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THE KOSTIANTYN OSTROZKY'S BATTLES,
AS AN EXAMPLE
OF THE DUCHY'S REFORMS IN TACTICS

Europe - the late Middle Ages. The heyday of the Renaissance begins. The
continent is undergoing great changes. The military was greatly influenced by
the new changes. First, technology development booming - the invention of
gunpowder and firearms is gradually changing the armaments of the armies.
Second, social transformation - in Europe, the number of free population
increases and the crisis among to of the chivalry begins. Third, economic
processes — the trade and the monetary system are booming, the cities are
growing and the bourgeois economy is emerging. All this together creates the
conditions for the emergence of a new type of the armed forces.

Gradually the main military force was the hired army. Moreover, infantry
is gaining more and more influence. Before, for hundreds of years on the
continent was ruled by a knightly-feudal militia. In battle, victory was achieved
with a blow of a cold weapon. Maneuvering during combat was minimal. The
head of the army was more of a leader than a real "general”. Now the military
leaders have a dilemma - how to manage old and new troops? Where to place
infantry and cavalry during the battle? Where and how to put artillery? How
to create and move carts (tabir) for transportation of gunpowder and other
military equipment. And, most importantly, where to get money. Military lea-
ders are increasingly paying attention to discipline - the first military charters
are being written. All these problems were faced by Prince Kostiantyn Ostroz-
ky. And Kostiantyn successfully solved these problems. The military life of
Kostiantyn Ostrozky can be divided into two stages. Each stage personified the
military doctrine dominated in Europe. So Ostrozky the activity as if illustrates
those changes Europe underwented in military affairs. Volyn Army military
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operations that took part in the late 15th century looked like military force
with knight arms. Ostrozky acted as a classic feudal leader in the first
campaigns against the Moldovans, Tatars and Muscovites. He acts swiftly,
decisively, he tries to destroy the enemy with at one stroke and win! However,
the defeat in the Battle near the Vedrosha River and the captivity had a
significant impact on Kostiantyn. Already during the war of 1507-1508
Ostrozky acted with caution. He wins by maneuvers. In the battles of 1512 and
1514, Ostrozky applies a new combat tactics. He uses and maneuvers infantry
and cavalry and, importantly, skillfully uses the arquebuses's fire and artillery
fire. Also 1513-1514 Ostrozky skillfully operates at the operational and
strategic level. In 1527 was the last battle and victory of Kostiantyn. In the
battle he combined maneuver and cavalry strike. I want to show in my article
those elements of changes in tactics that Ostrozky applied during the battles.

Keywords: gunpowder, firearms, the chivalry, military force, the battle,
knight arms, arquebuses, artillery, maneuver, cavalry strike.
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BUTBU KHA34 KOCTAHTHUHA OCTPO3bKOTIO,
AK INPUKJIAJ PE®@OPM KHA3A B TAKTHULI

Ilizne cepedHvosiuua 6 €sponi — ye nepiod seaukux 3miH. Ilo-nepue,
6ypx/augull po38uUmMoK mexHo102ill — 6UHAXid nopoxy ma eo2Henda.1bHoi 36poi,
3MiHa 036poeHHS apmill. [lo-dpyeze, coyiarbHa mpaHcgopmayis — e €sponi
30inbWuUAACS KiAbKICMb 8i1bHO20 HACE/AEHHS, NoYa/acsl Kpusd puyapcmed.
Ilo-mpeme, ekoHOMI4HI npoyecu — mopeieas i epowosa cucmema npoysima-
1omb, 3pocau micma i 3’s8uaucs napocmku 6ypxcyasHoi ekoHoMiku. Oco6aueo
yi nepemesopeHHs1 N03HA4UAUCH HA 8ilicbKo8ill cnpasi. Bce ye pazom cmeopusio
yMo8uU 0415 nosi8U HOB8020 muny 36poliHux cua. Ilocmynoso ocHO8HOO 8ilicbko-
8010 CUJ/ION cmae HalimaHe gilicbko. Bce 6iibwozo enaugy Ha6ysdae nixoma.
Y nonepedni cmoaimms Ha kKoHmMuHeHmMi JOMiHY8A10 AUYAPCLbKO-PeodabHe
onos4eHHs, nepemoza y 6ow docsieanacs yoapom xonodHoi 36poi. MaHespy-
8aHHA nid Yac 6010 6y/10 MiHimMarbHUM. [naea apmii 6ys ckopiwe oxcdem, Hixc
cnpassicHiM "2eHepasom”. Tenep dce y gilicbkosux KepigHukie suHukae duse-
Ma - K Kepysamu cmapumu ma Hosumu gitickkamu? [le poamicmumu nixomy
ma kiHHomy nid uac 6or? Kydu i sk nocmasumu apmuJepito? x cmeopumu
ma nepemicmumu 0603 (mab6ip) 0.1 nepege3eHHs1 NOpoXy ma iHwoi gilicbkogoi
mexHiku. I, Halizos08Hiuwe, de 83amu zpowi. Bilicbkoei kepieHuku ece yacmi-
we 3g6epmaioms ysazy Ha ducyunjaiHy — nuwyms nepuwi s8ilicbkogi cmamymu.
3 ycima yumu npobaemamu 3imkHy8cs kHs13b KocmsiumuH leaHosu4 Ocmpo3b-
Kull, siki 8iH ychiwHo eupiwuse. Bilicbkose scumms KocmsHmuHa leaHosuua
Ocmpo3bkoz2o ModxcHa po3disumu Ha dea emanu. Koxcen eman yocob.ateas mi
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3MiHu, wo sid6ysaaucs e €sponi. Bilicbkosi dii BoauHcbkoi apmii, we Hanpu-
KiHyl XV cm. manu suznsd ydapy-amaku puyapcvkor 36poeto. BidnosidHo,
Yy nepwux noxodax npomu Mmo.a0aeaH, mamap I Mockogumie Ocmpo3bKull
gucmynas sik KaacuvHuilli ¢eodanvHull 80xcob. Bin 0disie weudko, piulyue,
00HUM ydapom Hamazascsi 3HuUwumu eopoza i nepemoemu! OdHak nopaska
8 6umsi 6ina piuku Bedpowa ma nosoH cnpasuau 3HavHull enaus Ha Koc-
msaHmuHa. Boce nid uac siiinu 1507-1508 pp. i disie ob6epedicHo i, pakmuuHo,
guzpas maHespamu. Y 6umeax 1512 ma 1514 pp. Ocmpo3swvkuii 3acmocogysas
HOBY MAaKmMuKy 6010: BUKOPUCMOBYE Ma MAHe8pye Nixomow ma kasaJepiero
ma, Wo 8axic/au8o, 8MiJ0 BUKOPUCMOBYE 8020Hb apKebysie ma apmuuepii. Ta-
kodxc 1513-1514 pp. ein malicmepHo die HA onepamugHOMYy ma cmpameziy-
HoMy pieHi. Y 1527 p. gid6y1acb ocmaHHs nepemoxcHa 6umea KocmsaumuHa.
Y yiii 6umsi 6iH noedHae maHesp ma ydap kKasaxepii. /Jane docaidxiceHHs
€ cnpob6oio nokasamu 3MiHU y makmuyi, siki 3acmocogysag Ocmpo3bkuil nid
vac 6ois.

Katouoei cioea: nopox, sozHenaabHa 36posi, Auyapcmeo, 8ilicbkosa cu-
/14, 6umea, AuYyapcobKka 36posi, apkebysu, apmu.Jepis, MaHeap, ydap kasasepii.

The military life of Kostiantyn Ostrozky can be divided into two stages. Each
stage personified the military doctrine dominated in Europe.

So Ostrozky as if illustrates those changes Europe underwent due to its
military doctrine.

The military operations the Volyn army that took part at the end of
XV century, looked as potential firepower with knight arms. Battles of Kopershtyn
in winter 1487 (Kronika, 1856: 882; Hrushevskyi, 1993: 328) or battle of brother
Mykhailo near Polonny in 1497 (Cherkas, 2014: 59-60) are vivid examples.
The elder Ostrozky at that time came from behind and battered the steppe
inhabitants with a determined attack. That is why no wonder Kostiantyn Ostrozky
used the particular tactics at the first stage of his military career. In 1497 in 1497
the Polish army fought in Moldova The Grand Duchy of Lithuania sent several
troops to aid the Poles (Semenova, 2006: 97-99; Papée, 2006: 144-145). Ostroz-
ky commanded one of these units. K. Ostrozky successfully attacked the Eastern
boards of the dukedom after having made a quick raid through the steppe. His
troops were attacked by the Crimeans’ head by son of khan Muhammad Giray on
his way back. The Tatars attacked several times the route formation of Kostiantyn
Ostrozky but they were defeated. Tsarevitch was hardly wounded (Kolankowski,
1930: 436). The Moldova march lent an éclat to the duke and recognition of
Aleksander Jagiellonczyk imagining and - as the most important - the highest
military position in the state: hetman! (Ulianovskyi, 2009: 19). The Moscow war
that affected dramatically the future of Kostiantyn as a military leader was the
next challenging for the young hetman.

Ukraina Lithuanica. Kuis, 2019. T. V



56 | Borys Cherkas

In 1500 the Moscow State started the next attack of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania. Ivan III knew the Lithuania was weak so attacked it in three directions
(Gerbershteyn, 1988: 66; Taras, 2006: 157-159; Alekseev, 2007: 373-383).

Ostrozky accumulated the troops for defense. But lack of funding and weak
discipline among the feudal restricted his ability to keep the forces for a long time.

Ostrozky had time only for a short military operation. Kostiantyn could catch
the Moscow military forces near Vedrosha River, Dorogobuzh. The Lithuanian
military forces were smaller but regiments of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania had
heavy weapon and proper horses as well as better suited for frontal confronta-
tion. Kostiantyn managed to meet the enemy in the location that met his tactical
decision. Forests and marshes near the Vedrosha River significantly narrowed the
space. Accordingly, the Moscow heads could not use their numerical advantage
and reach the Lithuanian flanks with their light horse cavalry. At the same time
the latter had to fling back the Muscovites due to determined attack with heavy
horse cavalry, especially as the Grand Duchy of Lithuanian intelligence had not
found other enemy’s reserves. However help for the Muscovites was delivered
just after actions of the Lithuanian intelligence agents. And that fact that the help
was provided by former nationals of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, by military
forces from Sivershchyna who had very good knowledge of Lithuania military
doctrine and technique was the most fatal thing for Ostrozky. July 14, 1500,
Kostiantyn Ostrozky started with an offensive his the most unsuccessful battle.
The Lithuanians flung the advanced forces of the enemy by the potent firepower
and quickly forced the Vedrosha River. According to hetman’s plans, his heaviest
horse cavalry quite steadily battled down the Muscovites troops one after ano-
ther. Nevertheless when the Lithuanians have moved further and the forest
around got thinner, namely at that moment the reserve forces obtained by the
enemy in the evening attacked them from flanks. The Grand Duchy of Lithuania’
military forces dispersed. Hetman was taken captive (Gerbershteyn, 1988: 67;
Razin, 1999: 321-322; Kazakov, 1998: 58-60).

This defeat did not lessen the attention to K. Ostrozky and his military skills of
his contemporaries imaging. Ivan Il appointed him as his voivode. Neverthe-
less have no complete trust to the duke, they keep him near Moscow (Ulianovskyi,
2009: 24-28; Rahauskene, 2014: 30). Only death of this Moscow head let Ostroz-
ky return home and take a hetman title again from Sigismund I the Old (Ra-
hauskene, 2014: 30).

The Moscow captivity had a great influence on the duke the military man. His
military operations in the Muscovite-Lithuanian war 1507-1508 have already
looked differently. The duke tries to avoid a risk of battle understanding all
problems of his troops. He stakes mostly on maneuvering. Subsequently, he
manages to force out troops of Mikhail Glinsky quite quickly and finish the war in
such a way as necessity for the state for the time being (Krom, 2010: 141-150;
Taras, 2006: 168-176).
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The Battle of Vyshnivets

Sprint 1512, 25-thousand troops of Crimean Khanate attacked Galicia and
Volyn.

Poland and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania military forces opposed the
aggressors. The allies had up to 6 thou. warriors. The enemy was caught in fields
between the City of Vyshnivets and the City of Lopushyn. Control of the military
forces was ceded to Ostrozky while holding a military counsel. The council
members noted his military skills in war against Tatars. Ostrozky. At dawn April
5, Ostrozky arrayed the allied military forces. The battle-array consisted of three
parts. The right protruded flank consisted of his warriors. The left flank made of
Polish regiments was moved a bit back. A small camp made of carts and full of
some infantrymen with two guns was located in the center to unable losing
connection between two parts of the troops. According to Ostrozky plan, the main
thing was not allowing the Tatars to use their quantity advantage and besiege the
whole troops. Volyn and Podil regiments headed personally by him had to weaken
the enemy with active attacks as well as gradually lead the Tatars for being
attacked by Polish heavy horse cavalry for this purpose. The complete battle was
continuous attacks and counterattacks. Several times OstrozKky led the Tatars
under gun and infantry rifles shooting due to a successful maneuver. The day end
Polish horse cavalry hardly rammed the right flank of the enemy when the battle
was about to fail. The Crimea Khanate troops dispersed and fled (Cherkas, 2003:
520-521; Cherkas, 2008: 28-29).

As if the Battle of Orsha combined Ostrozky's actions in 1507-1508 and in
1512. On September 8, 1514 the troops of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the
allies from Poland thoroughly defeated the Muscovite army in the Battle of Orsha.
Duke K.I. Ostrozky was in command of victorious troops. The Ukrainian regi-
ments of Volyn and Podil lands were a basis and backbone of his army. Kyiv
regiments carried out diverting raids together with Crimean Tatars in the south
(Aktyi, 1848: 327-328; Cherkas, 2006: 45, 73). During previous wars the most of
the Polish and Lithuanian gonfalons also fought together with the Ukrainians in
the south against the Turks and Tatars that ensured the unity of subunits and
troops’ responsiveness to command as a whole. For his time the decisions and
actions of Ostrozky were innovative and unique that is what ensured not only
victory but also astonishment and admiration of contemporaries. At first the duke
performed a quick march during which they crossed several muskeg streams (the
enemy did not believe that with foot troops, artillery arms and baggage train the
subunits of Ostrozky can go so swiftly) and by prompt attacks his army defeated
some Muscovite units. Further the duke properly chose battlefield in order to fully
use a specific character of his troops and to level out a superior manpower of the
enemy. Beforehand, just steps from the enemy, they carried out a forced crossing
of the Dnipro River over the launched bridges (constructions from floats and
empty barrels served as pontoons). On the battlefield Ostrozky trained the troops
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according to his own battle order that beforehand he successfully applied in 1512
in the Battle of Vyshnivets. The regiments were laterally located in two lines. The
intervals were kept between subunits. During battling the duke carried out
maneuvering by means of gonfalons concentrating them in the threat corridors.
As a result the Muscovite troops were defeated in detail (Kazakov, 2018: 315-
334; Razin, 1999: 351-353; Drozdz, 2000: 193-202). It stands to mention a pro-
per use of artillery. This is because it was rather young weapon, and commanders
broke their heads over that how to use it during the battlefields. The operating
site was chosen rather effectually: accesses were covered with adverse terrain,
and cannons were masked with bushes. As a result, during the battle the cannons
first hit at some point the high-density forward dispositions of enemy cavalry and
then they brought down rear-based units. For those times rear-based position
was considered to be safe position therefore the incoming heavy bullets caused
the panic and escape of the enemy (Gerbershteyn, 1988: 70). As a whole the main
military achievement in the Battle of Orsha was that Ostrozky succeeded to
encircle and destroy the best subunits of the enemy - the most voivodes and
several thousands of noblemen died or were captured. So, notwithstanding
Muscovy still had a lot of military forces, however they could not conduct full-
scale offensive or commence direct field battles.

In the south Ostrozky fought the battles against constant invasions of
nomads. Thus, in 1516 he defeated the unit of Gemmet Giray - nephew of khan. As
Muscovite ambassadors wrote, among those who returned many wounded soldiers
were (Pamyatniki, 1895: 293; Cherkas, 2006: 101). In 1518 son of khan Bahadir
Geray was defeated by Ostrozky in Volyn (Kronika, 1856: 1004; Kromer, 1982:
118; Pamyatniki, 1895: 514, 607; Cherkas, 2006: 120-121). It should be noted
that such battles were much more however the sources documented first of all
those ones where Kostiantyn opposed the representatives of ruling house of the
Crimea.

In August 1519 the Battle of Sokal was with opposite scenario than it
was during the Battle of Vyshnivets. At first Ostrozky managed to conduct an
integration of Polish and Lithuanian subunits. As well Kostiantyn could pursue the
Crimean troops and force a battle for the enemy. However, a part of feudal lords,
first of all young people, refused to recognize the command control of Ostrozky. At
dawn of August 2 these feudal lords, without notice of Kostiantyn and other
heads, commenced an attack. As a result, the Crimean commander Bahadir Geray
could defeat the attacking army in detail. Ostrozky kept wits and quickly collec-
ted the remnants of the army. After that Kostiantyn avoided the encirclement and
retreated with a rapid maneuver (Litvin, 1994: 67-68; Putaski, 1898: 316;
Kromer, 1982: 123; Zygmunt, 1991: 12; Cherkas, 2006: 125-126).

The Battle of Olshanitsa. In the summer of 1526 the units of the Tatar
cavalry began to disturb the marchlands of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. At the
end of the year the big Crimean troops conducted an attack, directing it to Volyn
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and Polissia, near Pinsk (AGAD, Arh Radz, Dz. XI, Sygn. 17, S. 24.). The Tatars were
approximately 10 thousand. Using frozen rivers and bogs, they could reach far
away. The contemporaries noted that it was deep snow and irresistible frost.
Ostrozky quickly collected the troops consisted of famous heroes of wars against
the Muscovites and Tatars. The following prominent persons were here: princes
Slutsky, Sanguszko, Vyshnevetsky and Czartoryski, Radziwill, Nemyrovych, Dash-
kovych and others. The total number of soldiers of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
was 3.5 thous.

The pursuit was very dramatic. At first the duke searched the Tatar way. And
after he got on the track in the big daytime marches, he commences intercept.
In order to cut off the accesses to the Dnipro River, Ostrozky send there 1.5
thousand unit headed by the prince Yu. Slutsky. O. Dashkovych. Already in Cher-
kasy Region Ostrozky saw the left camps of nomads. In these camps the Ukrai-
nians found chewed skeletons of hundreds of eaten horses. The soldiers of
Ostrozky, going day and night, could pursue the enemy on the Olshanytsia River
outside Kaniv early in February.

Hetman came to the enemy camp at night however he was under the neces-
sity of giving rest for the horses. The very battle he delivered at dawn of the next
day. At the same time, Ostrozky attacked the Tatars when they let the horses go to
grass, cut (cattle) and feasted and then went to rest. Accordingly, the duke attacked
the Tatars in the early dawn and performed the debellation for them. At first the
soldiers of Ostrozky in the Battle of Olshanitsa seized the Tatar horses and forced
them to fight on foot that was difficult to do because of deep snow. The main
Crimean troops were quickly dispersed. The liberation of captives, who attacked
the enemy in the rear, also played a major role in this situation. However, own
wife of head of Perekopskaya residents could arrange a defense and maintained a
fierce resistance for a full day. But they were also defeated. The resounding defeat
of the Crimean Tatars was the consequence of the battle. Not killed persons, who
broke clear of the encirclement, were intercepted between Kaniv and Cherkasy by
the unit of Yu. Slutsky and 0. Dashkovych. Many children were liberated and in
order to rescue them the landlords should get off the horses and the kids were set
on horsebacks. Duke Kostiantyn Ostrozky together with 700 captive Tatars came
to the king to Krakow (Cherkas, 2008a: 53-59).

Ostrozky became a single commander-in-chief who was arranged a triumph
in Vilnia and Krakow. It was the last victory of K. Ostrozky, a short time later he
died. During his life, according to papal legate Jakub Piso, the duke had 33
victories over the Tatars. At the same time, 63 victories in total were specified on
the sarcophagus of Kostiantyn Iwanowycz!
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