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In early Spring 1340 Jurij Bolesław II Trojdenovych 
the last ruler of Halych-Volhynia Principality died of 
poisoning. This fact was of tremendous significance for 
the further history of this West Ruthenian Duchy. Due 
to succession pacts, claims to his territory were raised 
on the one hand by Casimir the Great, King of Poland 
(supported by Hungary) and on the other, by the Lithua-
nian Duke Liubartas. This conflict was resolved by force 
of arms over the next dozen or so years and it ended 
with a division of the former Halych-Volhynia Duchy. 
Its northern and eastern parts (Volhynia and Podolia) re-
mained under the rule of Lithuania while the Kingdom of 
Poland gained control of its former Halych part.1 Lands 
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1 Paszkiewicz 1925; Voĭtovych 2011; Wójcikowska 2015, 
195-198. For a short period of time after the death of Casimir the 

conquered by Poland which later formed so-called Red 
Ruthenia became divided into four new land districts – 
Sanok, Przemyśl, L’viv and Halych (Fig. 1). Intensive 
colonisation and town-building which commenced as 
early as the 13th century continued apace.2 A new admin-
istrative structure was built and apart from traditional 
Orthodox culture, strong influences of the Latin civilisa-
tion became established.3

Did these changes take place in all aspects of life 
of the inhabitants of Crown Ruthenia in this period? It 
is difficult to respond unambiguously to this question 
without comprehensive studies. We will concentrate 
on one such aspect, namely, the problem of possible 

Great, Ruthenian lands came under the Hungarian rule, Sperka 
2012, 103-155. They were joined to Poland again during a blood-
less expedition in 1387 by Queen Jadwiga of Anjou.

2 Janeczek 2019.
3 Wünsch and Janeczek 2004. See also Horn 1974; Janeczek 

1978; Fastnacht 2007; Janeczek 2011; Szyszka 2016, 27-28. 

Abstract: This paper discusses problems of changes in military equipment that was in use in the historical Sanok Land. Being situated in 
the borderland of Piast Poland and the Halych-Volhynia Principality, Sanok was located at the interface of two civilisations – Latin and 
Byzantine. This was naturally reflected in both the material and spiritual culture of this region which was incorporated into Kievan Rus’ 
in the 11th century and then became part of the Kingdom of Poland (Red Ruthenia) after 1340. A question asked by the authors is: did the 
change of state sovereignty in the mid-14th century and the appearance of colonists from the West result in popularisation of the ‘Latin’ 
model of weaponry or were medieval Rus’-style arms and armour still in use? On the basis of a confrontation of written, iconographic and 
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a considerable degree by weapons evolving in the Latin sphere. 
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changes in the weaponry of warriors who constitut-
ed the armed forces of these lands. We are interested 
as to whether the change of state sovereignty and the 
appearance of colonists from the West resulted in the 
popularisation of the “Latin” model of weaponry. Or, 
perhaps did this model significantly influence weap-
onry of Ruthenian warriors earlier, in the last stage 
of the existence of the Duchy of Halych-Volhynia? 
Another significant question concerns the long life of 
weaponry which was characteristic of medieval Rus’ 
in the 2nd half of the 14th century in this region. Our 
discussion will be based on a confrontation of written, 
iconographic and archaeological sources concern-
ing on the one hand the armament of warriors in the  
Halych-Volhynia Principality in the 13th and in the 
1st half of the 14th century, and on the other hand 
a similar assemblage related to Red Ruthenia in the 
2nd half of the 14th century.

Due to the broad scope of these problems, we 
have decided to test these research issues on a source 
assemblage related to the smallest territorial unit of 
Crown Ruthenia, that is, the Sanok Land, which was the 
south-westernmost part of the former Halych-Volhynia 

Duchy. Sanok (Podkarpackie Voivodeship, Poland) 
was one of the more important Rus’ strongholds in the 
Early Middle Ages. It was situated directly near the 
border with Poland and Hungary and it was one of the 
first centres of Halych-Volhynia to be granted Magde-
burg law in 1339.4 What is more, its significant role 
was maintained after 1340, when the aforementioned 
Sanok Land was formed around it.5 Of enormous sig-
nificance also is the relatively good archaeological 
reconnaissance of more important centres of power 
which were situated in this area. Examinations which 
have been held for many years in these centres have 
yielded, among other things, a numerous assemblage of 
finds of weaponry related both to the Old Rus’-, and the 
Post-Mongol Period,6 as well as – to a smaller degree – 

4 Ginalski 2016; Ginalski and Kotowicz 2019.
5 Kiryk 1995.
6 Jędrzejowicz 1939; Kotowicz 2002, passim; Ginalski and 

Kotowicz 2004; Kotowicz 2005; Kotowicz 2006, 26-37; Fe-
dyk and Kotowicz 2006, Figs. 5-7, 10:1-2 and 13:3-4; Gliniano-
wicz and Kotowicz 2008; Kotowicz 2013a; Kotowicz 2016, Figs. 4 
and 5; Kotowicz 2017, Figs. 7, 9 and 11.

Fig. 1. Map with location of area mentioned in the paper: 1 – the territory of medieval Halych Principality;  
2 – the territory of late-medieval Red Ruthenia; 3 – borders between individual Red Ruthenian Lands;  
4 – capitals of the individual Red Ruthenian Lands (H – Halych; L – L’viv; P – Przemyśl; S – Sanok).
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to the 14th century period of Polish and Hungarian rule.7 
Of no less significance is the existence of a relatively 
opulent assemblage of written sources concerning the 
history of this region in the 2nd half of the 14th century. 
Among these, of greatest importance are grants related 
to knightly law, issued by Polish and Hungarian rulers 
and by governors of Ruthenian lands. In these grants, in 
exchange for donations of lands and privileges the sov-
ereign specified, among other things, the military duties 
of the recipient. These duties encompassed participation 
in military expeditions by royal command, and deter-
mined whether a given warrior should come as a lancer 
or a shooter. They usually also specified the size of the 
retinue and sometimes precisely enumerated offensive 
arms and protective equipment which was to be pos-
sessed by the warrior and his followers.8 Sparse icono-
graphic sources related to Halych-Volhynia or to Red 
Ruthenia will play an auxiliary role in our discussion.

It is difficult to determine unequivocally what the 
weaponry of warriors of Halych-Volhynia looked like in 
the Pre- and Post-Mongol Period. Despite many years 
of archaeological excavations and the acquisition of an 
enormous assemblage of finds related to this problem, no 
monographic work on this issue has been published so 
far.9 This role is regrettably not fulfilled by a short study 
on this issue by V. Petehyrych.10 The monograph of 
weaponry in early medieval Lesser Poland by P. Strzyż 
solely discusses the western borderlands of this duchy.11 
However, there are many detailed studies (whose value 
varies with regard to source criticism) discussing indi-
vidual categories of weaponry,12 assemblages of finds 
from examined sites (chiefly strongholds),13 as well as 

7 Kotowicz 2002, passim; Kotowicz 2007, 60-63; Kotowicz 
and Muzyczuk 2008; Kotowicz 2009; Kotowicz and Chlewicki 
2010; Kotowicz and Glinianowicz 2011.

8 Zajączkowski 1973; Zajączkowski 1978; Nadolski and Dan-
kowa 1983; Ginter 2008.

9 Kiĭko 2008, 137.
10 Petehyrych 1990. On the history of research on weaponry of 

Halych-Volhynia see also: Ters’kyĭ 2006;  Kiĭko 2008; Kalinichen-
ko and Pyvovarov 2011; Ters’kyĭ 2012a. 

11 Strzyż 2006, passim.
12 Świętosławski 1996; Rozhko 2002; Strzyż 2005; Janowski 

2006; Liwoch 2006; Michalak 2006; Kotowicz 2008; Liwoch 2008; 
Savyts’kyĭ et al. 2009, 71-75; Kuchynko and Savyts’kyĭ 2010; 
Voznyĭ and Fedoruk 2010; Voznyĭ and Fedoruk 2012; Pyvovarov 
2012; Ters’kyĭ 2013; Ters’kyĭ and Savyts’kyj 2013; Voznyĭ and 
Fedoruk 2013; Ters’kyĭ 2014; Kotowicz 2014, passim; Pyvovarov 
and Kalinichenko 2014b; Ters’kyĭ and Omel’chuk 2014; Ters’kyj 
and Zakhar’iev 2014; Voznyĭ 2014; Ters’kyĭ 2015; Kozak 2017; 
Kotowicz 2018, passim; Kozak 2018; Voznyĭ 2019.

13 Koperski 1980; Nowakowski 1998; Kuśnierz 2005; Woło-
szyn 2005; Kuśnierz 2006; Ters’kyĭ 2007; Ters’kyĭ 2008a; Ters’kyĭ 
2008b; Savyc’kyĭ et al. 2009; Ters’kyĭ 2010; Ters’kyĭ 2011; 
Ters’kyĭ 2012b; Kotowicz 2013b; Pyvovarov and Kalinichenko 
2014a; Kotovich et al. 2018; Pyvovarov et al. 2018.

individual discoveries of arms and armour.14 We do not 
have a generalised work on the weaponry of Halych- 
Volhynian warriors in the light of written sources and 
iconography, either. This role is certainly not fulfilled by 
an otherwise valuable study by M. F. Kotliar, in which 
the author paid a lot of attention to Halych and Volyhnia 
matters.15 However, there are a few smaller works con-
cerning military affairs in the times of King Danylo of 
Halych and his successors.16 

It seems, however, that an overview of available 
data allows for one general observation. Arms and ar-
mour which were in use in the discussed region in the 
period from the 12th to the 1st half of the 14th century 
represent a model of military equipment which is typ-
ical of all Ruthenian duchies. It originated first of all 
from the local heritage of Kievan Rus’. This mode was 
enriched with inspirations from territories of the Latin 
world and from nomadic peoples inhabiting the Black 
Sea coastal steppes, from Byzantium and Balt peoples.17 
Such a status quo is chiefly remarkable for the 12th 
and the 1st half of the 13th century. As it is assumed in 
literature, the period of Mongol invasions proved to 
be a turning point, as it caused significant changes in 
military affairs in the realm of Danylo of Halych. This 
applied both to tactics and structure of the army (an 
increase in infantry’s importance, the growing role of 
archers and crossbowmen), but also in its equipment 
(popularisation of siege engines) and weaponry (espe-
cially protective armament) of individual combatants.18 
The latter aspect is first of all related to a need of deal-
ing with a new powerful adversary, that is, the Tatars. 

Archaeological finds of weaponry dated to the 12th 
and the 1st half of the 13th century from the territory of 
Halych-Volhynia demonstrate – as has been mentioned 
– a model of military equipment that is convergent with 
other Ruthenian duchies. In the light of these discov-
eries the defensive armament of warriors comprised 
first of all conical helmets19 of various types and mail 
armour.20 Furthermore, iconography (mainly seals) ev-
idences the use of almond-shaped shields.21 Concern-
ing offensive arms, apart from swords, spears, axes,22 

14 Koperski 1975; Ławrynowicz and Strzyż 2001; Kokowscy 
2003; Tereszczuk 2005; Klisz 2006; Kokowscy 2009; Pyvovarov 
and Kalinichenko 2014c; Liwoch 2014a; Liwoch 2014b; Prish-
chepa 2014; Pudło 2014; Fedoryshyn 2015; Wołoszyn et al. 2018.

15 Kotliar 2011.
16 Cf. Voĭtovych 2004; Kiĭko 2006; Voĭtovych 2006; Hutsul 2009.
17 Hrekov 2012, 51.
18 Kirpichnikov 1971, 7-8; Voĭtovych 2006, 90-91.
19 Prischepa 2014.
20 Petegirich 1990, 168-169; Savyts’kyĭ et al. 2009, 26, 28.
21 Cf. Żaki 1974, Fig. 266:a.
22 Cf. Petegirich 1990, 64-165; Liwoch 2008; Ters’kyĭ 2013; 

Pyvovarov and Kalinichenko 2014c; Kotowicz 2018, 183-185.
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and sporadically used sabres,23 these comprised mac-
es and flails.24 Sabres, maces and flails were weapons 
that were borrowed from the nomadic milieu. Arrow-
heads with tangs and leaves of various shapes25 were in 
common use. Such arrowheads were almost completely 
unknown to western neighbours, where artefacts with 

23 See Ters’kyĭ 2006, Fig. 5:16. The sabre appears only once 
in the Halych-Volhynian Chronicle – it was part of parade Oriental 
equipment of King Danylo of Halych at the moment of his arrival 
in Bratislava in the mid-13th century – Ypat’evskaia…, col. 814; 
Kronika halicko-wołyńska…, 184; cf. Hutsul 2009, 88.

24 Cf. Strzyż 2005; Liwoch 2006; Michalak 2006; Kotowicz 
2008; Pyvovarov 2012; Ters’kyĭ 2014; Ters’kyĭ and Omel’chuk 
2014; Ters’kyĭ and Zahar‘iev 2014; Fedoryshyn 2015; Kozak 2018.

25 See Pyvovarov and Kalinichenko 2014b.

sockets were used.26 Equestrian equipment – spurs, stir-
rups – was quite close to that used by the Latins.27 What 
was an exception were horsewhips, which became 
widespread due to nomadic influence. They ended with 
terminals in the shape of stylised animal heads.28 Yet 
another category of equipment of nomadic provenance 
were bits with cheek-pieces.29 

The existence of such a model is also confirmed 
by finds from the Upper San Basin. We do not know 
much about the protective armament of the inhabitants 

26 Cf. Świętosławski 2006, 66, 79.
27 Cf. Hilczerówna 1956; Świętosławski 1990; Ters’kyĭ 2015. 
28 Kotowicz 2006, 34-35, Fig. 7:1-2; Petehyrych 2010, 254-

256, Photos 1-2.
29 Cf., e.g. Tereszczuk 2003.

Fig. 2. Elements of weaponry from Sanok and its vicinity in the time of the Halych-Volhynian Duchy:  
1 – Krosno, part of the sword; 2 – Wisłok Wielki, part of the sword; 3 – Sanok – castle hill, cross guard;  

4-6 – Sanok – castle hill, arrowheads; 7-9 - Sanok – castle hill, bolt heads; 10 – Niebieszczany, bronze mace head;  
11-12 - Sanok – castle hill, lead mace heads; 13 – Trepcza, bronze war-flail. Photo D. Szuwalski.
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of these lands; however, finds from the ‘Horodyszcze’ 
stronghold in Trepcza (Sanok District, Podkarpackie 
Voivodeship) which is identified with Sanok men-
tioned in early-medieval written sources allow us to 
assume that mail armour was in use there.30 Edged 
weapons are represented now by two swords dis- 
covered in Wisłok Wielki (Sanok District, Podkarpac-
kie Voivodeship; 12th-early 13th century) and in Krosno 
(Podkarpackie Voivodeship; 1st half of the 13th cen-
tury) – the latter find clearly demonstrates Eastern 
European traits – as well as by a sword cross-guard 
from the castle hill in Sanok (12th-early 14th century) 
(Fig. 2:1-3).31 Typical Old Rus’ weaponry is represented 
also by maces, whose material remains are usually their 

30 Ginalski and Kotowicz 2004, 202-204, Tab. II:1-2.
31 Kotowicz and Muzyczuk 2008, 128-131, Figs. 2-3; Koto-

wicz, forthcoming a.

metal heads. What stands out among them is a parade 
artefact that was made from bronze. It was discov-
ered in the village of Niebieszczany (Sanok District, 
Podkarpackie Voivodeship; 12th-13th century) (Fig. 2: 
10).32 The remaining two finds are more common and 
were manufactured from lead. They were discovered 
in 12th-early 14th century cultural layers on the cas-
tle hill in Sanok (Fig. 2:11-12). However, fragments 
of two bronze flails dated to the 12th-1st half of the 
13th century, including an artefact with zoomorphic 
ornament (Fig. 2:13)33 were discovered in the ‘Ho-
rodyszcze’ stronghold. The eastern European model 
of shooters’ equipment is represented by arrowheads 
which are commonly found in the vicinity of Sanok. 

32 On the subject of this type maces cf. e.g. Strzyż 2005.
33 Ginalski and Kotowicz 2004, 197-199, Tab. II:1-2. 

Fig. 3. Spurs from Sanok and its vicinity in the time of the Halych-Volhynian Duchy: 1-3 - Sanok – castle hill;  
4-5 – Sanok-Biała Góra, ‘Zamczysko’. Photo D. Szuwalski.
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These are mainly artefacts with tangs (Fig. 2:5-6),34 
although examples with sockets and barbs are also en-
countered (Fig. 2:4). A universal model is represented 
by parts of equestrian equipment – chiefly spurs with 
goads and rowels which are first of all known from 
‘Horodyszcze’ in Trepcza and from the “castle hill” in 
Sanok (Fig. 3).35 

As mentioned above, it is suggested in literature 
that the Mongol invasion in the late 1230s strongly 
influenced the military reorganisation of the Halych- 
Volhynian Duchy. It was also manifested by changes 

34 Ginalski and Kotowicz 2004, 212-214, Tab. VI:9-10, 
VII:3,5-10.

35 Ginalski nad Kotowicz 2004, 223-226, Tab. XII:1,3-6, 
XIII:1-3; Ginalski and Kotowicz 2019, Fig. 9:8-11.

in individual weaponry.36 Such conclusions can be 
drawn first of all on the basis of two mentions in the 
Halych-Volhynian Chronicle. The first one concerns 
a meeting of Danylo Romanovych with the Hungari-
an King Bela IV and German envoys of Emperor Fre- 
derick II which took place in Bratislava in the mid-
13th century. The chronicler vividly depicts the admi-
ration of Germans at seeing the duke sitting in a saddle 
that was lavishly ornamented with gold, with a skil- 
fully decorated sabre and arrows (or rather a bowcase). 
What provoked even more surprise, however, were du-
cal warriors equipped with armour made from small 
plates which shone in the sun. They rode horses which 

36 Kirpichnikov 1976, 7-8; Voĭtovych 2006, 90-91.

Fig. 4. Iconographic representation of arms and armour as well as elements of armour in the time of Halych-Volhynian Duchy:  
1 – the icon from Stanylia, Ukraine. After Helvytovych 2004; 2 – seal of Jurij I Lvovych. After Lewicki 1898;  

3 – seal of Lev Danylovych (?). After Lappo-Danilevskīĭ 1907; 4 – Sanok-Biała Góra, ‘Zamczysko’, cone final of helmet.  
Photo D. Szuwalski; 5-20 – Sanok-Biała Góra, ‘Zamczysko’, lamellar or scale armour plates. Photo D. Szuwalski. 
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were covered with leather armour, according to Tatar 
fashion. This armour protected both the torsos and the 
heads of the animals.37 The other mention was record-
ed in the necrology and laudation of Duke Volodymyr 
Ivan Vasylkovych, written in 1287. It specifies ‘bron 
doshchatyye’ (‘бронѣ дощатые’) – armour made from 
plates, for which (as well as for 50 marks of marten 
skins and for five bales of bright red silk) the duke 
bought the village of Berezovychy in Volhynia from 
a boyar named Fedorko.38 According to A. N. Kirpich-
nikov, these mentions and the appearance of the term 

37 Ypat’evskaia…, col. 814; Kronika halicko-wołyńska…, 183-
184; Kirpichnikov 1971, 18; Kiĭko 2006, 95.

38 Ypat’evskaia…, col. 904; Kronika halicko-wołyńska…, 247; 
Medvedev 1959a, 119-120; Medvedev 1959b, 175; Kirpichnikov 
1971, 15. 

‘dospekh’ (‘доспех’) with reference to “armour”, in-
stead of the word ‘bronya’ (‘броня’) that had been used 
so far, demonstrated a certain orientalisation of Halych 
cavalry which took place under Tatar influence. This 
change consisted in a broad-scale introduction of scale 
and lamellar armour instead of mail armour that was 
in use previously.39 Leather armour was also used for 
protecting horses. The use of platelet armour (lamellar 
and scale) in the last stage of the existence of Halych- 
Volhynian Ruthenia is demonstrated by finds of more 
than 60 platelets (mainly D-shaped) that were dis-
covered in the course of research on the ‘Zamczysko’ 
stronghold in Sanok-Biała Góra (Fig. 4:5-20).40 This 
small stronghold is dated to the 2nd half of the 13th and 

39 Kirpichnikov 1976, 8.
40 Kotowicz, forthcoming b.

Fig. 5. The 14th century elements of weaponry connected with Sanok Land: 1 – Jaśliska vicinity, part of the sword.  
Photo D. Szuwalski; 2-5 – Manastrzec, “Sobień” castle, coat of plates elements. Photo D. Szuwalski;  

6 – seal of Władysław II of Opole. After Vossberg 1854; 7 – Krosno, fragment of mail (D. Szuwalski and RTG photo).
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the 1st half of the 14th century and it was destroyed as 
a result of an unexpected invasion. This is evidenced 
by fire traces recorded in its cultural layers, by finds 
deposited shallowly in the soil and by arrow- and bolt 
heads (nearly 200 finds in total) discovered in the court-
yard and the nearby area. An analysis of the political 
situation in the region and of the acquired archaeolog-
ical finds imply that this premise was destroyed in the 
course of expeditions led by the Polish king, Casimir 
the Great after the death of Jurij Bolesław Trojdeno-
vych in the early 1340s.41 

The use of these elements of armament was supposed 
to protect Ruthenian warriors against the danger posed 
by Mongol archers.42 Another response to the Tatar 
way of waging war was an increase in the importance 
and numbers of archer detachments. They were chiefly 
equipped with bows mainly launching projectiles with 
traditional arrowheads with tangs. Such arrowheads 
were practically unknown in the neighbouring territory 
of Lesser Poland in this period.43 A considerable num-
ber of such arrowheads – 47 finds – was discovered in 
the course of the examinations of the aforementioned 
‘Zamczysko’ stronghold in Sanok-Biała Góra.44 

Such an image of weaponry with clearly Eastern 
European traits could also be confirmed by sparse 
iconographic sources which are believed to be re-
lated to Halych-Volhynia. These first of all include 
a 14th century icon45 with a depiction of Saint George 
from the Orthodox church of Saint Joachim and Saint 
Anne in the village of Stanylia (L’viv obl., Ukraine) 
(Fig. 4:1).46 This icon depicts the holy warrior on 
a black horse, armed with a spear and wearing brown, 
that is, in all probability leather scale armour. The ar-
mour is depicted in a Byzantine fashion, with an of-
ficer’s belt across the chest of the horseman. However, 
it is uncertain whether such a depiction of the saint is 
not to some degree a result of a particular convention 

41 Fedyk and Kotowicz 2006; Kotowicz 2017.
42 Kirpichnikov 1976, 8, 33.
43 Individual finds of these are dated to the period around and 

after 1250, and were discovered in remains of defensive features 
(strongholds, castles). They are usually interpreted as traces of 
presence of Tatar-Ruthenian detachments – Świętosławski 1997, 
cat. nos. 3-4, 6; Bodnar et al. 2006; Florek 2015a; Florek 2015b; 
Liwoch 2016, 100, Fig. 5.

44 Kotowicz 2017, 41, Fig. 9:9-15.
45 The icon underwent radiocarbon dating which demonstrated 

that the boards it was made from should be dated to the 1st half of 
the 14th century, Helytovych 2014, 10.

46 Cf. Helytovych 2014, cat. no. 6, Fig. 6. While analysing this 
icon, N. Kolpakova states that in the manner of depiction of the 
saint there are solutions which were already characteristic for 
the period of the Palaeologus dynasty. These, however, focus more 
on an “ascetic” manner of depicting the legend of this saint than on 
parts of his military dress, Kolpakova 2014, 24.

or a pattern-like depiction of such persons, which was 
based on a tradition that may have been a few centuries 
old.47 It is worth noting that in this case Saint George 
was depicted with contemporised elements of equestri-
an equipment – a stirrup and a spur. 

Other iconographic sources also seem to suggest 
that during the first decades of the 14th century the 
weapons of warriors in Halych-Volhynia differed from 
those used by their Latin neighbours. We have a depic-
tion of a horseman equipped with a conical helmet from 
an equestrian seal of King Jurij I Lvovych of Halych- 
Volhynia. It was appended to a charter issued by his 
sons Dukes Lev and Andrey in 1316 (Fig. 4:2).48 This 
helmet type49 can also be found on seals of similar chro-
nology that were used by Mazovian dukes.50 However, 
it is much less common on seals from Lesser Poland,51 
where pot helmets prevail.52 However, the person on 
horseback holds a triangular shield, which is of West-
ern origin,53 but in Ruthenian iconography (seals) can 
be found as early as the 2nd quarter of the 13th centu-
ry.54 Therefore, in the period in question it was perhaps 
well-established in this region. Of utmost interest is 
another seal with a depiction of a warrior. It is usual-
ly related to Duke Lev Danylovych (Fig. 4:3)55 and is 
appended to the aforementioned charter from 1316. It 
depicts a knight on foot, dressed in mail and holding 
a spear in his left hand. His right hand rests on a rectan-
gular shield with a well-pronounced rib – a so-called 
pavise.56 This depiction has not been mentioned so far in 
arms and armour studies and it seems to be the earliest 

47 Kolpakova 2014, 24.
48 Lewicki 1898, 175; Lappo-Danilevskīĭ 1907, Tab. I. A near-

ly identical seal (with a minor difference in the title) was also used 
by this ruler’s grandson Duke Jurij II Bolesław Trojdenovych for 
his charters – Lappo-Danilevskīĭ 1907, Tab. IV-VI; Tęgowski 
2010, 318.

49 Similar helmets are known from the Simonov Psalter which 
is dated to the late 13th century and is thus chronologically close 
to the depiction in question. Another example is a border scene of 
a ‘Saint George’ icon from the early 14th century – cf. Kirpichnikov 
1971, Tab. VI, XIII, XIV:1; Kirpichnikov 1976, Tab. XIII:1-2,4. 
A crest of this kind of helmets, made from a metal sheet that was 
rolled up into a socket was discovered in the course of the research 
on the aforementioned ‘Zamczysko’ stronghold in Sanok-Biała 
Góra (Fig. 4:4) – cf. Kotowicz 2017, Fig. 11:23.

50 Kuczyński 1978, 298-305, 308-313, cat. nos. 16-17, 20, 22.
51 Kajzer 1976, 60-61, cat. no. 12.
52 Kajzer 1976, 61. 
53 Grotowski 2011, 286. In its classic form it appears in Byz-

antine culture in the early 13th century – cf. Grotowski 2011, 287, 
Fig. 68.

54 Kirpichnikov 1971, 45, Fig. 16:2-3.
55 Hrechylo 2000, 257. 
56 Lappo-Danilevskīĭ 1907, Tab. I. An erroneous interpretation 

of another worse preserved impression of this seal was offered by 
Lewicki 1898, 172.
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certain image of a pavise in Ruthenian iconography.57 
The origin of the pavise is related to Balt peoples and 
it was in all probability such shields that were termed 
prusche schilde or scutum Pruthenicum in 14th-centu-
ry Teutonic sources. Furthermore, in 15th-century Bo-
hemian and Polish sources these are known as pavézky 
litevské, scutum Pruthenicus, littische schild or clipeus 
Litwanicus.58 In their early form they became popular 
in the territory of 13th-, and 14th-century Mazovia and 
became part of so-called ‘Mazovian armour’.59 Bearing 
in mind the strong military-political contacts between 
Halych-Volhynia and Balt peoples (especially with the 
Lithuanians and the Yotvingians), and also with the Ma-
zovians, such a borrowing is obviously natural. 

Halych-Volhynia, as the westernmost part of Ru-
thenia, was unquestionably subject to Latin influ- 
ences. Arms and armour manufactured in the territory 
of the Latin civilisation may have found their way to 
the Duchy, e.g. as booty or gifts brought from expedi-
tions led by Ruthenian dukes to the Polish or Bohemi-
an lands. In this context it is worth mentioning a piece 
of information from the Halych-Volhynian Chronicle 
which says that in the course of a Bohemian expedition 
of Duke Danylo of Halych in 1252, Herbord von Ful-
stein, a nobleman from Westphalia and the pantler of the 
bishop of Olomouc sent his sword to the duke in sign of 
allegiance. This sword was perhaps of Western Euro-
pean manufacture.60 The influence of Western military 
fashion may have been manifest here already earlier, 
as implied, among others, by a 12th-century bone badge 
from the stronghold of Plisnes’ko in Pidhirci (L’viv obl., 
Ukraine). It displays a knight in a conical helmet with 
a nasal and in mail armour with long sleeves.61 How-
ever, so far in the vicinity of Sanok there have been 
no examples of weaponry from the 13th and the early 
14th century that could be unambiguously related to the 

57 Its earliest depictions in the territory of northern Ruthenia 
are first known from the seal of Ivan Ivanovich from the years 1354-
1359. We agree with the opinion of A. Nowakowski that a 12th cen-
tury bone badge with an image of an armed centaur that was 
believed by A. N. Kirpichnikov to be a proof for the Ruthenian 
provenance of such shields in fact depicts an almond-shaped shield 
with a vertical belt of painting ornament – Kirpichnikov 1971, 46-
47, Fig. 19; Nowakowski 1980, 113-114. Only images of a pavise 
on Mazovian ducal seals are earlier than our example. They first 
appear in seals of Konrad of Mazovia from 1228 and of Bolesław 
of Mazovia and Sandomierz from 1229 – cf. Nowakowski 1973, 
290. A 1st half of the 13th century chronology has also been recently 
proposed for a chess figurine of a knight with a small pavise that 
was discovered in Kraków (Małopolskie Voivodeship, Poland) – 
cf. Niemiec 2018 – with further reading. 

58 Denkstein 1973, 286; Nowakowski 1973; Nowakowski 
1980; Nowakowski and Szymczak 1985, 45-46.

59 Nowakowski 1973.
60 Ypat’evskaia…, col. 825; Kronika halicko-wołyńska…, 191.
61 Kuchera 1962, Fig. 18:2.

Western European model of military equipment. An ex-
ample is posed by the crossbow, which began to be of as 
great importance as the bow in this period. It appeared 
in this territory already in the Pre-Mongol Period,62 but 
its popularity chiefly increased in the last century of 
the existence of the Halych-Volhynian Duchy (Fig. 2: 
7-9).63 This is suggested by numerous finds of bolt 
heads with sockets that were discovered in the afore-
mentioned ‘Zamczysko’ stronghold in Sanok-Biała 
Góra.64 A. N. Kirpichnikov related the increase of its 
importance in Ruthenia, among other things, to the ap-
pearance of the aforementioned platelet armour.65 The 
increase in the significance of shooter detachments 
among the troops of the last rulers of Halych-Volhynia 
is also demonstrated by a (regrettably, isolated) grant 
charter issued by Duke Jurij Boleslav Trojdenovych at 
the beginning of his rule in Ruthenia (1323) for Hodor 
Holovach. The charter stated that in exchange for the 
village of Zabłoćce in the Przemyśl Land this boyar 
was supposed to serve more sagitario vel clipeo id est 
strzelczem albo szczithem, that is, as a shooter or with 
a shield (as a shield-bearer?).66 

Other parts of equestrian equipment – that is, first 
of all artefacts related to equestrian equipment and 
horse tack – do not display significant differences in 
comparison with similar artefacts from territories of the 
Latin cultural zone.67 

Let us try now to inspect arms and armour in the 
area in question after its incorporation into the King-
dom of Poland. Regrettably, for this period there are 
almost no iconographic sources that would display the 

62 Ginalski and Kotowicz 2004, 215, 218, Tab. IX, X:1-4. It is 
worth remembering that the first mentions of the use of crossbows 
in the territory of early medieval Rus’ come from the beginning 
of the 2nd half of the 12th century. However, archaeological finds 
related to crossbows are dated to the last quarter of the 12th century 
– cf. Kirpichnikov 1976, 67-68.

63 Kiĭko 2006, 95.
64 Fedyk and Kotowicz 2006, 13-14, Fig. 5; Kotowicz 2017, 

40, Fig. 9:1-6. In this case, however, it should be assumed that 
a significant part of these bolts was launched by invaders – in all 
probability, the Poles – who were besieging the stronghold. 

65 Kirpichnikov 1976, 68, 71.
66 This grant was written in Ruthenian and its original regret-

tably does not survive. It is solely known from its Latin translation 
signed by the chancery of Sigismund I the Old, dated to 3 April 
1533 – cf. Tęgowski 2010, 324-325.

67 Cf. Kotowicz 2002, 11-12, Tab. X:1,3; Ginalski and Ko-
towicz 2004, 223-226, Tab. XII-XIII; Fedyk and Kotowicz 2006, 
16-17, Figs. 13:3-4, 17:2; Glinianowicz and Kotowicz 2008, 83-
84, Figs. 5:15-16, 6:3-4, 7:17; Kotowicz 2013a; Kotowicz 2016, 
Figs. 4:4, 5:5-6; Kotowicz 2017, 39, Fig. 7. A hypothesis once pro-
posed by A. N. Kirpichnikov about the earliest appearance of spurs 
with rowels in the territory of Ruthenia cannot be maintained any 
more in view of the most recent discoveries with precise chronology, 
just to mention that from Wrocław (Dolnośląskie Voivodeship, Po-
land), Kirpichnikov 1973; Kirpichnikov 1976, 49; Marek 2018, 573.
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appearance of warriors from Crown Ruthenia. What 
can solely be used are two seals of Duke Władysław II 
of Opole from the period of his governorate of Ru-
thenia on behalf of Louis of Anjou King of Hunga-
ry. On one of these the duke is depicted on a throne 
with a sword provided with a discoid pommel. The 
other seal shows the duke on horseback with a crest-
ed great helmet on his head. He is protected with 
a covered breastplate with chain belts (‘mameliere’), 
to which a sword and a dagger are attached. The latter 
is suspended on the knightly belt. His legs are protect-
ed with defences known as poleyns (Fig. 5:6).68 As 
known from analogies, such a set of a clearly West-
ern European nature could only be afforded by social 
elites of this period. 

Less clear pieces of information are provided by 
archaeological sources. At present, the assemblage of 
finds from the Sanok Land which could be with no 
major doubt dated to the 2nd half of the 14th century is 
very sparse. They come from dendrochronologically 
dated cultural levels discovered at the castle in Sanok 

68 Vossberg 1854, 30, 31, Tab. 19.

and in the Market Square in Krosno. Most of these 
do not have traits which would allow for an identi-
fication of their provenance. Therefore, they cannot 
provide decisive evidence of the nature of the arma-
ment of local warriors. Among these traits of weapon-
ry there are crossbow bolt heads, a spur (Fig. 6:1), but 
also fragments of mail discovered near the remains 
of stalls in Krosno Market Square (Fig. 5:7).69 The 
case of the sword from the vicinity of Jaśliska is sim-
ilar. Its pommel is ornamented with signs of the Lat-
in cross (Fig. 5:1).70 The same applies to finds from 
the stronghold in Mymoń (Krosno District, Podkar-
packie Voivodeship) dated mainly to the 2nd half of 
the 14th century. At this site a dagger scabbard fitting, 
crossbow bolts heads, spurs and an ornamented bit 
were discovered (Fig. 6:2). The latter has analogies in 
14th-century finds from southern and western Poland.71 
It cannot be excluded that a sword scabbard chape dis-
covered in the ‘Sobień’ castle in Manasterzec (Lesko 

69 Kotowicz and Muzyczuk 2008, 144-148, Figs. 10-11.
70 Kotowicz and Glinianowicz 2011. 
71 Cabalska 1970; Cabalska 1975, 333, Fig. 3:a-c,g-h,n; 

Kotowicz 2007, 58-59, 60-63, Figs. 6:2-3, 7:1-3,5. 

Fig. 6. The 14th century elements of equestrian equipment from the Sanok Land:  
1 – Sanok - castle hill, spur; 2 – Mymoń, ‘Zamczysko’, bit. Photo D. Szuwalski.
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District, Podkarpackie Voivodeship) should also be 
related to this period.72

The only armament finds that can be related to the Lat-
in model of weaponry are coats of plate armour, fragments 
of which were discovered at a few sites of old Sanok Land 
(Fig. 5:2-5).73 So far, this type of body protection has not 
been testified to by finds from the territory of the Hal-
ych-Volhynian Duchy.74 However, in the early 14th centu-
ry at the latest it became widespread in the territory of the 
Kingdom of Poland.75 In this place it is also worth under-
lining that in layers from the 2nd half of the 14th century at 
the sites in Krosno or Sanok there is a total lack of such 
weaponry as arrowheads with tangs, mace heads or flail 
striking ends. These occur in the discussed territory in ear-
lier periods and their absence after c. 1350 does not seem 
to be merely a matter of the state of research. 

Most details related to the discussed issue can be 
found in written sources, first of all in charters that were 
mentioned in the introduction. From the territory of the 
Sanok Land we have 24 such charters, which mainly 
refer to localities situated in the northern part of this 
region (Table 1). 

Here it is worth underlining one of major differences 
concerning the regulation of scope of military service in 
Ruthenia and in other parts of the Kingdom of Poland in 
this period. In the ‘old’ provinces of the Kingdom, the 
nobility were obliged to participate in military expedi-
tions ‘in the best way they can’ in exchange for lands they 
possessed. This resulted from Article 17 of the Statutes 
of Greater Poland issued by Casimir the Great. However, 
land grants for nobility in Ruthenia implied a detailed 
specification of military duties of grantees. According to 
some researchers, this was caused by the king’s attempt 
at greater control over the scope of military service in 
newly annexed territories.76

In the earliest charters which are known to us, that 
is, in the location charters of the villages of Równe and 
Iskrzynia issued by Casimir the Great in 1352 it was 
stated that in the case of a mass levy the grantees were 
obliged to supply one man in levibus armis videlicet 
in pancerio, in slappa et cum hasta in equo valenti77 

72 Kotowicz and Chlewicki 2010. 
73 Kotowicz 2002, 11, cat. nos. 45-51, Tab. IX:11-13,15-18; 

Kotowicz and Muzyczuk 2008, 148-149, cat. no. 18, Fig. 12:1.
74 The earliest finds of coats of plate armour that are known so 

far in the territory of the former Halych-Volhynian Duchy are dat-
ed to the 2nd half of the 14th century and come from the following 
strongholds: Zelena Lypa (Chernivtsi obl., Ukraine) – cf. Pyvo-
varov 2010, 367-368, Fig. 1:6-7; and Bus’k (L’viv obl., Ukraine) 
– kind information from Ms Natalia Stebliĭ from the Ivan Franko 
University in L’viv, for which we are very obliged. 

75 Szpunar and Glinianowicz 2006, 143-147. 
76 Ginter 2008, 247-272.
77 AGZ VIII, no. 1.

and Unum hominem in plattis in slappa et cum hasta, 
in equo valente.78 This means that the warriors were to 
come mounted, wearing mail armour (pancerio) or coats 
of plate armour (plattis), in kettle hats (slappa), and 
armed with lances (hasta).79 Attention must be paid to 
the problem of interpretation of the term hasta (lance) 
and it other cases lancea (spear), as it could refer both 
to the weapon itself (lance), to the warrior armed with it 
or even to the whole retinue led by the lancer.80 It seems, 
however, that in these examples the main weapon of the 
warrior was mentioned. It is interesting that in spite of 
the fact that protective armament in the location char-
ter of Równe (mail and kettle hat) was termed as light 
(levibus armis), the warrior equipped with this armament 
was supposed to serve as a lancer, that is, a member of 
a formation which is rather associated with heavy caval-
ry. It is possible that it was also offensive arms – in this 
case, the lance – that decided upon the classification of 
the horseman to heavy shock formation, that is, lancers.81 

Another charter that was issued in 1359 to Mar-
cin of Cergowa says about the service of a village 
mayor in plateis, cum hasta in equo.82 An identical 
duty of coming for an expedition in plathis cum has-
ta in equo was also imposed on village mayors of 
Lubenia which was founded at this time.83 In both 
cases the grantees were supposed to fulfil military 
service as lancers and coats of plates were the only 
protective armament that was mentioned for them. 

A new term concerning protective armament ap-
pears in a charter of Casimir the Great from 1367. 
It mentions a duty of the mayor of Krosno to send 
hominem unum galeatum cum armis et alium cum ba- 
lista84 in a the general levy is summoned. This is to 
be interpreted as a description of a retinue composed 
of a heavily armed lancer and a shooter armed with 
a crossbow (ballista). The term galea can be simply 
understood as a helmet in case a given charter also 
specifies other kinds of protective equipment. Howev-
er, if a ‘man in helmet’ (homo galeatus) is mentioned 
and other kinds of defensive armament are omitted, 
the record concerns a lancer in full armour.85 

78 KDP I, no. 117.
79 Concerning Latin terms for weaponry see; Nowakowski and 

Szymczak 1985; Swaryczewski 1987, 17-76; Głosek 1990, 136; 
Nowakowski 1990, 54, 61.

80 Nadolski and Dankowa 1983, 94; for basic data on the or-
ganisation and structure of armed forces in the Kingdom of Poland 
in the period under discussion see Nadolski 1994, 192-195.

81 Nadolski and Dankowa 1983, 107-109.
82 AGZ VIII, no. 2.
83 ZDM 4, 960.
84 AGZ III, 17.
85 Nadolski and Dankowa 1983, 104.
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Table 1. Chronological list of military duties of grantees in the Sanok Land (the 2nd half of the 14th century).

No. Donor Donated locality, date Donees and their military duties Source

1 Casimir III
King of Poland

Równe (Krosno District,  
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

25 I 1352

Dythmar civis de Sanok

“[...] unum hominem in levibus armis videlicet in pancerio, 
in slappa et cum hasta in equo valenti mittere teneatur [...]”

AGZ VIII, 
no. 1.

2 Casimir III
King of Poland

Iskrzynia (Krosno District,  
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

25 I 1352

Jacobus dictus Isskra

“[...] unum hominem in plattis in slappa et cum hasta,  
in equo valente mittere teneatur [...]”

KDP I,  
no. 117.

3 Casimir III
King of Poland

Rogi (Krosno District,  
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

3 VI 1358

Petrus advocatus de Colaczicze (Kołaczyce near Jasło, 
Little Poland) 

“[...] cum duobus sagitarijs servire tenebitur”

KDM III, 
no. 721

4 Casimir III
King of Poland

Cergowa (Krosno District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

22 V 1359

Martinus de Czergowa

“[...] in plateis, cum hasta in equo [...] servire tenebitur [...]”

AGZ VIII, 
no. 2.

5 Casimir III
King of Poland

Lubenia (Rzeszów District, 
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

22 V 1359

Fratres Paulus, Jacobus et Nicolaus

“[...] in plathis cum hasta in equo [...] tenebuntur servire [...]”

ZDM 4,  
no. 960.

6 Casimir III
King of Poland

Stara Wieś (Brzozowa)
(Brzozów District, 

Podkarpackie Voivodeship)
2 X 1359

Stephanus Woyostouis heres in Sobnouo
(Sobniów near Jasło, Little Poland)

“[...] mittere duos sagittarios in equis competentibus [...]”

AGZ III, 
no. 9.

7 Casimir III
King of Poland

Srogów Niżny (Sanok, 
District, Podkarpackie 
Voivodeship) / Dydnia 

(Brzozów District, 
Podkarpackie Voivodeship) / 

Jurowce (Sanok District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship) / 
Temeszów (Brzozów District, 
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

25 VI 1361

Petrus et Paulus fratres de Hungaria

“cum hasta et duobus sagittariis”

Materialy, 
no. 1

8 Casimir III
King of Poland

Daliowa (Krosno District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

25 II 1363 r.

Hriczko Zarouicz

“[...] in equo valente sex marchas, armatus cum hasta [...] 
servire debet [...]”

AGZ VIII, 
no. 4.

9 Casimir III
King of Poland

Blizne (Brzozów District, 
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

25 IV 1366

Falco de Crosno

“[...] cum balista decenter expeditus servire teneatur [...]”

AGZ VIII, 
no. 7.

10 Casimir III
King of Poland

Krosno (Krosno District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

19 XI 1367

Michael et Iacussius

“[...] hominem unum galeatum cum armis et alium cum 
ballista [...] mittere debet”

AGZ III, 
no. 17.

11 Casimir III
King of Poland

Tyczyn (Rzeszów District, 
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

14 III 1368

Bartholdus Tyczner

“[...] cum una hasta et balista decenter expediti [...] servire [...]”

KDM I,  
no. 294
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No. Donor Donated locality, date Donees and their military duties Source

12 Casimir III
King of Poland

Strachocina (Sanok District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship) 

10 V 1369

Petrus et Gregorio fratres germanis de Cunowy (Kunowa 
near Biecz in Little Poland)

“[...] servire in duabus joppis, uno pancerio, pilleo, manicis 
fereis, balista et equo quatuor marcas valente [...]”

ZDM 4,  
no. 999.

13

Duke 
Władysław II 

of Opole 
Hungarian 

Governor of 
Ruthenia

Dudyńce (Sanok District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship) 

1372-1378

Mathias capellanus

“[...] cum uno sagittario in equo valente [...] servire 
teneatur.”

ZDM 4,  
no. 1045.

14

Duke 
Władysław II 

of Opole 
Hungarian 

Governor of 
Ruthenia

Jabłonica Ruska (Brzozów 
District, Podkarpackie 

Voivodeship) 
31 V 1373

Przybislaus filius Phal de terra Lancicie (Łęczyca Land)

“[...] cum uno balistario bene armato in equo valido [...] 
servire [...]”

AGZ VII, 
no. 9.

15

Duke 
Władysław II 

of Opole 
Hungarian 

Governor of 
Ruthenia

Lubatowa (Krosno District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

15 III 1376

Stanislaus Thoka

“[...] cum una hasta et uno sagittario in equis et armis bene 
valentibus et preparatis [...] servire tenebuntur”

AGZ VIII, 
no. 10.

16

Duke 
Władysław II 

of Opole 
Hungarian 

Governor of 
Ruthenia

Rymanów (Krosno District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

15 III 1376

Nicolaus Reymanni

“[...] cum una hasta et uno sagittario in equis valentibus et 
armis decentibus servient [...]”

ZDM 1,  
no. 149.

17

Duke 
Władysław II 

of Opole 
Hungarian 

Governor of 
Ruthenia

Pisarowce (Sanok District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship) 

14 X 1377

Iasko Puskowsky

„[...] cum uno sagittario [...]”

ZDM 4,  
no. 1035.

18

Duke 
Władysław II 

of Opole 
Hungarian 

Governor of 
Ruthenia

Sielnica (Przemyśl District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

8 XI 1377

Fratres Petrus Cosarowicz et Clish

“[...] in equo cum sagittis et gladio expensis propriis servire 
tenebuntur.”

ZDM 4,  
no. 1036.

19
Neko  

Mayor of 
Sanok

Wienkowie (Sanok District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

8 II 1380

Thodor et Nestko fratres germanis

“[...] in equo cum uno arcu, seu balista [...] servire 
tenebuntur [...]”

ZDM 1,  
No. 157.

20
Mary  

Queen of 
Hungary 

Poraż (Sanok District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

20 II 1383

Fratres Ioseph Olahus (filius Petro) et Mathias et domina 
Mussata

“[...] cum una hasta decenter expediti servire [...]”

AGZ VII, 
no. 14.
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86An exceptionally complete set of defensive armour 
was specified in the text of the foundation charter of 
Strachocina from 1369. As can be said on the basis 
of this, local mayors – Piotr and Grzegorz – were to 
serve in the general levy in duabus joppis, uno pancer-
io, pilleo, manicis fereis, balista et equo.87 The ‘duae 
joppe’ which was mentioned in the first place is yet an-
other term for a coat of plates armour, apart from the 
aforementioned plattiis.88 As may be inferred from this 
charter, apart from the coat of plates armour and the 
mail, the warriors from Strachocina were also to come 
with kettle hats (pilleo) and with manicis fereis, that 
is most probably with plate protection for their upper 
limbs and (or) with gauntlets. In spite of the fact that 
this description concerns a shooter whose principal 
weapon was the crossbow (ballista), the set of defen-
sive armament at the disposal of the mayor of Stracho-
cina seems extremely robust. If it were not for the lack 
of plate protectors for the lower limbs, it could well 
correspond to the equipment of a heavily armed knight 
of this period.89 

As a rule, the duty of participation in a military ex-
pedition concerned not only the grantee himself, but 
also his subordinates. They formed together a retinue, 
composed of a lancer and one or two shooters who ac-
companied him. It was only in one case that a certain 

86 The original document is not preserved. In the Archive of 
Sanguszko Dukes there is a discharge of this document in which 
Fedko is mentioned instead of Sandko – Archiwum, no. VII.

87 ZDM 4, 999.
88 Nowakowski 1994, 235-236; Nowakowski 2006, 125.
89 Nadolski and Dankowa 1983, 107.

Iachnik Dziewieczka of Zarszyn was to participate in 
military expeditions cum una lancea et tribus sagit-
tarys, 90 that is, as a lancer with three shooters. 

The main role in the retinue was played by the lan- 
cer who came on a good and valuable horse and almost 
always with a lance (hasta). Sometimes charters spe- 
cify his equipment. Four of these say that the lancer has 
to be armed or to be properly armed (armatus, armis 
bene valentibus et preparatis, armis decentibus). The 
aforementioned record of hominem unum galeatum 
cum armis in all probability also applied to a lancer. 
Among the specified parts of military equipment there 
are mail armour (pancerio) and coats of plate armour 
(plateis, plathis, plattis) which are mentioned as many 
as four times. Additionally, a kettle hat (slappa) is men-
tioned twice (see Table 1). 

Another group of warriors who are mentioned in 
grant charters are shooters. They appear both as com-
panions of lancers as well as individually. It was found 
out in scholarship that the term sagittarius usually re-
ferred to a crossbowman (balistarius).91 This is testi-
fied to by mentions of warriors armed with crossbows 
(balista), although in one case it is said that the warrior 
could come with a bow or a crossbow (cum arcu seu 
balista).92 The most interesting description referring to 

90 AGZ III , 60.
91 Nadolski and Dankowa 1983, 97-100.
92 ZDM 1, 157. It is worth stressing that the first mention in 

which there is no doubt that we are dealing with a bowman and not 
a crossbowman comes from as late as 1437 and concerns Jakub 
Wołoch (Wallachian). This charter refers to military duties of the 
mayor of Szczawne who is to serve (…) uno equite cum arcu (…) 
– ZDM 5 1970, 1424. According to A. Nadolski and J. Dankowa, 

No. Donor Donated locality, date Donees and their military duties Source

21

Zyndram from 
Maszkowice 

Kraków  
Sword-Bearer 

Królik Polski (Krosno District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

4 X 1389

Hanzel dictus Ion

“[...] servire [...] cum hasta in equo competenti.”

AGZ VIII, 
no. 19.

22
Piotr Kmita 
Castellan of 

Lublin 

Wara (Brzozów District, 
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

2 VII 1391

Sandek from Wara86

“Mayor is obliged to participate in military expeditions 
with two lances” 

Fastnacht 
2002, 220.

23

Władysław II 
Jagiełło  

King of Poland 

Długie (Sanok District,
Podkarpackie Voivodeship)

30 X 1395

Iachnik dictus Dzeweczka de Schosueschow

“[...] cum una lancea et tribus sagittarys [...] servire [...]”

AGZ III, 
no. 60.

24
Władysław II 

Jagiełło  
King of Poland

Szczepańcowa (Krosno 
District, Podkarpackie 

Voivodeship) 
5 XI 1399

Miles strennus Petrassius de Falcow venator 
sandomieriensis

“[...] cum una lancea seu hasta cum armis et equo 
valentibus [...] desrvire.”

AGZ III, 
no. 72.
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a shooter from the Sanok Land concerns Piotr and Je-
rzy, the afore-mentioned mayors of Strachocina. They 
were supposed to attend the military expedition on 
horseback, with crossbows, coats of plate armour, mail 
armour, kettle hats and upper limb protectors.93 There 
are also mentions of shooters who are ‘well-,’ or ‘prop-
erly’ armed. In one case the shooter was to serve ‘with 
arrows and a sword’ (cum sagittis et gladio).94 

Within the context of our considerations of special 
interest is also the ethnic origin of persons to whom the 
mentioned charters apply. There is no doubt that we are 
dealing with representatives of two cultural zones: the 
Eastern and the Western one. It is certain that Hriczko 
Zarouicz of Daliowa95 who served as armatus cum hasta 
was Ruthenian. However, a brief description does not 
specify his set of armament. It cannot be excluded that 
brothers Thodor (Teodor?) and Nestko from the village 
of Wenkowe who were to serve as shooters were also 
Ruthenians. In their case it is of interest that they could 
come both with crossbows and with bows and this is 
the only case where the latter kind of projectile weapon 
was mentioned. 

More numerous mentions are no doubt related to 
persons from the Latin sphere. According to Adam 
Fastnacht, a prominent researcher of the medieval his-
tory of the Sanok Land, among the mentioned grant-
ees the following persons were Polish: Jakub Iskra 
in Iskrzynia, Stefan son of Wojost in Stara Wieś, and 
Stanisław Toka in Lubatowa.96 It seems that Jaśko 
Puskowski in Pisarowce, Przybysław (who came from 
the Łęczyca Land) son of Fal in Jabłonica Ruska, Jach-
nik Dziewieczka in Długie, and Pietrasz of Falkow (in 
the Sandomierz Land) in Szczepańcowa may have also 
belonged to this group. Nevertheless Fastnacht says 
that the following persons were Germans: Dythmar in 
Równe, Barthold Tyczner (whose origin, according to 
this researcher, can be related to the Moravian town of 
Titschein) and Hanzel in Królik Polski.97 This group 
can probably also encompass Mikołaj son of Reymann 
in Rymanów, and perhaps Falko of Krosno, too. 

There are also a number of names which do not de-
termine ethnic origin, although they seem to imply the 
Latin cultural sphere (“Petrus”, “Martinus”, “Paulus, 
Jacobus et Nicolaus”, “Michael et Iacussius”, “Gregori-
us”, “Mathias”). What we know about brothers Piotr and 

cases of use of bows which are confirmed in sources and which 
concern warriors serving in the Kingdom of Poland most often ap-
ply to Wallachian combatants. This charter is a confirmation of this 
– Nadolski and Dankowa 1983, 98. 

93 ZDM 4, 999.
94 ZDM 4, 1036.
95 Fastnacht 2007, 208.
96 Fastnacht 2007, 207.
97 Fastnacht 2007, 208. 

Paweł who received grants in Srogów Niżny, Dydnia, 
Jurowce and Temeszów is that they came from Hungary. 
This, however, does not determine their ethnicity. 

The defensive armament of combatants from the La- 
tin cultural sphere, among whom there were both lancers 
and shooters, was strongly diversified. Apart from uni-
versal elements, such as, for example, mail, there were 
also such ones that seem to be characteristic of the West-
ern military model. Among these there are coat of plates 
armour and perhaps also kettle hats and gauntlets. 

To sum up, it must be said that the analysis of avail-
able sources allows us – in our opinion – to assume that 
after the incorporation of Halych Ruthenia by Casimir 
the Great in the mid-14th century there was a significant 
change in the armament of warriors in the territory of 
the Sanok Land in the 2nd half of the 14th century. Local 
elements which can be seen in the archaeological finds 
and in the iconography of the 13th-, and early 14th century 
and which are related to the Eastern European model of 
armament (such as lamellar and scale armours, conical 
helmets, flails, maces, bows) were replaced to a great 
degree by weaponry which evolved in the Latin sphere 
(coat of plates, kettle hats, plate defences of limbs, cross-
bows as weapons of mounted shooters). This was caused 
not only by the settlement of nobility and colonists from 
the Kingdom of Poland, Silesian Duchies, the Kingdom 
of Hungary and the Holy Roman Empire, who brought 
in new sets of military equipment, but first of all by the 
introduction of a model of military organisation that 
was new in these territories. However, it is worth stress-
ing that influences from the Western European cultural 
sphere with regard to arms and armour can be seen in 
the territory of Halych-Volhynia much earlier, but to 
a much smaller degree. At the present stage of research, 
we are not able to determine whether and what elements 
of Eastern European military equipment that was char-
acteristic of the period before the mid-14th century sur-
vived in this territory in the period in question. It is worth 
paying attention to the fact that possible Ruthenians who 
were mentioned in sources – Thodor and Nestko – could 
participate in military expeditions with bows. 

At present, it is difficult to determine whether these 
observations could be applied to the entire territory of 
Red Ruthenia, as the Sanok Land was only a minor part 
of it. This requires a separate broad-scale study. 
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