Palace garden in Prague.58)

The Miscellanea include another personal memory associated with the listed 
noble families. For example, Balbín found several Czech garnets on Baron Krafft’s 
estate in Ratboř near Kutná Hora.59) In a similar moment, he recalls his “beloved 
friend” and Pilsen circle captain Adam Henigar of Eberk, who came from the area 
around Cheb.60) This friendship should be mentioned because of the relationship 
between Cheb and Bohemia as it shows that Balbín was certainly not prejudiced 
against foreigners, non-Czech speakers, or those that were not of Czech ethnicity. 
When discussing Náchod Castle, Balbín characterized Ottavio Piccolomini as an 
exceptional warrior and noted he helped protect the castle from being demo
lished.61) Julius Heinrich of Sachsen-Lauenburg is also mentioned in the Miscella-
nea: Balbín recalls him as a scholar and war hero that built a beautiful garden in 
Ostrov that he showed to him.62) Balbín also praised the house of Gallas for their 
exemplary care for the hunting ground in Smiřice.63) In another volume of the Mis-
cellanea, Balbín produces a family tree for the House of Paradies from Carniola, 
and he praises Martin de Paradies’s coat of arms in the collection of satirical epi-
grams called Examen Mellissaeum.64) He also produced a  family tree for Martin 
Huerta, who contributed to the founding of the Klatovy college where Balbín 
worked for a period of time.65) During his 1670 stay in western Bohemia, Balbín 
was hosted by Volf Maxmilián Lammingen of Albenreuth, who was very negatively 
viewed in Czech historiography because of his conflicts with the Chods.66) Accord-

57)	 Zdeněk HOJDA, Der Kampf um Prag 1648 und das Ende des Dreißigjährigen Krieges, in: Klaus 
Bußmann – Heinz Schilling (edd.), 1648. Krieg und Frieden in Europa. Politik, Religion, 
Recht und Gesellschaft (Textband I), Münster – Osnabrück 1998, pp. 403–412.

58)	B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea I/1, p. 101.
59)	I bidem, p. 78.
60)	I bidem, p. 79.
61)	 „[…] egregius belli Dux“, Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Miscellaneorum Historicorum Regni Bohemiae, 

Decas I, Liber III, Praha 1681, p. 93.
62)	B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea I/1, p. 101; Michal VOKURKA, Barokní krajinotvorba na sasko-

lauenburských panstvích 1635–1740, Praha 2022, pp. 58–85.
63)	B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea I/1, p. 131.
64)	 Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Miscellaneorum Historicorum Decadis II. Libri II. Pars II. – Tabularium 

Stemmatographicum, Praha 1687; Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Examen Melissaeum, Praha 1670, 
pp. 28 and 148. In 1658, Balbín visited the Svatá Hora pilgrimage site with another member of 
the family. Jan P. Hille, Bohuslav Balbín na Svaté Hoře, Sborník historického kroužku 17, 
1916, s. 160.

65)	A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbín, p. 383.
66)	O. KVĚTOŇOVÁ-KLÍMOVÁ, Styky, p. 531; Balbín speaks of him as „Patroni amantissimi“, 

B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea I/1, p. 153.
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ing to Rejzek, Balbín was a tutor to the sons of the Gallas, as well as for the Pi
singer, de Courier, de Binago, Bormann, Donigi, Timeni, Ullersdorf, and Fremut 
families.67)

Returning to the initial quotation from Josef Pekař and seeing it from a slightly 
different perspective, it cannot be said the extinction of foreign noble families 
caused Balbín to rejoice as this tone is absent in Balbín’s original, and the state-
ment is more Pekař’s interpretation. Balbín only wonders at the observed pheno
menon and records it without any emotion.68)

Conclusion

To summarize this analysis of how Balbín wrote about members of foreign noble 
families and his personal relationships with them, we need to see at least two dis-
tinct aspects. The first are rather generally worded phrases going against foreigners 
and “the new order”. Similar anti-foreign sentiments were common as seen in the 
negative reaction to the naming of Jean-Louis Raduit de Souches a member of the 
Hofkriegsrat, with some pointing out his French origin.69) Notably, the slightly 
younger author and preacher Jestřábský criticized foreign lords for oppressing 
their Bohemian subjects.70) Another aspect was celebrating the victory at White 
Mountain over the “heretics” and the contributions from many members of these 
foreign noble families to (in Balbín’s view) just Habsburg interests. In this context, 
Balbín lists some of the houses and occasionally even individuals (Ottavio Piccolo-
mini, Julius Heinrich of Sachsen-Lauenburg, Rudolf Colloredo). Other positives 
he mentions include his admiration for the construction activities undertaken by 
these families, such as building gardens and hunting preserves. These references 
were often prompted by personal encounters with certain influential aristocrats or 
from teaching their sons. 

As Květoňová-Klímová wrote, Balbín was in personal contact with some of 
these individuals, stayed at their residences, and taught their sons.71) As a teacher 

67)	A . REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbín, p. 151.
68)	 „Mirum quiddam de familiarum plurimarum exteraru[m] interitu in Bohemia. Memini me id 

a senibus nostris audire pridem, simulque quinquagenas, atque etiam plures Equitum, Baronum, 
& Comitum enumerari stirpes, quae proximis annis cum in Bohemia sedem fixissent; & ditiones 
amplissimas a Regibus post proscriptionem proximam bohemicae Nobilitatis accepissent, cum nu-
merosa filiorum, & filiarum prole interierint funditus, nullo post annos pauculos haerede relicto, 
idque quotidie fieri videmus, & miramur“. B. BALBINUS, Dissertatio, p. 98.

69)	R. SMÍŠEK, Císařský dvůr, pp. 254–255.
70)	E. MAUR, Pobělohorské poddanské poměry.
71)	O . KVĚTOŇOVÁ-KLÍMOVÁ, Styky, p. 530.
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and author, Balbín worked to lead these individuals to love their homeland,72) mak-
ing his patriotism inclusive of “foreigners”, at least as long as they expressed inte
rest in their (new) homeland and respected its political and cultural traditions. On 
the contrary, an unwillingness to learn the indigenous language and efforts to in-
stall a “new order” were met with his contempt.73) On the other hand, Balbín strug-
gled with the willingness of local Bohemians to give up their traditions and accept 
novelties from the newly arrived foreigners. It appears this in particular allowed 
Balbín to be characterized as a patriot sharply critical of foreigners, even though 
that was not entirely in accordance with the reality of the time nor with what Bal-
bín wrote in other parts of his works. 

72)	A . REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbín, p. 16.
73)	 Z. TICHÁ, Život a dílo, p. 30; J. PEKAŘ, Bílá Hora, p. 98; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbín, p. 46; 

J. MUK, Po stopách, p. 76.
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Michal V o k u r k a

Bohuslav Balbín a nová česká šlechta 
v 17. století

Shrnutí

Studie se zabývá otázkou, jak jezuita a historik Bohuslav Balbín, vnímaný jako ba-
rokní patriot, nahlížel proměnu české šlechty, která proběhla v době třicetileté vál-
ky. Toto období se mnohokrát stalo předmětem historických analýz pohledem 
různých historiografických paradigmat. Je charakteristické příchodem šlechtic-
kých rodin a jednotlivců (někdy i nižšího sociálního původu) ze zahraničí a jejich 
následným sociálním vzestupem. Tito lidé, budující si svou kariéru v císařských 
službách, získali český inkolát a často také konfiskované statky; někteří dokonce 
i šlechtický titul. Zároveň došlo po Bílé hoře k vytvoření nového právního rámce 
nejen pro zisk inkolátu, ale i pro případnou nobilitaci (včetně zavedení říšské šlech-
tické titulatury), což mnozí nově příchozí využívali.

Kromě historických faktů je ovšem dobré věnovat pozornost také reflexi těchto 
změn dobovými pozorovateli. Ačkoli je Balbín často uváděn jako kritik nově 
příchozích osob (zejména v  pracích nacionálně orientované historiografie 19. 
a 20. století), předkládaná studie odhaluje jeho pozici jako mnohem komplexnější. 
Součástí textu je proto pasáž věnovaná proměnám Balbínova obrazu v závislosti na 
proměnách historiografie od nacionalismem ovlivněného pozitivismu přes Gollo-
vu školu a marxismus až po kulturní či intelektuální dějepisectví posledních dekád. 
I proto je hned v úvodu citována (a kritice podrobována) známá pasáž ze studie 
Josefa Pekaře o Bílé hoře, kde Pekař pracuje s Balbínovým textem, známým jako 
Obrana jazyka slovanského (Dissertatio apologetica pro lingua Slavonica, praecipue 
Bohemica). Největší prostor ovšem tvoří pohled přímo na Balbínovy spisy a do jisté 
míry také na osobní vztahy s příslušníky nové a nově příchozí šlechty.

Ve svých spisech vyjadřoval Balbín obavy z úpadku českých tradic. Z  tohoto 
důvodu byl velmi kritický vůči čelným politickým představitelům z řad domácí aris-
tokracie. Zároveň udržoval korektní vztahy plné vzájemného respektu i s některý-
mi šlechtici cizího původu – zejména s těmi, kteří nějakým způsobem přijali čes-
kou kulturu, navazovali na domácí tradice a podporovali jezuitský řád. Balbínovo 
vlastenectví, zakořeněné v  barokních ideálech, oslavovalo český jazyk, historii 
(včetně tuzemské stavovské politické kultury) a světce. Tyto hodnoty se Balbín sna-
žil vštěpovat i  svým studentům, včetně synů cizích šlechticů, často aristokratů. 
Přestože ve svých dedikacích upřednostňoval tradiční české rody, uznával přínos 
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vybraných cizinců v oblasti vojenství, kultury a architektury a v neposlední řadě 
v oblasti prosazování „správné” konfese. Právě odtud plynula velká část Balbínova 
respektu k představitelům nově příchozích rodů, jimž přisuzoval zásluhy na rekato-
lizaci země.

Lze tedy dojít k závěru, že Balbínova kritika dobových aktérů (zejména předsta-
vitelů domácích šlechtických rodů a politických zástupců země) se týkala spíše 
kulturní loajality, tedy ochoty přijímat nové zvyklosti za cenu ztráty těch starých, 
než etnického původu. Balbín se neobracel ani tak proti nově příchozím, jako spíše 
proti představitelům starých tuzemských rodů, od nichž očekával úlohu uchovatelů 
kulturních a politických tradic. Roli hrála v jeho pohledu také jazyková stránka. 
Balbínovo pojetí vlastenectví je tedy veskrze inkluzivní povahy, nikoli apriorně xe-
nofobním postojem. To vede k odmítnutí některých starších, zejména nacionalis-
tických interpretací (které ovšem rezonovaly po značnou část 20. století), a  ke 
zdůraznění do jisté míry opomíjených Balbínových kontaktů s  příslušníky nově 
příchozích rodů, ať už máme na mysli ty zakoupivší se v Čechách a na Moravě před 
třicetiletou válkou (Lamberkové), nebo v jejím průběhu (sasko-lauenburští vévodo-
vé a další). Kromě zatím spíše ojediněle zdokumentovaných osobních kontaktů 
(Volf Maxmilián Lammingen z A lbenreuthu) je hlavní teze článku podložena 
zmínkami v  Balbínových tiskem vydaných dílech, kde se pochvalně vyjadřuje 
o mnoha představitelích zmíněných rodů, zejména ve spojitosti s vojenskými udá-
lostmi třicetileté války (Ottavio Piccolomini), ale také s uměním (Rudolf Collore-
do) či s dobrou správou jejich statků (Gallasové).


