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[Momitnuna cucrema Ilomemi XVII cr. mama OGarato
HEJI0MiKIB (Hamp. BUTbHI BHOOpH Kopoiis, liberum Bero).
KopomiBckka napa Hamaranacst peopMyBaTH Jep:KaBHHN
ycTpiit Tlombii, 30kpema croci6 BUOopy Kopost (poexT
BubOpUOro Vivente rege).

Kopons OyB mepekoHaHMH, 10 BIUIMBOBHM MarHar -
€xu JroOOMUpPCHKHMI JIOIOMOXKE HOMY TEepPEKOHATH
JIBOPSIHCTBO TiATpUMaTH #oro imero. Ane S Kasumup
noMuisiBcss — JIFOOOMUPCHKHH BiB MONITHKY HE3aJEKHY
BiJl KOPOJIIBCBKOI'O JBOPY 1 OCTaTOYHO MepeiIIoB Bix
posutictiB Ha Oik omo3umionepiB. Koponb 3axoriB
M030yTHCS 3aTPO3JIMBOIO MMPOTHBHUKA.

Su Kasumup 3BuHyBaTHB JItoOOMHpCHKOro B 00pasi
KOpOJIBCHKOI'O MAa€cTaTy, JAEp)KaBHIH 3paji i MPUTSITHYB
tioro no CetimoBoro cyny. Cyn 3acynus JIFoOOMHPCHKOTO
0 TO30aBJeHHS Tocajy 1 MaifHa, BTpaTH 4YecTi Ta
cMepTHOi Kapu. JIFOOOMHPCHKMI IIyKaB IPUTYIKY 3a
KOpP/IOHOM 1 JOMOMOTHM B 1HO3EMHUX MOHapXiB. BiH
nioBepHyBcs B [loabury B 1665 poui. BipHa liomy wacTrHa
[Monbcpkoi apMii cTBOpHIIa KOH(Eepallito IPOTH KOPOJIS.
B 1666 p. JlroOoMupcekuii ykimaB MUp 3 MOHapXoM,
BHACJI/IOK SIKOTO KOpPOJb BiJMOBHBCS BiJ TIPOEKTY
BHOOpYOro Vivente rege i 3aauiivB TUIAHH MIPOBEICHHS
pedopM Aep:kaBHOrO YCTPOr. JIIOOOMUPCHKHI TOBEPHYB
co0i 4ecTb, aje He OTpUMAaB Ha3aj CBOEI MOCAIH, TOMY
OyB 3MYILICHUH KHUTH Y BUTHAHHI.

Bing wacy OyHry JIroOOMHUpPCBHKOrO  IOJBbCHKE
JIBOPSIHCTBO HEJIOBIPIIMBO CTABHMIIOCS IO KOPOJIBCHKUX
MPOEKTIB  peopM 1 TPOTHCTOSIIO KOXHIM  crpoOi
MMOCWJICHHS TIONITHYHOI TMO3uIlii MoHapxa. Haciigkom
OyHTy OyJl0 BHHUKHEHHS B JIBOPSHCTBA CHJIBHOTO
MepeKoHaHHs, MmO ToiiThyHa cucrema [lompmii €
HAMKpamow 3 HAWKpaIUX 1 HEMPUXWIBHO CTaBUIIOCS IO
Oynb-sikoi cnpobu 1e 3miHuTH. CyCimHI KOpONiBCTBa
YacTile, HiX JI0CI BTPYYaINCs Y BHYTPIIIHIO 1 30BHIIIHIO
nomituky [lonbii, BUKOPHCTOBYIOYH 0 IILOT'O MarHaTiB,
SIKI TIPUBITHO CTaBWJIMCS 10 1HO3EMHUX MOHapXii. Y
XVIII cr.,, xomu pedopmaropu 3iOpanmucs IOBKoJa
kopoJist, [IOHATOBCHKMI MaB MOMKIJIUBICTH IEPETBOPUTH
nepxkaBHUEA ycTpiil. OctaTo4HO BUABMIIOCH, 1m0 Ilombia
OyIa 3aHaATO CJIA0KOI0, MI00 3aKIHYUTH II¢ YCIIIITHO.
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An article presents Lubomirski’s rebdlion and its influence
on political reformsin Polandin 17" and 18" c. In 17" ¢. Polish
king Jan Kazimierz perceived main faults of political system in
Poland and tried to reform the congtitution by making attempsto
strengthen political position of monarch using changes rules of
eection of king. Due to the conflict with Jerzy Lubomirski,
which turned into rebellion, king had to resign from his plans of
reforms. Rebellion of Lubomirski caused negative consequences
for Poland because from this time Polish nobility regarded
king's projects of reforms with suspicion and opposed to every
attempts to strengthen monarch’s political postion. It was a
main reason why political reformsin Poland in 17" and 18" c.
didn’t end successful.
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l. Introduction: Faults of Polish political
system and projects of reforms

In 17" c. internal situation in Poland was very hard.
Ideal political system like mixed monarchy (balance
between democracy, aristocracy and monarchy) evolved
to dligarchy what means absolute rules of magnates
because palitical position of king and nobility was week.
It was a result of the main faults of politica system like
e.g. free king eection, liberum veto, unity and unanimity
of parliamentary congtitutions, participations in Sgm's
sessions nobility without property, lack of rules of Sejm's
session, poor condition of tax system. Royal couple — Jan
Il Kazimierz and Maria Ludwika made an attempt to
reform politica system by force through projects of
election vivente rege of king what was aimed by
strengthen king's political power. They wanted also
facilitate work of Polish parliament, especially by
liquidate unity, unanimity, limitation of liberum veto,
introduction rules of Seim's session,  abalition of
nobilities sinstructions for deputiesto the Sgm.

Royal part presented this propositions of reform to
nobilities and magnates in the Sgm of 1658r. Nobility
reacted optimistic but royal’s plans thwarted baron Franz
Lisola — Austrian envoy in Warsaw. He didn’'t want to
allow to increase importance of French unguestioning
supporters and their leader Antoine de Lumbres — French
envoy, emissary of cardinal Mazarin. As a result of
Lisola's action nobility rejected royal’s plans of reform
election and rule of Sgm'sworks.
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[I. Conflict between Polish king-Jan
Kazimierz and prominent oppositinist —
Jerzy S. Lubomirski

Polish Sgm in 1658 enacted excise. It was a step to
reform Polish tax system. Jan Kazimierz wanted to carry
out remained reform. He thought that he can rely on
influential magnate-Jerzy Lubomirski and his great
importance between nobility. The King was wrong
because Lubomirski despite persona interests and
persona injustice (like eg. king's officia took from
Lubomirski mineshaft “Kunegunda’ in Siercza) went
over royalists to oppostionists. He thwarted Jan
Kazimierz's plans of reforms because he caused that army
establish a confederacy against king (Zwiazek Swigcony).
Confederated troops demanded to cease reforms and they
were againg especially election vivente rege of prince
d Enghien (French candidate for the Polish throne).
Monarch wanted to get rid of dangerous opponent.

[1l. Rebellion of Lubomirski

In 1664 Jan Kazimierz accused Lubomirski of dur of
king and high treason. The king brought the great marshal
to Sgm’'s court. Bill of indictment was submitted to
regiona diets because king proponents tried to divide
nobility's opinion about Lubomirski before Sejm’s court
started. Lubomirski tried to apologize king and asked him
for forgiveness. He promised to support king's plans of
reform (especialy election vivente rege) but Jan Kazimierz
didn’t trust him. A court sentenced Lubomirski to capital
punishment and deprived him of worship, property and
offices. Great marsha sought refuge abroad and looked for
help from foreign monarchs (like emperor, eector of
Brandenburg and tsar. Emperor and elector gave him
money to recruit army. Lubomirski with troops came back
to Poland in 1665 and faithful him a part of Polish army
established confederacy against king. It was a begin of
rebdlion. 13 VII 1666 in Matwy Lubomirski fought with
royal army and 31 VII 1666 in L.egonice make a peace with
Jan Kazimierz. King resigned from project of eection
vivente rege and plans of politica system reforms.
Lubomirski regained his worship but he didn’t recover his
offices and had to be in exile. He died in Silesa 1667. In
the same year died queen Maria Ludwika. King Jan
Kazimierz abdicated and |eft Poland in 1668 .

IV Conclusion:Influence on attemps of
reform of political systems in 17" - 18" c.

The competition between a king and great marshal
caused negative consequences for Poland. Election
vivente rege could strengthen king's position in Polish
political life and defence Poland from neighbours's
interference but royal couple didn't want to resign from
supporting French candidacy of prince d Enghien. King
and queen were regarded as supporters of cardinal
Mazarin and despite this nobility didn't be eager to
support royal coupleidea. Moreover Polish nobility after
Polish-Swedish war between 1655and1660 became more

xenophobic than before and it's second reason why it was
foreign candidacy reluctant. Experiences with election
vivente rege and rebellion of Lubomirski strengetened
this process only.

King's plans of reform built strong political position
of Polish monarchy and nobility was afraid of
introduction in Poland absolutism  (absolutum
dominium). From Lubomirski's rebellion nobility
stronger than before strive for weaken king's position
and opposed to every attempt of increase monarch’'s
prerogatives. Nobility was eager to limit king's
competences. As a result of Lubomirski's lawsuit
authority of the king collapsed and nobility regard
king's plans of reforms with suspicion.

After rebellion nobility strong believed that political
system of Poland is the best from the best (gold nobility’s
liberty) and was reluctant to every attempt to change it.
They didn’t see the degradation of political lifein country
(e.g. abuse of liberum veto) and the weakness of political
position of Poland. Naivety of nobility used in their own
interest magnates-populists. Neighbouring courts more
often than before interfered in Polish internal and external
politics using for this aim friendly for foreign monarchy
magnates. In 18" c. when reformers gathered around king
Poniatowski had the opportunity to reform political
system it turned out that Poland was too week to finish it
successfully.
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