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In the fourteenth century, divine retribu-
tion for the wickedness of humankind
seemed to be the only possible explanation
for the series of devastating blows under
which the whole world reeled. In the first
quarter of the century, Asia was afflicted
by successive floods, earthquakes, famines,
and droughts; in Europe, where since 1250
the climate had hecome colder and wetter,
crops failed regularly and overcrowded
communities suffered famine and disease.
Worse was to follow. Out of the Far East
came a sickness of unprecedented viru-
lence that, between 1346 and 1352, car-
ried off at least one-third of Europe’s pop-
ulation. The greatest wave of mortality ever
to sweep across the world, it was to be-
come known as the Black Death,

The sickness struck in one of three forms,
all caused by the bacterium Pasteurella
pestis. Pneumonic plague attacked the
lungs and septicemic plague the blood-
stream. Bubonic plague, the third and com-
monest form, derived its name from the
egg-size swellings—buboes—that ap-
peared on the neck and in the armpits or
groin during the early stages of the disease,
to be followed by high fever and delirium.
Those of stronger constitution might sur-
vive long enough to experience the excru-
ciating bursting of the buboes. Usually,
death offered the only relief from pain.

Sages blamed the spreading infection on
movements of the planets, the putrefaction
of the air by corpses, or the touching of
infected hodies or clothes. It was even sug-
gested that a mere glance from a sick per-
son could be fatal. The real culprits, the
black rats that infested most households of
the time and whose fleas were contaminat-
ed with plague bacteria, would not be iden-
tified for centuries to. come. When the rats

died and the rodent population declined,
the fleas turned to humans as suitable
warm-hlooded substitutes.

The terrible machinery of the plague ap-
pears to have heen set in motion in the
Gobhi Desert in Mongolia. In the late 1320s,
an epidemic erupted there among rodents
and claimed its first human victims from
within the ranks of the nomadic Mongol
horsemen, who spread the disease through-
out their extensive empire. The trade
routes of the Silk Road, along which silks
and furs were transported westward from
China, exposed the whole of central Asia to
the disease, and hy 1345, Astrakhan on the
Volga River and Caffa on the Black Sea had
succumbed as infected fleas jumped from
unpacked cargoes of furs.

The Black Sea marked the end of the
overland trade routes from China and the
beginning of the maritime ones to Europe.
By late 1347, the rat-infested holds of Ital-
ian merchant ships had carried the pesti-
lence tn the ports of the Mediterranean,
from which it quickly reached those of the
French Atlantic coast. England paid dearly
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for its Bordeaux wines: Within a year, the
Black Death was unwittingly imported
along with the claret. By 1352, it had
spread to Scandinavia, Germany, Poland,
and finally Russia. In the few years since
the disease had first entered Europe, its
grim tour had claimed the lives of more
than 20 million people.

The Italian writer Boccaccio, whose De-
cameron was cast as a collection of stories
told by citizens in flight from the plague-
ridden city of Fiorence, noted a variety of
responses among the survivors. Some had
no thought other than saving their own
skins, their one purpose heing “to flee from
the sick and whatever belonged to them.”
Others sought oblivion in unbridled pleas-
ure: “Day and night they went from one
tavern to another, drinking and carousing
unrestrainedly.” A third, more moderate
response was to continue life as normal but
with the added precaution of carrying bou-
quets of fragrant flowers to “comfort the
brain with such odors, especially since the
air was oppressive and full of the stench of
corruption, sickness, and medicines.”

The doctors prescribed mysterious po-
tions of herhs and other ingredients—in-
cluding, for example, ‘ten-year-old molas-
ses and chopped-up snake—and lanced the
swellings. If a physician tried hleeding a
patient, he discovered that the plague vic-
tim’s hlood was thick and black and some-
times covered by a green scum. Only the
priests were able to offer comfort: Confes-
sion, it was believed, would at least ensure
an afterlife free from torment.

Far more efficacious were the preventive
measures taken by a few determined com-
munities. The despotic rulers nf Milan
walled up houses at the first sign of infec-
tion, imprisoning the sick and healthy to-



gether. The city of Nuremberg instituted a
rigorous public-health program that in-
volved the paving and cleaning of streets
and the carting away of refuse. Personal
cleanliness—for many, a completely new
concept—was encouraged, and some
workers even received bathing money as
part of their wages. Milan and Nuremberg
had possihly the lowest death tolls of the
major European cities.

The devastation caused by the Black
Death had passed its peak by the early
1350s, but there were further outbreaks in
the following decades, and the plague per-
sisted in Europe until the early eighteenth
century. The massive decline in population
transformed the relationship hetween peo-
ple and resources. Since lahor was scarce,
the surviving work force could command
high wages for their services, whereas the
prices of land and agricultural products fell
because of lack of demand. One English
chronicler remarked: “A man could have a
horse, which was worth forty shillings, for
six shillings eight pence.” Attempts to im-
pose wage controls provoked widespread
anger, and in England, the workers’ height-
ened sense of their new economic impor-
tance contributed to the Peasants’ Revolt of
1381. Similar uprisings occurred in other
European countries.

Attitudes toward religion were changed
as well. The clergy in general had shown as

much human weakness as every other so-
cial group during the plague years, and
they were now regarded as fallible and un-
justifiably self-important. On the other
hand, personal faith was strengthened as
the frightening proximity of death focused
people’s minds on the afterlife. Cults of
mysticism became popular, and in religious
art, the image of death—often in the form
of a ravenous skeleton leading the living to
their graves—was a recurring motif. The
deceased were depicted on their tombs as
hideously emaciated and tortured, perma-
nent witnesses to the social and psycholog-
ical scars inflicted by the Black Death.
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Spreading west from central Asia, the plague known as
the Black Death was borne along land and maritime
trade routes into the Middle East, North Airica, and
Europe by infected fleas and rats that infested merchant
cargoes. While some cities, such as Milan, were only
lightly affected, many other communities were wiped
out. In Europe alone, easily a third of the population
succumbed. After cutting a deadly swath along the
cnasts of the Mediterrancan and into Naly, France, and
Spain, the course of the plague turned afmost full circle,
heading east again from northern Europe.
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the city walls of Tournai, a
Flemish textile town under
French protection, in the
summer of 1349, This il-
lustration from the annals
oi the local abbot, Gilles Ii
Muisit, shows that the
dead of Tournai at least
had the luxury of being
buried in coffins, As the
ravages of the Black Death
increased in intensity,
communities had to resort
tn removing corpses by
the cartload and burying
them in mass graves. The
Italian writer Boccaccio,
reflecting in the years that
followed, described how
peaple became numb to
the tragedy: “Nor for all
their number were the nh.
sequics honored by either
tears or lights or crowds
of mourners; rather, it was
come to this, that a dead
man was then of no more
account than a dead goat
would be today.”’
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the master of their society
to whom they have sworn
obedience. Before crowds
of awed spectators in
churches or market
squares, the flagellants
stripped to the waist and
worked themselves into a
frenzy by lashing their
hadies with thongs of
leather knotted with irn
spikes, This self-scourging
was an attempt to expiate
the sins of humanity that,
it was believed, had
brought about the Black
Death. The several hun-
dred members of each so-
ciety included both men
and women, rich and
pooe; they were forbidden
to wash, shave, or change
their clothes, and the sex-

es were strictly segregated.

Flagellism became preva-
lent in Germany in 1348
and at first was condoned
by the Church, but the
movement was banned in
1349 when the pope be-
came concerned that the
masters were claiming too
much spiritual authority,




- T - ; _
g . * 2 X \
m&m . mm-..kw st AL A

e "TWW ,wm 1]'1 "Wow-: ,ﬁ&rlaw:,.,r =

EIEIEIEE]

IEEIEEIE]

3o




cmkthm look on with
grim satisfaction as wood - 8
is added 1o the pyre in o
which Jews are being . e
burned alive. Along with
lepers and various racial
or religious minorities, the
Jews—deeply unpopular
for their dealings in
moneylending and dubbed
the enemies of Christ by
Church authoritivs—be-
came scapegoats for the
plague and were ruthlessly
massacred throughout Eu-
rope. The most commaon
accusation was that the
Jews had deliberately con-
taminated puhlic wells;
the fact that they
sustained as many casual-
ties in the plague as the
Christians did not influ-
ence popular prejudice or
diminish the fervor of
their most fanatical oppo-
nents, the flagellants. Pope
Clement VI and certain
other rulers condemned
the massacres, but the per.
secution was pursued with
vigor until 1351, by which
time the Black Neath was
on the decline.
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THE HUNDRED YEARS" WAR

This manuscript illustration of the Battle of Poitiers,
fought in 1356, shows King John Il of France—mounted
on a white charger and arrayed in a blue robe decorated
with fleurs-de-li: ing in vain ag the English.
The engagement ended in defeat for the French; the
king and many of his supporters were captured, leaving
the country in a state of near anarchy. Recognizing their
inability to match the English in the field of battle, the
French knights retreated into castles and fortified
towns, allowing the English to range freely over the
countryside; in later campaigns of the long conflict that
became known as the Hundred Years’ War, they con-
tinued to avoid major encounters, choosing instead to
wear down the English through skirmish and ambush.

In the dank depths of autumn, the gray swells of the English Channel promised an
uneasy crossing between England and France. But if Henry Burghersh, bishop of
Lincoln and councilor to the king of England, felt any queasiness on his voyage, it was
more likely to be caused by the document in his possession than by the furching of
the deck underneath his feet. A few days earlier, on October 19, 1337, the royal
councilors and their sovereign, Edward Ill, had met at the palace of Westminster to
draft an angry message to Philip of Valois, king of France. Now, bearing the fruit of
those deliberations, the bishop and his entourage disembarked and rode hard for the
French capital at Paris.

At the Louvre, the royal palace of the French monarchy, the emissaries were
received with scrupulous courtesy. The king took the parchment from the bishop’s
hand, perused it in silence, then passed it to a secretary to read aloud.

The letter consisted of two inflammatory statements. The first was Edward’s asser-
tion that he, not Philip, was the rightful king of France. Through his mother, Isabella,
a French princess, Edward’s claim to the crown was no less strong than Philip’s own:
Edward was the grandson of a French monarch, Philip of Valois a nephew. If Charles
IV of France had not died without sons in 1328, Philip would never have reached the
throne. This claim was not a new one; indeed, there were nobles in France who
quietly supported it. But now the English monarch was prepared to back up his
challenge by the use of force.

The second statement was equally provocative. Edward announced that, although
he held vast tracts of land in France, he was no longer prepared to pay homage to the
French king as his landlord. The fertile northern county of Ponthieu, as well as the
wine-growing duchy of Aquitaine in the south, was his by hereditary right and by
the grace of God alone, and he would rule these areas of France as freely as he ruled
England. From this day forward, he declared himself to be the sworn enemy of the
usurper, Philip of Valois.

A courtier who witnessed the delivery of this message reported that the king simply
smiled at the bishop of Lincoln, complimented him on the skill with which he had
carried out a difficult diplomatic mission, and told him that the letter did not require
a reply. Philip then dismissed the delegates to their lodgings, sent them back to the
coast with his personal guarantee of safe-conduct, and prepared for war.

The conflict that ensued would last far longer than the men who began it, and not
even their grandsons would live to see its end. For 150 years the fight would go on,
as a prolonged agony of sporadic skirmishes and uneasy truces punctuated by spells
of intense and savage combat. Its effects would be felt far away from the battle-
grounds, in fortunes lost and gained, in new patterns of government, in social up-
heavals on an unprecedented scale. The conflict would become known to later ages
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as the Hundred Years’ War, but those generations who lived and died in its shado
knew only that theirs was a time of perpetual strife.

In the volatile world of fourteenth-century European politics, challenges by riva
claimants to a crown were not uncommon. Monarchs died without direct heirs
ruling families all over Europe were inextricably intermarried; customs varied fro

one land to another regarding the admissibility of female inheritors to a throne; the

18



Disputes between Edward lit—duke of Aquitaine and
count of Ponthieu as well as king of England—and Philip
VI of France concerning English territories in France
(orange area on the map) were a decisive factor leading
to the outbreak of the Hundred Years’ War. Edward also
claimed the French crown—he was a cousin of Philip
Vl—and had his royal coat of arms amended accord-
ingly; the shield of his son, depicted in a stained-glass
window in Saint Alban’s Abbey (above), shows the
French fleur-de-lis combined with the lions of England.
The English domains in France were considerably ex-
tended by the Treaty of Brétigny in 1360. Thereafter,
however, the French gradually recovered most of the
territory they had ceded, and by the 1370s, their fleet
was raiding the south coast of England.

perils of childbirth were such that princes often outlived two or more wives and
fathered multiple sets of descendants in the process. Edward’s second challenge—his
refusal to pay homage—was far more audacious, for it threatened the centuries-old
set of social and property relationships that was later known as the feudal system.

Atits simplest, the feudal bond was a link between a powerful person and a weaker
one: In exchange for a vow of loyalty and military support, a king or noble would
grant a lesser lord—the vassal—possession of a parcel of land that might, according
to circumstance, be as small as a farm or as large as a province. Even a king could
be a vassal to another king, if he held land that had been granted to him, or to his
ancestors, within the other monarch’s realm. The fourteenth-century Plantagenet
kings of England were descendants of French princes and as such held territory in
France as vassals of the French monarch; their ancestors included William, duke of
Normandy, who had acquired the English crown by conquest in 1066.

Edward had become king of England in 1327, at the age of fourteen; Philip
ascended the French throne in the following year. Soon thereafter, in accordance
with feudal custom, Edward paid homage to his newly crowned kinsman for the lands
he held in France. Now, in the letter dispatched to Philip in the care of the bishop
of Lincoln, Edward had declared the feudal contract null and void.

But although the immediate political crisis was caused by Edward’s repudiation of
his allegiance to Philip of Valois, the issues raised went far beyond the breach of these
bonds. Both monarchs were engaged in the lengthy process of asserting a central
royal authority, and since the late thirteenth century, economic pressures, strategic
considerations, and political strife had played their parts in generating and escalating
the conflict between them. The French king had to contend with a tier of lords who
were his vassals but, at the same time, enjoyed almost as much power as their
sovereign: His great dukes and counts presided over their own courts and ruled their
territories as semiautonomous states. The English king, as duke of Aquitaine and
count of Ponthieu, was a French aristocrat and was obliged to defend the interests of
his French overlord—but as king of England, Edward could hardly allow his French
neighbor to dictate his foreign alliances or demand his support in wartime.

Three decades of negotiation had failed to solve the problem, which was com-
plicated by economic links between England and France based on the vital com-
modities of salt, wool, and wine. England depended for its salt on the marshes of
Brittany and Poitou, across the Channel; the weavers of the semiautonomous county
of Flanders were the primary purchasers of pastoral England’s vast output of wool;
and Europe’s thirst for good French wine could be quenched only by the cargoes
passing through the English-held port of Bordeaux, where all the wines of Aquitaine
were gathered, loaded, and taxed.

These economic concerns were inseparable from strategic considerations. It was
vital to England to keep the wool, wine, and salt traffic moving freely, and it was
equally crucial to France that it be able to control the sea traffic along its coasts. To
guard against the possibility of French ports falling into enemy hands, Philip of France
had begun to forge links with England’s hostile neighbor, Scotland.

England and Scotland had been warring almost continuously since the 1290s. The
Scots, led by their king, Robert Bruce, had repulsed a massive invasion force in 1314,
subjecting Edward II’s armies to a humiliating defeat at the Battle of Bannockburn.
Although the third Edward had sealed a treaty with the Scots in 1328, soon after his
own accession, he found it impossible to resist the temptation to intervene in their
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affairs; and after Bruce’s death in 1329, he deposed the late ruler’s young son, David
I, and placed his own puppet on the disputed Scottish throne.

Philip was quick to give shelter to the exiled king. He sought to arbitrate between
Scotland and England but insisted that no settlement was possible unless the exiled
Bruce was reinstated. A sense of justice may have inspired his efforts on the young
Scottish king’s behalf, but the pleasure of seeing England under threat on two separate
flanks was an equally strong incentive.

If Edward was rendered uneasy by the Franco-Scottish alliance, he was equally
discomfited by the large fleet gathering in France’s Channel ports. These vessels had
originally been intended to take an army of European knights on a Crusade to the

Holy Land, but when the pope canceled the expedition, Philip moved his ships from
the Mediterranean to the harbors of Normandy, virtually on England’s doorstep. To
Edward there could be only one explanation: The king of France was planning an
attack on England, in support of the Scots. It was in these circumstances of mutual
hostility and intimidation that Edward dispatched his challenge to Philip in 1337.
Each monarch prepared for the strife to come with the unshakable conviction that
God was on his side. The thirteenth-century theologian Thomas Aquinas had set out
the criteria for wars that could be launched with divine approval: just authority, just
cause, and just intention. By just authority, he meant that only a prince or a monarch,
invested with the divine mandate to defend his realm, had the authority to start a war
and raise an army. To possess a just cause, the monarch had to make a stand against
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A miniature from a fourteenth-century manuscript, pos-
sibly Genoese, shows moneylenders counting coins
(left). Italian bankers helped finance both sides in the
Hundred Years’ War; the two greatest banking firms
were bankrupted when Edward 1l of England failed to
repay their loans. One of the main reasons for Italy’s
predominance in financial affairs was the stability of the
gold currency of its major cities. Both France and Eng-
land sought to learn from Italy’s example. The French
had gold coins of their own from the mid-thirteenth
century; an écu dating from the reign of Charles VI is
shown at right, above. Edward 111 minted the first Eng-
lish gold coins from 1344, one of which, showing the
king in a ship (right, below), commemorated an English
naval victory at Sluis in 1340.

an evildoing enemy who merited the wrath that was about to be visited upon him.
Finally, every participant in a just war had to be impelled by just intentions: Warriors
had to be dedicated to the struggle against evil, not simply to personal gain.

If the royal combatants had not been prepared to turn a blind eye to this last
condition, it would have been virtually impossible to recruit troops or allies, but lip
service had to be given to the noble intentions of all who took up arms. And both
protagonists believed in the righteousness of their cause: Edward il insisted that
Philip denied him justice by withholding his legitimate inheritance in France; Philip’s
justification was his need to punish a rebellious vassal.

In terms of material resources, the French king appeared to have the advantage.
The broad, fertile kingdom of France, the
wealthiest in Europe, boasted a population
of some 21 million souls. Bounded on the
northwest by the English Channel and ex-
tending southward to the Pyrenees, France
was a land of powerful contrasts—of
plains and mountains, cornfields and vine-
yards, cathedral cities and isolated ham-
lets, plateaus so densely populated that the
church bells from one village rang clearly
in the next, and barren wastes where a
traveler might not meet another living per-
son in the space of a full day’s journey.
Fully half the kingdom was governed di-
rectly by the king; the rest was under the
control of his powerful vassals.

England was poorer. Its climate was less
kindly than that of France, its population
perhaps one-fourth the size of its neigh-
bor’s. Its capital, London, was barely half
the size of Paris, and only a handful of
towns, far smaller than their cross-channel
counterparts, served as trade centers.
Good farmland was concentrated mainly
in the eastern counties and the midlands;
the rest of the country was a landscape of
moors, heaths, hills, and uncleared forest.

On both sides of the Channel, the same social structures predominated. A large
rural peasantry—both free tenants and serfs bound to the soil they tilled—labored to
provide the wealth of the land owned by their noble masters. Within this rural
underclass, there were broad variations: peasants as prosperous as petty lords, home-
less beggars, subsistence farmers for whom the weather’s caprices spelled life or
death. In the towns, a growing population of artisans, clerks, and merchants occupied
society’s middle ground.

French and English nobles, sprung from the same stock, shared the chivalric culture
common to western Europe’s upper classes. They practiced a common code of
knightly conduct, observed the same niceties of courtly etiquette, and drew inspi-
ration from the romances that celebrated the glorious deeds of Roland, King Arthur,
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The first great battle of the Hundred Years’
War took place at sea. It happened on Mid-
summer Day 1340, off the port of Sluis in
Flanders, where more than 200 ships had
been assembled for a projected invasion of
England. The English were outnumbered,
but the longbows of their archers, stationed
on specially built platforms at the rear of
the ships, could fire arrows at a faster rate
than the crossbows of the Genoese bow-
men employed by the French.

Driven from the decks by the initial bar-

rage of missiles, the soldiers crowding the
French ships had no time to escape before
the English fleet closed in. Grappling irons
secured the French boats for boarding, and
the rout was completed in fierce hand-
to-hand fighting. Most of the French ships
were sunk or captured.

The victory gave the English temporary
control of the Channel and made it possible
for them to land their forces unopposed
anywhere along the French coast for the
next twenty years.







Lancelot, and other legendary heroes. In both countries the nobility comprised two
tiers: lesser lords, of small estates and fairly localized power, and a higher aristocracy
consisting of a small but formidable elite—dukes, earls, counts, and viscounts, the
princes of the realm. Here, however, the resemblance between the two kingdoms
ended. The chief nobles of England were actively involved in the government of the
entire realm; and although they might bear the titles of certain territories—Essex, for
example, or Kent—they did not necessarily have jurisdiction over those lands. In
France, the mighty dukes and counts were potentates in their own separate domains;
unmoved by any embryonic sense of national identity, they did not automatically ally
themselves with the king or concern themselves with the government of the realm.

The loyalty of his nobles was one of Edward’s most conspicuous advantages, and
he was able to secure the backing of Parliament—the assembly representing the
nobility and the gentry—for raising taxes to fund the war effort. He was also able to
use England’s revenues from the wool trade as surety to raise loans from Europe’s
most important moneylenders, the great banking families of ltaly. Nevertheless, the
war would cause a serious drain on the Crown’s resources: The cost of equipping,
transporting, and maintaining an army on the far side of the Channel, and also of
purchasing the goodwill of potential allies, would be astronomical.

Across the water, Philip found neither political nor financial support easy to come
by. Lacking any central tax-raising facility, he had to appeal for funds to each locality
in turn. Absorbed in the affairs of their own regions, the French nobility disputed the
king's right to tax them and showed little inclination to provide the necessary finan-
cial or moral backing for the war. And Philip’s domestic problems were aggravated
by two major political disputes. Revolts in Flanders in 1338 had brought to power a
local leader named Jacob van Artevelde; dependent on supplies of English wool to




maintain the weaving industries of Ypres, Ghent, and Bruges, the Flemish would soon
acknowledge Edward as the rightful king of France. Farther south, the duchy of
Brittany was enmeshed in a prolonged succession dispute, in which England fanned
the flames by offering to back one faction in exchange for its support.

Both the exigencies of raising an army and the very nature of fourteenth-century
warfare dictated a slow escalation. It was late in 1339, two years after Edward’s
challenge to Philip, before the first major campaign was launched.

In the decades that followed, both sides learned hard lessons about the art of warfare,
and certain time-honored assumptions governing the conduct of battles were ren-
dered obsolete. The struggle as a whole was a war of attrition, characterized less by
the ritual engagements of jousting knights than by sieges and the raids and furtive
attacks of guerrilla warfare. There were few pitched battles between massed armies.
Most encounters were skirmishes between small armed bands contending for pos-
session of a fortress or a strategic town, and much of the war was waged against
civilians in the form of terrifying forays by irregular troops who pillaged and burned
their way across the countryside, as well as long sieges against walled towns con-
ducted for the express purpose of starving their inhabitants into submission.

The successful conduct of sieges was a tactical study in its own right. The first step
was to cut off the defenders” water supply; then tunnels were dug under the walls and
fires set in them, and burning projectiles were hurled over the battlements. Knowl-
edge of gunpowder, invented in China in the ninth century, had recently reached
Europe; first mentioned in a treatise dated 1327, cannon were to be employed by the
English at the siege of Calais in 1346 and other engagements. Contemporary writers
on the art of war recommended that captured defenders should not be killed but that
they should be maimed, rendering them unable to fight or to work, and then sent
home to burden ever-shrinking resources.

Medieval warfare was a predominantly seasonal occupa-

o ) ) tion, best fought in the fall when all the reaping and sowing
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armor lies above his tomb in Canterbury Cathedral. harvested what they hoped would see them through the win-

D o e s e pome of ter. Battles, too, were more easily won when the weather was
Crécy in 1346 and ten years later captured France’s
King John at Poitiers. After being appointed prince of
Aquitaine in 1362, however, he ruled over an extrava-
gant court at Bordeaux and failed to win the loyalty of
his French subjects. He returned to England in 1371, a

sick and broken man. A year after his death in 1376, his
only surviving son ascended the throne as Richard I1.
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This late-fourteenth-century steel basinet—a close-
fitting headpiece—is typical of a style of armored hel-
met that became increasingly common during the Hun-
dred Years” War. The perforated cone-shaped visor
deflected frontal blows, and the pointed rear gave a
glancing surface when the head was tilted forward, as
during a cavalry charge. The camail, a curtain of chain
mail attached to the back, front, and sides, protected
the wearer’s neck and shoulders. The whole ensemble
weighed about fifteen pounds. This helmet was proba-
bly made in northern Italy, the source of much of the
armor used in France and England.

kinder and the troops not exhausted by the effort of keeping warm and dry.

On both sides of the Channel, men of all ranks were taught to see warfare as a way
of life. Nobles were encouraged to practice their equestrian and martial skills in jousts
and tournaments, and the lower orders were exhorted to train their sons in archery.
At the start of the war, Edward issued an order forbidding peasants to play football
or similar games, on pain of death; instead, they were to occupy their leisure hours
practicing with bows and arrows. To make sure the populace had the necessary tools
of the trade, the king canceled the debts of any artisan who made longbows.

Archers became an increasingly important part of any army in the field. If a native
force did not possess enough men with this skill, there were mercenaries available for
hire; most of the archers fighting on the French side were Genoese, adept at the use
of the unwieldy crossbow. Other combatants in both the English and French armies—
which usually numbered between 5,000 and 10,000 men—included common foot
soldiers armed with swords, daggers, axes, and pikes, and lance-bearing warriors on
foot or horseback. Each participant was required to supply his own weapons and
armor; the knights who made up the cavalry also provided their own steeds. Equip-
ping even the humblest fighting man became an ever more expensive business: It was
estimated that the cost of providing weapons and protective clothing for an ordinary
man-at-arms increased eightfold between 1300 and 1350.

But whatever the expenses of launching himself on a military career, a fighting man
could look forward—provided he survived the war—to augmenting his fortunes. By
the opening of the Hundred Years” War, the feudal obligation of military service that
a vassal owed to his lord had been largely replaced by the employment of paid
volunteers, who offered their services over a fixed term in return for wages and other
financial incentives. They could hope to enrich themselves from sharing in the booty
of plundered towns and from the ransom money paid for any captives taken. A
garrison could command a fat fee from local civilians for defending their territory; a
band of military marauders could extort a healthy sum from the nervous populace in
exchange for a promise to leave them in peace. In theory, these perquisites were only
supplementary to army pay; in fact, they often formed the largest part of a military
income. Contemporary moralists lamented that war was no longer fought for glory
but for gain. A new generation of professional warriors had been born.

With this soldiery at his disposal, Edward opened the first campaign of the war in
1339. Waiting until September, when the peasants of northern France had finished
the harvest, he led an army of raiders on a five-week-long ride of terro—known in
contemporary parlance as a chevauchée—laying waste to the districts of Cambresis,
Vermandois, and Thiérache. In a letter to to his son and his royal councilors, Edward
described these adventures: “On Monday, the eve of Saint Matthew, we left Valen-
ciennes, and the same day the troops began burning in Cambresis, and they burned
there through the following week, so that the country is clean laid waste, as of corn,
cattle, and other goods. So we proceeded each day, our men together burning and
destroying the country for twelve or fourteen leagues around.”

As well as sowing terror, Edward expressly intended to seek out the French army
and engage it in battle. But, although the two sides did eventually come face to face,
Philip never gave his troops the command to fight. The result of this first campaign
for England was thus a propaganda victory rather than a military one: The roads of
the north were crammed with panic-stricken refugees. Learning of their plight, the
pope sent 6,000 gold florins to Paris to help relieve their misery.
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Throughout the war, this devastation of the countryside and its population was to
cause severe damage to the French economy. But for the English also the costs of war
were high, not least being that of transporting their troops and provisions across the
Channel to France. Their commanders reckoned that chaos would ensue if soldiers
were forced to live off a land that was being rapidly and systematically stripped of its
food sources. To supply rations for the troops, the inhabitants of Southampton and
Winchester were commanded to bake bread and brew beer in prodigious quantities.
Beasts were assembled for slaughter near the Channel ports, and the mayor and
aldermen of London sent out small cargo vessels to deliver fresh supplies at frequent
intervals to the army in France.

The conveyance of war matériel was equally complicated. Tools and other equip-
ment had to be brought along not only for fighting battles but for transporting bag-
gage, setting up camp, and conducting sieges. One inventory of equipment shipped
to France included—in addition to artillery pieces and other weapons—cranes, pul-
leys, winches, shovels, spades, mattocks, cutting tools, hammers, boxes filled with
spare arrow shafts, horseshoes, horse collars, and harnesses, leather straps, baskets,
chains, trestles, lanterns, assault ladders, small leather boats, and all the necessary
components for assembling a floating bridge to span a river, canal, or moat.

England had no standing navy to transport its army and in times of crisis was
compelled to draft merchant ships and other vessels into military service. But the
importance of establishing control over the Channel became increasingly apparent to
both sides, and when the inevitable clash at sea occurred on june 24, 1340, it proved
to be the most decisive battle in the first phase of the war. The French, learning that
Edward was planning to cross the Channel again, this time to Flanders, decided to
launch a preemptive strike. Philip assembled an invasion force to be transported in
his own vessels and those of his Genoese and Castilian allies. The two fleets met and
fought just off the Flemish coast at Sluis, at the mouth of the Zwin River, the seaport
of the rich cloth-weaving town of Bruges.

The English had the wind and the sun behind them and the tide in their favor; their
greatest advantage, however, was the skill of their archers, plying their longbows from
high platforms—known as castles—mounted on the decks of the ships. In force and
fury, their volleys of arrows far outstripped the crossbow bolts fired off by the Gen-
oese. In range, the crossbows could hit a target more than 1,600 feet away, whereas
arrows shot from longbows rarely traveled as far as 1,000 feet; but crossbows were
cumbersome, and even the most skilled practitioner could dispatch only two bolts per
minute, in which time a master longbowman could fire off twelve arrows.

The English chronicler Geoffrey the Baker described how, as the ships from each
side drew closer together, ““an iron cloud of bolts fell upon the enemy, bringing death
to thousands; then those who wished, or were daring enough, came to blows at close
quarters with spears, pikes, and swords; stones, thrown from the ships’ castles, also
killed many.” After hours of hard fighting, with massive losses on both sides, the
French were defeated. Many of their soldiers, overwhelmed by the blizzard of arrows,
were driven overboard. It was said that so much of their blood stained the sea that
if the fishes had been given the power to speak, they would have done so in French.

By their victory at Sluis, the English decimated the French fleet and made them-
selves masters of the Channel. And despite occasional setbacks, the English were able
to maintain their position during the next two decades. While the French were forced
to rely on mercenary troops and foreign allies to field any kind of fighting force,
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Wadding

EUROPE'S FIRST ARTILLERY

.I.he first recorded use of cannon in Euro-
pean warfare was during the siege of Calais
between 1346 and 1347, when ten of the
new weapons were deployed by the Eng-
lish. Early artillery pieces employed a
charge of gunpowder, which was ignited
through & touchhole (inset), to fire either
lead bhalls or arrow-shaped projectiles
known as quarrels, as shown in the English
manuscript illustration below; wadding

- : Touchhole

wrapped around the shaft of the quarrel
helped prevent the force of the explosion
from dispersing.

Too unwieldy to be maneuvered on the
hattlefield, the cannon were used primarily
to bombard bridges and gates; they re-
mained ineffective against stone fortifica-
tions until larger weapons that could fire
stone balls were developed during the fol-
lowing century.
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Edward, enjoying the full support of his nobles, was able to make use of two or three
virtually separate armies, each under the control of its own commander, operating
singly on separate fronts or coming together to assault the French en masse. In 1346,
the English defeated the Scots at the Battle of Neville’s Cross near Durham, in which
they captured the Scottish king. That same year, across the Channel in northern
Picardy, about thirty miles from the coast, they won a decisive victory against the
French at Crécy. Here, too, the longbowmen were the heroes of the day.

In theory, the French had all the advantages: Their army far outnumbered the

e et e e AR o <

English, and they were meeting the enemy on their own home ground. Nevertheless,
exhausted by a long march before the start of the batile, the French forces were
plagued by ill luck and disorder once the armies met. A sudden rainstorm had soaked
their Genoese archers’ bowstrings, so that they lacked tautness; the English bowmen
had kept their own strings dry by stowing them under their helmets. The English army
took up its battle formation on a small piece of rising ground ideally suited for
defense. The French, blinded by the sun, were overcome by a pincers movement of
English archers; and as their cavalry tried to move forward against the barrage of
arrows, their horses fell into concealed trenches. Those soldiers not crushed to death
by their own side were hacked to pieces by English swords and spears.

The English followed up their victory at Crécy by seizing the Channel port of Calais
after a long siege in 1347, but later that year, all conflict was brought to a halt by the
arrival in Europe of the Black Death. The fatalities caused by this lethal strain of
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In an early-fourteenth-century manuscript illustration,
armed rioters ransack the house of a wealthy Paris mer-
chant. In both England and France, the urban poor and
the rural peasants bore the brunt of taxes imposed to
finance the war. The suffering of the needy was aggra-
vated by poor harvests, rising prices, and the ravages of
the Black Death, all of which contributed to sporadic
rebellions throughout the century. A major uprising in
France in 1358 known as the Jacquerie followed the
French defeat at Poitiers in 1356. And in the English
Peasants’ Revolt of 1381, rebels sought an end to serf-
dom, but their pitchforks and homemade armor proved
no match for the troops sent to suppress them.
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bubonic plague—some 20 million in just four years—set the casualty figures on both
sides during the Hundred Years” War in a new and terrifying perspective, and ior
several years it seemed as if the survivors had been robbed of all resolve to continue.
Peace negotiations were set in motion between Edward and John 1i, who succeeded
his father as king of France in 1350; but in the end they could not come to terms, and
the war resumed in 1355 when Edward dispatched two new armies to France.

One of these armies was led by Edward’s soldier-son, the twenty-four-year-old
Edward of Woodstock, known to later ages as the Black Prince because of the belief
that he had worn black armor. He had enjoyed an early taste of blood and victory as
a sixteen-year-old fledgling knight at Crécy; but the triumph that won him fame and
popular adoration was the Battle of Poitiers in 1356.

Marching north through central France in an attempt to link up with the second
English army, the Black Prince turned back toward Bordeaux when he learned that
a much larger French force was pursuing him. The French caught up with him near
Poitiers on September 17; however, John refrained from attacking the English on a
Sunday and thus allowed the Black Prince to prepare his army for battle in marshy
and wooded land unsuitable for cavalry. On the next day, the English longbowmen,
firing from sheltered positions, again routed the mounted French knights. The fighting
continued for eight hours, the English archers engaging the enemy in fierce hand-
to-hand combat once their arrows had been spent, and the Black Prince’s eventual
victory was gloriously confirmed by the capture of the French king.

The triumphal return of the Black Prince to London, with John and many other
noble captives in his train, was the occasion for an orgy of public rejoicing. The
timbered houses were festooned with banners, the narrow streets carpeted with
flowers, and so ecstatic were the crowds that it took several hours for the procession
to travel the two miles from the city to the royal palace at Westminster.

Having captured the French king and humiliated the illustrious French knights at
Poitiers, the English had good reason to believe that they could conclude the war on
their own terms. But, in the absence of John 11, his son Charles, the dauphin, managed
to inspire the French with new determination: Encouraged by the pope’s support for
their cause, the dauphin’s army forced the English to raise their siege of the city of
Rheims and abandon hope of marching on Paris, and when representatives of both
sides met for negotiations in 1360, the French were able to bargain from a position
of some strength. The terms of the treaty drafted at Brétigny, a small settlement south
of Paris, appeared to make massive concessions to the English, giving them full
sovereignty over more than one-third of France. In exchange, however, Edward was
expected to renounce his claim to the French throne and give up any notion of
sovereignty in the areas outside those delineated in the treaty.

The agreement was partially ratified at Calais in the autumn of that year, but certain
important clauses—regarding each king’s renunciation of sovereignty over the other’s
newly agreed territories—were separated into another document, which was never
sealed. As the new decade opened, overt hostilities had ceased, but the honor and
ambitions of neither side were satisfied.

The peace between England and France was welcomed by no one more than the
citizens of the French countryside. In Picardy, Normandy, Poitou, and other regions
overrun by soldiery, great tracts of formerly fertile territory were reduced to wasteland
and often remained in that state for decades, their inhabitants displaced, dispirited,
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or dead. The chronicler Jean de Venette grieved over the damage done to his native
village in Beauvais after an English chevauchée in the 1350s: ““No cock crowed, no
hen called to her chicks. . .. The eye of man was no longer rejoiced by the accus-
tomed sight of green pastures and fields covered by growing grain, but saddened by
the nettles and thistles springing up on every side. The pleasant sound of bells was
heard, indeed, not as a summons to divine worship, but as a warning of hostile
incursions, in order that men might seek out hiding places before the enemy arrived.”

As well as enduring organized raids by English troops, with their slash-and-burn
tactics and systematic plunder, countrypeople suffered the depredations of armed
companies of freelance warriors, dedicated to exploiting the state of chaos and
extracting such profit as they could from a terrorized populace. These freebooters,
running in packs, were known as routiers; the peasants generally called them “the
English,” although they were as likely to be Genoese, Castilian, or, indeed, French.
Roaring into a district, they either stripped it bare or extorted protection money from
its denizens in exchange for leaving them in peace.

Fields remained untilled, and food prices spiraled; the countryside was depopu-
lated, if not by warfare then by famine and disease, as the Black Death continued the
soldiery’s grim work. Outside the castle walls of the nobility, their less privileged
compatriots spoke bitterly of lords who made private bargains with the routier bands,
and they even entertained their more presentable commanders at dinner while their
underlings harried the cottage dwellers in neighboring villages.

Constant demands for taxes to pursue the war led to unrest and resentment: If the
nobles of the realm refused to open their coffers, the king’s officials had to turn their
attentions to those lower down the social scale, imposing sales taxes on salt and
staple foods, or manipulating the currency to debase the value of the scanty coins in
the poor man’s purse. Jean de Venette lamented the injustice—and the ineffectual-
ity—of these measures in his memoir of the 1340s, when the fortunes of France had
seemed at their lowest ebb: ““In truth, the more money that was extorted in such ways
in France, the poorer the king became. No prosperity in the kingdom ensued but, on
the contrary, woe is me, every misfortune! Officials were being enriched, the king
impoverished. Money was contributed to many nobles and knights that they might
aid and defend their land and kingdom, but it was all spent for the useless practice
of pleasures, such as dice and other unseemly games.”

After the capture of the king at Poitiers, angry subjects castigated the upper classes:
What had they done to aid the monarch, or rescue France, in the hour of need? In
the towns, artisans and marketwomen mobbed and menaced the taxgatherers. In the
battered countryside, a bloody rebellion—known as the Jacquerie, after the catchall
nickname for a peasant, “Jacques Good-Man,” or possibly after the short shirt,
jacques, that was the characteristic garment of their class—set the poor against their
masters. Inflamed with the stored-up wrath of generations, they raided castles and
massacred their inhabitants, not sparing even babes in arms.

In 1358, an alliance of French nobles and neighboring princes abandoned their
mutual rivalries to unite against this threat from below. The savagery with which they
put down the uprisings in the countryside, and scoured the land to punish those who
had dared raise a hand against their lords, was said to have exceeded the brutality of
the routiers at their worst.

Some respite was afforded to the suffering peasantry by the nine-year peace that
followed the Treaty of Brétigny in 1360. This precious breathing space also allowed
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A fourteenth-century manuscript illustration shows
cloth being woven on a floor loom. Before the outbreak
of war, the mainstay of the English economy was the
export of raw wool to Flanders, where it was made into
cloth and sold throughout Europe, but heavy taxes im-
posed by the English kings on the export of raw wool
caused a gradual decline in cloth manufacture in Flan-
ders. The consequent transition in England to a trade
based primarily on finished cloth was accelerated by
the introduction of the fulling mill and other technology
that increased output without raising labor costs.

the French time to reorganize their armies, put their finances in better order, and
cement new political alliances. John Il was released from captivity in London in 1360,
when the French agreed to pay a ransom of £500,000 and send three of the king's
sons as hostages to England; but when one of these sons broke parole, John—in an
extreme chivalric gesture—voluntarily returned to London, where he died in 1364.
The dauphin, now ruling as Charles V of France, initiated an energetic diplomatic
campaign to win new friends and undermine the loyalty of England’s disaffected
supporters. Gradually, he unraveled the alliances that Edward had so painstakingly
knitted together: The count of Flanders became more receptive to his influence, and
even his dangerous eastern neighbor, the German emperor, began to look upon
France more benignly.

When hostilities resumed in 1369, Charles V possessed not only a more efficient
army and a well-filled war chest but—in the unlovely person of Bertrand du Guesclin,
constable of France and supreme commander of the armies—a special military
weapon. Even his most adulatory biographer could not deny that the Breton warrior
was an uncouth and unprepossessing figure: “There was none so ugly from Rennes
to Dinant. . . . Wherefore his parents hated him so sore that often in their hearts they
wished him dead. Rascal, Fool, or Clown they were wont to call him; so despised was
he as an ill-conditioned child that squires
and servants made light of him.”” The son
of impoverished minor nobles from Brit-
tany, Guesclin had learned his military
skills from the bottom up, as a fighter in
the wars over the Breton ducal succes-
sion. His experience was that of a guer-
rilla rather than a champion in the jousts;
when he needed information, and brib-
ery failed, he would not scruple to resort
to torture. Even his own side referred to
him as “the hog in armor.”

If his contemporaries were bemused
by the rise of this rough diamond, Gues-
clin himself did not share their puzzle-
ment: He was convinced that the config-
uration of the stars and planets, as well as
a set of ancient prophecies ascribed to
the magician Merlin, had predicted his
triumphs. To ensure that he did not lose
any of the opportunities that destiny af-
forded, Guesclin never did battle without
consulting his staff astrologer. But in fact,
there was nothing mystical about his
achievements: He succeeded in shifting
French tactics away from the pitched bat-
tles that had done them little good, and
toward the ambushes and lightning raids
that he understood so well.

Gradually, the tide of war began to
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turn in France’s favor. In 1370, Guesclin defeated an invading English army at
Pontvallain. Two years later, the Castilian fleet in alliance with the French destroyed
the English fleet off La Rochelle. Victory bred optimism, and with the moral support
of his nobles as well as their financial backing, Charles succeeded in recapturing
nearly all the lands that had been given up to Edward in the Treaty of Brétigny. And
the English were further weakened by severe political and economic problems.

At the start of the war, Edward Il had managed his finances badly. He had run up
huge debts, and his attempts to raise revenues by interfering with English wool traffic
had thrown the trade into confusion and near disaster. During the years of English
success, the war did, indeed, bring wealth into the kingdom, as soldiers of all ranks
returned home with their spoils. But those who had remained at home were squeezed
by ever-rising tax demands to subsidize the conflict. A popular song during the first
years of the war complained that common folk were forced to sell their cattle, their
dishes, and the clothes off their backs to meet the demands of the royal tax collectors.

To impose these taxes, the king needed the consent of Parliament. Originating in
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n an early-fifteenth-century manuscript of his Canterbury Tales, a collection of stories told by a band of pilgrims.
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the thirteenth century as an occasional and loosely structured forum extension of the
royal council, Parliament had acquired its own rules, procedures, and statutory
powers by the mid-fourteenth century. It comprised two main constituent groups: the
Lords, numbering about 100 dukes, earls, and other high nobles as well as bishops
and abbots; and the Commons, made up of knights—two from every shire in Eng-
land—and burgesses, the leading citizens of all important towns, about 250 in all.

When Parliament assembled at Westminster in April 1376, the members of the
Commons were angry. The country was in crisis. Overseas, the war was going badly;
at home, financial chaos and high-level corruption went hand in hand. After meeting
separately in secret session, the Commons confronted the Lords with their grievances.
They complained of “‘numerous crimes and extortions committed by various people,
and we have had no redress. Nor are there any persons about the king who will tell
the truth, or give him loyal and profitable counsel, but they mock and they scoff, and
they work always for their own profit. We declare to you therefore that we will do
nothing further until those who are about the king, who are traitors and evil coun-
cilors, are dismissed from their offices, and until our lord king appoints as new
members of his council, men who will not shirk from telling the truth, and who will
carry out reforms.”

So forceful was their case, and so real their power of withholding the right of
taxation, that the Commons’ demands were met: Corrupt advisers were impeached
and removed from their positions, a new council was formed to advise the king, and
for the time being, no new taxes were granted. From that day forward, the prestige
and power of the Commons began to grow, and Parliament became the place where
laws were made and the great affairs of state not only discussed but directed.

Two months after this assertion of political authority by the Commons, the Black
Prince, who had returned to England from the duchy of Aquitaine in 1371 because
of ill health, died of dysentery. The personification of a chivalric military tradition that
was becoming rapidly outdated, he was mourned by friends and enemies alike and
eulogized by the contemporary French chronicler Froissart as “the flower of the
world’s knighthood at that time and the most successful soldier of his age.”’

MASTERWORKS IN TH

EVERNACULAR

The dominant literary languages in Europe
at the beginning of the fourteenth century
were Latin, the universal language of the
Church, and French, widely used in popu-
lar romances. But by the end of the centu-
ry, writers in Italy and England had pro-
duced masterpieces in their native tongues,
which gradually came to displace Latin as
the vehicle of high art and contributed to a
growing sense of national identity.

In italy at the start of the century, an
exiled Florentine named Dante Alighieri set

out to create, in a language based on the
dialect of Tuscany, an epic poem that could
rival the classics of ancient Greece and
Rome. The result was The Divine Comedy,
which recounts the author’s spiritual jour-
ney toward a revelation of divine glory.

Taking inspiration from Dante’s follow-
ers Petrarch and Boccaccio as well as from
French writers, the poet Geoffrey Chaucer
forged in his Canterbury Tales—written be-
tween 1387 and 1400—a foundation for all
subsequent English literature.
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Born sometime in the 1330s in the inde-
pendent county of Hainaut, close to the
northern border of France, the chronicler
Jean Froissart traveled widely throughout
Europe and enjoyed the patronage hoth of
the English royal court and of various noble
families sympathetic to the French cause.
Thus he was especially well qualified to
compile an authoritative account of the
great events of his generation, and in par-
ticular of the longstanding rivalry between
the two nations.

Froissart reported information gathered
from eyewitness sources on hoth sides in a
dramatic narrative enlivened with recon-
structed dialogue and lavish descriptions of
weddings and funerals, which he included
to satisfy the taste of his aristocratic pa-
trons. Froissart’s descriptions of the hattles
of the Hundred Years’ War are so vivid that
he has been described as the world's first
great journalist,

The page reproduced at right, taken from
a fifteenth-century manuscript edition of
Froissart’s Chranicles, shows the ceremo-
nial entry of Isabelle of Bavaria, wife of
Charles VI of France, into Paris in 1389,
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His father did not long survive him. In 1377, a year after celebrating the jubilee that
marked his half-century on the throne, Edward 11l was buried at Westminster. His
successor was his ten-year-old grandchild, Richard, son of the Black Prince. After
years of enjoying the upper hand, England now found itself on the defensive—
defeated in France, its southern coast raided by enemy ships, and governed by a
child-king who was surrounded by nobles jockeying for control. Nor were the am-
bitious nobles the new king’s only dissatisfied subjects. In June 1381, England ex-
perienced its own popular uprisings when, following decades of suffering caused by
oppressive taxation and the ravages of the Black Death, an army of angry peasants
and urban poor rose up in the counties of Essex and Kent and marched on London.
Brandishing axes, scythes, longbows, and battered swords, they had been roused to
fury by the latest tax demand: a poll tax, the third in four years, to be imposed on
every subject over the age of fifteen. They had seen how easily the rich were able to
bribe the taxgatherers to forget or miscount their households, and how readily corrupt
officials lined their own pockets at the expense of the poor.

But the peasants’ grievances went beyond the subject of taxation: They demanded
an end to serfdom. They were fired by the egalitarian speeches of their mentor, the
priest John Ball: “/Are we not all descended from the same parents, Adam and Eve?”
he asked, and looked forward to the day when “‘all things shall be held in common;
when there shall be neither vassals nor lords, when the lords shall be no more masters
than ourselves.” No longer prepared to pay rent to their landlords in the form of
compulsory labor, the peasants demanded the right to pay a fixed rent for the ground
they tilled. On their march, they forced open the prisons, burned public records, and
ransacked the houses of the rich. The zealots among them hunted down the officials
and landlords who had most oppressed them and stuck their severed heads on poles.

Bearing these grisly standards, some 10,000 angry peasants set up camp outside the
walls of London and demanded an audience with the king. Surrounded by a company
of knights, the young Richard 1l listened to the stream of demands, then commanded
a party of clerks to begin writing out charters on the spot. Some peasants, believing
their cause to be won, turned away and headed home; but their more cynical leader,
the fiery Wat Tyler, disbelieved the king's promises and urged his followers to hold
fast. He demanded a confrontation with the king; while he was pressing his demands,
he was stabbed to death by the mayor of London. Thrown into confusion, his fol-
lowers were routed and the revolt suppressed.

France, too, was distracted from war by domestic rebellion. In the late 1370s, the
merchant-citizens of the commercial cities of Ghent and Bruges rose in revolt against
the count of Flanders. Their leader, Philip van Artevelde—the son of Jacob, who had
led the rebellion of 1338—sought to unite the whole of Flanders in a battle for
independence, in which not only the count of Flanders but the king of France would
be driven out of the land. He held out the hope of a commonwealth of equals: ““When
we hold a conference,”” he promised his followers, “everyone can come and give
counsel, the poor as well as the rich.” He sought aid from the English, trusting them
to be ready allies for any venture that would discomfit the French king; but before he
had received anything more than verbal support, he learned that the armies of the
king and nobles of France were on the march against him.

Summoning every able-bodied man in the vicinity of Ghent, where his power base
was strongest, he marshaled his own army. Wearing caps of iron and wielding
bludgeons, knives, and iron-tipped staves, Philip’s rebels marched under the banners
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In fourteenth-century Europe, the influ-
ence of the planets on the affairs of the
world was perceived as second only to that
of God. The rediscovery of classical learn-
ing in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries
had restored to western Europe the study of
astrology, for centuries past a specialty of
the Islamic world, and the practice of di-
vining future events from the configuration
of the heavenly bodies became a respected
field of research.

The connection between astrology and
medicine, one of the few sciences that was
not permeated by Christian doctrines, was
especially strong; in one instance, the phy-
sicians of the medical faculty at the Uni-
versity of Paris reported to King Philip VI
that the terrible affliction of the Black
Death was a direct result of the triple con-
junction of the planets Saturn, Mars, and
Jupiter in the house of Aquarius on the 20th
of March in 1345. Chairs of astrology were
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The forecasts for each of the seven years listed in this
astrological almanac begin with predictions of the win-
ter, , and 1 her, repr d by peo-
ple’s heads and by standing grain. In year A, the winter
will be warm, the summer stormy, and the autumn
good; the harvest will be abundant (sieve, fruit tree) and
honey plentiful (beehives); but young men will die
(three figures in a bed), as will sheep (sheep on their
backs); there will be war (two men sword fighting), a
great robbery (castle with severed heads peering over
the wall), and new royalty (three crowned heads). Prog-
nostications for other years include peace and harmony
(clasped hands, row B); flocks killed by lightning (sheep
struck by arrows, row C); and inflammation of the eyes
(detached eyeballs, row F). The images in the bottom
row illustrate twelve fast days, observed before holy
days, with the assurance that whoever fasts on these
days and has confessed his sins can expect lo be re-
warded by a place in heaven.

established at universities in France and It-
aly, and rulers such as King Charles V of
France commissioned translations of astro-
logical treatises.

In addition to these highly regarded
scholarly works, pocket-size popular ver-
sions of almanacs were read throughout
Europe. Typically, the volumes consisted of
an almanac proper, which listed the astro-
nomical events of the upcoming year, a cal-
endar of the ecclesiastical year, as well as

AGHART OF THE/FUTURE

an astrological forecast of notable events.

The section from a well-thumbed English
example shown here contains predictions
for seven years, each labeled with a letter
and illustrated with a row of pictographs
captioned in Latin. An explanation of some
of the symbols is given at right above.
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This life-size portrait of Richard Il of England was com-
missioned by the king in the early 1390s and was placed
at the back of his pew in the choir of Westminster
Abbey to symbolize the ruler’s perpetual spiritual pres-
ence in the church. Despite the rigid, conventional
pose, the unknown painter took care to render the face
with vivid naturalistic detail, making the portrait one of
the first genuine likenesses of an English monarch.

of their towns and trade guilds to meet the royal forces at the Flemish town of
Roosebeke in 1382. The battle took place in bitter November weather, and although
the rebels made a strong stand, they were eventually routed by the superior weaponry
and tactics of the foe. In the course of his troops’ headlong retreat, van Artevelde was
trampled to death. After the battle, the duke of Burgundy commissioned a carpet
woven with van Artevelde’s likeness, to allow himself the daily satisfaction of tread-
ing on the face of this audacious challenger to the social order.

In 1380, on the death of his father, Charles VI succeeded to the French throne at
the age of twelve. Both France and England were now ruled by boy-kings. Guesclin,
the French champion, had died in the same year as his royal master. On both sides
of the Channel, men were weary of the war, and in 1384, negotiations for peace
began in earnest. These were not the first attempts at settlement—there had been
overtures and parleys ever since the war began—but, despite mutual mistrust, it
seemed to England and France that the time had come to negotiate a lasting peace.

The site chosen for the discussions was the battle-scarred hamlet of Leulinghen, on
the banks of the Somme River. Neither side possessed permanent ambassadors; the
formal heads of each delegation, with royal authority to conclude treaties, were
members of the high nobility—the dukes of Burgundy and Berry leading the French,
the dukes of Lancaster and Gloucester acting for the English king. The real work,
however, was done by a battery of legal experts—senior clerics, royal councilors,
men of letters—and the logistics of bringing these parties together were almost as
complex as the peace negotiations themselves. When the great dukes finally made
their appearance, each brought an entourage of at least 500 followers. A vast city of
tents was erected to house these peace-seeking armies; the most prominent among
them was the magnificent canvas palace of the duke of Burgundy, cunningly painted
with portcullis and battlements.

Both parties were more than willing to make concessions, and a spirit of optimism
prevailed. But the old issue of sovereignty remained a sticking point: The French were
ready to give up considerable amounts of territory, as long as the English paid homage
to the French king for these lands. The English in turn demanded complete sover-
eignty, or nothing. Financial obstacles stood between the two as well: The English
insisted on payment of French arrears for their late king’s ransom; the French claimed
massive reparations for war damages. The meetings at Leulinghen went on for more
than a decade without any agreement on these issues.

In 1395, desperate for a solution, the negotiators reckoned that a long-term truce
might, in effect, put a stop to the war, especially if it could be cemented by a
diplomatic marriage. The alliance they had in mind would bind the two rival mon-
archies together: Richard 1, now aged twenty-eight, would make an ideal husband
for Isabelle, the daughter of Charles VI of France. The fact that the bride was no more
than seven years old did not deter the matchmakers. The groom was willing; indeed,
the proposal of marriage had allegedly been his idea.

The ceremony of reconciliation between the kings took place in October 1396, on
the outskirts of Calais, in a field bedecked with banners and bright pavilions. Emerg-
ing from their palatial tents, the two kings walked toward each other—Richard
escorted by two uncles of the king of France, Charles accompanied by their English
counterparts. They passed between two lines of knights—400 French, 400 English—
and embraced. At the moment of their meeting, the vast company of warriors fell to
their knees, and many were moved to tears by the momentousness of the encounter.
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The quiet dignity of this relief from the sar-
cophagus of Pope Urban VI, showing Ur-
ban receiving the papal key from Saint Pe-
ter, belies the bitter divisions that split the
Roman Catholic church during his reign.
The roots of the crisis stretched back to
1309, when Pope Clement V, a Frenchman,
transferred the papacy from Rome to
Avignon, a papal fief adjoining French ter-
ritory. His successors followed his example
and gave consistent support to France dur-
ing the war against England, but the luxury
and corruption of their court and the in-
creasing power of its cardinals incurred

POPES AND ANTIPOPES

widespread criticism: The Italian poet Pe-
trarch, visiting Avignon in the 1340s, de-
scribed it as “the Babylon of the West.”
Responding to censure, Pope Gregory XI|
moved back to Rome in 1377, but his death
the next year triggered an even greater cri-
sis. The archbishop of Bari, an uncompro-
mising advocate of papal power, was elect-
ed Urban VI; when he tried to curb the
influence of the cardinals, however, they
declared his election void and elevated one
of their own number as Clement VII. Clem-
ent promptly returned to Avignon, while
Urban continued in office in Rome.

During the ensuing decades of the Great
Schism, which severely damaged the pres-
tige of the papacy, the two popes proceed-
ed to anathematize each other and excom-
municate their rival’s supporters. Political
conflict and popular confusion were fur-
ther aggravated in 1409, when the cardi-
nals, seeking to break the deadlock, suc-
ceeded only in electing a third pontiff. A
solution was reached in 1414 at the Coun-
cil of Constance, which deposed or accept-
ed the resignations of all three popes. The
schism came to an end three years later
with the election of Martin V.




In February, an old man
flanked by flitches of
bacon shares the warmth
of a fire with his dog.

VIGNETTES

In March, a sower replen-
ishes the bag of grain
slung over his shoulder
from sacks on the ground.

OF DAILY LIFE

In several western European countries, in-
cluding both England and France, the de-
tails of everyday fourteenth-century life
were vividly captured in carvings on the
wooden seats of church choirs. The images
were fashioned beneath the ledges on the
undersides of the seats known as miseri-
cords (right); sitting was discouraged dur-
ing prayers or offices and the seats were
tipped up, but as a misericordia—"‘act of
mercy’’'—they had narrow shelves that

gave some support to the weary worshiper.

The choice of subject matter was usually
left to the anonymous woodcarvers, who
generally preferred secular to religious
themes and often took the opportunity to
display an irreverent wit in their art. The
examples shown on these pages, from
Worcester Cathedral in England, come
from a sequence that illustrates seasonal
activities associated with the twelve
months of the year.




In October, a swineherd
kﬂOCkS acorns from a tree
to fatten his hogs before
the November slaughter,

Reapers bind their
sheaves with bands of
wheat in August.
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A month later, to complete the pact, the wedding between the two royal houses
was celebrated at Calais. The seven-year-old princess Isabelle, arrayed in emeralds
! and a scarlet velvet gown, was duly married to her English fiancé by the archbishop
I centufy manuscript illustration com- of Canterbury. It was agreed that the consummation of the match should be post-
a«:mrralss ¢ lrwmquetf hel::‘ m;'lTnuRary 6, 1378, by | poned until the bride achieved the riper age of twelve.

B Bohernia. The French kirmg sought 1o - To the wedding guests, it may have seemed that Venus, the goddess of love, had
press this powerful potential ally, and the festivities | finally brought an end to the grisly reign of Mars, the god of war. But the new century
were lavish. After the meal, the 800 guests were enter- 0 q .. . .
ained with a pantomime representing the capture of would bring proof that their optimism was unfounded. The moist-eyed knights at
jerusalem during the First Crusade in 1099. The actor | Calais might have done better to save their tears: Within two decades, their sons
standing in the boat represents Peter the Hermit, who 0 .
preached the Crusade; the crowned figure at the foot of would be at one another’s throats again.

the ladder depicts Richard the Lion-Hearted of England, A few years after the wedding, the throne of England was usurped by Henry IV, who

Qo' 13t led the Third Crusade in 1191, forced Richard Il to abdicate, and France was in chaos. Charles VI, whose mental
health had progressively deteriorated, now labored under the illusion that he was
made of glass and spent his days in nervous near-seclusion, terrified that he might
shatter. In the ensuing power vacuum, a bitter rivalry erupted between the dukes of
Burgundy and Orléans, two of the most powerful peers of France. After the assassi-
nation of Orléans by agents of the duke of Burgundy in 1407, the conflict escalated
into civil war. Both parties attempted to deal secretly with the English, who chose to

fan the flames by giving covert support to each side.

English troops were once again marching into France as the new king of England,
Henry V, confidently presented his demands. He asked for a return of all those parts
of Aquitaine lost to his predecessors in the course of the war, as well as the territories
held by his own French ancestors—Normandy, Anjou, Touraine, Maine, and Pon-
thieu. In addition, he sought the hand of the mad king’s daughter. If these desires were
not fulfilled, he was prepared to invade.

Enjoying great popular support at home, Henry persuaded Parliament to grant him
a massive subsidy for his campaign. He raised a sizable army and navy, shrugged off
a newly discovered plot against his life, and set sail for France in 1415. His burning
and pillaging of the war-weary regions of Normandy and Picardy were as brutal as
anything perpetrated by his predecessors: War without fire, he often told his com-
rades-in-arms, was like a sausage without mustard. By the time he met the French
army at Agincourt, his men were tired, cold, and plagued by illness; nevertheless, he
was able to spur them to a victory against the odds.

Within five years, Henry V, supported by the duke of Burgundy, had occupied
Paris. Yet the tide would eventually turn. The French, weary of English oppression,
gradually recovered their confidence. Their forces in the north were inspired by the
patriotic fervor of Joan of Arc, a peasant girl who donned armor and joined the fray.

But they were not dependent solely on the charisma of the Maid of Orléans. Their
military skills improved, and the genius of a civilian gunsmith, Maitre Jean Bureau,
provided them with firepower far superior to that of their enemies. Armed with his
gunpowder and formidable artillery, they succeeded in conquering even Gascony.

No peace treaty would be signed until 1492. Even then, the English would not
officially abandon their claims to their former lands; indeed, the English kings con-
tinued to call themselves kings of France on official documents until 1815. But by the
end of the fifteenth century, the relationship between France and England had altered
forever, and this old feudal quarrel had ceased to be an issue worthy of all-out war.

At the price of uncountable quantities of blood, the Hundred Years” War had forged
in both kingdoms a new sense of national identity. —
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THE RISE OF THE OTTOMANS

he light of the setting sun silhouettes the domes and
ninarets of the fifteenth-century Yesil Cami mosque in
Bursa, the city in what is now Turkey that was seized by
he Ottomans in 1326 and became the capital of their
'xpanding empire. After crushing the outposts of the
3yzantine Empire in Asia Minor, the Otioman warriors
wept across the strait of the Dardanelles into Europe,
verrunning most of the Balkan lands. The Ottomans
eft their stamp on their conquered territories not with
-astles or palaces, but with many-domed mosques such
s this one, around which were grouped religious col-
eges, bathhouses, and soup kitchens to feed the poor.

During the night of March 2, 1354, the western bank of the Dardanelles—the narrow
strait between the Sea of Marmara and the Aegean that separates Europe from Asia—
was devastated by an earthquake. The walls of the citadel of Gallipoli collapsed, and
while most of the inhabitants fled in terror through driving rain and blizzards, the
town was quickly occupied by an enemy army that had recently taken possession of
a minor fortress in the region. Gallipoli was a stronghold of the Christian empire of
Byzantium; the opportunists who seized it were Ottoman Turks, subjects of an
Islamic state that had just recently risen to prominence on the Asiatic side of the strait.
For the Ottoman sultan, the earthquake signified divine approval for his holy war
against all Christian nations: ““God having manifested His will in my favor by causing
the ramparts to fall,”” he is alleged to have said, “my troops have taken possession of
the city, penetrated with thanks to Allah.”

Excepting only the Mongols in the thirteenth century, the Ottomans were the sole
Asian people in this millennium to found an empire on the continent of Europe.
Within fifty years of the seizure of Gallipoli, their first permanent foothold in Europe,
they had occupied most of the Balkan lands; Constantinople, the capital of the
Byzantine Empire, was completely surrounded, and the crushing defeat of an army
of European Crusaders at Nicopolis on the Danube River had placed all of Christian
Europe at their mercy.

Yet less than a century before Gallipoli, the Ottomans were an obscure tribal
people no different from the other seminomadic warrior groups who inhabited the
northwestern corner of Anatolia. Legend relates that this tribe was originally called
the Kayi and was descended from the Oghuz Turks, a confederation of steppe-born
nomads who had migrated westward from their central Asian homeland in the eighth
century, embraced Islam, and during the eleventh century, under the Seljuk clan,
established an empire of their own, covering Persia, Iraq, Syria, and Anatolia. This
empire broke up during the twelfth century, and in 1243, the Seljuks in Anatolia were
defeated by Mongol warriors at the Battle of Kose Dagh and reduced to vassal status.

At this time, so tradition has it, the Kayi tribe was led by Sulayman Shah, ruler of
a small territory in northeast Persia. To avoid death or enslavement at the hands of
the Mongol invaders, Sulayman fled westward with his people but was drowned
while crossing the Euphrates into Syria. After his death, one of his sons, Ertoghrul, led
some 400 followers farther west into Anatolia, where he came upon a battle between
Turks and Mongols. Chivalrously entering the fray on the losing side, he tilted the
scales in the Turks’ favor and ensured their victory. By a stroke of providence, they
proved to be the troops of the Seljuk sultan, who was so grateful for Ertoghrul’s
intervention that he awarded the chieftain a small fief around the village of Sogut, in
the far northwest of Anatolia, and pastures at nearby Eskishehir (Old City).

47




This map shows the extent of Ottoman territory prior to
the Turks’ entry into Furope, which followed their cap-
ture of Gallipoli in 1354. Beginning as a small princi-
pality of nomadic Muslim warriors in northwest Ana-
tolia, the Ottomans had conquered by the end of the
century an empire whose borders stretched from the
Danube in Europe to the east of Anatolia. After seizing
Gallipoli on the west bank of the Dardanelles, they
advanced to Adrianople, which was renamed Edirne,
and proceeded to capture all the major cities of the
Balkans. The Serbians were defeated at Kosovo in 1389,
and the Hungarians and an army of Christian knights
from western Europe were overwhelmed at Nicopolis
on the Danube in 1396.
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There are many variations of this apocryphal tale, all calculated to establish for the
Ottomans a legitimate connection with the illustrious Seljuk dynasty. More than
likely, however, Ertoghrul and his followers were rootless nomads who, having fled
to Anatolia to escape the Mongols, were then forcibly driven into the frontier regions
around Sogut and Eskishehir by Seljuk leaders nervous of the impact such uncivilized
aliens would have on their sophisticated state.

The region where Ertoghrul resettled was a rugged mountainous zone between the
plateau of central Anatolia and the coastal plains. Seminomadic tribes similar to those
led by Ertoghrul made up most of its population, and its culture was very different
from the advanced civilization that had grown up in the Seljuk capital of Konya, two
to three weeks’ journey to the southeast. Its laws were those of the tribal past, not of
the Muslim Koran. lts literature was epic and exclusively Turkish, in contrast to the
refined Persian literature of the Seljuks. Its religion was a hybrid blend of orthodox
Islam, heterodox mysticism, and ancient Turkish shamanism, and it even contained
certain Christian elements. Its chieftains were warriors who had proved their mettle
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in raids against the coastal territory that belonged to the Byzantine Empire.

Dominating this frontier culture—as it was to dominate the culture of the Ottomans
themselves—was the Islamic concept of ghaza, or “holy war.”” By God’s command,
the ghaza had to be fought against all Christian dominions—the dar al-harb, or
“‘abode of war”—until they submitted. Islamic law permitted the seizure of property
‘and the enslavement or killing of all captives taken during such warfare. To become
a ghazi, a champion of holy war and leader of a band of dedicated followers, an
aspiring warrior had to possess courage, strength of arm, determination, a good horse,
a bow and arrows, a strong sword, a lance, and a faithful retainer. A ghazi who won
an important victory over the Christians was proclaimed a bey, or prince, by the
Seljuk sultan and received the symbols of authority: a robe, flag, horse, and drum.

Whether Ertoghrul himself achieved this distinction is not recorded. He died
around 1280, bequeathing his small fief to his son Osman, called Uthman in Arabic.
Since the ghazi groups were named after their leaders, the warriors who fought under
his banner assumed the title Osmanlis, or Ottomans.

Osman was about thirty years old when he took his inheritance. The first accounts
of his career were written long after his death, and by then he had become the stuff
of legend. One of the earliest stories tells how he received a blessing from Sheik
Edebali, who was probably the head of a popular dervish order. Practicing rites that
often included the excitation of religious ecstasy through music, dancing, or drugs,
dervish societies adhered to a mystical strain of Islam that had wide appeal among
the poor, and Sheik Edebali was one of the most influential men in the region. Osman
wanted to marry Edebali’s daughter, but the sheik refused. Then one day the young
warrior told the sheik about a dream in which he had seen a tree growing out of his
loins with leaves that lengthened into sword blades and pointed in the direction of
Constantinople. Edebali was well versed in the interpretation of dreams, and the
message of this one seemed clear enough. Predicting that Osman’s descendants
would rule the world, Edebali gave his daughter’s hand in marriage and personally
girded Osman with a ghazi’s sword—a weapon that would be worn by every Otto-
man ruler for generations to come.

Edebali’s faith in his son-in-law might have seemed misplaced to more cautious
observers, for Osman’s domain at the time could have been crossed on horseback in
a single day. One of the smallest of about ten petty principalities in Anatolia, it
appeared of slight significance compared with the Byzantine Empire to the west and
that of the Mongols to the east. But there were two factors that Osman and his
descendants could exploit to their unique advantage. The first was the strategic
location of Osman’s territory, right on the borders of the Byzantine Empire and within
easy reach of the sea and the lands of Balkan Europe beyond it. The second was the
Byzantine emperor’s preoccupation with his enemies to the west, which caused him
to neglect his eastern frontier.

Atthe beginning of the thirteenth century, the Comnenus dynasty of Byzantium had
been overthrown by the armies of the Fourth Crusade, and large parts of the empire
had been divided up among the conquerors. Constantinople was recaptured in 1261
by Michael VIII Palaeologus, the founder of the Palaeologus dynasty, but continued
opposition from his western neighbors—Serbia, Bulgaria, northern Greece, and
Venice—had compelled Michael to transfer many of his Anatolian frontier forces to
Europe. There remained just three important Byzantine strongholds in Anatolia, all
within a couple of days’ march of Osman’s base at Eskishehir. To the south lay Bursa,
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which was built on a fertile plain beneath the slopes of a mountain; in the center, at
the head of a lake, stood Nicaea (present-day 1znik); to the north was the port of
Nicomedia (today’s Izmit), commanding the sea route to Constantinople and the
overland route to the Black Sea.

Despite the proximity of these rich targets, Osman made no attempt to take them
during the first twenty years of his reign. Conscious of his own relative weakness, he
bided his time, directing his military activities against small border garrisons during
the winter and retiring to the highland pastures during the summer. Meanwhile, his
forces grew in number, reinforced not only by the recruitment of Turkish immigrants
but also by the defection of Greek frontier warriors disgusted by Constantinople’s
negligent attitude. In 1299, when his army had grown substantially—by repute to
some 4,000 troops—Osman made his first strategic move: By transferring his oper-
ational base to a township he renamed Yenishehir (New City), midway between
Bursa and Nicaea, he severed communications between those two cities.

The first clash between Osman’s warriors and a Byzantine army occurred in 1301.
That year the emperor sent an army of about 2,000—mostly foreign mercenaries—to
relieve ghazi pressure on Nicomedia. In a valley north of the city, they encountered
an Ottoman raiding party. Possibly the Ottomans were ambushed or cut off from their
base to the east, for instead of fighting defensively, deploying the characteristic
Turkish tactics of harassing the enemy with their archers before engaging at close
quarters, they mounted an impetuous charge that broke the Byzantine line.

When news of Osman’s victory spread, ghazis from throughout Anatolia flocked
to his banner. According to later Ottoman accounts, it was for this feat of arms that
the Seljuk sultan in Konya proclaimed him a bey, ruler of an independent principality.

From his new base at Yenishehir, Osman directed the striking power of his ghazis
in two directions—north toward the Black Sea and west toward the Sea of Marmara.
Before the end of the first decade of the fourteenth century, his troops had appeared
on the Bosporus, within sight of Constantinople, and also farther south along the coast
of the Sea of Marmara, cutting off access to Bursa by land. In 1317, Osman laid siege
to Bursa and in 1321 captured its main port of Mudanya. Starved of both supplies and
military support from the Byzantine capital, Bursa finally surrendered in 1326. The
city’s commander, Evrenos, embraced the Muslim faith and joined the Ottoman
army, subsequently becoming one of its greatest commanders.

Shortly after the occupation of Bursa, its conqueror died and was buried there, in
a tomb facing Constantinople. His epitaph was embodied in a prayer that marked the
accession of all future Ottoman rulers: ““May he be as good as Osman,” cried the
assembled courtiers, as the new sultan was girded with his double-edged ghazi
sword. Osman had led his people out of tribal anonymity and given them a distinctive
and confident identity. He had assembled an army whose military strength matched
its troops’ religious fervor, and in the capture of Bursa, he had acquired for the
Ottomans a secure base from which to consolidate and extend their conquests.

Osman'’s successor, chosen by the leading men of the realm, was the younger of his
two sons, Orhan. About forty years old, Orhan had proved his military capacities
during the protracted siege of Bursa. Orhan is reputed to have offered to share his rule
with his elder brother, Ala al-Din, a scholarly and peaceful man. Ala al-Din declined,
whereupon Orhan declared: “Since you will not rule, be my vizier, and bear the
burdens of the organization of the state.”
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As Orhan’s chief minister, Ala al-Din devoted the rest of his life to the adminis-
tration of the Ottoman lands, which by now included almost all the northwestern
corner of Anatolia. Bursa was ideally situated to become both the political and the
commercial capital. During the thirteenth century, Anatolia had become a crossing
point and center of exchange for both east-west and north-south trade routes; as the
Ottoman armies advanced during the course of the century and more caravan routes
came under their control, Bursa became an increasingly important commercial cen-
ter. Fine woolen cloths arrived from Europe, and silks from Persia and China; furs and

slaves from the Mongol khanate

his manuscript illustration of the Islamic angel Sham-
wrshat was included in an astrological treatise pre-
ared in 1272 for a sultan of the Seljuk dynasty, the
nost powerful rulers in Anatolia before the emergence
f the Ottomans. Although the Seljuks, like the Otto-
nans, were Muslims, the holy man’s sword and details
f the horse’s harness resemble those of a Christian
night. The image shows how thoroughly Eastern and
Nestern influences were mingled in Anatolia at the
ime of the foundation of the Ottoman state: On the
jorders of the Byzantine Empire, Christian and Islamic
raditions were not always distinct, and the affinities
)etween this angel and the Christian Saint George—one
)f several warrior saints of Christendom popular in the
viddle East—were not accidental.

of the Golden Horde to the north
were exchanged for spices, sug-
ar, and fabrics from the Arab
lands to the south. The profits
from such trade fueled both the
civic and the military develop-
ment of the Ottoman enterprise.

Byzantine traditions helped to
shape many aspects of the newly
forged Ottoman culture. Greeks
were employed in administra-
tive positions, and court eti-
quette was influenced by the
captured Byzantine women who
formed a substantial proportion
of the harem kept by the Otto-
man sultan in the royal palace;
in addition, the Ottomans took
over many Greek practices in
cooking, crafts, and shipbuild-
ing. The influence of the Seljuks
was also apparent, both in the
administration—for which Ala
al-Din recruited jurists from the
Seljuk lands—and in the archi-
tecture of the mosques, alms-

houses, and caravansaries built
by the Ottomans in the towns that they had conquered. In other matters, however,
Orhan and his brother made clear their intention to create a distinctive Ottoman
society. Rejecting the title of bey, which implied that he was merely a Seljuk vassal,
Orhan took the titles Sultan, son of the Sultan of the Ghazis, Ghazi son of Ghazi,
Marquis of the Horizons, Hero of the World. Coins were minted bearing the name
of Orhan as well as the motto: ““May God prolong his rule.” The Turkish language
was used for official matters and, from the middle of the century, for Ottoman
literature. The traditional Turkish tughra, originally a nomad brand mark for horses,
evolved into beautiful and complex works of calligraphy that served as royal signa-
tures on state documents.
Sunni Islam was adopted as the state religion, but Orhan and his vizier owed much
to the activities of the various dervish orders of Anatolia. In the frontier regions, they
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actively supported warfare against the infidel and also founded hospices for travelers
that supported resident communities somewhat in the manner of Christian monas-
teries. In newly conquered territory, the dervish orders were permitted to select a plot
of land and build a hospice endowed by the ruler. Because those who lived in the
hospice communities received tax exemptions, immigrants from more-settled areas
of Anatolia flocked to join them, helping swell the population on the frontier. The
majority of the Turkish villages that were established in the fourteenth century orig-
inated as dervish hospices.

In the towns, societies of artisans and merchants founded similar rest houses for
travelers besides looking after the social welfare of their own members. These sects,
which had close links with dervish orders, were led by people called ahis. lbn-
Battuta, the celebrated Moorish traveler, visited Anatolia in 1333 and expressed his
admiration for their work: ““Nowhere in the world are there to be found any to
compare with them in solicitude for strangers and in ardor to serve to satisfy wants.”

Ibn-Battuta was invited by one such ahi—a cobbler in shabby clothes—to visit his
hospice, which had been built by about 200 men of different trades who paid for its
upkeep by contributing from their wages. Among his hosts, he noted young men
wearing white woolen caps with a flap hanging down the back—the uniform head-
gear of the ahi societies, later to be adopted by the elite troops of the Ottoman army.
When he had taken his place among them, he was regaled with fruit and sweets, after
which he was entertained by singing and dancing. “Everything about them filled us
with admiration,” ibn-Battuta wrote, ‘““and we were greatly astonished at their gen-
erosity and innate nobility.”

When he reached Bursa, described by ibn-Battuta as a ““fine and populous city with
fine bazaars and wide streets,” the traveler was received by Orhan himself—''the
greatest of the Turkmen kings, and the richest in wealth, lands, and military forces.
Of fortresses he possesses nearly 100, and for most of his time he is continually
engaged in making the rounds of them. It is said that he has never stayed for a whole
month in any town. He also fights with the infidels continually and keeps them under
siege.”” Like his father, Orhan remained true to the ghazi ethic, ruling from the saddle
rather than the palace.

Orhan’s army was a far more professional force than that commanded by his father.
Osman’s army had consisted exclusively of irregular cavalry, called akinjis (raid-
ers) or delis (fanatics), who were recruited for a campaign by heralds who rode
around the villages issuing a call to arms. These akinjis were retained by Orhan as
an advance guard of shock troops who were sent deep into enemy territory to
pulverize the border defenses and terrorize the population. In a pitched battle,
however, Orhan placed an irregular and expendable infantry force in the forefront of
the Ottoman army to absorb the enemy’s first attacks. If that gave way, the enemy
found himself faced by a force of regular salaried troops and archers organized in
units of 10, 100, and 1,000. The elite troops were the regular cavalary, called sipahis,
drawn from the sultan’s close comrades in arms and rewarded for their services by
the grant of nonhereditary fiefs in conquered territory.

Discipline in the Ottoman army was fierce and training strict. When European
opponents first encountered the Ottoman troops, they were amazed by the speed and
silence with which they marched. “They can start suddenly,” wrote one French
eyewitness, “‘and 100 Christian soldiers would make more noise than 10,000
Osmanlis. When the drum sounded, they put themselves immediately in march,
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Aritten in July 1348, this document recording the grant
f an estate to an army commander is signed at the top
oy Orhan, who ruled the Ottomans from 1326 to 1360.
rhe stylized signatures of Ottoman rulers were known
s tughras; evolved from marks of ownership used to
srand their horses, these signatures developed into or-
1ate works of calligraphy in later centuries. The docu-
ment is written in Persian, used during the early years of
Dttoman rule for official government purposes; Arabic
was the language of religion, and Turkish was the
ongue of everyday life.

never breaking step, never stopping till the word is given. Lightly armed, in one night
they travel as far as their Christian adversaries in three days.” Special attention was
paid to developing the native Turkish skills of mounted archery and javelin throwing;
the unwieldy firearms that were beginning to be introduced in Europe did not appear
in the Ottoman army until the end of the century and remained uncommon until
the sixteenth century.

With such a formidable military machine, Orhan had little difficulty swallowing up
Nicaea in 1331 and Nicomedia in 1337, leaving the Byzantines only a tenuous
foothold on the peninsula that stood opposite Constantinople. He also extended his
frontiers to the southwest, annexing the principality of Karasi, which gave him com-
mand of the south coast of the Sea of Marmara and the Dardanelles. Across this
narrow strait stood Gallipoli, an important Byzantine stronghold as well as a gateway
to Europe. By the middle of the century, Orhan was ready to turn his ghazis on the
Christians in their own realms.

Like most of Europe at this period, the southeastern corner was a bitterly divided
region, fragmented by dynastic quarrels and trade wars, depopulated by famine and
plague, torn apart by rivalry between the Greek Orthodox patriarch in Constantinople
and the Catholic pope in Rome. To the west of Byzantine territory—which consisted
of an area roughly equivalent to modern European Turkey—Stephen Dushan had
created the fragile empire of Serbia, today part of northern Greece and southern
Yugoslavia. To the north of Serbia was Bosnia, which in 1353 had won its indepen-
dence from the kingdom of Hungary, the largest and most powerful state in the region
and the only one whose rulers professed allegiance to the Roman Catholic faith.
North of Byzantium was Bulgaria, which had been conquered by Serbia in 1330;
beyond the Danube was Walachia, now part of Rumania, which in the same year had
broken away from Hungary.

Orhan did not have to force his way into Europe; he was invited there. On his
deathbed in 1341, the Byzantine emperor Andronicus Il had named his chancellor,
Cantacuzene, guardian of his young son, John Palaeologus, and coregent with his
wife, Empress Anna. Dissatisfied with this arrangement, Cantacuzene proclaimed
himself sole emperor in 1343, then appealed to Orhan for military aid against his
opponents. In return, he offered to give Orhan his daughter Theodora in marriage.
Flattered perhaps by the prospect of a family connection with the Byzantine royal
house, Orhan accepted, and with the aid of 6,000 Ottoman troops, Cantacuzene first
gained control of the coastal towns of the Black Sea and then, in 1347, of Constan-
tinople itself. Forced to come to terms, Anna agreed that Cantacuzene and Palae-
ologus should reign as coemperors, the usurper being recognized as senior emperor
for ten years, after which they would rule as equals.

The unlikely alliance between Cantacuzene and Orhan established a dangerous
precedent. In 1349, Cantacuzene and his coemperor again called on Ottoman as-
sistance, this time to relieve the Greek port of Salonika, which was being besieged
by Stephen Dushan of Serbia. An army of 20,000 Ottoman troops crossed into
Byzantine territory, accomplished their task, and then returned home. Two years
Jater, Cantacuzene made a third appeal, this time for assistance in the civil war that
had broken out after John Palaeologus, now of age, had claimed his birthright.
Cantacuzene paid for this assistance with spoils from the churches of Constantinople,
and he promised to reward his Ottoman son-in-law with a fortress on the European
side of the Dardanelles.

Ch




Early in 1352, Orhan sent his eldest son, Sulayman, to take possession of the
promised fortress, a minor stronghold called Tzympe in the region of Gallipoli.
Sulayman reinforced his position by transporting more Ottoman troops across the
strait of the Dardanelles, and in 1354, after the earthquake that struck the western
bank had destroyed the defenses of Gallipoli itself, he was able to occupy this major
fortress unopposed. Cantacuzene’s demand for the return of Gallipoli was met by a
flat refusal, and the first colony of Ottoman settlers was brought over to Europe.

Outraged public opinion compelled Cantacuzene to declare war on his former
ally, but his appeal to the kings of Serbia and Bulgaria for help was rejected with |
scorn. “‘Three years ago,”” the king of Bulgaria replied, ““I remonstrated with you for *
your unholy alliance with the Turks. Now that the storm has broken, let the Byzan-
tines weather it. If the Turks come against us, we shall know how to defend our-
selves.” Utterly discredited, Cantacuzene had no choice but to abdicate in favor of
John Palaeologus. He retired to a monastery, allowing John to become the undisputed
ruler of Byzantium by 1357.

That year, Sulayman was killed in a fall from a horse while out hawking, but his
younger brother, Murad, advanced north from Gallipoli and laid siege to Adrianople.
Succeeding his father, Orhan, as the Ottoman ruler in 1360, Murad was at first
distracted from consolidating the Ottoman foothold in Europe by a rebellion in
Angora (Ankara, modern Turkey’s capital). The merchant guilds of this town had
determined to win their independence from Ottoman rule in alliance with the Ka-
raman principality around Konya. In two swift campaigns, Murad crushed the rebels,
then crossed back into Europe. When Adrianople finally surrendered in 1361, Murad
renamed this city Edirne and made it the main Ottoman base in Europe. He now
commanded the strongest fort between Constantinople and the Danube, and the
route to the Balkans lay open before him.

By now, the Ottoman advance was sending tremors throughout Europe. However,
Pope Urban V's appeal for a Crusade of Catholic Christians to rescue Byzantium met
with little enthusiasm. The Catholic nations of Europe had their own more immediate
problems, and besides, most of them loathed the Greek church. Their general attitude
was summed up by the Italian poet Petrarch who, writing to Urban in 1364, actually
recommended that the Ottomans be used to wipe out the Eastern heresy. ““The
Osmanlis are merely enemies,”” he wrote, “’but the schismatic Greeks are worse than
enemies. The Osmanlis hate us less, for they fear us less. The Greeks, however, both
fear and hate us with all their soul.”

The only Catholic ruler to respond to the pope’s call was Amadeus VI, duke of
Savoy, who led a fleet to Gallipoli and recaptured it in 1366. His price for returning
it to Byzantium was the Greek emperor’s submission to the Roman Catholic church.
When John Palaeologus resisted, explaining that his people would depose him,
Amadeus threatened to hand Gallipoli back to the Ottomans and unleash his own
soldiers on the Byzantines. Finally, John agreed and Amadeus returned to ltaly,
carrying some of the emperor’s private jewels and other securities to the pope in
person as pledges of his submission.

Byzantium itself literally could not afford to stand alone against the Ottoman
menace. Its currency had been devalued, its trade revenues were mostly controlled
by the Genoese, and the crown jewels had been pawned to the Venetians. To pay for
a larger army, John attempted to take over land owned by the Orthodox church, but
the patriarch refused to cooperate. In 1369, John was at last persuaded to honor his
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