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ALVYDAS NIKZENTAITIS

CHANGES IN THE ORGANIZATION AND TACTICS
OF THE LITHUANIAN ARMY
IN THE 13TH, 14TH AND THE FIRST HALF OF THE 15TH CENTURY

The Lithuanian army of the Middle Ages has not be-
en systematically studied so far. Although a few mono-
graphs devoted to the Balts'! arms and armour mid the
army of the Lithuanian Republic™ have already been
published, the history of the army of the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania has only been presented in few general ar-
ticles’. This situation has recently started to dhlalmge4.
However, no fundamental monographs have appeared.
Therefore the ideas presented in this paper should be
treated as an introduction to broader elaborations amd
the conclusions may constitute a prelude to further inve-
stigations.

The lack of thorough research on the medieval Lit-
huanian army is best manifested in the fact that the fun-
damental question about the structure of this army and
its transformations cannot be answered. Therefore the
aim of this article is to determine the basic changes in
the organization and tactics of the army.

As no detailed archaeologicall research has been car-
ried out, this paper is based on data coming from the
historical sources exclusively. These sources allow us to
divide the Middle Ages into three periods:

1. From the beginning of the 13th century till the
first decades of the 14th century;

2. From the beginning till the 80s and 90s of the
14th century;

3. Alter the 80s and 90s of the 14th century.

The remark found in archaeological literature about
the lack of any important differences between the milita-
ry sciences of the tribes living in the Baltic region in the
I2th anid the 13th century appears to be crucial for char-
acterizing the first period. It justifies the use of all mate-
rials referring to the Baits, while discussing the
Lithuanian army of the 13th century. On the basis of
data available for study the common duty of military
service (which means that every man was a potential
warrior then) may be assumed to be the rule as far as all

‘W. K azakewircd iss, Oruzje baltskieth plemiom na feritorii

Livvy, Vilnius 1988.
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3A Ascik O szykw bojowym: Baftéwe, “Studia i materialy do
historii wojskowosci”, 1970, vol. 16, part L. pp. 3-10.
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the armies of the Baltic tribes are concerned. In the pe-
riod of “war democracy” the community of the Baits did
not have any regular army despite small body-guard tro-
ops belonging to the lords. The example of the Lithu-
anian duke, Daumantas, shows that such an army
contingent consisted of over a dozen or even several
hundred men® (the Lithuanian State already existed at
that time). The Balts’ armed forces did not constitute a
permanent formation then. In the period preceding the
appearance of the Lithuanian State the army used to be
organized in case of an enemy’s attack or before a hig
war expedition. Shortly after it, as soon as the menace
of the war had been over, the army was dismissed. The-
refore, as a regular army did not exist, a coordination of
the army’s activities can hardly be imagined.

In the 13th century, before the emergence of the Lit-
huanian State, participation in military actions weighed
most heavily on the armies of particular tribes or pro-
vinces. Bigger military expeditions orgmiized by the
united forces of several provinces were rare. Issues of
strategy or tactics used to be solved during the expedi-
tions. In this historical period the ravaging of meighbou-
ring territories was the main aim of the Balts’ army and
after a successful expedition it was difficult to make the
army go into action again.

The situation was changed when the Lithuanian Sta-
te came into being, especially in the first years of its
existence. Besides the armies of particular provinces, a
bigger state army appeared, which was in fact the sum
of the provincial armies, at least in the first period of its
functioning. The Grmid Duke of Lithuania could direct-
ly control the army of his own province only. The role
of this army was to coordinate the actions of the other
provinces the country consisted of. The provincial ar-
mies enjoyed a considerable autonomy and were com-
manded by the fillers of the provinces. The civil war in
the middle of the 13th century seems to be the evidence
of the Duke of Lithuania’s victory over Vykintas, Taut-
vila anid Gedvidas’ axnmyé.

Generally, in the 13th century the ruler’s role in the

army was a considerable one. He had the right to call up

§ Polnoe sobremiiz russkicth lelopiseii, 1841, vol. 3, p. 58.

© More information about the Civil War in Lithuania in: E. G u-
davicius, KiyJaus karai Pabedtijjjge ir Lietwva XIIT @mwiije,
1989, pp. 92-110.
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the army and suggest where the castles were to be erec-
ted his death or injury resulted in the cease of all mili-
tary actlons8 On the other hand, however, before the
emergence of the State, in the community of the Balits,
the ruler received an unlimited power as a result of the
election held by the council of the tribe’s potentates
Subsequently, he had to prove his valour in battle’. He
was obliged to take an active part in military activities.
Therefore, a potentate or a duke who aspired to leaders-
hip, should not only be of noble birth but prove to be an
excellent warrior, too. It was only during militacy expe-
ditions that the ruler was granted wide authority. In case
of capitulation, for example, the ruler had to recover his
own castle by attacking it assisted by the Tewtonic
nghts

In Samogitia the custom of electing the ruler is still
recorded in the middle of the 13th century. The last
election of 1259 A.D. was held before the greatest battle
of the 13th century in the Baltlc region, namely the bat-
tle of Durbe in 1260 A.D.!.. This custom preserved in
the Samogitian community may be considered amachro-
nistic, as in the contemporary Lithuanian State different
rules had already been established. The State authority
as well as the status of commamdienrim-chieff of the
grand-ducal army became hereditary.

In the period of “war democracy” the armies of the
Baltic tribes used to be very big. Accoiding to the chro-
Riele writer Pater of Dusbuig, the army of Sambia coh-
sisted 8? 4600 mounted warHers and 46668 Infanty
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As the priority of the infantry in the commumiities of
both the Baits and the Lithuanians in the 13th century
has been acknowledged, the coordination of actions of
the cavalry and the infantty on battlefield should subse-
quently be analysed. There ave numerous written sources
providing information relevant to this topic. Two episo-
des from the middle of the 13th century may be selected
here. The activities of the Prussian army commenided by
Henricus Monte in the last stage of the battle described
by Peter of Dusbuig nre recounted in the first of these
episodes. When the army of the Teutonic Knights was
retreatmg from battlefield, Henncus M@nte caught one
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The above description casts aside all doubts concer-
ning the Lithuanians® way of fighting on foot with the
Teutonic Knights in the 13th century. Consequenitly, the-
re exists a sufficient evidence that it was the infantry
and not the cavalry that the Lithuanian army of the 13th
century was structurally composed of. This might be the
case with all the Balts’ armies.

The battles fought by the Baits, the Lithuanians in-
cluded, with the Germanic knights in the I3th century
were confrontations not only of two commumities at dif-
ferent stages of development, but also of two armies for-
med according to different rules and on two OP 051te
foundations: the infantry faced with the cavalry . The
Teutonic knights possessed not only better armours, but
were superior as far as the organization of the army is
concerned. It was this unfavourable relation in the orga-
nization of the army that brought about the imtroduction
of many basic elements into the tactics that the Lithu-
anians employed against the Teutonic Knights.

The Teutonic Order realized its organizational supe-
riority. Therefore the Lithuanian army and the armies of
the Balts put in practice the whole arsenal of tactical
moves in order to make the enemy engage in battles fo-
ught on foot. The range of such moves appeared to be
relatively broad: starting with the primitive use of local
terrain and finishing with the simulated retreat from bat-
tlefield meant to disperse the Order’s cavalry array. In
case the land relief appeared to be unfavourable, other
tactical moves were employed, among which setting of
obstacles was the commomest one. In forests, fallen
down trees held up advancing cavalry. Piles of tree
trunks blocking the roads were arranged just before bat-
tles, but were also treated as a means of impeding the
Teutonic Knights® expeditions to Lithuania. The descrip-
tions of roads leading to Lithuania written bg some Teu-
tonic Knights may serve as illustrations here,

In the open space, where no natural features could
be found the obstacles used to be made of simplest sle-
1ghs The battle of Karusa may serve as an example
here. In the 13th century the Teutonic Knights were no
longer surprised by the tactical moves of the Balits’ ar-
my. One of the attempts made by the Prussian army to
lure the enemy into a ready-prepawed trap in the first
half of the 13th century failed. The Teutonic Knights
walled off the roads to the fences and the Prussians fell
into the trarE1 themselves=. Qf course, each 0 Ee tacn-
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better German ships. The Balts’ army had at its disposal
not only primitive weapons, but also examples of mo-
dern arms. Unfortunately, it was only the elite that was
armed with this kind of equipment. As far as the ouice-
me of the military actions taking place on riveis is con-
eefned, the quantitative and fet the gqualitative faeter
seems to be crucial. AR even batile feught by the tiny
Lithuanian boats®® made of tree Bark against the Tewte:
Rie ships eeuld hardly be #magined.

All the above mentioned successes enjoyed by the
Balts’ army could not compensate for its general back-
wardness as compared with the Teutonic Knights® mili-
tary art. The primitive arms and limited capabilities of
contemporary comrmumities to a considerable extent bro-
ught about the misfortune of Lithuania’s neighbouis, the
inhabitants of the Baltic region. In the 13th eentury all
the Baltie tribes, except the Lithuanians, were congHered
by the Teutofie Order. The uneven But persisient strug-
gle fought By these tribes against the Germah kRights
fnade the reerganization of the Lithuaniah army and se-
eiety pessible. At the end ef the 13ih eentury and during
the first deeades of the 14th eeniury a new stage iA ihe
develepment of Lithuaniam military art B%%%ﬂ It was
mainly eonRneected with seme gualitative {ransformations
whieh affected kithuanian soeigty. The Beginning of the
13th eentury marks the Fise of the neBifity IR Lithy:
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period is discussed in connection with the emergence of
professimredl bandits, who were paid or received tributes
for their services®. In Lithuania such bands were alre-
ady formed in the first half of the 13th century. Altho-
ugh the infantry might be the case here, their structure
cannot be discussed as no source materials are available.
Certainly, the cavalry was present In Lithuania at the
beginning of the 14th mmﬁwy

The results of the structural changes introduced in
the Lithuanian army were soon visible. The Lithuanian
army’s military activities in Prussia in 1311 illustrate the
superiority of the cavalry as compared with the infantry.
Select Lithuanian troops devastated the territories belon-
ging to the Teutonic Order and the Teutonic Knights had
no courage to impede these attacks untill the basic for-
ces had been gathered. Although the Lithuanian army
was defeated in the battle of Woplawki in 1311 “ » it was
a painful victory for the Teutonic Knights. It was shortly
after this battle that the Teutonic Order was forced to
make a truce for a few years&. The formation of the
new improved Lithuanian troops was also highly estima-
ted by the Teutonic Knights. Before the battle fought in
the vicinity of Ragnit (Ragaine) in the year 1338, for
example, the Grand Master of the Teutonic Knights ap-
pealed to his troops asking them not to be afraid of the
Lithuanians’ attacks. He argued that the Lithuanians had
already lost their best men in the battle of Bayerburg the
year before™.

The structural changes in the Lithuanian army influ-
enced both the position find functions of the commander.
The beginnings of these transformations, further strengt-
hened by the formation of regular troops, should be con-
nected with the emergence of the Lithuanian State. The
commander was no longer elected by the council of
nobles. He should come from a prince’s family and oc-
cupy an important soctal position. He did not have to
prove his valour Mid courage in each battle and used to
be protected by his bodyguard (e.g. Duke Marger in
1336 4) The army could also be led by commanders
appointed by the Grand Duke (e.g. Traldems and Ne-
meisis; Gediminas and David of Grodno) . In dmy case
the commamndien~im-chief was carefully guardedl during a
battle and he was usually one of the last men to die (e.g.
Malrger) or he was even takem captive (Vaidot in
1362)7'. As compared with the 13th century, the role of
the provincial armies is diminished. It is reduced to the

defence of the territories of particular provinces. These

%9 SRP, vol. 176-177; vol. 2, p. 454.

@ E. Gudadiaius,i c i u s, Lietuwoss valstybes susidanyme reiksme
Vokietijos "Verzimesi i Rytus'”, [in:] "Lituanistika™, No. 3. 1990, p. 23:
some bandit gangs in Lithuania are also mentioned at the beginning of
the 14th century, cf.: SRP, vol. 1, p. 167.

# SRP, vol. 1, pp. 176-177; vol. 2, p. 454.

42 SRP. vol. 2, pp. 456-457.

3 Ibidem, p. 496; Lietwiin karas ..., p. 85.

4 Ibidem, pp. 489-490, A. N ik Zecnnttad t i 4 5. Pilenu smisle,
Vilnius, 1993.

# SRP. vol. 1, pp. 193-194; A.NikZentaitis, (Getiminas,
Vilnius 1989, p. 40; E. Gudavicius, Kiyfauss karai Mebaltilyje
ir Lzemw XN amziujie, Vilnius 1989, pp. 164-165.

See ref. 44.
SRP vol. 2, pp. 531-537.
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armies ffeguently overrun the neighbouring territories,
which is also a result of the integration processes affec-
ting all the State and provincial territories.

The turning point is clearly visible in the 1320s
when the war expeditions of particular provincies or
even individual fortresses changed into regional (Samo-
gitian) or State military activities. Various written sour-
ces allow us to assume that Samogitian armed
expeditions were either commissioned by or at least
consulted with Vilnius or Trakai*®, two political centres
of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania®. It is possible to base
our discussion on the outset of the consolidation proces-
ses of ethnic Lithuania on actual and precise dates. As a
result of the political situation the above mentioned con-
solidation processes accelerated the course of events in
the Baltic region. The unfulfilled agreement reached by
the Samogitian potentates and Master Ludwig Libenzel
of Ragnit changed the Lithuanian rulers’ opinion about
Samogitia

From the second half of the 14th century, similar in-
tegration processes spread over the whole territory of
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. Although a few battles in
which the Lithuanian army was reinforced by Russian
troops had already taken place before, e.g. in the stor-
ming of the castle of Christmemel®, where Vytenis was
helped by the Russian bowmen, a more regular partici-
pation of Russian provincial armies in the Lithuanians'
struggle with the Teutonic Order could only be noticed
after the battle of Streva of 1348.

The changes in the coordination of military activities
which occurred at the end of the 13th century and at the
beginning of the 14th century also affected the lowest
element of military structure - the castle. Since the end
of the 13th century the castles situated on the Niemen
may be looked upon as an active defensive system with
its particular units — castles — connected into a com-
plicated enough network of mutual assistamce ~. Similar
links might have already existed in the period of war
democracy, however, it was only at the end of the 13th
century that these links achieved the status of the State
policy. Individual castles were commanded by the go-
vernors™ appointed by the Grand Duke. From the mid-
thirteenth century“, the fortresses commanded by the

# More information in: A, NikZentaitis, Gedinifags. pp.
16-21.

* Thidem.

% 1bidem.

51 SRP, vol. L p. 181; on the basis of the written sources the
bowmen mentioned in the text should be considered Russians. See: H.
E o wmiiaais kk i. Studiar nad peczagkhmi:i spolezeddsnsa i ppahstye
litewsiiéepo, Vilnius 1932, p. 230. R. Batura's attempt to refute this
thesis on the basis of excavation works seems to be unsuccessful, The
archaeological data does not allow us to determine who the spearheads
belonged to (see Lietuviu karas, p. 90). The participation of Russian
watriors in the Lithuanians® struggle with the Teutonic Order had be-
come a usual phenomenon since the middle of the 14tli century.

= A NikZemtbailss. Razyiniai sabiniaii apie lietwwii pili
sistemay XYW a. paltaigejge - XWV a. pradtivjée. [in:] “"Lietuvos TSR Mo-
kslu Akademljos Darbai, series A", vol. 3, 1986, pp. 51-62.
 SRP, vol. L. pp. 152, 179-180.

% In the middle of the 14th century the defenders of the castle
situated on the Dubysa River, in the province of Siauliai, and belon-
ging to the community used to gather only in case of danger, See:

governors were manned with permanemt ganristmmsgg.
Although the number of the written sources available at
the moment is limited, it may be assumed that similar
castle systems existed in the vicinity of Kaunas, Trakai,
Vilnius and other important political centres of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania. Certainly, all the above men-
tioned ways of re-organizing the Lithuaniam army
strenghtened its defensive potential. The fact that in the
4th century the Grand Duchy of Lithuania could not
only repel the attacks of the Teutonic Order, but also
extend its eastern boundaries, fighting hard battles with
Poland, the Golden Horde and the Duchy of Moscow, is
not accidental.

The 14th century may be termed the period of tech-
nical re-armament of the thhuama)m army. Gediminas'
appeal to the towns of Hanse® reflects the fact that Lit-
huania lacked good craftsmen and armourers at that ti-
me, but it was also in the 14th century that new kinds of
weapons appeared. It has already been pointed out by
Polish archaeologists®” that some kinds of arms were
highly estimated in the Teutonic State mid even in Cen-
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Diiz jiirggeee liviindiishée Reinobhonikik BartHoddmangaus Heosaroke,
Leipzig 1872, p. 37.

& Lietuwiiz kares .., p. 199,

5 Gedimino laiskaii, Vilnius 1966, pp. 29-47. About the dating
and authenticity of these letters see: A, NiilkkZeenntlba t 13§, Del
Gedlinino laiskur awtentigkbmoo (V. Gedlininoo laisiaii Hanzozs migsttams),
[in:] "Lietuvos TSR Mokslu Akademijos darbai, series A", vol. 4
1987, pp. 92-99; AANikZentaitis, Del Gedinimo leisku
autenti™/ nmo (2. Gedlinivwo laisiaii popiéiitivi ir krikssiomypbes iivedimo
Lremmyy( klausimass 1323-13924 m.), [in:] ibidem, 1988, vol. 2. p. 66.

"Densktein. Elementyy wscilothige i zacthoufée w azzeskim
uzbvojpmiiv XV wielw, "Kwartalnik Historii Kultury Materialnej”’, 1973,
No. 2, pp. 285-287; A. N adloolkkk j, Niekaise efememyy Hodtio-sto-
wiaibkiée W uzbrojamiiv i sztuer wojpnmegj Krzyakkdsy, "Pomorania Anti-
qua”, vol. 5, 1974, pp. 165-173; A. N o wakkoows K k i, UiZhwjenie
woji: krzyzackdehh w Prusacti w XIV i na poezaikhy XV w., £6dZ 1980,
pp. 73-74; A. N o w akkoowws & k ,i. O wojskanlV) Zallamu Szpitala
Najfiuigtssej Manili Panny Domw Niemitekicggo w Jevazallinide zzwamego
Krzyzankkin, Olsztyn 1988, pp. 129, 134-135, 143-147, 155; Utthusjenie
w Polbase Sredhitwiderneiej 35014680, £6dZ 1990, pp. 57. 95, 132 seqq.

8 CF. ref. 57.

5 [ fettwess pillss, Vilnius 1971, pp. 17-18; Liettmoss aactiiitdituros
istovijfu. Nuo semiaussiv laikw iki XV a. vidwim, Vilnius 1987, vol. 1,
pp. 32 37. 39.

9T Pok Lewskii. Elemensy livewskie w fortyfidasiaenh kkzy-
Zackichh (the paper presented at the conference on 5th Dec. 1990,
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weapons were brought into use in the Lithuanian army
of that time has already been mentioned in historical
studies as an important turning point in the history of
Lithuanian armament®. It should be remembered that
cannons (bombardae) were for the first time used in the
Baltic region by the Teutonic Knights in 1362 . While
they were employed by the Lithuanian army in 1382
etc. One must bear in mind, however, that despite this
qualitative tum in the Lithuanian weaponty, its quality
was far from being satisfactory, bi 1382, for example,
Vytautas, after he had joined the side of the Tewtonic
Order, asked the Teutonic Knights for arms mid hor-
ses®. These remarks are further confirmed by the follo-
wing facts. Accordiing to Iohannes Dlugossius’
chronicle, a day before the battle of Gruawald the
Qrand Meister Ulrich von Jungingen was very surprised
to learn that Vytautas’s army was so powetful mid well
armed. Ulrich von Jungingen said that in the Lithuanian
army 'more men ready to hold spoons than men ready
to hold arms may be found'® ’ﬂm@ woidls are quoted
by Dlugossius in his chronicle®

No important changes are vmble in the L4th century
Lithuanian army’s tactics. Considerable transformations
can be observed in the military structure of this army.
The appeareance of the cavalty mid the introduction of
new kinds of weapons setve as examples here. The abo-
ve facts allowed the select troops of the Lithuanian ar-
my to approximate to the Teutonic Order in terms of
tactics employed. In the 14th century, especially from
the second half of the 14th century onwards, the tactics
of Lithuanian military expeditions became similar to
those of the Teutonic Order. The Lithuanians, like the
Teutonic Knights, used to avoid big battles siid concen-
trated upon raids on the enemy’s countiy. In the L4th
century the number of military expeditions undertaken
by both the Lithuanians and the Teutonic Order incre-
ased, while the number of big battles decreased, as com-
pared with the 13th centufy nid the first half of the 14th
century. In the second half of the L4th century the
grand-ducal army would storm Teutonic castles only af-
ter it had gained the suppott of the Prussian warriors,
members of the Teutonic ranks®”. However, these positi-
ve changes were Introduced only in select troops of the
Grand Duchy of Lithumiia. As It was the levy-ifi-mass
that constituted the greater part of the mmy In the 14ih

Mierki, Poland). At present T. Poklewski is working on a publication
devoted to this subject.

““Ww.Urban, The Samegitiarm Crusadk, Chicago 1990.

R. Batt u r a, Lietuniiy kares..,, p. 96; A. Nowa k 0 w skii,
O Wojskach ...

SRP vol 2 p 613; Lietwniiy karas..,, p. 96.

4 SRP, vol. 2, p. 622.

Accordlng to: M. Jucas, Zallgivio muis, Vilnius 1990, p. 83.

Some other facts which according to M. Jucas indicate that the
Lithuanians were militarily well prepared for fighting are also quoted
by this author: p. 83. The fact that Vytautas ordered his men to sell
their wives and children, if necessary, in order to provide horses for
military expeditions seems to point to an acute problem which existed
in Lithuania at that time, namely the shortage of horses. See ibidem p.
85.

7 More information about the Prussians’ betrayal in: SRP, vol. 3,

pp. 84, 110-111, 153 passim.

and in the 15th centuries, the tactics did not wndergo
any considerable changes. This assumption is further
supported by various examples. e troops enrolled as ﬁ
result of the levy-in-mass usually fought on feot®®,
which made them use various tactical tricks already te-
sted in the I3th centui?. In the year 1394, for example,
a difficult terrain was intended to be exploited in battle.
Had the plan really existed, it would have been frustra-
ted by the Burgundian infaniry and the crossthowimen™
fighting in the Teutonie army who murdesed the majori=
ty of the Lithuaniam troops hidden In a forest. Remas
Batura supposes that in the battle of Rudava of 1370 the
Lithuanians attempted to disperse the Teutonie Knights’
battle array by simulating a retreat, but their plans fru-
strated. According to us, the above presented assumption
cannot be supported by sufficient writien souree mate-
rials. However, the use of the simulated retreat from bat-
tlefield tactics, well known In the 13th centufy, by
Lithuanian troops in the L4th century eannot be exelu-
ded. On the other hand, these tactics stopped to be so
widespread as the modernized military strategy was in-
troduced in the 14th century.

In terms of organization some important changes oc-
curred in the Lithuanian army in the 70s-90s of the 14th
century, which allows us to consider this period to be
the beginning of a new stage in the developmesit of mi-
litary history of Lithuania. The chronicle writer of the
Teutonic Order Hermann of Wartberge recounts the Lit-
huanians® expedition to Livonia in 1375. He claims that
the Lithuanians “more prutenorum”™ divided into three
lelSlOl’lS ravaged the territories of the Inflantian Or-
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o cf; SRP, vol. 2, pp. 583, 654 passim.
és lbldem vol. 3, p. 196.

% SRP, vol. 2, pp. 107-108.

S.E kdah ), Die "Banderia. Prutenanum” des Jam Diugasz: -
eine Quelle zur Sehlachiz hei Tannenbevg 1410, Gottingen 1976, pp.
10-17.

72 Cf SRP, vol. 2. pp. 80, 516-520 passim.

Accordmg to: S. E kdahl, Die "Banderia Prutenarmum?” .., p.

11, the quotation from ref. [2.



CHANGES IN TIfF LITHUANIAN ARMY (12TH-15TII C.)) 51

to prove that at the beginning of the 15th century the
Lithuanians already possessed the knowledge of east
and central-European art of war. The period between the
80s of the 14th century and the beginning of the 15th
century is not a long one. Hlie Teutonic Knights’ accusa-
tion might have been exaggerated as it was undoubtedly
the Teutonic Knights who taught the Lithuanian warriors
during their permanent wars.

At the end of the 15th century another important
change in the organization of the Lithuanian army took
place: the army started to be divided into banners, sin-
gled out according to their tactical tasks. If we are to
believe the chronicle writer Wigand of Marburg, ban-
ners were for the first time introduced already in
133774, during the storming of the castle of Bayerburg.
In this case, however, the mention refers to the Duke of
Trakai’s own standard. After the year 1337, banners ap-
pearing in the Lithuanian army are only once mentioned
in the Teutonic written sources, i.e. in 1394'°, The acco-
unt of the battle of Grunwald seems to support the thesis
that the division of the Lithuanian army into tactical
units according to banners had already been imtroduced
into the Lithuanian army by that time. The Lithuanian
army arrived for the battle without banners and the com-
manders of particular troops were given banners by Vy-
tautas just before the battle started % The close
similarities between individual banners (most of the tro-
ops possessed banners with the same sign) proves their
short tradition.

The late appearance of banners in Lithuania should
not be surprising. The form of banner used in the Mid-
dle Ages (the German term “Banner”) appeared only in
the middle of the I2th century, though its earlier form
— the gonfalon — was_known in Western Europe as
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74 SRP, vol 2, pp. 493-494; E, Gudavicius, Ka reiske “mgnine
Tetisd" [“teliwn: igneumi]] Vygandbo kronikbjg2? “Lietuvos istorijos
metrasus 1984 metai, 1985, pp. 78-80.

SRP vol. 3, p. 195.

®Cf:M. Jucas, op. cit.. p. 83.

77 S E kdahl, Die "Bamderiz Prutemovumt”.... p. 20,

8W. Paravicini, Heraliltohe Quellem zur Gescilichite: der
Preussennaitem, [in:|l Ordimes militaness, Torun 1987, vol. 4, pp. 117
passim. The badge is mentioned in: W. Pairavicini, Verlorene
Denkimiltyr europdiselinr Rivensetiafyi: Die heraldisetierm Maleveiam des
14, Jattwthundesiss im Domv zu Kowigstergy, (in:] Kunst und (Gesohichte
in Ostseesaum:. Tagungen 1988 und 1989, Hamibung Gespraetie:. Kiel
1990. Heft (2. 59 illustrations.

however, was not so extensive as in other west and cen-
tral-European countries. As early as 1317, for example,
in the battle of Veliuona the Czech knight Plicht won a

duel with a Lithuanian paladin’ . Marger, & Lithuanian
duke, was defeated in a duel by Johannes of Luxembo-
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79 SRP, vol. 1, p. 286. This Czech knight died a couple of years
later. He was one of the best Czech knights, See: W. Iwariczak.
Tropem rycevsifieij przygarjy, Warsaw 1985, pp. 143-145, 304; FFontes
Rerum Bolemigarum [FRB], vol. 4, Prague 1884, pp. 395, 478, Some
duels between Lithuanian and Czech knights might have taken place
before. Already the Prussians knew how to challenge a German knight
for a duel. See: SRP. vol. L, p. 111

80 FRB, vol. 4, p. 403; Jothannits abbatis Victoriensiss Libev certa-
rum Histoniarewm, [in:] Scriptovess Rerum Gennamicegum in usum scho-
laruen, vol. 2, Hannover-Leipzig 1910, lib. IV-VI, p. 135. There exists
a detailed description of this duel, though some of the circumstances
presented appear to be hardly real: Collectiam de chroniques Beiges.
Ly Myreuws des Hisitiss. Chronique: de Jeam des Preiss diit [D'Quitre-
meuse;, Brussels 1880, vol. 6, pp.412-417. Cf: A.NikZentaitis,
Pl misle, Vila jus 1993,

81 SRP, vol. 3, pp. 593-594; A. K u & in sk a s, Kestutiis, Vilnius
1988, p. 192.

82 SRP vol. 3, p. 267,

Cr the sxplanation &'S S&"W § Ekdahh Bis "B
E{g{”“ﬁ’ ) c’nor un ...... %)

84 Io mnnm Dlug \su pera omnia, vol. 13, Cracow 1877, pp.
140-141ohannis Dlugossii Opera omnia, vol. 13, Cracow 1877, pp.
14084V rautas Didysis, ed. 1. § 1e Za's, Vilnius 1988, p. 127.

8 Vytautas Didysis, ed. P.$ 1 e zas, Vilnius 1988, p. 127.
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century brought about some radical transformations in
the army. They determined, to a certain extent, the ulti-
mate outcome of the Lithuanians® struggle with the Teu-
tonic Knights.

The discussion on the role played by the army of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the early stage of the bat-
tle of Grunwald has been carried on in historical litera-
ture for a long time. Older historiography clearly follo-
wing up Iohannes Dlugossius’ chronicle clalmed that the
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search on the history of military seienee in Lithuania
will not be successful unless it is undertaken by mere
historians -and especially by avehaeologists: This paper
should be considered as an introduction e Wider re-
seatch on the army of medieval Lithuania.

Tramstbiedd by Zuzzomaa Podtbowska#arra
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