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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 Balbin, 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 Pekar described the transformation of the Czech nobility resulting
from confiscations and other processes associated with the Thirty Years’ War in
his study Bila Hora. Jeji pfiCiny a nasledky, he quoted Bohuslav Balbin’s words
from his work Dissertatio apologetica pro lingua Slavonica, praecipue Bohemica:
“Balbin, 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.”™

* This study was written as part of Czech Science Foundation (GA CR) project no. 24-10417S,
The Construction of Noble Identity in the Works of Bohuslav Balbin.
U Josef PEKAR, Bild Hora. Jeji pFiciny a ndsledky, Praha 1921, p. 98.
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Pekar was not the only one to highlight this statement by Balbin. 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 Balbin 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 Balbin’s work and his personal relationships with
members of these families.” 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 Balbin, his patriotism, and the interpretations of his work in selected direc-
tions and evolutionary phases in historiography. The third part is dedicated to
Balbin’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 Balbin’s godfather.® 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.® In

2 This question has been raised by Olga KVETONOVA-KLIMOVA, Styky Bohuslava Balbina
s ceskou Slechtou pobélohorskou, Cesky ¢asopis historicky (further CCH) 32, 1926, pp. 497-
541, here p. 530.

3 Wiadistaw BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbin, Bratislava 1932, p. 59.

4 Josef JANACEK, Valdstejn a jeho doba, Praha 1978, pp. 525-531; Tomas V. BILEK, Déjiny
konfiskaci v Cechdch po r. 1618 I-II, Praha 1882-1883; Petr CORNEIJ, Viiv pobélohorskych
konfiskaci na skladbu feuddlni tridy, Acta Universitatis Carolinae - Philosophica et Historica
1, 1976, pp. 165-194; Ondiej FELCMAN, Majetkové pomery feuddlni tridy v druhé poloviné
17. stoleti, Acta Universitatis Carolinae - Philosophica et Historica 1, 1976, pp. 195-228; for
Moravia see Toma§ KNOZ, Pobélohorské konfiskace. Moravsky priibéh, stredoevropské 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.> 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.” 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.” 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,® 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.” 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, Slechtickd aristokracie barokni doby a jeji sidla ve vychodnich Ce-
chdch, Opera historica 5, 1996, pp. 335-363, here p. 340.
3 T. KNOZ, Pobélohorské konfiskace, p. 793.
© Marek STARY, Cizozemci a spoluobyvatelé. Udélovdni ceského obyvatelského prdava (inkoldtu)
v dobé predbélohorské, Praha 2018; Vaclav BUZEK - Géza PALFFY, Integrating the Nobility
from the Bohemian and Hungarian Lands at the Court of Ferdinand I., Historica 10, 2003,
pp. 53-92; Vaclav BUZEK, Rudolf II. - jeho vildda, dviir, mecendt a kulturni reprezentace ve
slechtickych sidlech, in: Dana Dvorackova-Mala - Jan Zelenka - FrantiSek Zaruba (edd.), Dvo-
ry a rezidence v proménach ¢asu, Praha 2023, pp. 167-208; Petr MATA, Svét ceské aristokra-
cie (1500-1700), Praha 2004, pp. 142-152; P. VOREL, Slechtickd aristokracie, p. 340.
The proportion of Czech courtiers at the time of Rudolf’s death was about 10 %. V. BUZEK,
Rudolf II., p. 197; Jiti HRBEK, Promeény ceremonidlu v raném novovéeku, in: D. Dvotfackova-
Mala - J. Zelenka - F. Zaruba (edd.), Dvory a rezidence v proménach Casu, 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 ,,bohmische “ bzw. ,tschechische Partei“?, in: Thomas Win-
kelbauer (ed.), Kontakte und Konflikte. Bshmen, Mahren und Osterreich: Aspekte eines Jahr-
tausendes gemeinsamer Geschichte, Horn 1993, pp. 197-202.
P. MATA, Svét, pp. 147-152; Vaclav BUZEK et al., Spolecnost ceskych zemi v raném novoveku.
Struktury - identity - konflikty, Praha 2010, pp. 93-98.
Petr MATA, Der Adel aus den bohmischen Lindern am Kaiserhof 1620-1740, Opera historica
10, 2003, pp. 191-233.

7
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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”.!'” 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 Balbin (1621-1688) was one of these commen-
tators.'” 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 Ji¢in in 1632."> 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 Skréta, who taught him about art.'» 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.'¥

Bohuslav Balbin in Czech Historiography and Baroque Patriotism
As a historian and the author of a series of engrossing works, Balbin 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

19 Srov. Milan KOPECKY (ed.), Valentin Bernard Jestidbsky: Vidéni rozlicné sedldcka sprostného,
Praha 1973, p. 139.

1 Although Balbin lacks a modern bibliography as recently noted by Jifi M. HAVLIK, Ohlédnu-
ti za konferenci a vyhledy do budoucna, in: Katefina Bobkova-Valentova - Jifi M. Havlik - Karel
Vitak (edd.), BB400: O kraso Zemé eské, vlastence nas!, Klatovy 2021, pp. 321-328; we can
use older literature: Jan P. KUCERA - Jiii RAK, Bohuslav Balbin a jeho misto v ceské kulture,
Praha 1983; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbin; Antonin REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbin T. J. Jeho Zivot
a prdce, Praha 1908; Stanislaus WYDRA, Leben Bohuslaw Aloys Balbins, Praha 1788.

122°'W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 11; A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbin, p. 34.

13 Jifi KROPACEK, Vytvarné uméni u Bohuslava Balbina, in: Zuzana Pokorna - Martin Svato§
(edd.), Bohuslav Balbin a kultura jeho doby v Cechach, Praha 1992, pp. 111-121.

) On builders and patrons of construction from the ranks of the new domestic nobility, see
Ivana PANOCHOVA, Offiziere und Rivalen Albrecht von Waldsteins als Stifter von Bauwerken in
der Zeit des Dreissigjihrigen Kriegs in Bohmen und Mdhren, Uméni 54, 2006, pp. 492-503; Petr
FIDLER, Cisafsky architekt a pevnostni 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-
bin, 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 Balbin 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 FrantiSek Martin Pelcl in 1775, while critical historians note his use of
historical sources, although with objections to accepting the work of Vaclav Hajek
of Libocany.”> The nationally-tinged historiography of the 19th century empha-
sized Balbin’s complicated relationship with Bernard Ignac of Martinice as a re-
presentative of “foreign” (i.e. Viennese and Habsburg) authority,'” while Balbin’s
active participation in the defence of Prague from the Swedes was seen as an ex-
pression of his patriotism.

Later authors also saw Balbin 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."” Some
even see Balbin as the first Czech Enlightenment thinker and national revivalist.'®
Zdenka Ticha called Balbin “the Dalimil of the 17th century”!” 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 Richard PRAZAK, Osvicensk fize ceského ndrodniho obrozeni a Uhry, Sbornik praci Filozo-
fické fakulty brnénské univerzity C, fada historicka 36, 1987, pp. 95-107; Josef HANUS, Bo-
huslava Balbina Bohemia Docta, CCH 12, 1906, pp. 133-148, here p. 136.

19" A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbin, p. 206; Jan MUK, Po stopdch ndrodniho védomi ceské slechty

pobélohorské, Praha 1931, p. 113. Attention to this conflict is also given in Balbin’s Trophaeum:

Zbynék KOCVAR - Josef HEINIC (edd.), Pamétni ndpis Bernardu Igndcovi z Martinic, Praha

1988. To contextualize this conflict see Petr MATA, Patres Patriae Or Proditores Patriae? Legi-

timizing and De-Legitimizing the Authority of the Provincial Estates in Seventeenth-Century Bohe-

mia, in: Balazs Trencsényi - Marton Zaszkaliczky (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/¢j.9789004182622.i-784.61.

W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbin, pp. 60-62; Josef VALKA, Politicky smys! Balbinovy historiografie,

Ceska literatura 36, 1988, pp. 385-399.

Josef HAUBELT, Ceské osvicenstvi, Praha 1986, pp. 76-89. Hanus described him as an “awake-

ner” of the Czech aristocracy: J. HANUS, Bohuslava Balbina Bohemia Docta, p. 140.

After the author of a Czech written chronicle from the 14th century. Zdenka TICHA, Zivor

a dilo Bohuslava Balbina, in: Zdenka Ticha (ed.), Bohuslav Balbin. Krasy a bohatstvi ¢eské

zemé¢, Praha 1986, pp. 9-45, here p. 34.
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organization associated with the persecution of the Czech people.”” The references
to Balbin’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 Balbin’s works as well as by other authors of the time.?" Balbin’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.??

A cultural turn in approaching Balbin came in the form of Kucera and Rak’s
book published in 1983.2Y Their impetus was then continued (to a certain extent)
by contributions to a conference about Balbin organized by the Pamatnik narod-
niho pisemnictvi [Memorial of National Literature] marking the 300th anniversa-
ry of Balbin’s death.?¥ Modern and current historiography praise Balbin for his
scholarship, inter-confessional contacts (including the acceptance of non-Catholic
authors and exiles, e.g. Pavel Stransky and Jan Amos Comenius), and the Euro-
pean dimensions of this exceptional polymath? stemming from his interest in li-
terary theory, art history, and the natural sciences, which count him as a pioneer.?®

20 On research performed as Balbin would have in his time, compare with Martin SVATOS,
Ohlédnuti za balbinovskym bdaddnim v Ceskoslovensku do balbinovské konference v roce 1988, in:
K. Bobkova-Valentova - J. M. Havlik - K. Vitak (edd.), BB400, pp. 13-20. For example, Hau-
belt saw Balbin’s criticism of social oppression and despite that he considered Balbin as an
individual whose works condoned “subjugation of the Czech people to the Catholic nobility, Ca-
tholic Vienna, and Papal Rome*. J. HAUBELT, Ceské osvicenstvi, p. 84.

2 Eduard MAUR, Pobélohorské poddanské poméry a Bohuslav Balbin, in: Z. Pokorna - M. Svato$
(edd.), Bohuslav Balbin, pp. 13-22; J. VALKA, Politicky smysl, p. 394; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav
Balbin, p. 60.

22 Ibidem, p. 20.

2 J. P. KUCERA - J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbin.

2 7. POKORNA - M. SVATOS (edd.), Bohuslav Balbin.

2% Balbin’s numerous foreign contacts (e.g. Jean Gamans, Christian Arnold, Christian Weise,
Mikulas Leczycky, the Bollandists, and others) were emphasized by J. P. KUCERA - J. RAK,
Bohuslav Balbin, pp. 104-107; Cyril VOTRUBEC, Balbin 0 Komenském, Cesky zapas 64, 1984,
nr. 42, p. 4; Ludwig RICHTER (ed.), Der Briefwechsel zwischen Bohuslav Balbin und Christian
Weise 1678-1688, Stuttgart 2010; Z. TICHA, Zivot a dilo, p. 16; Vaclav CHROUST - Zdeiika
BURSIKOVA - Karel VITAK (edd.), ,Délam to k vétsi slavé Bozi a chvdle viasti.“ Bohuslay
Balbin a jeho doba, Klatovy 2014. Most recently including consideration of desiderata from
research into Balbin, see K. BOBKOVA-VALENTOVA - J. M. HAVLIK - K. VITAK (edd.),
BB400.

26 J. KROPACEK, Vyitvarné uméni; Eduard PETRU, Bohuslav Balbin jako teoretik literatury a lite-
rdarni historik, in: Z. Pokorna - M. Svato$ (edd.), Bohuslav Balbin, p. 161-164; Stanislav KO-
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Attempts at defining the ambiguities of Balbin’s life in literary fiction are also note-
worthy.?”

The interpretation of Balbin’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 Balbin, which is usually defined as a love for one’s homeland within the
context of a specific baroque culture shaped by post-Tridentine Catholicism.?® 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 Balbin, these characteristics are combined with a deep know-
ledge of topography and history. The Czech nobility played an important role in
this concept. Balbin 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.?” Balbin 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 Arnost of Pardubice), up to relatively
recent history. Balbin presents the idea of a holy Bohemia as a realm with many
miraculous sites that are connected to domestic, often Marian cults.*® Balbin 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.’"

MAREK - Jifi CEPELAK (edd.), Bohuslav Balbin. Rozmanitosti z historie krdlovstvi ceského,
Praha 2017; Stanislav KOMAREK, Balbiniv pFirodopis Cech, in: Miscellanea nejen balbinov-
ska. Barokni jezuitské Klatovy 2018, Klatovy 2020, pp. 14-23.

27 Stanislav KOMAREK, Jezovita Balbinus, Praha 2023.

2 Jiti MIKULEC, National and Baroque Patriotism (Case Study: Bohemia), Comenius. Journal of
Euro-American civilization 8, 2021, pp. 244-259; Martin SVATOS, Posvdtné Cechy, zdroje ba-
rokniho patriotismu, in: Jaroslav Panek et al. (edd.), Idea Ceského statu v proménach staleti:
fakta, avahy, souvislosti, Praha 2008, pp. 107-116; Jan VIT, Pozndmka k Balbinovu a viibec
baroknimu patriotismu, in: Z. Pokorna - M. Svato$ (edd.), Bohuslav Balbin, pp. 46-50.

2 Eduard TONNER (ed.), Bohuslav Balbin. Rozprava na obranu jazyka slovanského, zvlasté pak
ceského, Praha 1869, pp. 95-111; Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Dissertatio apologetica, pro lingua
Slavonica praecipue bohemica, Praha 1775, p. 77.

30 Anna-Marie PIPALOVA, Bohuslav Balbin and the Patriotic Reconceptualization of Bohemia,
¢. 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.

3 W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 32.
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In the context of patriotism, we should note the statement by Balbin’s contem-
porary, Jesuit General Paul Oliva. In association with the censoring of Balbin’s
works, he called for his preventive transfer from Prague: “I know the government
suspects P. Balbin, 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/? This transfer from place to
place allowed Balbin to discover the territory and build a deep relationship to his
homeland. It should also be noted that Balbin’s friend, the painter Karel Skréta
(known for his depiction of domestic cults of saints and topics from Czech histo-
ry), is also listed among the ranks of baroque patriots.’®

The Foreign Nobility in Balbin’s Life and Work

There is the question of how much we should separate Balbin’s works (which were
partially printed and published), from the man himself.¥ In light of possible (self)-
censorship and the nature of the sources, this paper attempts to examine each part
of the relationship between Balbin and foreign nobles separately: How are foreign
noblemen depicted in Balbin’s works? What can be learned about his personal re-
lationships? Was there a qualitative difference between Balbin the author and Bal-
bin 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
Valka already noted this problem in his attempt to interpret the political meaning
of Balbin’s works where he had to process intangible obstacles in terms of censor-
ship and Balbin concealing his true opinions about specific people.>>

If we look at the dedications in Balbin’s works,® 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 KoSumberk,’” the counts of Valdstejn/

3 A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbin, p. 206.

33 J. P. KUCERA - J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 182.

3 0. KVETONOVA-KLIMOVA, Styky, p. 530.

%) J. VALKA, Politicky smysl, p. 388.

36 Marta VACULINOVA, K terminiim dedikant a dedikdtor, Kniha a dé&jiny 28, 2021, pp. 182-
183.

3D This was Ferdinand Vilém Slavata (dedicated Examen melissaeum) and Jan Jifi Jachym Slava-
ta (the addressee of the seventh volume of the first decade of the Miscellanea): Jifi KUBES,
Sidla Jana Jifiho Jachyma hrabéte Slavaty z Chlumu a Kosumberka (1634/37-1689) v proméneé,
Scientific Papers of the University of Pardubice - Series C 9, 2003, pp. 55-87.
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Waldstein,?® Adolf Vratislav Count of Sternberk,? Jan Frantisek Count of Vrbno
and Bruntal,*” Jindfich Fridrich Count of Gutstejn,*V Krystof FrantiSek Count
Vratislav of Mitrovice, Frantisek Oldfich Count Kinsky of Vchynice and Tetov,*?
the Knights Malovec of Malovice,*¥ Karel Maxmilian Count Lazansky of Buko-
va).* The exception to this definition is Jan Maxmilian Count of Lamberg, a mem-
ber of the Privy Council (Geheime Konferenz) and the Grand Master of the Court
(Obersthofmeister). Balbin dedicated his work Epitome historica rerum Bohemi-
carum to him, and it would have never been printed without Lamberg’s help.*> The
Lambergs received a Moravian inkolat in 1607, so they were not counted among
new arrivals, nor did Balbin see them that way. Jan Maxmilian himself was born in
Brno in 1608 as the son of Johanna Scala and Jifi Zikmund of Lamberg (courtiers

3% 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 Valdstejn, while Balbin dedicated his Qvaesita
oratoria to Karel Ferdinand and his son Karel Arnost, compare with Jifi M. HAVLIK, Jan
Fridrich z Valdstejna. Arcibiskup a mecends doby baroka, VySehrad 2016; Jiti HRBEK, Barokni
Valdstejnové v Cechdch 1640-1740, Praha 2013.

39 He received the first volume of the second decade of the Miscellanea Martin BAKES, Mimo-
Fddnd diplomatickd mise Adolfa Vratislava ze Sternberka: Svédské krdlovstvi v poloviné 70. let 17.
stoleti ocima cisarského vyslance, Folia Historica Bohemica 29, 2014, pp. 31-62; Miroslava
JOUZOVA - Ladislav JOUZA, Adolf Viatislay ze Sternberka jako stavebnik prazského paldce na
Malé Strané a barokniho aredlu v Zdsmukdch, in: Olga Fejtova - Vaclav Ledvinka - Jifi PeSek
(edd.), Zivot prazskych palactl: §lechtické palace jako soucast méstského organismu od stiedo-
véku na prah moderni 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 BRAZDIL, Zprdvy o pocasi

z let 1655-1656 v deniku Jana Frantiska Bruntdlského z Vibna, Casopis Matice moravské 127,

2008, pp. 455-467.

The Count of Gutstejn was the recipient of the dedication of the Syntagma historicum. Ondrej

PODAVKA, Vzdjemnd korespondence Bohuslava Balbina a Aloise Hackenschmidta z let

1664-1667, Listy filologické 136, 2013, pp. 161-188.

The eighth volume of the first decade of the Miscellanea. For comparison see Jifi M. HAVLIK,

Diarium Kinsky 1663-1672: klice k Frantisku Oldrichovi Kinskému (1634-1699), Folia Historica

Bohemica 29, 2014, pp. 133-165.

) Alena BOCKOVA, Balbinova Diva Montis Sancti a jeji dobové pieklady, in: V. Chroust - Z. Bur-
sikova - K. Vitak (edd.), ,Délam to k vétsi slavé, pp. 70-91; See also Frantisek KORES, Promé-
na nizsi slechty Krdlovstvi ceského v pobélohorské dobé, Ceské Budéjovice 2023.

#) Received the dedication of the work Versimilia humaniorum disciplinarum. Jan STEPANEK,
Rod Lazanskych ve vztahu k uméleckému prostiedi ceskych zemi, Ph. D. thesis, Charles Univer-
sity, Praha 2017, pp. 26-46.

+) Lamberg was not Balbin’s only defender at the imperial court, as his supporters also included
the Emperor’s confessor Filip Miiller and court librarian Peter Lambeck. J. P. KUCERA -
J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 94 and 104; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 14.
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of Emperor Matthias), and he was also the nephew of Archbishop Karel of Lam-
berg, who owned the Kunstat estate.*®

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

Let us now chronologically examine 17th-century Czech history from Balbin’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.’V
Balbin 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-

4) On the Lambergs and their relationship to other families, compare with Rostislav SMISEK,
Cisafsky dviir a dvorskd kariéra Ditrichstejnii a Schwarzenbergii za viddy Leopolda I., Ceské Bu-
d&jovice 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.

4 Compare with J. P. KUCERA - J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbin, pp. 173-182; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav
Balbin, p. 62.

) Jiti POLIVKA, Rodrigo de Arriaga a jeho nauka o kontinuu, in: Z. Pokorna - M. Svatos (edd.),
Bohuslav Balbin a kultura jeho doby v Cechach, Praha 1992, pp. 244-255; O. PODAVKA,
Vzdjemnd korespondence, p. 165; A-M. PIPALOVA, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 1006.

49 J. P. KUCERA - J. RAK, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 105; L. RICHTER (ed.), Der Briefivechsel,
p. 50.

50 Jana OPPELTOVA, P. Aloysius a s. Balbino: Zivot a dilo Aloise Jana Hackenschmidta, tepelského
analisty a pritele Bohuslava Balbina, Acta Universitatis Carolinae: Historia Universitatis Caro-
linae Pragensis 50, 2010, pp. 85-98; O. PODAVKA, Vzdjemnd korespondence.

b Jiti A. CEPELAK, Rudolf II. a jeho doba z pohledu latinské barokni historiografie. Bohuslav
Balbin, Tomds Pesina z Cechorodu, Jan Florian Hammerschmid aj., master thesis, Charles Uni-
versity, Praha 2013.
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sadors.’? There were foreigners that purchased estates in Bohemia at that time, but
Balbin did not pay them much attention. Balbin 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”>® 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.

Balbin 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-
miae®® 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,>>
Krafft of Lammensdorf,’® 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. Balbin 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 Ceské Budgjovice. Was there a closer relationship between
Balbin and Colloredo? There is reason to think so. Colloredo owned estates in
eastern Bohemia that were significant for Balbin (he was born in the region, among

52 About the Rudolf II's court J. A. CEPELAK, Rudolf I, p. 69.

33 B. BALBINUS, Epitome, p. 630.

39 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 alidque 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
11, Liber I, Praha 1687 (further B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea 11/1), p. 83.

59 Hedvika KUCHAROVA, Po stopdch knih v rodiné Brisigellii, Acta Musei Nationalis Pragae.
Historia litterarum 64, 2019, pp. 35-44.

39 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
1648.5” Elsewhere, Balbin also praised the Colloredo Palace garden in Prague.’®
The Miscellanea include another personal memory associated with the listed
noble families. For example, Balbin found several Czech garnets on Baron Krafft’s
estate in Ratbof near Kutna Hora.> In a similar moment, he recalls his “beloved
friend” and Pilsen circle captain Adam Henigar of Eberk, who came from the area
around Cheb.*” This friendship should be mentioned because of the relationship
between Cheb and Bohemia as it shows that Balbin was certainly not prejudiced
against foreigners, non-Czech speakers, or those that were not of Czech ethnicity.
When discussing Nachod Castle, Balbin characterized Ottavio Piccolomini as an
exceptional warrior and noted he helped protect the castle from being demo-
lished.®V Julius Heinrich of Sachsen-Lauenburg is also mentioned in the Miscella-
nea: Balbin recalls him as a scholar and war hero that built a beautiful garden in
Ostrov that he showed to him.®® Balbin also praised the house of Gallas for their
exemplary care for the hunting ground in Smifice.® In another volume of the Mis-
cellanea, Balbin 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.*” He also produced a family tree for Martin
Huerta, who contributed to the founding of the Klatovy college where Balbin
worked for a period of time.®® During his 1670 stay in western Bohemia, Balbin
was hosted by Volf Maxmilian Lammingen of Albenreuth, who was very negatively
viewed in Czech historiography because of his conflicts with the Chods.*® Accord-

D Zdenék HOJDA, Der Kampf um Prag 1648 und das Ende des Dreifigjihrigen Krieges, in: Klaus
Bufimann - Heinz Schilling (edd.), 1648. Krieg und Frieden in Europa. Politik, Religion,
Recht und Gesellschaft (Textband I), Miinster - Osnabriick 1998, pp. 403-412.

% B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea /1, p. 101.

) Ibidem, p. 78.

89 Tbidem, p. 79.

80 [...] egregius belli Dux", Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Miscellaneorum Historicorum Regni Bohemiae,
Decas I, Liber I1I, Praha 1681, p. 93.

82 B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea 1/1, p. 101; Michal VOKURKA, Barokni krajinotvorba na sasko-
lauenburskych panstvich 1635- 1740, Praha 2022, pp. 58-85.

9 B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea I/1, p. 131.

8 Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Miscellaneorum Historicorum Decadis II. Libri II. Pars I1. - Tabularium
Stemmatographicum, Praha 1687; Bohuslaus BALBINUS, Examen Melissaeum, Praha 1670,
pp. 28 and 148. In 1658, Balbin visited the Svata Hora pilgrimage site with another member of
the family. Jan P. HILLE, Bohuslav Balbin na Svaté Hore, Sbornik historického krouzku 17,
1916, s. 160.

%) A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbin, p. 383.

69 0. KVETONOVA-KLIMOVA, Styky, p. 531; Balbin speaks of him as , Patroni amantissimi*,
B. BALBINUS, Miscellanea 1/1, p. 153.
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ing to Rejzek, Balbin 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.®”

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

Conclusion

To summarize this analysis of how Balbin 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.*®® Notably, the slightly
younger author and preacher Jestfabsky criticized foreign lords for oppressing
their Bohemian subjects.”” 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 Balbin’s view) just Habsburg interests. In this context,
Balbin 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 Kvétonova-Klimova wrote, Balbin was in personal contact with some of
these individuals, stayed at their residences, and taught their sons.”” As a teacher

) A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbin, p. 151.

%) Mirum quiddam de familiarum plurimarum exterarulm] 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.

¢ R. SMISEK, Cisaisky dviir, pp. 254-255.

0 E. MAUR, Pobélohorské poddanské poméry.

™ 0. KVETONOVA-KLIMOVA, Styky, p. 530.
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and author, Balbin worked to lead these individuals to love their homeland,” 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.” On the other hand, Balbin 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
Balbin 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-
bin wrote in other parts of his works.

™ A. REJZEK, P. Bohuslav Balbin, p. 16.
™ 7. TICHA, Zivot a dilo, p. 30; J. PEKAR, Bild Hora, p. 98; W. BOBEK, Bohuslav Balbin, p. 46;
J. MUK, Po stopdch, p. 76.
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Michal Vokurka

BOHUSLAV BALBIN A NOVA CESKA SLECHTA
V 17. STOLETI

SHRNUTI

Studie se zabyva otazkou, jak jezuita a historik Bohuslav Balbin, vnimany jako ba-
rokni patriot, nahlizel proménu Ceské Slechty, ktera probéhla v dobé€ tficetileté val-
ky. Toto obdobi se mnohokrat stalo pfedmétem historickych analyz pohledem
riznych historiografickych paradigmat. Je charakteristické pfichodem Slechtic-
kych rodin a jednotlivcll (nékdy i niZSiho socialniho ptiivodu) ze zahranici a jejich
naslednym socialnim vzestupem. Tito lidé, budujici si svou kariéru v cisaiskych
sluzbach, ziskali ¢esky inkolat a Casto také konfiskované statky; néktefi dokonce
i Slechticky titul. Zaroven do§lo po Bilé hote k vytvoreni nového pravniho ramce
nejen pro zisk inkolatu, ale i pro pfipadnou nobilitaci (v€etné zavedeni fi§ské Slech-
tické titulatury), coZ mnozi nové prichozi vyuZzivali.

Kromé historickych fakti je ovSem dobré vénovat pozornost také reflexi téchto
zmén dobovymi pozorovateli. AcCkoli je Balbin ¢asto uvadén jako kritik nové
pfichozich osob (zejména v pracich nacionalné orientované historiografie 19.
a 20. stoleti), predkladana studie odhaluje jeho pozici jako mnohem komplexné&jsi.
Soucasti textu je proto pasaz vénovana proménam Balbinova obrazu v zavislosti na
proménach historiografie od nacionalismem ovlivnéného pozitivismu pfes Gollo-
vu Skolu a marxismus aZ po kulturni ¢i intelektualni d€jepisectvi poslednich dekad.
I proto je hned v uvodu citovana (a kritice podrobovana) znama pasaz ze studie
Josefa Pekare o Bilé hote, kde Pekaf pracuje s Balbinovym textem, znamym jako
Obrana jazyka slovanského (Dissertatio apologetica pro lingua Slavonica, praecipue
Bohemica). Nejvetsi prostor ovSem tvori pohled pfimo na Balbinovy spisy a do jisté
miry také na osobni vztahy s prisluSniky nové a nov€ pfichozi Slechty.

Ve svych spisech vyjadioval Balbin obavy z upadku Ceskych tradic. Z tohoto
diivodu byl velmi kriticky vii€i ¢elnym politickym predstavitelim z fad domaci aris-
tokracie. Zaroven udrzoval korektni vztahy plné vzajemného respektu i s néktery-
mi §lechtici ciziho pilivodu - zejména s témi, ktefi néjakym zplisobem pfijali Ces-
kou kulturu, navazovali na domaci tradice a podporovali jezuitsky fad. Balbinovo
vlastenectvi, zakofenéné v baroknich idealech, oslavovalo Cesky jazyk, historii
(vCetn€ tuzemské stavovske politické kultury) a svétce. Tyto hodnoty se Balbin sna-
zil v§té€povat i svym studentlim, véetné synti cizich Slechticti, Casto aristokratu.
Prestoze ve svych dedikacich upfednostnoval tradi¢ni ¢eské rody, uznaval pfinos
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vybranych cizincli v oblasti vojenstvi, kultury a architektury a v neposledni fadé
v oblasti prosazovani ,spravné” konfese. Pravé odtud plynula velka cast Balbinova
respektu k predstavitellim nové pfichozich rodt, jimz prisuzoval zasluhy na rekato-
lizaci zem¢.

Lze tedy dojit k zavéru, ze Balbinova kritika dobovych aktérti (zejména predsta-
viteld domacich Slechtickych rodi a politickych zastupci zemé) se tykala spiSe
kulturni loajality, tedy ochoty pfijimat nové zvyklosti za cenu ztraty téch starych,
nez etnického ptivodu. Balbin se neobracel ani tak proti nové pfichozim, jako spiSe
proti piedstaviteltim starych tuzemskych rodi, od nichz o¢ekaval ulohu uchovateld
kulturnich a politickych tradic. Roli hrala v jeho pohledu také jazykova stranka.
Balbinovo pojeti vlastenectvi je tedy veskrze inkluzivni povahy, nikoli apriorné xe-
nofobnim postojem. To vede k odmitnuti nékterych starSich, zejména nacionalis-
tickych interpretaci (které ovSem rezonovaly po zna¢nou ¢ast 20. stoleti), a ke
zdiiraznéni do jisté miry opomijenych Balbinovych kontaktli s pfislusniky nové
pFichozich rodi, at uZ mame na mysli ty zakoupivsi se v Cechach a na Moravé pred
tficetiletou valkou (Lamberkové), nebo v jejim pribéhu (sasko-lauenbursti vévodo-
vé a dalSi). Kromé zatim spiSe ojedin€le zdokumentovanych osobnich kontaktl
(Volf Maxmilian Lammingen z Albenreuthu) je hlavni teze ¢lanku podlozena
zminkami v Balbinovych tiskem vydanych dilech, kde se pochvalné vyjadiuje
o0 mnoha predstavitelich zminénych rodd, zejména ve spojitosti s vojenskymi uda-
lostmi tficetileté valky (Ottavio Piccolomini), ale také s uménim (Rudolf Collore-
do) ¢i s dobrou spravou jejich statk (Gallasové).



