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CASE OF THE RESIDENCES OF THE PALUKA FAMILY IN NORTHEASTERN GREATER POLAND

Abstract

This article analyses the evolution of private feudal seats in late medieval Poland on the example of the Patuka
family from northeastern Greater Poland. The authors present the history of research on the feudal residences
and underscore the significance of an interdisciplinary approach that combines archaeology and an analysis
of written sources. This paper discusses the spatial and functional development of the castle in Gotancz and
the residences in Danabdrz and Lekno, noting the variability of the forms and uses of these structures. The
present investigation has revealed the existence of four alternative variants of the residences’ evolution: from
a simple house connected with manor (mainly farm) outbuildings in manor complexes (1), a residential-farm
manor with a defensive fortalicium (2), a residential and defensive fortalicium with a manorial farmstead (3),
and a castle (4). We highlight the role of the regalian right to fortification in the formation of knightly manorial
complexes. Our study points to the necessity of further interdisciplinary research and a wider identification
of field and written sources. We consider the evolution model proposed here as credible for the Patuki microre-
gion, but open for comparison to other areas of Poland.

Received: 09.12.2025 Revised: 24.12.2025 Accepted: 27.12.2025

Citation: Olszacki T., Rozanski A. 2025. Model of the Formal and Functional Evolution of a Private Feudal
Residence in Late Medieval Poland: Case of the Residences of the Patuka Family in Northeastern Greater

Poland. “Fasciculi Archacologiae Historicae” 38, 7-38, DOI 10.23858/FAH38/2025.001

INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY OF FEUDAL
RESIDENCES IN POLAND

Brief History of Research

From the present-day perspective, the study
of late medieval feudal residences (including mo-
narchical, ecclesial, magnate, knightly, and groups
outside the noble estate) has quite an extensive and
rich tradition in Poland. The vast disparity between
the multitude of families who must have owned
residences in the past, complete with economic
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infrastructure, and the modest number of masonry
castles and defensive mansions has long led re-
searchers to conclude that the standard consisted
of layouts constructed from short-lived materials,
meaning none have survived to the present day.
However, we can still observe the remains of these
residences in the form of terrain features, primarily
mounds surrounded by moats known as grodzisko
stozkowate (literally ‘conical stronghold’) by Pol-
ish archaeologists. These belong to the European
tradition of motte-type residences. Professional re-
search into these residences began in the 1960s with
Janina Kaminska, and an opportunity for broader
studies emerged with research on two sites with
particularly well-preserved stratigraphy and multi-
ple artefacts: Siedlatkow in the historical Sieradz

Fasciculi Archaeologiae Historicae Copyright: © 2025 Institute of Archaeology and Ethnology Polish Academy of Sciences.
BY This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License.

KEYWORDS
e Greater Poland
e Paluki

*  Middle Ages

e medieval castles

*  knight’s manor
house

*  motte

* residential tower


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2667-3222
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2667-3222
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5994-1735

Tomasz OLSZACKI, ARTUR ROZANSKI

land and Plemigta in the Chelmno land.' Despite
surveying numerous sites since that time, their find-
ings have rarely been as spectacular. Rather, they
have been an accumulation of repetitive observa-
tions, which is why the aforementioned strongholds
have remained model structures. However, two
areas of research stand out as the most significant
discoveries of the late 20" and early 21* centuries.
The first is the desk research of Leszek Kajzer, who
combined the perspectives of an archaeologist and
a scholar of written sources, subjectively structur-
ing the narrative around facts relating to the field,
history, and the history of architecture. This makes
Polish knightly seats a phenomenon that can be
widely understood within the context of medieval
studies.? The second is the pioneering 1996 mono-
graph by archaeologist Ryszard Grygiel and histo-
rian and source expert Tomasz Jurek on the Doliwa
family’s residences along the Warta River. This was
the first work to explore the essence of the evolu-
tion of specific residences by successfully combin-
ing two research perspectives, without any other
historians producing more numerous or equal con-
tinuations.> The 2010s saw the publication of two
significant, albeit very different, works. In 2011,
Anna Marciniak-Kajzer published an archaeolog-
ical monograph on Polish knightly manor houses,
offering an interesting reflection on the varying
quality of the research collected in the catalogue.*
In 2017, Dominik Nowakowski published a mon-
umental work on motte fortifications in Silesia,
subtitled “Studium archeologiczno-historyczne”
(“Archaeological and historical study”), which is
a comprehensive study of the subject containing
rich illustrative material.’

It is likely that the merits of this publication will
grow over time, providing new impetus for research
into this type of layout. Both monographs provide
an extensive overview of European and Polish re-
search on medieval manors and also present discus-
sions of their formal and functional reconstruction
(especially in the work of A. Marciniak-Kajzer). The
timeliness of the information presented there means
that we do not need to reference it here. The last two
post-conference volumes of the Qolloquia Castren-
sia series, published by the Royal Castle in Warsaw,
provide more extensive reports on private Polish

! Kaminska 1968.

2 The programmatic text here was Kajzer 1975, while an
initial summary was the script: Kajzer 1988, while the mono-
graph: Kajzer 2010, served as the finalization of the research (it
contains a full set of the author’s works on the subject).

3 Grygiel and Jurek 1996.

* Marciniak-Kajzer 2011. Abbreviated English version:
Marciniak-Kajzer 2016.

> Nowakowski 2017.

castles in the 14" and 15™ centuries, in terms of their
origins, the analysis of the circle of their founders,
and formal matters.®

Methodological and Source Problems

With the exception of one dated example of in-
terdisciplinary research showing the evolution and
transformation of a private feudal residence, stud-
ies of this kind in the area of the former Kingdom
of Poland have not developed. The absence of ba-
sic research has led to a deadlock in which discus-
sions primarily involve the reinterpretation of in-
complete, territorially distant studies, interspersed
with random and often biased quotes from written
sources or debatable parallels from cultural anthro-
pology or art history.

The Paluki Region as a Field of Interdisciplinary
Research

An attempt to build on the work of R. Grygiel
and T. Jurek was a grant implemented between 2017
and 2021 entitled “Castrum et curia. Studies on
the development of private defensive residences and
their outbuildings, from the Middle Ages to the early
modern period, on the example of the estates of the
Patuka family and their descendants”. The project
aimed to create a model of the evolution of a resi-
dence from a manor house, for which questions re-
mained about its forms and functions, to a castle. The
research area is a part of northeastern Greater Po-
land, the historical region of Patuki,” and more pre-
cisely its part: the historical Kcynia district (which
existed from about 1361 to 1768).8 The research sites
included Gotancz (already known to the authors
from their own earlier research), Danaborz, Lekno
and Szubin, i.e., selected residences of the branching
Patuka family (Fig. 1). The research was intended
to include an in-depth archival enquiry, a reinter-
pretation of past field research (namely the excel-
lent archaeological project conducted by Eugeniusz
Cnotliwy® to verify the defensive residences), a ge-
omorphological analysis, extensive remote sensing
and, finally, archaeological excavation.!® Ultimately,
a comprehensive research programme could be car-
ried out in Golancz and Danaborz, despite property
issues and the questionable revitalisation of the cas-
tle in Szubin beginning at the same time. First, we
will present a broader overview of the research in

° Problems essential to this research are, among others,
discussed in the studies published there: Lasek 2019; Bania
2023; Mrozowski 2023.

7 Wyrwa 1989.

§ A detailed account of its establishment, borders, operation
and property structure is presented in Piber-Zbieranowska 2015.

? Cnotliwy 1995.

10 Rozanski 2018.
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Gotancz, Danaborz and Lekno. Following this, and
in reference to it, we will present the titular model
of the evolution of a private feudal residence," with
all caveats expressed in the final section.

THE GOEANCZ RESIDENCE — EVOLUTION
AND ARCHITECTURE

Genealogy of Owners

The progenitor of the Gotancz and Danaborz
lines of the Patuka family was Stawnik of Gotancz,
Castellan of Nakto from 1296 to 1299. He was
the son of Swiatostaw II and died before 1302. His
wife was Malgorzata of the Leszczyc family.'> He
had three sons: the Voivode of Tczew, who later be-
came the Stolnik of Pomerania; the Castellan of Na-
kto, who later became the Castellan of Gniezno; and
Maciej of Gotlancz. The Gotancz estate was given
to the youngest son, but as he had chosen a career in
the church, it was passed on to Zbylut’s younger son
(Maciej’s nephew): Tomistaw, whose brother bore
the name Zbylut after their father and remained in
Danaborz. Maciej, lord of Gotancz and previously
a scholastic of Wloctawek, was consecrated bish-
op of Wloctawek in 1324. He headed the episco-
pal capital until 1364, when he relinquished this
title in favour of his nephew Zbylut of Wasosz (son
of Swiatostaw, who is still often erroneously called

' Similar studies, which were more closely related to
non-invasive methods, were carried out in the service areas
of motte-type knight residences in Central Poland (Sikora and
Kittel 2017). It is worth considering a correlation between
the results of these studies and those of this publication in future.

12 Genealogy and basic information about the Patuka fam-
ily of the Wasocz-Gotancz line quoted from: Bieniak 1985;
Biatowas 2018.

KCYNIA

Gotancz [

Danabérz

Lekno

Zbylut of Gotancz). Maciej died four years later.
He and his two aforementioned brothers were loy-
al supporters of Prince Wiadystaw Lokietek, who
later became King of Poland. The bishop was in-
volved in the Kuyavian Piast’s diplomacy, while
Zbylut and his brother Swigtostaw stood beside
him in battles against the Teutonic Order and were
witnesses in the trial against the Order. Their ser-
vice earned them important offices and endow-
ments, and they lived to see knightly belts from
King Casimir the Great, Lokietek’s son, in 1339.
Tomistaw Zbylutowic (also known as “Tomistaw,
son of Zbylut”), nicknamed “Domaborz”, was
probably given the Gotancz estate while his uncle
was still alive, as he wrote from there as early as
1364. Initially a Poznan deputy cupbearer (Polish:
podczaszy), he later became a judge in Poznan and
finally, after exchanging offices with another nota-
ble, a judge in Kalisz. He remained in this position
until his death around 1377/1381. The founding
of the town is most likely connected with the peri-
od when Gotancz was under his rule.' It should be
noted that, with his father and both uncles among
Wiadystaw Lokietek’s war veterans, he could rely
on Casimir the Great’s favour. However, this was
probably damaged by his signing the confedera-
tion act opposing the king’s policy in 1352. He ap-
peared alongside some of the other Greater Poland
magnates who were united around Voivode Maciej
Borkowic." Although none of Judge Tomistaw’s
nine sons managed to develop a significant career,
they were a force to be reckoned with in the civil

13 Wedzki 2001, 31 et seq.
14 Lojko 1977, 32, 46.

Fig. 1. The Patuki region
on the map of Poland with
the current administrative
division and the location
of the places discussed

in the article.

Graphic design:

M. Krzepkowski.
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Fig. 2. Gotaficz,

an orthophotomap:

A — Castle; B — Outer
bailey, C — ‘Old zone’
(manor); D — Garden zone;
E — The site of the old parish
church; F — City square.
Source: CODGIK,

created by A. Rozanski.

war that erupted in Greater Poland after the death
of King Louis of Hungary. This war, known as
the Grzymata-Natecz War (1382-1385), was fought
between the Grzymata and Natecz factions. The
brothers had an undivided estate, the economic
support of a town and a mighty masonry residence
and fortress. Contrary to the false information pre-
sented in literature, written sources do not attest to
the existence of a fortified residence in Gotancz in
1383, as we have demonstrated.'*

Of the numerous siblings, Jakub, known as
“Kusz”, eventually gained the highest position. In
the 1% quarter of the 15% century, he was already
the sole owner of Gotancz. In addition to this, he
owned several villages in whole or in part, half
the town of Krajenka, and, together with his broth-
ers, the town of Leczyca near Poznan and the neigh-
bouring large parish village of Wiry.!® This provided
a sufficient basis for the accumulation of capital to
allow the family residence to be developed (Fig. 2).

The Spatial and Functional Development

of the Residence in Light of the Written Sources
The last male Gotancz Patuka family mem-

bers were Jakub’s heirs: Andrzej, who inherited

15 Dopelnienie Szamotulskie... 1872, 861; Joannis de
Czarnkow... 1872, 730-731, 747-748, 753; Olszacki and Ro-
zanski 2015, 17-21.

16 Karczewska 2010, 208-209; Olszacki and Roézanski
2015, 21-24.
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the nickname ‘Kusz’ (he died without issue be-
fore 1471), and his brother Michat (who probably
lived until 1461 and had three daughters). They
only divided their paternal estate in 1450, and
the document written on this occasion is the most

important source of information on the topogra-
phy and chronology of the spatial transitions of the
Gotancz castle property (it is also the first written
mention of the castle itself) and is one of the most
interesting accounts associated with late medieval
Greater Poland. Here, we publish a fragment about
the castle and its surroundings, in which Michat
of Gotancz is mentioned: (...) Totam ipsius medi-
etatem castri Golyancza qua medietas iacet propri-
us silvam, medietatem domus qua iacet in medio
castri ita ex fundamento ut /est e/ muro munita in
qua medietate domus debet facere portam in eodem
castro in sua parte et hostium facere debet in domo
eodem, et medietatem valli alias przekopw que me-
dietas iacet ad silvam et ryppam lacus que servire
debent ambabus partibus pro ad aquacionem equo-
rum, et medietatem valve que nunc sunt uel post
modum omnium ambabus partibus servire debent,
medietatem lacus que iacet proprius antemurium
alias przegrothka, antiqguam domum que est penes
antemurium alias przegrodka et braseum, et medi-
etatem curie que est ante castrum /antiquam area/
et medietate antique aree alias Gwinina que iacet
ad magnum pomerium et medietate ortus que iac-
et penes magnum pomerium et medietatem lacus
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proprius castri, spacium alias Placz inter lacum et
antiqguam domum et wallem alias przekopem amba-
bus partibus servire debent. Et nullus super eodem
spacio aliquid eo servire debent. Via, qua vadit ad
castrum ambabus partibus servire debet. In advoca-
tus debet servire uno anno domino Michaeli et alio
anno domino Andree, at iam isto anno (...) servire
debet primo domino Michaeli. Et medietatem opidi
Golyanicza, qua medietas iacet ad Thomczyce (...)
medietatem ville Golyanicza que iacet ad silvam
(...) medietatem allodi (...)."” From that moment
on, the brothers were to manage the castle together,
each overseeing their own dedicated zones. We will
return to the numerous problems associated with this
document later in the paper. From now on, we will
forego a closer account of the castle’s history, which
is no longer tied to the Patuka family, and merely
report the most essential information taken from nu-
merous written sources. Until the mid-16" century,
court sources consistently refer to the fortified resi-
dence in Gotancz as a castle (e.g., in 1541 there was
mention of oppidum et castrum Golancza'®), while
later naming becomes more fluid. Thus, undoubted-
ly, at the same table in the parade chamber (mensa in
stuba) of the brick tower house in 1568, the Kcynia
town usher read a lawsuit “in the castle”,' while al-
ready in 1607 it was to be done in the “room with
a stove” “in a manor” (curia),” similarly, in 1628
and 1634, when the same interior on a similar oc-
casion was called a “dining room”.*! In 1584, there
was mention of “an ancient ditch. Whose water from
the lake and from a trench from the castle” was led
to an artificial body of water, certainly north of the
castle, deep in a garden.?? Finally, in 1606, a court
case mentioned Arcum seu fortalicium oppidi vel
Villa Gotancza.*® The complex under consideration
is referred to as arx in Latin texts that documented its
capture and destruction by Swedish troops on May
3, 1656, while in peasant testimonies written in Pol-
ish relating to the same event, the place is referred
to as a “castle”.?* In 1723, when Joachim Frederick,
Count Fleming, sold the Gotancz estate, a detailed
inventory of the estate was taken. Having fully pub-
lished and extensively discussed it (in addition to
the succinct 1712 inventory), we need not analyse
it here.?

17 APP, PKG 4, 132-134; Olszacki and Rozanski 2015,
21-24.

8 APP, KKG 10, 176v.-177r.

1 APP, KKG 19, 1207.

20 APP, KKG 78, 572-573.

2l APP, KKG 83, 715; APP, KKG 84, 476-477.

22 APP, KKG 27, 1165.

3 APP, KKG 91, 13.

24 Cf. Olszacki and Rozanski 2015, 36-38.

25 Olszacki and Rézanski 2015, 42-55.

Results of the Archaeological and Architectural
Investigation

The castle in Gotancz was the site of an archae-
ological and architectural investigation conducted
in 2009-2010, i.e., prior to the research associated
with the grant. The investigation’s findings, par-
ticularly those pertaining to the architectural analy-
sis and stratigraphy of the archaeological horizons,
have already been disseminated to the public.?
Here, we present them briefly. The castle was built
on the site of a former promontory, which was lo-
cated between the main basin of Lake Smolary and
its now-dried-up northern bay (Fig. 3). The scale
of the site’s transformation relating to its construc-
tion and extensions did not permit more in-depth
archaeological observations of how the area func-
tioned before the castle was built. However, on
the northern side of the tower house, we were able
to record a trench that was more than 4 m wide and
more than 1.2 m deep relative to the original sterile
soil level. The trench was filled with clay with sand,
pug with imprints of wooden structures and burnt
wood. It also yielded fragments of traditional pot-
tery vessels with pottery marks on the bottom,
which can be dated to the early 14™ century. The
aforementioned trench can either be seen as a moat
cutting off the tip of the promontory, together with
a structure located there, most likely of a fortified
nature (more on this later in a broader context), or
with a ditch that drained the construction site
of a brick residential tower (which, due to its loca-
tion, seems more likely and also does not contradict
the existence of a fortified structure, but protected
by the waters of the lake and possibly cut off by
some kind of a trench — but from the west, where
a wide moat, that destroyed older evidence, was lat-
er formed). In any case, it contained construction
destructs and admittedly few movable materials re-
lated to an earlier building than the brick tower
house that existed at the same location. Bishop Ma-
ciej of Gotancz began construction of a brick resi-
dential tower in the 1360s, which — after a long hi-
atus (most likely caused by fire) — was completed
by his nephew Judge Tomistaw in the late 1370s/
early 1380s. All architectural observations indicate
a consistent continuation of the same ambitious
project (Fig. 4). The tower house was built on a rec-
tangular plan measuring 10.9x16.7 metres. Its sub-
stantial foundation, which is 1.95 metres thick, was
constructed from large stones stacked in layers on
a bed of lime mortar. An offset topped the structure,
above which there was a brick wall fully bound

20 Kittel 2011, 373-377; Olszacki and Roézanski 2011,
143-371; Olszacki and Rozanski 2015; Lukasik et al. 2019;
Olszacki et al. 2019.
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Fig. 3. Gotaficz:

1 — A visualisation of the
digital terrain model of the
area around the castle.
Source: CODGIK,
elaborated by A. Rozanski;
2 — Terrain profiles

based on ALS data.
Created by A. Rozanski.
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across its width with a Gothic pattern, displaying
high-quality craftsmanship. In the first stage,
the walls were built up to the ceiling of the third
storey. In the second stage, a further two storeys
were added and the whole structure was covered
with a roof, perhaps inserted between masonry ga-
bles. Solid buttresses braced the building at
the southern corners: diagonal ones and short per-
pendicular ones at the northern corners, which wid-
ened the front fagade illusively. The entrance was
on the northern side. It was placed in a panel and
framed by a monumental Gothic portal with a pro-
filed guide for a portcullis. The entire structure was
topped by a wimperg. Originally, a causeway start-
ing on the west side of the moat led to the tower. At
the end of the causeway was a wooden bridge run-
ning at right angles to both the causeway and
the portal it connected to. This meant that the tower
was surrounded by only a small patch of land. The
interiors up to and including the third storey were
originally divided into two main rooms, in addition
to an internal passageway in the north-west corner
that was partitioned off by a masonry wall. After
the tower was divided between the brothers in
1450, a second staircase was added to the north-
ecast corner. The first and second floors had storage
and fortified functions, while the third floor housed
two public halls (in the early modern era, the west-
ern hall was reduced in size and designated as
a vestibule in front of an interior heated by a stove

12

and fireplace, in sources from the 16" and the early
17" centuries referred to it as a chamber with
a stove and a dining room). The fourth floor was
residential. It had access to a staircase (doubled in
the mid-15" century), and a transverse division
similar to the lower stories, but with a frame wall.
From this level there was an entrance to an impres-
sive garderobe near the south facade (measuring
2.05%2.10 m in plan), while the luxury use program
of the interior also featured two lavabos and a uri-
nal made from artificial stone. The fourth story was
surrounded by an exterior wooden gallery. Storage
and defence uses, and perhaps partially residential
(heating) were introduced to the fifth story, which
featured numerous windows. Significant modifica-
tions were performed in the 15" century, when
Golancz was in the hands of Jakub “Kusz” (Fig. 5).
The residential tower was surrounded by a perime-
ter wall with a quadrilateral outline, measuring
about 25.5%34 m and walls 1.2—-1.7 m thick, with
a cylindrical tower in the northwest corner about
5 m in diameter. This created a courtyard and re-
quired the garderobe to be moved out of the area.
This was achieved by transferring the arcade to
a new gallery overhanging the southern defensive
wall. The bailey was built between this and the lake
shore, in a previously marshy and partially flooded
location. To construct it, large quantities of clayey
sand had to be piled there, probably primarily ob-
tained by widening and deepening the western
moat. Under the embankment, a beam from an old-
er dismantled structure (perhaps an old bridge) was
found, and dendrochronological analysis deter-
mined that it was felled in 1371. The bailey occu-
pied a strip approximately 11 m wide and 30 m
long (see Fig. 2:B). Leading to it from the west was
a brick gate building measuring 5.9%6.6 m in plan
(built with a deviation towards the south in relation
to the other masonry elements), supported by but-
tresses in the western corners, to which a new
bridge was led. Apart from the gate to which
the western side of the perimeter wall was attached,
this zone was probably protected in the Middle
Ages only by light wooden fortifications. As we
might guess, the new space included part of the an-
cillary facilities, such as the stables. According to
a 1450 agreement, the wharf located along the bai-
ley was to be used to water the Gotancz brothers’
mounts. The total area of the castle and bailey was
about 1,200 m?; the later transformations of the cas-
tle complex between the 16" and 18" centuries are
omitted here. An archaeological reconnaissance
of the site located on the north-west side of the cas-
tle moat was carried out between 2017 and 2019.
At the time of the reconnaissance, the area was
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a cultivated field located on a gentle slope that de-
scended towards the lake, while from the west it
was steeply cut by an artificial trench — a moat; no
forms that could be seen as the remains of histori-
cal settlement were visible on its surface, and its
loose destructs such as brick or pug fragments were
absent. In light of the 1450 deed of division of the
estate and an analysis of eighteenth-century inven-
tories and the 1823 plan, it was assumed that, look-
ing from the side of the lake, the remains of the cas-
tle’s service infrastructure — the outer bailey (lacus

que iacet proprius antemurium alias przegrothka)
— should be located at the site (Fig. 2:B). To
the north of them we expected a residential and an-
cillary zone, which, in the opinion of those living in
the mid-15" century, was older than the castle itself
(antiqua area), and which we will conventionally
call the “old zone” (Fig. 2:C). Between it, Lake
Smolary and the western moat stretched an unde-
veloped space (spacium alias Placz inter lacum et
antiquam domum et wallem alias przekopem). In
the “old zone” itself, the search was for an “old

13

Fig. 4. A variant of the
reconstruction of the

first phase of the brick
residential tower

in Gotancz. View from

the north-east. According
to T. Olszacki

and A. Rozanski,

drawing by Slaskie Studio
Architektury Pawet Rajski.

Fig. 5. A variant of the
reconstruction of the
second phase of the brick
residential tower

in Gotancz with

a defensive wall.

View from the north-east.
According to T. Olszacki
and A. Rozanski,

drawing by Slaskie Studio
Architektury Pawel Rajski.
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Fig. 6. A visualisation
of the digital terrain
model of the area around
Gotancz Castle, showing
the locations of the
archaeological trenches
from 2017 to 2019,

as well as the outlines

of the discovered
building relics.

Source: CODGIK,
elaborated by T. Olszacki
and A. Rozanski.

house” located closer to the bailey (antiquam do-
mum que est penes antemurium alias przegrodka),
with perhaps a younger brewery (braseum), and
a manor house (curia) located a little further away,
understood as a residential and ancillary complex
once associated with the house in question, and
the manor-curia was to be located in front of the
castle (ante castrum), or most generally, more “out-
side”. The belief in the correct reading of the
“source” topography was strengthened by the men-
tion of an area named “Gwinina” situated next to
a large orchard (antique aree alias Gwinina que
iacet ad magnum pomerium) in the vicinity of the
manor and house belonging to the “old zone”. The
orchard is shown on the 1823 plan to the northwest
of the castle moat, in front of an “Italian garden”
divided into beds (also known from the inventory
taken in 1723), and it can be presumed that this
land use generally continued the medieval tradition
(magnum pomerium et (...) ortus que iacet penes
magnum pomerium), especially since the 1450 de-
scription further mentions the lacus proprius castri,
that is, the northern section of the castle moat,
which was in fact a natural body of water (Fig. 2:D).
The purpose of the archaeological fieldwork was to
identify and elementarily explore the “old zone”. It
began with a detailed non-invasive survey of an
area of about 5,000 m? by Piotr Wroniecki (Fig. 7).
This survey found the existence of a significant
number of anthropogenic anomalies all across
the area, with their clear concentrations initially
confirming the accuracy of the presented source
reading. Based on them, five trenches covering
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a total of 197 m?> were delineated. Trenches no.
1/2017 and no. 5/2018 were located on the eastern
side (the alleged “old house” and its surroundings),
trenches no. 3/2018 and no. 4/2019 were located on
the northern side (the alleged “manor”), while one
(trench no. 2/2018) was delineated on the west side,
in the only place where the character of the anoma-
lies could suggest the existence of an obstacle
of akin to a shallow moat or the base of a levelled
embankment (Figs. 6 and 7).

The anomalies located in the central and east-
ern parts of trench No. 1/2017 were found to be
the remains of an intensively used settlement from
the end of the Early Middle Ages. It is most likely
that this was an ancillary zone, as there were nu-
merous pits, hearths and accumulations of stones,
but no obvious remains of residential buildings.
Analysis of associated historical materials indi-
cates that the settlement was active in the 13% cen-
tury. The remains of a building were identified in
the north-west corner of trench no. 1/2017 and in
trench no. 5/2018. These discoveries are discussed
further below. These observations were expanded
to include an analysis of the results of geophysical
surveys, as the anomalies identified during excava-
tions continued beyond the limits of the digs.

This made it possible to delineate the contours
of the structure, which we identify as the domus
antiguam mentioned in 1450 and will refer to as
the lord’s house from here on. It was a building with
its longer axis oriented northwest—southeast, con-
sisting of a main body measuring 5.80xca. 10.30 m
(Fig. 7:A), and an ‘L-shaped’ corridor perpendicular
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to it on the east (Fig. 7:B). The building featured
a basement in the southern part at least, which
was cut into the bedrock by about 1.75 m. Un-
fortunately, the interior contained only temporary
clay-sand fill associated with the planned liquida-
tion (rather than destruction) of the basement and
probably the entire building. This fill, consisting
of a sequence of occupation layers with charcoal
inclusions, was deposited at the bottom of the
building and was about 0.4 m thick. Therefore, its
exploration yielded no information about the struc-
tural features of the upper parts of the building or
the objects associated with it. However, the con-
struction of the basement can be documented: a pit
was dug wider by about 0.4-0.6 m than the planned
indoor space, and wooden walls were introduced,
probably supported by a plate. As work pro-
gressed, the space behind the formwork was filled
with clay. The southwest corner of the higher part
of the building featured an ‘overlap’ joint as there
was no sign of a construction pile (or it was set on
a base plate). The southeast corner was different:
it featured a pole with a four-sided cross-section
(probably a post), about 0.2 m wide, with a flat-
cut base hammered deep into the sterile soil and
stones above it (Fig. 8). This information allow us
to suppose the application of a frame or post-and-
plank structural system. Turning to the description
of the corridor, it consisted of a section adjacent to
the body, 5.3 m long, further breaking off at right
angles to the north and still about 3.5 m long. The
width of both sections in the outer contour reached
about 2.2 m. It was offset to the south with respect

to the transverse axis of the main body of the build-
ing. We interpret the corridor as a cellar entrance
suitable for transporting barrels. Analysis of its
cross-section made it possible to observe the pres-
ence of longitudinal steps cut into the undisturbed
soil and ending obliquely, the difference in height
between which was about 0.4 m. The side walls
of this corridor were of varied construction. It
was noted that they were sided with beams, and
at the intersection with the main body, that is, at
the doorway to the basement, the corridor was
faced with retaining walls at the bottom (Fig. 9).
Their faces were built with ‘finger’ bricks behind
which were medium-sized stones, the binder being
clay. Given the format of the bricks, identical to
the one used in the lower part of the masonry tow-
er house, it can be assumed that the corridor was
a later element, added to the body in the 3™ quar-
ter of the 14" century. We consider the hypothesis
that its appearance was related to the cellar’s use
as a beer barrel storage to be legitimate, and this
occurred when the residential uses were transferred
to the brick residential tower, and a brewery (brase-
um, mentioned in the 1450 text and not as old) was
erected next to the lord’s house. Although this is
only hypothesis territory, it is a natural implication
to see the basement in its original form as a space
accessible from inside the lord’s house.

Another building was discovered in trench
no. 3/2018 and no. 4/2019, about 17 metres north-
west of the house’s corner, with the same orienta-
tion (Fig. 7:C). It had a square-like plan and was
situated in the same way as the house, i.e. along
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Fig. 7. Gotancz,

the ‘old zone’. Time-slice
visualisation of georadar
data (elaborated

by P. Wroniecki),

with the location of building
relics discovered

in archaeological excavations
and the supposed
interpretation of other
archaeological objects.

A — Lord’s house (domus
antiquam), the older part;
B — Corridor, the younger
part of the house;

C — Alleged granary
building; D — Alleged
remains of massive poles
of the manor fences;

E — Castle.

Graphic design:

T. Olszacki and A. R6zanski.



Fig. 8. Gotaficz,

the ‘old zone’. Trench
1/2017, western profile,
southern part. The
southeast corner of the
lord’s house with the relic
of the construction pile.
Photo: T. Olszacki.

Fig. 9. Gotaficz,

the ‘old zone’. Trench
1/2017 (northwestern part
explored in 2018).

Relic of the corridor.
Photo: T. Olszacki.
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the north-west—south-east direction. Its outer con-
tour measured 6x6.5 m, and as with the lord’s
house, its lower part was dug into undisturbed clay
soil. However, this zone was shallower, reaching
approximately 1.1 m below ground level. During
construction, a trench wider than the planned room
was dug. Then, a log or frame structure of beams,
with a width of about 0.2 m (without piles driven
into the ground), was introduced into the interior.
This filled the free space behind the wall with clay
that had been previously dug out (Fig. 10). This
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structure was built to the level of the undisturbed
soil, forming a compact base for the building and
a plinth for the floor. Higher up, the walls were
moved outwards to the edge of the previously cre-
ated trench that had been filled with clay. Along
the eastern side of this clay, circular log beams
with a diameter of about 0.15-0.17 m were driven
in at a spacing of 1.2-1.5 m. It can be presumed
that the walls, which extended from the lower floor,
gained a kind of external formwork above ground
level, which would have strengthened and insulated
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the entire structure. The building was destroyed by
fire, which is why analysing the fill complements
the structural observations. A south-descending
layer of lumps of clay floor daub deposited on
charred wood with a total thickness of up to 0.3 m
was recorded (Fig. 11). It was possible to detect
the relics of larger beams in a north—south stratum,
spaced around 1.4 m apart. With full certainty, this
layer is what remains of the ripped-off floor above
the lower, depressed zone, which could have been
a low basement, but could most importantly have

been a chamber that insulated the main level from
damp. Numerous destructs of daub from the walls
indicate that the frame structure was filled with clay
at least in the part of the outer siding. At the same
time, observation of the backfill above the floor al-
lows us to presume that under the roof truss (which
was completely charred, or had been dropped
outside the building’s perimeter at the time of the
fire*”) the structure was no longer divided in any

27 Cf. Pokropek 2019, 297.
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Fig. 10. Gotancz,

the ‘old zone’. Trenches
3/2018 and 4/2019.

View from the east of the
remains of the alleged
granary building.

Photo: T. Olszacki.

Fig. 11. Gotancz,

the ‘old zone’. Trench
4/2019, southern part.
View of the remains of the
north-eastern corner of the
alleged granary building
with a layer of daub.
Photo: M. Cichocki.
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way. The solid structure of the walls and floor (per-
haps supported by transverse beams), and the lack
of objects typical of residential or defensive use,
alongside the presence of farming equipment, al-
lows us to hypothesize that the building may have
been a granary. The time of its construction can be
determined as the late thirteenth, based on frag-
ments of ceramic vessels found in a stratum located
under the floor, probably dating from the time of its
construction.

Unlike previously discussed, the exploration
of trench no. 2/2018 yielded a negative result,
namely it did not uncover the expected defensive
perimeter of the site on the western side, i.e., (next
to the northern side) the side from which it was not
naturally protected. In view of this, it is reasona-
ble to assume, and the scope of the geophysical
survey seems authoritative here, that the area was
not protected by a significant earthen obstacle.
Instead, one can guess the functioning of the res-
idential part of the complex in a perimeter consist-
ing of a reinforced fence. The row of anomalies
visible to the east of the granary and to the east
and south of the lord’s house can signify the re-
mains of massive poles set in ditches clad with
stones (similarly to the aforementioned construc-
tion pile from the lord’s house, which appeared
similarly in a GPR survey) (Fig. 7:D). This fence
would have formed an oval-shaped perimeter
measuring about 900 m?. The lord’s house would
have been located roughly in the middle of the
courtyard, while the granary would have been po-
sitioned along the northeastern edge, connecting
the residential area to the service areas of the man-
or that probably extended beyond the fence.”® To
the east of the complex, in the late thirteenth and
early fourteenth centuries, the terrain formed into
the aforementioned lake promontory. A wooden
building was erected on this promontory, proba-
bly in the early 14™ century, using daub. It is the-
orised that this building was defensive in nature,
perhaps a tower, and thus expanded the functional
programme of the manor. In the 3™ quarter of the
14" century, the causeway leading to the bridge
connected to the new residence began at this loca-
tion. Further moat formation work associated with
the formation of the castle in the 1* quarter of the
15" century eventually led to the disappearance

2 During surface trenching ahead of the excavations
in this area, a seal matrix bearing the Topor coat of arms on
a Gothic shield with an inscription on the rim was found. Sim-
ilarities to known Paluka family seals dated to the 14™ cen-
tury suggest that this seal most likely belonged to Tomistaw
of Gotancz. The presence of this artefact further supports
the theory that the lord’s house was used for residential purpos-
es before the residence was moved to a new location.
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of the route leading through the manor in an east-
erly direction in favour of a new crossing shifted
to the south, with a new bridge, preceded by a new
outer bailey and a brick gate to the inner bailey.

THE DANABORZ RESIDENCE — DEVELOPMENT
PHASES AND USES

The Owners and the Residence in the Light
of Written Sources

Information about the Danaborz estate, which
belonged to the Patuka family,” dates back to
the 14" century. Previously, the village was part
of the Cistercian estate complex in Lekno (Fig. 12).%°

The first person to consistently style themselves
as being from Danaboérz (Domaborz in the Middle
Ages) was Wiladystaw (Wlodko), the son of Zbylut
Zbylutowic of Danabdrz (who died in 1361, and was
the elder brother of Judge Tomistaw) and the grand-
son of Castellan Zbylut of Gotancz and Danaborz.
Active in the late 14" century, Wiadystaw was an
ally of Duke Vladislaus of Opole and was nominat-
ed by him as Voivode of Gniewkowo.' After him,
Danaborz passed to his son Andrzej, who began styl-
ing himself ‘of Danabérz’ in 1417 and died in 1436.

His early career was probably hindered by
his father’s political choices,* but by 1425 he had
become Castellan of Kamiensk. From the 1430s
onwards, he was listed as Governor of Kalisz and
Starost of Nakto, indicating that he belonged to
the highest ranks of the Greater Polish official elite.
He had already established a position in Wiadystaw
Jagietto’s circle by this time, attesting to royal doc-
uments and accepting bequests and land grants in
1426 and 1430 in return for his services to the king.*
The next lord of Danabérz and his son was the fa-
mous Wiadystaw (Wtodko) — Junior of Danaboérz.
First the Starost (from 1432), then the Castellan
of Naklo (from 1453) and, after Poland conquered
the Komtur Castle in Czluchow, its Tenutiary (from
1456 to 1463).3* The second wife of the younger
Wiadystaw (married around 1457) was Duchess
Catherine, daughter Wenceslaus II, Duke of Opa-
va-Ratibor of the Pfemyslid dynasty (who had died
the year before) and Malgorzata Szamotulska of the
coat of arms of Natecz.»® Wiadystaw Junior made
active attempts to elevate Danaborz to the rank

2 Bieniak 1985; Karczewska 2017, 17-18 (older literature
cited here); Biatlowas 2018.

3 Kodeks... 1877, 590; Kodeks... 1879, 1969, 1950; Ko-
deks... 1881, 348.

31 Lites... 1892, 267-268; Lekszycki... 1889, 314.

32 Szybkowski 2000, 158.

3 Kodeks... 1908, 449; Codex... 1847, 305-306.

3 AGAD, ZDP, 472.

35 Annales... 2005, 294.
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of town. In 1444, civitas Damaborz was mentioned,
while in 1452 there was an attempt to erect a par-
ish church in Danabdrz, which, due to the negative
opinion of the canons delegated to do so, ended in
failure.** Wtadystaw Junior was an ambitious and
deceitful magnate who engaged in his own brand
of politics during the Thirteen Years’ War between
Poland and the Teutonic Order (1454-1466). He
resorted to criminal acts that were incompatible
with the interests of the state.’” According to Jan
Dhugosz’s narrative, in 1465, Wiadystaw instigated
a rebellion of 500 knights against King Casimir IV,
who had gathered in Nakto and Danabdrz; the lat-
ter intended to send troops against them and be-
siege these places until he either conquered them
or the rebels surrendered.’® Wiadystaw Junior hum-
bled himself before the king’s majesty on 28 Au-
gust of the same year in Inowroctaw, and the con-
flict was seemingly averted. Fortunately, we know
the original text of his vow, which was the source
used by Dlugosz.® It features the first explicit

36 This is discussed in Korytkowski 1888, 237.

37 For more on Wiodko’s participation in the Thirteen
Years’ War, see Biskup 1967, 412, 458, 540, 548, 571, 615.
Also of interest are the remarks in Lasek 2017, 254-256.

3% Annales... 2005, 111-112. It should be noted that, con-
trary to the Polish translation by Julia Mrukéwna (Roczniki. ..
2009, 123), the Latin text only mentions the localities and there
is no mention of strongholds.

39 Codex epistolaris... 1876, no. 200.

mention of the existence of a fortified structure in
Danaborz, then called a fortalicium, clearly seman-
tically distinguished from the twice-noted castle in
Nakto (ad oppidum et castrum Nakel, ad castrum
et oppidum Nakyel et ad fortalitium Domaborz).*’
As can be presumed, the Castellan of Nakto wanted
only to gain time to, among other things, proper-
ly fortify the long-held (Naklo and Danaborz) and
newly captured (Wagrowiec and Pako$¢) Palu-
ka sites, as reported by Dhugosz, who is probably
not familiar with these sites in detail: ut ex Nakel
et Domaborz, veteribus sue possessionis castris,
ex Vangrowyecz quoque et Pakoscz de novo in-
castellandis bellum secum (...) regno inferrent.*!
Finally captured and handed over to the Starost
of Poznan, Piotr of Szamotuty, Wtadystaw Jun-
ior was beheaded in the market square of Kalisz
in May 1467.% After his death, it was Duchess
Catherine and her two sons, both named Jan, who
would reside in Danaborz. The two brothers would
later become associated mostly with the castle in

40 Codex epistolaris... 1876, no. 200.

4 Annales... 2005, 184. Translated into Polish: “(...) from
Nakto and Domaborz, old castles that were in his possession, and
Wagrowiec and Pako$¢, which had to be fortified anew, together
with him they instigated a war with the Kingdom (...)”, Roczni-
ki... 2009, 184. It appears that the chronicler’s intention was to
display the various rights to the castellan’s estates, while also in-
forming of the fortification of them all for the expected war.

“ Annales... 2005, 184.
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Fig. 12. Danaborz,

an orthophotomap.

A — Motte; B — ‘Southern
ward’; C — ‘Eastern ward’;
D — Ruins of an unfinished
Gothic church; E — New
manor; F — Church in

the village of Grylewo.
Source: CODGIK,
elaborated by A. Rozanski.



Fig. 13. Danaborz.

A visualisation of the
digital terrain model of the
area around the motte,
along with terrain profiles
based on ALS data.
Source: CODGIK,
elaborated by A. Rozanski.
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Nakto, which they held as a starosty-tenure. The
last generation of the Paluka-Danaborski family
were their sons: Andrzej (died around 1530) and
Krzysztof, who also still held the Nakto starosty,*
and after them their estates went to other families
via their daughters. In 1570, Gertruda Koscielec-
ka, daughter of Andrzej, most likely sold Danaborz
to Walenty Wargowski, who was introduced to
the new property in the “common room alias din-
ing room of the Danabo6rz manor house”.* In 1601,
Anna Baranowska, the widow of Maciej Wyrzyski,
inherited, among other things, Danaborz together
with the curia domus, or manor house.* In 1607,
the burgrave of Kcynia announced in the manor

“ AGAD, MK 42, 29-31.

“ APP, KKG 20, 310, 748

4 APP, KKG 82, 163 (oblata from 1612 of an act conclud-
ed in Poznan).
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(curia) in Danaborz the sentence of the municipal
court in Poznan to strip the renegade Jan Wyrzyski
of his possessions.* The curia domus was men-
tioned once again in the deed of division of the
Danaborz estate, written in 1617.47 At that time, in
the Late Middle Ages, Danabdrz, which aspired to
be a town and parish seat, was only a small vil-
lage.*® Over time, probably in the late 17" century,
the noble residence was moved to a new location
that was more convenient and separated from a for-
tified context — a lakeside terrace, where there is
currently a masonry, single-story manor house,
probably from the early 19" century (Fig. 12:E).%

4 APP, KKG 78, 323-324.

47 APP, KKG 80, 634-636, 668-670.
4 Klint 2012, 112, 116.

4 Paszkowska 1983.



MODEL OF THE FORMAL AND FUNCTIONAL EVOLUTION OF A PRIVATE FEUDAL RESIDENCE IN LATE MEDIEVAL POLAND. ..

559340 559360

559320

559240 |

/

b

=
%/i s

s

381320

Three Phases of the Fortified Residence
of the Lords of Danabdrz

The fortified residence was located on a nat-
ural elevation (a kame), located on the eastern
shore of Grylewskie Lake, to the southwest from
a promontory that juts into the lake (Figs. 12:A and
13 and 14:A). This steep hill has a circular plan,
slightly more stretched along the southwest—north-
east axis, with its extreme dimensions being about
55%65 m, with the base at about 82.0 m a.s.l. and
the top elevated at about 10 m. A deep basin can be
observed from the inside. No masonry relics pro-
truded above ground when the survey began. Four
areas significant to this study could be identified
near the hill. Looking from the southwest, there
is an elevated area with outer dimensions of about
25%50 m, which we will call the “southern ward”
(Fig. 14:B). Farther and higher up, a small form is
legible, created by digging up the ground around
the edge of the lakeside terrace, which formed an
outcrop cut into the northeastern side with extreme
dimensions of about 10x18 m, with a dry moat
about 8 m wide — we will call this the “abutment”
(Fig. 14:C). To the east of the terrain feature there

is a surviving embankment offset about 15 m from
the hill, and corresponding in curvature, with
a length of about 50 m — hereinafter referred to as
“the rampart” (Fig. 14:D). The entirety is termi-
nated by the “eastern ward”, which is a lakeside
meadow of about 1,800 m? located at the very base
of the lake promontory (Fig. 12:C). As a part of ex-
cavations associated with the Castrum et curia...
project, seven trenches were set up at the site of the
fortified residence on the hill, with one divided by
sections in the “eastern ward” on the “rampart”; in
total, an area of around 100 m? was explored via
excavations. This field research allows us to adopt
an entirely new perspective of the Danaborz forti-
fied residence, and in its light identify three phases
of its operation.

Phase one - late 14™ century

Phase one is linked with the late 14" centu-
ry and Wiadystaw Senior of Danabdrz, voivode
of Gniewkowo (Fig. 15). A sandy, circular embank-
ment elevate above the original humus was creat-
ed on the postglacial kame, reaching an elevation
of around 89.0 m a.s.l. This ring-shaped rampart,
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Fig. 14. Danaborz.

A hypsometric LIDAR
map of the area around

the motte. A — Motte

with a remains of the
fortalicium discovered in
archaeological trench

in 2021; B — ‘Southern
ward’; C — ‘Abutment’;

D —‘Rampart’; E — Upland.
Source: CODGIK,
elaborated by A. Rozanski.



Fig. 15. A variant of the
reconstruction phase one
of the fortified residence
in Danabdrz (a manor with
a fortalicium — type).

View from the east.
According to T. Olszacki
and A. Rozanski,

drawing by A. Olszacka.
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oval in plan, was approximately 22x26 m in its outer
outline. Judging by the layout of the layers record-
ed in the annexes of trench no. 2/2021 (the rampart
slope’s descent towards the centre of the trench),
this area featured the original entrance into the for-
tified structure and the tradition of its functioning
continued into later periods as well. The structure’s
interior, in place of a masonry building construct-
ed into the perimeter, was formed as a hardened
clay platform with a thickness of ca. 0.8 m. The
remains of the building (probably a tower), situ-
ated in the courtyard, but shifted towards the gate
there were post-demolition stones (with numerous
traces of lime mortar), which were found in every
excavation inside the walls of the fifteenth-century
buildings. The floor of the stratum of these stones
was found to be the lowest at 88.65 m a.s.1. (trench
2/2021), while the crown reached up to 90.15 m
a.s.l. (trench 6/2021). Trench no. 2/2021 revealed
the presence of the strip footing of the building
(its southern wall), more than 1.0 m wide, with
the footing at 88.35 m a.s.1. It thus ran more or less
in the line of the later southern wall of the stone
building, being, however, slightly offset towards
its interior. Exploration of the crown of the oldest
embankment yielded few fourteenth-century relics,
which confirms the suggestion expressed above
about linking the original seats with Wiadystaw
Senior, but their small number is notable, which is
important in the context of interpreting the function
of this part of the layout. It should be highlighted
that we treat phase one as the first visible transfor-
mation of the natural terrain form for a defensive
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purpose, but this was probably not the first phase
of this area’s use as a feudal residence, with the ca-
veat that it probably began operating in the ‘south-
ern ward’ in the early 14" century (and the period
of Castellan Zbylut, son of Stawnik, or his son —
also Zbylut), and for which the hill could have been
a potential refugium.

Phase two — before 1436

Phase two involved a significant redesign
of the site by Kalisz Voivode Andrzej of Danaborz
(Fig. 16). The exact start date of construction is un-
known, but the latest possible date is the lord’s date
of death, 1436. Construction probably did not begin
before the ‘rehabilitation’ of the lords of Danaborz
in the eyes of Wiadystaw Jagietto, which occurred
around 1420. The building located in Wiadystaw
Senior’s stronghold was completely demolished
at this time. A house measuring approximately
9.1x16 metres was built on the lakeside hill. This
was divided into three spaces, with a centrally lo-
cated entrance hall measuring 4.05x6.95 m and
two rooms on either side. The eastern room was
the same size as the hall, while the western room
was slightly smaller at 3.85%6.95 m. There was an
additional entrance to the hall from the south. The
building’s main walls had a thickness of ca. 1.17 m,
which was not considerable, and we cannot expect
a building with the proportions of a tower (this is
also contradicted by the presence of the central en-
trance hall), but rather a stone house with a hori-
zontal interior disposition. The relatively low wall
thickness can be considered alongside the original
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absence of buttresses in the building’s corners. The
footing level of the building’s walls was found
at heights ranging from 88.70-89.10 m a.s.l. The
lowest zone of the foundation was constituted by
a layer of stones and sand. At a higher level, a wall
composed of unlayered stones with crushed brick
was observed, bound with lime mortar and topped
with a brick levelling stratum. From the outside,
the walls were erected in a formwork, as a result
of their being dug into an older earthen mound
on that side, while from the inside the house was
built from in an open space from the bottom up.
Stones from the demolition of the phase-one build-
ing were laid between the interior walls, thus fill-
ing the empty space under the floor of the lower
floor, which is not a basement but a first floor. The
absence of any plinths or beam sockets in the in-
ner faces of the building and the height of the
walls preceding the entrance to the building built
in the next phase is evidence that the floor of the
lowest level was higher than the highest preserved
masonry structures in the castle. The outer earth-
en embankment was raised to an elevation greater
than 91.50 m a.s.1. during this construction project.
Unfortunately, there are no intact cultural stratifi-
cations contemporaneous with the use of the stone
house of Andrzej of Danabdrz, but only numerous
dated materials present in the mixed stratifications.

Phase three — after 1460

Phase three is the impressive extension of the
stone house by Nakto Castellan Wtadystaw Junior,
completed probably around 1460, when he was at

the height of his power (Fig. 17). His project con-
sisted of a functional extension, but also of giving
the paternal seat new and grander architectural
forms. An alcove turret was placed in the north-
east corner. It has a hexagonal plan, with a diam-
eter of ca. 2.2 m. It was, similarly to the other el-
ements from this extension project, fully dug into
the embankment that surrounds the stone house’s
walls, with the use of a tall ‘flexible’ foundation
in the form of a block of stone wall made of stone
mixed with crushed brick and sand in a wide
trench. All the funded elements at the time were
founded shallower than the phase two house and
were attached to it. The foundation level of the
turret was found at 90.55 m a.s.l., and its founda-
tion was 0.55 m high. Higher up, its walls were
made of bricks and were no more than about 0.3 m
thick. The interior was probably masonry-filled in
the lower floor or housed a small chamber. Above
it was one more floor made of rather perishable ma-
terials. At the western corners, diagonal buttresses
were added to the building, the southwestern one
of which was 1.3%2-2.4 m. The presence of strong
buttresses suggests the verticalization of the mass
by one masonry floor and, most likely, the finali-
zation of the use program by the top floor, made
of perishable materials, with a pyramid roof covered
with shingles (no fragments of tiles were found). In
the middle of the length of the south side, the en-
trance to the building was placed in a risalit whose
extreme external dimensions were ca. 1.9%2.5 m. It
was founded at a level of about 89.85 m a.s.l., with
the bottom on the ‘flexible’ foundation, and from
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Fig. 16. A variant of the
reconstruction phase two
of the fortified residence
in Danabérz (a fortalicium
with a manor — type).
View from the east.
According to T. Olszacki
and A. Rozanski,

drawing by Slaskie Studio
Architektury Pawet Rajski.
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Fig. 17. A variant

of the reconstruction
phase three of the fortified
residence in Danaborz

(a fortalicium with

a manor — type).

View from the east.
According to T. Olszacki
and A. Rozanski,

drawing by Slaskie Studio
Architektury Pawet Rajski.

a level of about 90.60 m a.s.l. it shifted into a wall
of stones bound with lime mortar. The level of its
crest (91.25 m a.s.l.) also determines the lowest
possible level of the entrance threshold (also from
an earlier phase). In the southeast corner of the ris-
alit, a clear protrusion of stones in front of the line
of the south face was found, allowing one to guess
the type of console, e.g., for the support of a bridge.

In the area named “eastern ward”, trench
3/2021 uncovered relics of a brickmaking kiln
measuring approximately 2.1x4.5 m, located along
the north—south axis. Its walls were built of burnt
clay and were about 0.4-0.5 m thick, inside was
a chamber measuring about 1.2x3.5 m, with ac-
cess from the longer eastern side with a clear width
of about 0.8 m. Perhaps the kiln was located under
a roof, as relics of massive pile in close proximity
to its walls seem to attest. The chronology of the
kiln can be traced to the 15" century, and although
it has not been possible to determine it more pre-
cisely, there is no doubt that it produced bricks
for the construction of the stone house by Andrzej
of Danaborz, or its tower extension carried out by
Wtiadystaw Junior. In addition, the presence of nu-
merous unverified excavation anomalies scattered
in the area testify to the intensive anthropogenic
use of the area for service rather than residential
purposes. Investigations into the “rampart” helped
determine that the original width of the embank-
ment’s base was around 4.5 m, the width of its
crown was probably close to ca. 2.5 m, and it rose
ca. 2 m above the adjacent terrain from the internal
(eastern) side, also having a significantly steeper
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slope from that side. It was built in the 15" cen-
tury with a pit of mixed loose sands, while higher
up the sands were stabilized by frail wooden struc-
tures. The apparent cheapness of the means used
suggests a quick, yet unfinished project. We think
it is the remnant of a defensive rampart shielding
the hill from the southeast, intended as a perimeter
stretched between the “southern ward” (potential-
ly with its own ramparts) and the lake shore. Let
us recall Dlugosz’s account that Wtadystaw Jun-
ior’s planned resistance sites were to be de novo
incastellandis after the accord of August 1466,
and clearly these works were not finished before
the lord’s inglorious death in May of the follow-
ing year. Unfortunately, the land use prevented us
from investigation both in the “southern ward” and
the “abutment”. Concerning the former, we should
reference the previous observations by E. Cnotli-
wy, who established a reconnaissance dig there and
cut this area along with its adjacent terrain depres-
sions with a transverse sequence of sixteen drilling
surveys. He found the existence of a naturally ele-
vated landform here. At its top part, despite erosion
processes and early modern levelling (probably
associated with the removal of local settlement),
the site still presented with ca. 0.40 of a cultural
stratum saturated with pug, charcoal, and a signif-
icant amount of char, out of which ceramic vessel
fragments were extracted, and whose dated can be
placed between the early 14" (late 13"?) to the 15
(16M?) century, as well as numerous vessel tiles (and
higher — plate tiles). However, no traces of a moat
were found. Cnotliwy noted that “this part of the
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site was used during the summit defensive struc-
ture’s operation as a sort of working yard”.>® We
agree with this view, although we believe that in
the light of the long-term existence of this space
and the identified change in the function of the
‘summit’ layout (as well as the working uses of the
‘eastern ward’) it had, apart from working purpos-
es, also residential ones. We identify the second
landform, “the abutment”, with a fortified bridge
abutment, which is suggested by its transverse axis,
delineated from the plateau through half the length
of the concave northwest side, is aimed almost di-
rectly at the main entrance to the stone house.

THE LEKNO RESIDENCE — FROM AN EARLY
MEDIEVAL STRONGHOLD TO A MANOR

The Beginning of Settlement and Family History

Lekno with its early medieval stronghold locat-
ed on a peninsula near the western shore of Lake
Lekno could be the original nest of the Patuki
(Fig. 18:C)." In the early 12" century, the strong-
hold belonged, by inheritance, to comes Zbylut
of Panigrodz of this family and a “citizen of Po-
land” (Poloniae civis), who donated it, along with
its landed estates, to the Cistercians (who came
from Altenberg near Cologne), which was finalized
by the issue of a foundation document in 1153, in
which a monastery dedicated to the Blessed Virgin
Mary and St. Peter was authorized by Jan, bishop
of Gniezno.” A new private settlement complex lat-
er developed on the opposite, eastern shore of the
lake, to the south of the village of Lekno that had
been donated to the monks, and it was the seat
of a separate (Lekno-based) line of the Patuka fam-
ily, who were not as influential in the Late Middle
Ages as their relatives from Gotancz. Before 1370,
the town of Lekno was founded there (Fig. 19:D-
E), while south of it was the seat of its owners
(Fig. 19:A-B); after the end of the 14" century this
settlement complex became locally dominant, due
to the relocation of the Cistercian monastery to
nearby Wagrowiec.” Recently, the genealogy of the
Patuka-t.ekinski family, who lived in the 15" centu-
ry, became the subject of a detailed study by Witold
Brzezifiski.>* Brzezifiski recalled the Kcynia munic-
ipal court records published almost 90 years ago in
Kcynia, written in the light of a testimony delivered
in December 1460 concerning the circumstances

30 Cnotliwy 1995, 342-346.

5! This is how the case was referred to almost a 120 years
ago by Semkowicz 1907, 21 et seq. and to this day this verdict
seems justified.

52 Wyrwa 2007.

53 Wyrwa 2010.

> Brzezinski 2011.

and consequences of a raid of the Lekno manor.™
This source, combined with an archaeological anal-
ysis of the feudal residence in Lekno, is (similar-
ly to the already referenced and decade older act
of Golancz’s division) a fundamental contribution
to research on the broadly understood topic of the
residence of Polish feudal lords, with potential far
exceeding the framework of this text. The origins
of the residence can be linked to Trojan I, who was
active in the late 13" and early 14" century, and who
was Castellan of Naklo in the years 1302-1306 (he
died between 1306 and 1313). Zbylut I of Lekno,
Castellan of Ujscie, who died after 1349, can also
be placed on the horizon of Greater Poland nobil-
ity Zbylut’s issue is not known even by name,
although they must have possessed sufficient inher-
ited capital to effect the granting of Lekno’s town
rights (if it had not been done by Zbylut I himself).
Zbylut I's grandsons were the mutually related
(brothers or cousins) Zbylut I and Mikotaj, who
we can see as knights rather than lords.>” The latter
died probably in 1397, in deep debt, and had two
daughters, whose inherited property later went to
the sons of Zbylut II (who died between 1388 and
1391). Thus, in the early 15" century, Zbylut II’s
sons: Trojan II (died ca. 1455) and Wojciech (died
in 1432 at the latest) became lords of Lekno. They
married the sisters Matgorzata and Dorota of the
Leszczyc family, heiresses to a sizeable estate, and
also relatives of Piotr Wysz (bishop of Krakow in
the years 1391-1412, and of Poznan in 1413-1414)
and Gniewkowo voivode Maciej, which once again
gave the Palukas of Lekno an opportunity to rise
to the ranks of Greater Poland’s elite. It was tak-
en by the longer-living Trojan II, who at the turn
of 1432 became judge of Kalisz and held this post
until his death.*® He held the town of Chodziez and
took care of the arguably hitherto underdeveloped
Lekno, as evidenced by a document he issued in
1444 that redefined the rights and duties of the Le-
kno burghers; he also bought from his late brother’s
daughters the estates they had inherited in Kcynia
county, including in Lekno itself.>® At the latest
then, he also began construction of a brick parish
(on the site of a former wooden church) dedicated to
Saints Peter and Paul.®” We can link to him the con-
struction of a polygonal presbytery at this church
and perhaps (at a later stage) of a monumental nave
body that had a striking multitude of Cistercian

5> Tymieniecki 1938.

% Brzezinski 2011, 20-21.
57 Brzezinski 2011, 22-24.
58 Brzezinski 2011, 24-28.
% Brzezinski 2011, 28.

0 Kowalski 2010, 267.
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Fig. 18. Lekno,

an orthophotomap.

A — Motte; B — ‘Ward’;
C — Early medieval
stronghold; D — Parish
church; E — City square.
Source: CODGIK,

elaborated by A. Rozanski.
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references, but which must have been completed af-
ter his death.®' Trojan II had sons: Maciej and Jan,
who both died before their father, leaving the un-
derage son of the latter: Trojan III, who by a de-
cision from 1454 — due to the age of his grandfa-
ther — was to be taken into the care of more distant
relatives from the Patuka family, including Michat
of Gotancz with whom we are already familiar.®
When Trojan III reached his able years, L.ekno suf-
fered from the already mentioned raid, which was
instigated by his stepmother, Dorota, with her sec-
ond husband Mikotaj Milan (vel Milaj) of Mitostaw,
intending to reclaim her dowry and bride price,
a substantial sum of 1800 florins.** The couple came
to Lekno with an impressive force of 180 men, in-
cluding 80 noble born and 100 of lesser status (Oc-
toginta sibi similibus et centum inferioribus), who
were well-armed and some bore firearms (cum pixi-
dibus et aliis armis). During peacetime, they seized
the house of Trojan, lord of Lekno, and expelled
him from it (in curiam et in domum ipsius Troyani
heredis in Lekna in terra pacifica (...) repercussit).
They also chased away his burgrave with his court
servants from his house (et repercusiens burgabium
ipsius cum tota familia), and looted the house and
manor with great violence (domo et curia sua vio-
lenter et potenter expulit), destroying them (curie

o Kowalski 2010, 264-271.
92 Brzezinski 2011, 29-30.
% Brzezinski 2011, 30-32.
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et domus destruccionem). Afterwards, they occu-
pied his manor and house for seventeen weeks and
would not leave, despite being called to do so by
order of the Starost of Kcynia (Et cum idem genero-
sus Troyanus, heres Leknensis, de mandato domini
capitanei alias z urzadu per dominicellos et minis-
terialem ipsam auisauit, alias obszylal, ut de ipsus

curia et de domo exiret, quam violenter cum viro tuo
Nicolao Milan et suis coadiutoribus violenter belli-
cose et hostiliter obsidens per sedecim septimanas
mansit). During this time, with the aid of their sup-
porters, Dorota and Mikotaj ordered, defying law
and noble custom, to erect, following wartime cus-
tom, a fortalicium at the site of the house and “with
violence and forcefulness, dig a moat around a part
of this house, during peacetime but to wartime cus-
tom” (Et more bellico fortalicium de eadem domo
ipsius contra ius et conswetudiunem terrestrem fecit
et fossam circumquaqeue parte domus eiusdem in
terra pacifica bellicose, violenter et potenter fo-
dit).** Another testimony stated that “this house was
fortified in wartime fashion and a fortalicium was
made of it” (circumfodiens eandem domum more
bellico et fortalicium de eadem domo faciens).
The altered residential zone thus became not only
a fortified site of resistance against Trojan III (and
the royal administration), but also a prison and place

% Tymieniecki 1938, 322-323.
% Tymieniecki, 325.
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of torture for Lekno’s burghers, who were forced
to swear fealty to the new lords and had excessive
tax rates imposed on them (et potenter repercussit
et repercusiens more hostili capituavit, capituatum
ligavit et in eundem fortalicium adduxit, ibique eun-
dem in eodem fortalicio incarceravit et diversis cru-
ciatibus ferociter puniuit et pensauit eundem alias
szaczowal).® It should be added that the case ended
without legal effect, as the injured party failed to
appear for an unknown (though imaginable) reason.
Trojan III himself died in the early 1460s, being
the last male representative of the Patuka family in
Lekno.®

% Tymieniecki, 326.
7 Brzezinski 2011, 31.
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Spatial and Functional Transitions

This motte is located on the eastern shore
of a lake, and its centre is currently around 90 m
from the lake’s water surface and around 70 m
away from a reed bed (Fig. 18:A). It is an embank-
ment with an almost circular plan and dimensions
of about 33x34 m, with an uneven, partly de-
stroyed plateau reaching up to 90.0-88.0 m a.s.l.,
i.e. an average of about 4.5 m above the level of the
bottom of the moats and about 3.50-4.0 m above
the adjacent area outside the trench; its concavity
and higher elevated banks are noticeable, while
on the southeastern side the form has suffered
far-reaching destruction. The diameter of the pla-
teau is about 14x17 m (with its extension along
the northwest—southeast axis) (Fig. 19). The hill is
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Fig. 19. Lekno,

a visualization of the
Digital Terrain Model

of the vicinity of the
motte and terrain profiles
based on ALS data,

with the approximate
location of E. Cnotliwy’s
excavations.

Source: CODGIK,
elaborated by A. Rozanski.
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surrounded by a moat about 5.5-8.3 m wide and
with a preserved depth of 0.80—1.20 m; it is absent
from the southeast (backfilled with material from
the destruction of the mound), but its course is vis-
ible on LIDAR images. On the northeast, north,
northwest and west sides, there is an area adjacent
to the outer arch of the moat, elevated at about
86.0-85.50 m a.s.l., about 30-40 m wide, which
can be called a “ward”. Its plateau is located about
0.8—1.3 m above the surrounding meadows.

E. Cnotliwy’s previous research in Lekno in-
cluded two reconnaissance trenches: on top of the
mound and within the northern zone of the “ward”
(Fig. 19) and a sequence of 31 drilling surveys cross-
ing the site along a north—south axis, from the outer
side of the aforementioned part of the “ward” to
the outer side of the southern arm of the moat.*® As
a result of these explorations, it was found that at
a depth of about 4.50 m below the highest preserved
earthen relics on the plateau of the motte (i.e., at
about 85.50 m), there was a layer of intense char
with a thickness of less than 0.10 m (Fig. 20:4),
and on top of it is a gray humus with charcoal and
clods of daub with a thickness of about 0.20 m
(Fig. 20:3Strata of the same sequence were iden-
tified in both the central area of the mound (during
excavations) and its periphery (in drilling surveys).
Beneath the charring there was highly compacted
marl with humus — probably a levelling layer, with
a thickness of ca. 0.25 m (Fig. 20:5) and resting
on sterile clay (Fig. 20:6,10). Of particular sig-
nificance was the presence of a uniform hardened
mound, measuring approximately 3 metres in thick-
ness, constructed from a mixture of clay, marl, and
humus, indicative of a naturally occurring terrain
with a levelling layer. This mound was situated at
an elevation of approximately 88.50 metres above
sea level (Fig. 20:2). Both from the embankment,
which is the main component of the mound, and
from the overlying strata beneath it, similar mate-
rials were excavated: traditional, turned ceramics
fired in an oxidizing atmosphere and unglazed
pitchers (including forms with rounded spouts that
are characteristic of later medieval varieties). Alto-
gether, this material can be considered (in reference
to forms we know from our own investigations) in
the wide chronological framework of the end of the
13" century to around the early 15" century. Char
appeared directly on the embankment and only
from the south. Also, only on this side there was
a layer of brown humus that rested on it and flowed
down the slope. On the latter and in places where

8 The information below is based on Cnotliwy 1995, 324-
329. We present our own levelling calculations, which may be
subject to a small error.
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these layers did not occur, gray sandy humus up
to 1 m thick was recorded and, together with hu-
mus, constituted the main component of the em-
bankment crown. In the archaeological trench
located in the northern part of the settlement, be-
hind the moat, the base of an older cultural layer
was identified (black humus with char and clods
of daub) (Fig. 20:9) deposited on a clayey bedrock
(Fig. 20:10) at an approximate depth of 83.80 m.
The top of the layer was found at an elevation
of approximately 84.0 m above sea level. The ma-
terial from this layer can be dated using the same
method as described above. The younger strati-
graphic level (brown sandy humus), with a floor at
about 84.25 m a.s.l., contained ceramic materials
made using the tape-slip technique, which can be
dated to the late 15™ and the early 16" centuries
(Fig. 20:8).

The 1460 Raid as a Source for Reinterpreting
Archaeological Research

Well-planned and documented research refer-
enced to the text from 1460 cited above allow us
to clearly propose conclusions that had not been
possible while not knowing this source previously.
In phase one, whose origins date back perhaps to
the late thirteenth and certainly to the early 14™ cen-
tury, there was a poorly defined natural terrain form
here, and there was no moat. The entire complex
consisted of an area located on a slightly artificial-
ly elevated area (the lower stratum with marl) that
largely overlapped with the later mound, which was
originally elevated less than 2 m over the adjacent
terrain. The plateau featured buildings made of per-
ishable materials (wooden frame?), which we iden-
tify as the “lord’s house”, and which were probably
surrounded by some form of delimitation (palisade,
fence) to which an intensely used area of the manor
abutted, which multiplied the extent of the ward.
The entire complex did not occupy more than about
7,000 m?. This is how the curia et domus of Trojan
111, inherited from his ancestors, in the late 1450s,
and which were destroyed at that time by Dorota
and her husband’s raid (curie et domus destruc-
cionem), which is attested by the widespread de-
tection of char and charcoal. The site of the lord’s
residence was then surrounded by a moat (circum-
fodiens eandem domum), and the excavated earth
acquired by this (natural strata intermixed with
anthropogenic strata) form a mound with a plateau
level above the use level of the earlier house by
at least 3 m. We can presume that a building from
perishable materials was then built there, and that
it had at least a partial basement, as this is how
we can interpret the visible shift in the strata from
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the south side, which was filled with humus that was
previously adjacent to the walls of the upper story
after the house was put to disuse (or burned down?).
This is undoubtedly a fortalicium built by the afore-
mentioned aggressors on the site of the former house
(fortalicium de eadem domo faciens), that is, in full
accordance with the account of 1460. The court fa-
cilities are also rebuilt, henceforth located outside
the moat and clearly, about 5 m lower than the top
level of the mound. In light of the artifacts present-
ed by E. Cnotliwy, the new layout did not operate
longer than up to the mid-16" century, and had prob-
ably been abandoned even earlier (as evidenced by
the absence of tiles and glazed ceramics).

MODEL OF THE FORMAL AND FUNCTIONAL
EvOLUTION OF A PRIVATE FEUDAL RESIDENCE

Source Specificity and Interpretation Methods
Before presenting the titular model of the for-
mal and functional evolution of a private feudal
residence, derived from our research, we would
first like to highlight the specificity of the sourc-
es available to us. Metaphorically speaking, these
resources can be likened to three jigsaw puzzles,
each with missing pieces, which we aim to com-
bine — by adding missing elements from other puz-
zles — to create a composite image. This collage is

Trench no. 2

composed of two different categories of sources:
material sources, which are typical of archaco-
logical and architectural investigations, and writ-
ten sources, which are the domain of historical
interpretation. Does the resulting image reliably
reconstruct past reality, and can it be considered
a model of the research process? The credibility
of the model is certainly strengthened by the fact
that the research was performed in a small histor-
ic-geographic region of Patuki. The distance be-
tween the sites in Lekno and Danabdrz is almost
7 km in a straight line, while the distance between
Lekno and Gotancz Castle is around 11.5 km. Not
only were the surveyed sites territorially close to
each other, but they were also all associated with
the same family, the Patukas, until the end of the
Middle Ages. The bond of the family relationship
here was not only the coat of arms and legendary
images® that gave a sense of community, whose
actual exemplification was the mustering of the

% Here we should mentioned the matter raised by W. Sem-
kowicz of a purported genealogical origin from a member
of a Czech ducal dynasty — the Slavnikids (Slavnikovci) — who
had been saved from murder, and thus of blood relation with
the patron of Poland — Adalbert of Prague (Saint Wojciech) —
which can be the reason, in his opinion, for the popularity of the
names Stawnik and Wojciech in the family and the exceptional
position of the Paluka family among the early medieval Greater
Polish nobility, see Semkowicz 1907, 16 et seq.
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Fig. 20. Lekno.
Stratigraphic profiles

of the E. Cnotliwy’s
archaeological
excavations.

According Cnotliwy 1995,
drawn by: T. Olszacki

and A. Rozanski.
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Patuka family banner, which was blessed by bish-
op Maciej of Gotancz before the clash at Plowce.
These were also actual family relations, very close
in the Gotancz-Danabérz branch, but that also
mattered belong distant relatives, as evidenced by
Michat of Gotancz becoming the guardian of the fu-
ture Lekno heir in the mid-15" century. In all likeli-
hood, all the founders and owners of the sites under
study knew each other personally to some extent
and saw their residences, while also being linked by
administrative affiliation as they were all subject to
the municipal jurisdiction in Kcynia and on the ter-
ritory of the Lekno decanate.” In the period under
study, they formed a group of people brought up in
the same culture and subject to the same influenc-
es, including especially — as their means allowed —
mimicking their most powerful fellows. All of this
supports the claim of similarity. This feature can
also be treated as a counterargument that supports
the identification of an exceptional situation, and
which also concerned the borderland of the Crown
(in a period that preceded the reclaiming of Pomer-
ania from the Teutonic Order); we leave this for
further discussion. Below we present an attempt to
outline the evolution of the Patuka family feudal
residences, which we try to place within a wider
comparative background; to structure the facts,
we highlighted the formal and functional schemes
found during analysis in the form of four alter-
native variants of these residences, which is also
a form of their classification.

Variant 1: House in the Manor

We consider the first spatially distinct variant
of a feudal residence to be a complex that included
a house within a manor (curia et domus), in which
the two components (i.e., the residence and its out-
buildings) were in a close spatial relationship and
lacked anthropogenic fortified elements other than
simple delimitations such a palisade, a fence, or
a shallow ditch and/or a low rampart, and primarily
used its convenient location to this end. This is cer-
tainly what the first phase of the residence in L.ekno
looked like, and most probably also in Gotancz,
where we also know the form of the lord’s house
— a house with a basement, erected using perish-
able materials on a rectangular plan measuring
5.8x10.3 m, as well as the area of the site sur-
rounded by a fence (about 900 m?). In Danabodrz,
it is likely that the same scheme operated within
the “southern ward”. We can only hypothetically
— and optionally — imagine the possibility of there
being a natural refugium in their proximity, and in

70 Piber-Zbieranowska 2015, 90-91, 95.
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Gotancz this may have been the outer part of the
promontory jutting into the lake (a similar scheme
may have worked in Lekno), while in Danaborz it
may have been the top of the lakeside kame. The
period of the emergence of this type of residences
is most probably the 13" (and primarily its 2 half)
and the early 14" century. This is how, based on our
research, we date the construction of the domus in
curia complex of Castellan Stawnik Swigtostwow-
ic in Gotancz, and perhaps we should associate with
it the construction of the analogous complex in Le-
kno, in this situation founded Trojan I, who held
the same office, and in Danaboérz the founder was
one of the two Zbyluts (either the father-castellan
or the son). However, this model persisted in its pri-
macy up to the end of the Middle Ages, and could
be enjoyed by both town owners who held offices
(Trojan II of Lekno), and the multitude of knights
who owned wither one or several villages in every
place where sources mention the presence of land-
owners and no motte or similar type of layout was
present (and there was no mention of their exist-
ence in the past, or traces of their demolition that
would be visible via remote sensing). The diversi-
fication of the residence layouts meant primarily,
supposedly, their furnishing standards, the number
of animals and the capacity of the granary. In terms
of archacological research by others, we can ref-
erence the case of the “lost town” of Dzwonowo
located a short distance to the south of Paluki,
where the manor was probably erected on the in-
itiative of Poznan voivode Dobrogost of the coat
of arms of Nalecz, at the turn of the 14" century. It
was built to the southwest of the town, on the edge
of a slightly elevated promontory. Non-invasive
research and excavations did not find any remains
of fortifications around the lord’s house, either
from the earlier or later phases. However, remains
of residential buildings and complexes of artefacts
that document the owners’ high social status were
identified. The site is associated with the Skocki
family and the Nowina coat of arms, dating to
the late 15" century.”! Further examples we can
cite include Orléw on the Bzura River, where in
its first phase, dated from the late 13" to the mid-
14" century, amid a parch of land slightly elevated
above a march there was a manor surrounded by
a fence or palisade, within a circle with a diameter
of around 20 m.” In written sources, we should not
situations in which, in the context of the narrative,
the house appears as the layout’s most significant

"I Krzepkowski 2017, 245-263. This author is currently
more prone to questioning his previous conditional supposition
of the presence of a moat.

2 Kajzer 1990.
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part, without additional information about fortified
structures located in the residence’s arealn order to
maintain consistency with the same group of char-
acters, it is possible to draw upon the example of the
raid of the Paluka—Gotaniecki brothers on the resi-
dence of Przectaw Jakuszowic Gultowo of the coat
of arms of Grzymata. This raid occurred when he
and his family were captured in his estate in the vil-
lage of Welna near Rogozno, after his lord’s house
was set aflame and the family managed to evacuate
it, trying to flee from the fire: (...) et ipsos in domo
expugnare non volentes, domum succenderunt,
sicque Przeczslaum cum suis de igne salientem
capituarunt”). The prevalence of this model was
not conditioned by the knights’ and lords’ aversion
to having a residence with a strongly accentuated
defensibility and feudal symbolism, or the finan-
cial inability to finance such a project, but a rath-
er difficult to scrutinize — due to a lack of Polish
written source — nonadherence to the royal right
to fortification, not only in the 13" but also deeper
into the 15" century. This matter was already dis-
cussed by Marcin. R. Pauk, who noted the mistakes
in the narratives of medievalist archaeologists.”
In the Silesian archacological context, the es-
sence of restrictions on the construction of motte-
type layouts was discussed more extensively by
D. Nowakowski, referring to the source-confirmed
regional reception of paragraphs of the early-thir-
teenth-century Sachsenspiegel, which prohibited,
for example, the arbitrary construction of towers in
villages.” The case of Lekno analysed above aligns
with the remarks of these researchers. Subsequent
testimonies that incriminated the conduct of the
militant Dorota and her husband refer each time to
the construction of a fortalice (which the testifiers
understood as a residence on a mound encircled by
a moat) built to wartime standards during peace-
time, ich infringed on the law of the land and was
against custom. Could these words be explained by
an implementation of principles similar to those
of the Sachsenspiegel in the law of the land that ap-
plied in this area of historical Kalisz until the mid-
15" century, which were also known to the munici-
pal court in Kcynia?

Looking from this perspective at previous pro-
posals for reconstructing a ‘typical” knightly low-
lands manor in the curia cum fortalicium scheme,
whether one sees the manor understood as a feu-
dal household in a horizontal building within de-
velopment dubbed a curia, or wants to see it in
a tower on a mound with presumed tower house

7 Joannis de Czarnkow... 1872, 753.
" Pauk 2003.
7> Nowakowski 2017, 248-250, 253.

(donjon)-like functions, one should negate the typ-
icality of this scheme per se. Residences consisting
of a manorial complex with a tower, which we pre-
sume was originally clearly fortified (more on this
below), and which used elaborate artificial terrain
obstacles such as ramparts and moats, were prob-
ably not a natural stage in the evolution of Polish
knightly residences. Rather, they were established
in cases of favourable political circumstances or
war threats, and concerned only some of them.
As Western European examples demonstrate, suf-
ficient manpower could build mottes very quick-
ly, which was their greatest advantage, enabling
the efficient establishment of a territorial founda-
tion for new authority.” If fortifications could be
built from scratch in Lekno over four months, after
which all of the events reported in the testimonies
took place, then the construction did not take longer
than two months. Although we view this situation
as somewhat exceptional and the project as rather
unimpressive (although larger in scale than a small
fortified tower built out of perishable materials),
we do not believe that it deviated significantly from
the standard. These favourable circumstances prob-
ably included two political contexts: the extreme
weakening of the supreme power, which resulted
in a lack of control and a substantial increase in
the threat level (especially in the Kingdom of Po-
land during the interregnum after the death of Lou-
is the Hungarian); and the monarch’s encourage-
ment of trusted lords to enhance the defensibility
of a given region, as well as a desire to elevate
them above others who wished to influence policy
(elite formation). The latter occurred, for instance,
in Greater Poland under the Dukes of Glogow.
The house-and-manor scheme was then enhanced
with a mound-based tower surrounded by a moat,
forming a defensible fortalicium. The destructions
of these points of resistance and symbols of inde-
pendence was probably the focus of Wiadystaw
Lokietek’s campaign, who used Prince Casimir to
mercilessly destroy these forts, as mentioned by
the Traska Annals (in Poloniam maiorem remeav-
it, ubi fugitivos duce Polonie regno incumbantes
aggrediens, quinquaginta et eo amplius ipsorum
fortalicia cremans). However, he probably did
not leave fifty knightly properties with their own-
ers without roofs over their heads.” Demolishing
a tower was easier than removing a mound, which
is why motte-type layouts, created in these or
other circumstances, typically persisted, regard-
less of the events surrounding their construction.

® Nowakowski 2017, 15 et seq.
77 Rocznik Traski... 1872, 857.
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We can consider the continued existence of the
motte in Lekno, despite legal objections voiced in
the mid-fifteenth century, as evidence of this. Si-
multaneously, combining the conclusions of the
current and last paragraphs rejects the widely ac-
cepted suggestions of L. Kajzer. Kajzer clearly
linked the original lordly residence with a tower
on a mound (operating as a tower house/donjon),
and saw the fifteenth-century transition to horizon-
tal houses on mounds or behind ramparts as a shift
from defensibility to everyday comfort and, social-
ly, from knighthood to landed gentry.” Indeed, this
social process obviously took place, but illustrating
it with the unchanging function of the buildings on
the mound throughout the late medieval period was
an obvious mistake.

Variant 2: Manor with a Fortalicium

The second variant of the feudal residence that
we see in the research on the structures in Patuki
under discussion is a manor house with a fortal-
ice (curia cum fortalicium), which we consider to
be a potential second stage in their evolution, al-
though we have attempted to prove that this is not
necessary. However, to truly understand this phe-
nomenon, we believe that we would have to aban-
don the ahistorical perception of facts in this field,
which leads to a ‘flattening’ of the reality under
study. Instead, we should correlate it with written
sources and the findings of archaeological observa-
tions, giving much greater value to the former than
was previously given. Numerous studies on forti-
fied residences almost always feature a paragraph
in which the multitude of terms used in texts that
mention a given site are used to argue for the am-
biguity, variability or even randomness of old
terminology.” We believe that this is an incorrect
approach to understanding the problem. Collecting
references produced over hundreds of years, in-
cluding those made in various contexts by authors
with varying degrees of knowledge about a given
layout, often produces a chaotic image that does
not contribute much to the study of the form and
function of historical residences; in fact, it hinders
it. However, analysing the selected site against
layouts similar to it, from the perspective of a sin-
gle narrative source (e.g. the Chronicles of Jan
of Czarnkéw) or the texts of a given chancellery
(e.g. the municipal office mentioned numerous

8 Kajzer 1988, 31-36.

7 E.g., Kajzer 1993, 12-13; Pietrzak 2003, 19-22. The
works of historians were also not without influence on the over-
ly casual treatment of nomenclature, especially the one repeat-
edly cited in this context: Nowak and Szymczak 1993, espe-
cially pp. 81-82.
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times here) reveals a consistent and logical use
of precise nomenclature, often signifying a uni-
fied understanding of spaces and their uses. Even
in the case of a single chancellery that was active
for centuries, these terms obviously changed over
time, but they can always be understood and trans-
lated into a coherent image of the facts they report.
With regard to residential and defensive complexes
with surviving motte remains, we believe that their
progressive functional differentiation over time is
the most important matter, for which we can ten-
tatively establish a boundary around 1410. This
retains Bohdan Guerquin’s periodisation of Polish
castle development for reasons similar to his own,
which were analysed in greater depth by Leszek
Kajzer.® In general terms, the layouts built earlier
displayed the presence of manors (curia) and their
accompanying residences, which were sometimes
equated with the term itself by default (often more
in-depth narratives reveal them as a domus) and
a fortified element added to them (fortalicium),
which for functional reasons was often located
on a mound that was sectioned off by a ditch and
formed from the soil thus procured, or on a natural
feature that was further reinforced by compacted
soil (via its elevation or the formation of ramparts).
On the elevation’s plateau a non-residential build-
ing was built, typically a tower, which also served
as the final defensive position — a Bergfried (Ger-
man). The manor complexes of the Greater Polish
allies of Henryk of Glogéw known from the Tras-
ka Annals. This is how the oldest residence of the
Wiloctaw bishops in Wolborz presented itself,
where, according to the account of Janek of Czarn-
kéw, during the Grzymala—Natecz war, the men
of a Jakusz of Kuczkow, during his feasting with
the canon Henryk (probably in a lord’s house at
the manor, as it is difficult to assume that this
would take place in an outbuilding), they occupied
the “fortress of his manor” with the priest’s con-
sent, and did not want to leave it afterwards (famil-
iares Jacusssi praedicti fortalitium curiae ibidem,
praefato canonico consentiente et permittente, in-
trarunt et ingressi exire nolebant). Unaware of the
conspiracy, the burghers of Wolborz wanted to
expel the intruder with his companions by force
de praedicta curia et fortalitio, with the structures
once again listed separately.’! Fourteenth-century
accounts from Silesia speak of such layouts. Here,
for example, in Magnice in 1336, there was a Cu-
ria cum propugnaculo, quod wigo Berffrit nominatur,
and in Gutow in 1365 there stood a curia habitationis

8 Guerquin 1974, 52-60; Kajzer 2001, 54-58.
81 Olszacki 2023, 58-59.
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cum propugnaculo, while in Great Poland’s Mo-
sina, on a river island, a fortified state foundation
with a clearly mentioned traditional form was to
be built on the orders of Wtadystaw Jagietto: do-
mus lignea cum propugnaculis.®?> This issue was
raised by T. Jurek, and in the context of his own
archaeological observations it was popularized by
R. Grygiel;® one should generally agree with their
arguments except for the comments and additions
made in this text. Beginning with the same par-
adigm as L. Kajzer, they made the same mistake
as him: they generalised and flattened the dimen-
sion of time, ignoring the functional evolution
of manorial complexes. They saw the mound-sit-
ed forts from the late 13" to the 15" century as
strictly fortified structures that appeared alongside
residential buildings in their vicinity, a view we
challenge further on. Examples of this type include
structures made of both perishable and masonry
materials. Due to the complexity and cost of con-
struction, these could never have been created as
spontaneous projects under the conditions of the
Kingdom of Poland, but should be seen as royal
policy supporting selected lords in consolidating
their regional position, thus indirectly strength-
ening the monarch’s own potential. The fortified
residence of the Janina family in Tudoréw near
Opatéw, which existed in 1371 (and was proba-
bly built during the reign of Casimir the Great),
is an excellent example of this. A surviving ma-
sonry tower with solely defensive functions was
located on a plateau protected by a rampart. This
refugium stood next to the manor house and work
complex.® This issue leads us back to the research
on the Patuki region, where in Danaboérz in the late
14" century, Gniewkowo voivode Wiadystaw Sen-
ior Patuka, being an ally of Duke Vladislaus II
of Opole, constructed a building on a hill sur-
rounded by a rampart, which was probably a tow-
er and its lower parts, if not more, were masonry
(Fig. 15). This fortalicium, which archaeological
research has shown to be non-residential, formed
part of a complex alongside a manor house that
stood at its foot, known as the “southern ward”.
The complex probably also featured a manor
house belonging to the voivode. In all likelihood,
Gotancz also became the site of a “mid-lake” for-
talicium, although research was unable to tell us
anything of its form (a tower?), although it was
most certainly a structure with a perishable con-
struction, with walls filled with daub. The construc-
tion of a defensive structure on the promontory

82 Quoted in Nowakowski 2017, 82; Pietrzak 2003, 132.
8 Grygiel and Jurek 1996; Grygiel 2001.
8 See Lasek 2013, 258-259.

behind the manorial complex (which included
a lord’s house) during the time of the anti-Teutonic
bishop Maciej and his warlike brother Zbylut, and
probably still during the reign of Wtadystaw Lo-
kietek, would be seen as a project that protected
not only the Patluka family’s private estate, but also
aligned with the king’s policies. A similar explana-
tion may be found for the mid-fourteenth-century
fortified manor in Nowe Miasto nad Wartg, the seat
of the Doliwa family. They faithfully supported
Casimir the Great during his conflict with the elites
of Greater Poland, having previously supported his
father. The layout included a fortified wooden tow-
er measuring about 6x6 m, erected on a mound and
burned down in the 13831384 civil war. A lord’s
wooden house was probably located in the eastern
part of the nearby ward.®

Variant 3 — Fortalicium with a Manor

According to the conventional chronology
adopted above, the third variant comprises young-
er fortified residences that operated with a similar
scheme to the one discussed earlier. They consist-
ed of a manor (curia) and a structure designated in
Latin as fortalicium. Nevertheless, they had a fun-
damentally different distribution of accents, which
makes it possible to refer to them as fortalicium et
curia, reversing the earlier designation. These resi-
dences could represent an evolution of the first and
second variants. While the defensive element was
clearly treated separately in the first two, the notion
of a curia implied the residential and farm func-
tions of the manor. In the third variant, however, it
is the residency and defence that co-create the se-
mantic content of the term fortalicium — a fortified
lord’s house — while the curia becomes a service
area in the background. Understood in this way,
a fortalicium is a building (perhaps a horizontal
stone house or a tower with a vertical interior lay-
out) made of various materials with various interior
layouts, combining the functions of a residence and
a fortified building with passive defensive features
and attributes of a feudal lord’s seat (manifested
in a wide range of possibilities, including signif-
icant reduction), located in a defensive position
with an external obstacle such as a moat or ram-
part. Although the brick tower in Gotancz was first
mentioned in 1450 already as part of a castle, its
first phase built from the 1360s to the 1370s, being
a kind of Wasserburg connected by a bridge and
causeway with the manor area, should be identified
precisely as a fortalice, and the whole complex as

8 Grygiel and Jurek 1996, 27 et seq., 148-149, 235,295 et
seq.; Lojko 1977, 29 et seq.
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fortalicium et curia (Fig. 4). This was a very ear-
ly example of this kind of scheme, and in its full-
est possible form, but it explains the figure of the
founder-bishop, who was also a long-time imple-
menter of the state policy of the last crowned Piasts.
At the same time, the temporary halt of the tower
project at the stage of a single-story stone house
is equally symptomatic. In addition to the proba-
ble fire, the death of Maciej and the takeover of the
site by judge Tomistaw, a former confederate, were
significant factors here. Although this conjecture
is a far-reaching hypothesis, it cannot be ruled
out that royal will and the impact of the regalian
right to fortification may have left their mark here.
Perhaps it was the death of Casimir the Great and
Tomislaw’s ascension to the Greater Polish elite
that supported the throne of the House of Anjou
(present on the tour of the province by the regent,
Queen Elizabeth),* which was led by his cousin
Sedziwdj of Szubin, that allowed the judge to com-
plete the bishop’s monumental project? The other
Patuka fortalices were built in the period typical for
such projects. In Danabdrz, probably in the 1420s,
a fortalice was erected in the form of a ram-
part-shaped stone house directly accessible by
a bridge spanning over a depression in the terrain
(Fig. 16), and about thirty years later it was expand-
ed into a magnificent edifice serving ideologically
as a tower house (Fig. 17). The mansion was locat-
ed at the southern foot of the hill at this time, and
unlike the previous phases, it was already the eco-
nomic base of the fortified residence. Perhaps
the verticalization of the masonry building, and
certainly the attempt to cut it off with a defensive
rampart, should be seen in the context of — known
from the sources — the waywardness of Wiadystaw
Junior, the second of the actions took place not only
without royal consent, but openly against the king.
The fortalice in Lekno was built roughly contem-
poraneous with the earliest phase of Danabdrz’s
expansion, but it was much more modest, and we
also know — as mentioned — that it was erected in
violation of the law of the land and custom, and
therefore most likely in defiance of the regalian
right to fortification. It was of unknown form, but
not very impressive, a building made of perishable
materials, which was erected on a dedicated mound
surrounded by a moat at the time. We are certain
that it was not the second variant, since witnesses
unanimously testified that it replaced a lord’s house
in the same location. Archacological evidence sug-
gests that this house had most likely burned down.
The hotheaded Mitostawski couple inhabited

8 Marzec 2021, 106, 111, 119.
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the house for seventeen weeks, after which it was
probably the residence of Trojan III for a short time.
After him, it became the home of the next owners
of Lekno. It is in such a manor on a mound — a for-
talice (only in the context of the variant discussed
here the first term is valid by becoming a synonym
of the second) — that Albert Krowicki died in alba
stuba in Smardzew in the Sieradz land in 1417,
while in 1466, in Leczeszyce in Mazovia, the lust-
ful archdeacon Jan Pienigzek murdered the hus-
band of his lover in his own bed.}” Masonry fif-
teenth-century fortalices in the Crown, like castles,
are testimony to the founding activity of a narrow
circle of the noble elite supported by the monarch.
Among the most magnificent was undoubtedly
the rampart-encircled seat of the Bak family of Za-
dora coat of arms in Bgkowa Gora, named in 1489
fortalitium seu turris, which replaced an older lay-
out, perhaps of the second variant.®® This fortified
tower house (German: Festes Haus) is, in a formal
and ideological sense, a close analogy to phase two
of the Danaborz fortalice, both of which can also be
considered within the circle of late Gothic influenc-
es of the model that was the tower house (donjon)
of Cardinal Zbigniew Olesénicki in Pinczow.¥ We
know less about the form of the residence of the
Pobog-Koniecpolski family in Koniecpol, the most
powerful family of the Sieradz land, not far from
Bakowa Gora, while naming it in 1463 Fortalit-
ium et curia Conyeczpole perfectly inscribes this
layout as being of the variant described.® If, in
addition to the fortalice, the adjacent manor com-
plex was properly fortified, the entire layout was
sometimes called a castle in some sources. This is
how, for instance, Sarnowo was seen, about which
an oft-cited description from 1480 stated that there
was (...) fortalicium, in quo domum dicta slupp
[which was to express the same as the description
of the Latin description of the tower house in Ba-
kowa Gora—T.O., A.R.] cum celario, quod vocatur
thesaurus et anterior pons castelli alias przigrodek,
quod iacet in aqua, preterea pons et schanyborza.
Una piscina est ante castrum posita (...).°! Al-
though the example of Sarnowo does not apply to
the Kingdom of Poland at the time in question, but
to the still independent Mazovian ducal domain, it
is a good commentary on the issue of the long du-
ration of the regalian right to fortification as a way
to strengthen the defence of the state but also as

87 Both cases from Kajzer 1988, 28.

8 Kajzer 2003. As an aside, in the context of the issues
raised here, we believe that the titular Zbigniew did not live in
the “real” castle.

% Lasek 2013, 168-171.

%0 Bania 2023, 82.

! Quoted from L. Kajzer 2010, 52.
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a tool for the creation of elites. Indeed, as indicat-
ed by the accounts of Duke Janusz II, preceding
the description referenced by two years, the mon-
arch gave the noble Jakub (?) Sarnowski four kopy
of groschen pro reformacione et reparacione castri
in Sarnow, which was the private residence of this
lord.** Despite the recently indicated circumstance,
we propose to consider all of the mentioned sites
of the second and third variants/types, in the con-
text of architectural history, both because of their
historical nomenclature and perhaps more impor-
tantly the factor of scale that conditions coexist-
ence with the external outbuildings and the lack
of their own masonry perimeter, as fortified manors
in the future.”

Final Stage — Castle (Castrum)

This brings us to the fourth variant of private
residence: the castle (castrum), which is not cov-
ered in much detail in this study. Of the Patuka fam-
ily sites discussed in more detail, only Gotancz be-
came a castle. This occurred in the 1% quarter of the
15" century, evolving from the fortalicium et curia
scheme. It is also the only example of a feudal resi-
dence among those discussed to have gone through
all of the previously mentioned formal and function-
al variants. In the late medieval sense, the term ‘cas-
trum’ refers to a feudal residence enclosed within
a defensive perimeter (identified as masonry fortifi-
cations by the end of the 14" century at the latest),
which is large enough to accommodate an undevel-
oped area — a courtyard — and is multifunctional,
typically with development around the courtyard.
The author of the mid-seventeenth-century work
“Krotka nauka budownicza...” thought similar-
ly, classifying fortified residences as castles, pal-
aces or manors and writing: “I use the term castle
for a building with a courtyard, enclosed on four
sides”.** The Gotancz fortalice became a castle in
the 1% quarter of the 15% century, when it was in-
dependently ruled by Jakub “Kusz” without a style,
but an industrious and wealthy host, who had at his
disposal structures inherited from his ancestors in
the form of a masonry residential tower surrounded
by a moat and a manor at its western edge. “Kusz”
surrounded the tower with a solid defensive wall and
did a tremendous amount of work of hauling mass-
es of earth between the tower and the lake, which
made it possible to establish an outer bailey with
its own masonry gate and a mixed: masonry and,
above all, wooden fortified perimeter (Fig. 5). Into

2 Rachunki Janusza II... 2024, no. 97.

% In the sense perhaps most fully expressed by Pietrzak
2003, 22.

% Krotka nauka budownicza... 1957, 16, 78-79.

these spaces he introduced development that ser-
viced the main residence, which was tower house,
and once an independent fortalice, and later a house
located in the castle’s centre, which, in the under-
standing of the municipal scribe from 1450, an area
delineated by a quadrangle of walls (domus qua iac-
et in medio castri). Further outbuildings were locat-
ed on the west side of the moat, and its northwestern
part became the nucleus of the entire layout, which
was then more than 100 years old — a manor with
alord’s house (Fig. 7). Already in the early 17" cen-
tury, those who wrote about the castle saw primar-
ily its residential qualities, with moderate (in rela-
tion to their contemporaneous projects) defensive
qualities, which resulted in calling it primarily by
the terms arx and curia, sometimes, however, with
a clear hesitation in balancing the relationship of the
said qualities, with the semantically insignificant
scale of defence (when referring to “small castle”
or Arcum seu fortalicium) nevertheless highlighted,
the semantic difference in early modern nomencla-
ture between Gotancz and Danaborz still remained
noticeable. As we suppose in this comparative con-
text, the phenomenon of the private masonry castle
in late medieval Poland becomes a fact that is even
more exceptional than before.

CONCLUSIONS AND PROSPECTS FOR FURTHER
RESEARCH

In conclusion, we would like to emphasise that
we consider the presented classification, as well
as the entire evolution model, to be highly prob-
able within the micro-region we studied. We be-
lieve that it will be essential in comparative studies
of the widely and tentatively understood ‘knight-
ly manor’, particularly in the lowland areas of the
late medieval Kingdom of Poland, and will con-
tribute to intensifying research and providing new
perspectives. However, we are still very far from
understanding the paths that this evolution took in
the different provinces and the degree to which they
displayed similarities and uniqueness. The research
discussed in this text indicates that, in terms of field
operations, the widest possible reconnaissance
and exploration of the surroundings and the ‘sub-
soil” of what is now manifested as a material relic
of a feudal seat (motte, mansion or castle) is neces-
sary, while excavations should complement non-in-
vasive prospecting but be limited to the most prom-
ising sites. The ‘designation’ must depend strictly
on an in-depth analysis of written sources, aided by
a willingness to understand them (rather than a pri-
ori marginalisation). We are aware that one cannot
usually expect to have access to such an abundance
of archival material as we had when implementing
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the grant-funded project discussed here. The field
situation also often does not allow for the same
freedom of movement in undeveloped areas. The
studies presented also enabled us to reach one
of our key conclusions: that it is possible to provide
a more tangible account of the long duration of the
regalian right to fortification in the Kingdom of Po-
land. This is essential for understanding the subject
matter discussed and shows what a typical knight-
ly manor complex looked like when affected by it.
All of this leads us to conclude that future research
must be interdisciplinary, as any partial perspective
in a situation where we analyse such an unimagi-
nable and interpretatively complicated reality will
only further blur its contours.
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