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PREFACE. 

WITH the appearance of Volume VIII, the Cambridge Medieval 

History^ the first volume of which was published in 1911, has at 

last reached its conclusion. Apart from the major calamity of the War, 

which necessitated a pause of four years and numerous changes of contri¬ 

butors, the History has experienced a number of vicissitudes in the course of 

its compilation. It has suffered the loss not only of its architect. Professor 

Bury, but also, by death or resignation, of the three editors who were 

originally entrusted with the task of executing his scheme, and of two 

others who were subsequently appointed. In the construction of the 

later volumes there has been less disturbance, for the present editors 

have been jointly concerned in the production of the last five volumes; 

and their partnership, which began when most of the chapters of Volume IV 

were already in print, has lasted for fourteen years. It is not without 

a sigh of relief that they sign their initials for the last time; but besides 

the satisfaction that the task has been accomplished, there is also a feeling 

of pride in reviewing the distinguished body of historians who have been 

associated with them in their work. Along with scholars from England, 

Wales, Scotland, and Ireland, the Cambridge Medieval History can 

number among its contributors scholars from Austria, Belgium, Czecho¬ 

slovakia, France, Germany, Holland, Hungary, Italy, Norway, Russia, 

Spain, Switzerland, Yugoslavia, and the United States of America. 

There are certain objections, often voiced, to co-operative histories; but 

there can be little doubt of the gain to historical knowledge when so 

many scholars from so many countries contribute their learning and 

their matured experience to a joint undertaking of this kind. The 

etlitors would like to take this opportunity of expressing in a public 

manner, what they have already expressed privately, their sincere thanks 

to each and all of the contributors who have co-operated in the writing 

of the Cambridge Medieval History. 

Of those who contributed chapters to Volume VIII, we regret to say 

that no fewer than five have died before the publication of the volume— 

Mr Edward Armstrong, whose death we already had occasion to deplore 

when Volume VII was published; Professor W. T. Waugh and Dr G. H. 

Orpen, who rendered us valuable assistance in that volume as well as in 

this; Professor Paul Fournier, for forty yeai's eminent as the historian 

of canon law, who had Ixifore that made his name as the historian of the 

kingdom of Arles, the subject of his chapter in this volume; and, most 
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recently, Professor Henri Pirenne, the great historian of Belgium, an 

honorary doctor of the University of Cambridge, who has given us what 

must now be his final summary of the medieval history of his country. 

The last four, at any rate, had seen their chapters in print and given us 

their corrections, so that their work is in the form that they themselves 

desired; and we had the expert assistance of Miss C. M. Ady in correcting 

the proofs of Mr Armstrong’s chapter. 
The Maps on this occasion have been prepared by Dr Previte-Orton, 

but we have to thank Professor Bruce-Boswell for the map of East 

Central Europe in the fifteenth century, and Mr McFarlane for the map of 

England in the fifteenth century as well as the Oxford University Press for 

permission for him to make use of the map in the Oxford Historical 

Atlas. The Index has been compiled by Mr F. Donal Waid, and we are 

indebted to him for important corrections which he has brought to our 

notice. Finally, Mr C. C. Scott has once more undertaken the editing 

of the Bibliographies. His association with the History is as long as our 

own, and it would be impossible for us to exaggerate what we owe to his 

knowledge, his thoroughness, and his patient care in the most difficult 

and tedious of all editorial work. 

January, 1936. 

C. W. P.-O. 

Z. N. B. 



CORRIGENbA. 

VoL. 1. 

p. 697. For 481 The Henoticon of Zeno. Schism in the Church, read 482^ etc. a/nd 
transfer after neat entry, 

VoL. JI. 

p. 357^ 1. 21. For MOsft read AbA Musfl. 
p. 648^ 1. 16. For was afterwards called trinoda necessitas read has been called 

trimoda necesHtae. 
p. 706 at bottom Add Notr. In this chapter Popes Stephen II and Stephen III are 

called Stephen 111 and Stephen IV in accordance with the modern official 
numbering. 

Indkx. 

p. 822^ col. 2. /neert entry Abu MQsS al-Ash^arl^ 357. 
p. 865, col. 1. Delete entry MusA al-Ash^arl. 

Voi>. III. 

p. Ill, 11. 18-17 from bottom. For Adela, daughter of Henry I of England read 
Adela, sister of Henry I of France. 

Index. 

p. 682, col. 1. Under Mesco I for 322 read 222. 

VoL. IV. 

p. 148, par. 4, 1. 1. For 986 read 976. 
p. 148, par. 4, 1. 2. For thirty read forty. 

p. 149, par. 2, 1. 6. For campaigning in read at war with. 
p. 209, 1. 4 from bottom. For a revolt in read the war with. 
p. 240, 1. 8 from bottom. For 981 read 986. 
p. 240, 1. 5 from bottom. For Fifteen read Ten. 
p. 531, 1. 13. For Smilec read Smilets. 

VoL. V. 

p. 186, last line. For 1133 read 1132. 
pp. 616-17. For when Louis VII’s sister Constance was married to the Dauphin of 

Viennois, read when Louis VII's nephew Alberic of Toulouse was married to 

the heiress of Viennois. 
p. 662, 1. 10 from bottom. For in the Jura read east of the Jura, 
p. 767, 1. 19 from bottom. For Peckham read Pecham. 
p. 855 under Aim^ of Monte Gassino. Add Also ed. Bartholomaeis, V. de. (Fonti.) 

Rome. 1935. 
p. 858. Add entries Jamison, E. M. The administration of the county of Molise in 

the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, EHR. xliv, xlv. 1929, 30. 
- I conti di Molise e Marsia nei secoli xii e xiii. In Atti del Couvegno Storico 

Abruzzese-Molisano, 1931. Caaalbordino. 1932. 
p. 860. Under 11. Sources. A. Add 

Anonym us Ticinensis. Liber de laudibus civitatis Ticinensis. Ed. Maiocchi, R. 
and Quintavalle, F. RR.II.SS. New edn. xi. IH. 1. [Opicino de Canestiis.] 

Institute regalia regum Longobardorum (Honorancie civitatis Papie). Ed. Hof- 
meister, A. MGH. Script, xxx. Pt. 2. 1933. 

Johannes de Viterbo. Liber de regimine civitatum. Ed. Gaudenzi, A. in Biblio¬ 
theca luridica Medii Aevi. in. Bologna. 1901. 



Corrigenda • •• 

VUl 

p. 860. Under Sources. A. (con/.) 
Oculus pastoralis. Ed. Muratori, L. A. m Antiquitates Italiae. iv. 
- //nrfcr Landulfus Junior. Arfrf A/so ed. (-astiglioiu, C. RR.II.SS. New edii. 

Vol. V. Pt. 3. 

- CTim/cr Mara^. i^lor Ed. Bonaini, F. ASI. Vol. vi, 2. 1845 rcarf Ed. Gentile, 

M. L. RR.II.SS. Newedn. Vol. vi. Pt. 2. 
- Under Rangerius. Add Aleo ed. Schmeidler, B. etc. MGH. Script, xxx. 

Pt. 2. 1933. 
p. 861. Under Codice diplomatico Barese. For viii read xi. 
p. 871. Uneler III. Modern Works. Add 

La Monte, J. L, Feudal Monarchy in the Latin Kingdom of Jerusalem, 1100 to 

1291. Cambridge, Mass. 1932. 
Grousset, R. Histoire des Croisades et du Royauine Franc de Jerusalem. 3 vols. 

Paris. 1934 ff. 
p. 876. Under Marago. For Ed. Bonaini, F. ASI. Vol. vi, 2. 1845 rcurf Ed. Gentile, 

M. L. RR.II.SS. New edn. Vol. vi. Pt. 2. 
p. 876. Cnrfcr Otto Morena. FV)r Ed. Jaffe, P. MGH. Script, xvin read Ed. Outer- 

bock, F. MGH. Script, rer. Germ. vii. 1930. 
p. 880. For Giiterbock, E. read Guterbock, F. 

Index. 

p. 948, col. 2. Insert entry All)eric of Toulouse, Dauphin of Viennois, 616 sq. 
p. 900, col. 1. Under entry Constance, sister of Louis VII delete ; 616. 
p. 974, col. 2. Under entry Hugh of Cr^y. For Louis IV read Louis VI. 

Vol, VI. 

pp. xxix and xl, title of Chap. XII. Read Spain, 1031-1248. 
p. 15, 1. 17. For whomsoever read whosoever. 
p. 134, 2nd par., 1. 4. For 1201 read 1202. 
p. 168, note 1. For 2 read 11. 
p. 193, 1. 5 from bottom. For 1276 read 1275. 

p. 201, 11. 19 and 15 from bottom. For Campofranco read C’anfranc. 
p. 290, 1. 5. For Ida read Matilda. 

p. 359, 1. 13 from bottom. For Luxembourg read Luxemburg, 
p. 393, Chap. XII, title. Read Spain, 1031-1248. 
p. 393, 1. 1. For 1034 read 1031, 
p. 393, 1. 6. For 1034 read 1031. 
p. 394, 1. 1. For Three read Six. 

p. 585, par. 2, 1. 10 from bottom. For C’onsequently in 1352 a bull was read Already 
in 1360 a bull had been. 

p. 600, note 1. For Vol. vii read Vol. viii, Chap, xxiii. 
p. 749, 1. 5. For confessions read confeasors, 

p. 877. For entry Ptolomaeus Lucensis. Annales, etc. read Ptolomaeus ( rholomeus) 

Lucensis. Annales, Ed. Schmeidler, B. with Gesta Florentinorum and Gesta 
Lucanorum. MGH. Script, rer. Germ. viii. 1930. 

p. 912, Chap. XII, title. Read Spain, 1031-1248. 
p. 981. Rettd 1031 Fall of (’aliphate of Cordova, 

p. 985. Read 1285 Death of Peter HI of Aragon. 

Index. 

p. 995, col. 2. For Campofranco read Canfranc. 
p. 1014, col. 1. Delete ^ry Ida. 

p. 1022, col. 1. Insert entry Matilda of Boulogne, 290. 
p. 1034, col. 2, under Rodrigo Diaz, 1. 3. Fwr IV read VI. 
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VoL. VII. 

p. 7,1. 4 from bottom. For 1301 Corrado Doria ¥ead 1300 Roger Loria. 

p. 14, par. 2,1. 6. For 1 November read 7 November, 

p. 22, par. 2, 1. 12. For cards read chess. 

p. 30,1. 3. For This was granted read This was finally granted, 

p. 30, 1. 4. For 15 June 1310 read early in 1313. 
p. 41, 1. 18. For death read fall. 

p. 60, 1. 19 from l)ottom. For nephew read great-nephew, 

p. 83,11. 4 and 9. For Woeringen read Worringen. 
p. 360, par. 2, 1. 6. For lightly read slowly, 

p. 382, 1. 1. For 24 November read 23 November. 

p. 408,1. 14. For pointed out to the clergy that their promise read pointed out that 

the clergy's promise. 

p. 408, 1. 16. For they decided that read they decided in Convocation (January 1297) 

that 

p. 408, 1. 22. For 1296 read 1297. 

p. 408,1. 31. For The following year, however, opposition arose read In the meantime, 

however, opposition had arisen, 
p. 409,1. 4 from bottom. For 10 October read 12 October, 

p. 671, 1. 11 from bottom. For 1285 read 1284. 

p. 691, 1. 19 from bottom. For his brother read his brother Ferdinand, 

p. 819 under Savio, F. For Pt II. Milan. 1932 read IH. II. 2 vols. Bergamo. 1929, 32. 

p. 829 under C. Tuscany. Insert Cronache Senesi. Ed. Lisini, A. and Jacometti, F, 

RR.I1.SS. New edn. Vol. xv, Pt 6. 

pp. 883, 892. Under Records illustrating Parliamentary History insert Rotuli Parlia- 

mentorum Anglie hactenus inediti, 1279-1373. Ed. Richardson, H. G. and 

Sayles, G. (Roy. Hist Soc., Camden 3rd ser. li). London. 1936. 

p. 931 under B, Moofrn Works. Insert Soldevila, F. Historia de Catalunya. Vol. i. 
Barcelona. 1934. 

p. 966 under Vergerio, P. P. Insert Epistolario. Ed. Smith, L. (Fonti.) Rome. 1934. 

p. 980. For 1376“80 Wenceslas, King of the Romans read 1376-1400 Wenceslas, 

King of the Romans, 

Index. 

p. 1006, col. 1. Delete entry Doria, Corrado, 7. 

p. 1072, col. 2. For Woeringen read Worringen. 

Vol. VIlL 

p. 16, 1. 9. For from that of Nicaea to that of read and the general Councils of the 
Lateraii, Lyons, and. 

p. 95, 1. 12 from bottom. For Magdalene read Madeleine. 
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CHAPTER I 

THE COUNCILS OF CONSTANCE AND BASLE 

That the (Council of Constance met was due in the first place to a wide¬ 
spread desire that it should meet. Without such a desire no summons, 
however authoritative and peremptory, would have given rise to such an 
assembly. But public opinion on the matter might have remained in¬ 
effective for years had it not been for the initiative of the King of the 
Romans. One need not look too closely into Sigismund’s motives. No 
doubt he expected that much political advantage might be gained by an 
adroit manipulation of a Councifs proceedings. No doubt he thought of 

the prestige which would be his if a Council, summoned at his instance 
and sitting under his protection, were to end the Schism and accomplish 
a serious reform of ecclesiastical abuses. No doubt, too, he was concerned 
for the good estate of the Christian Church. Judge him as we may, he 
wanted a Council, and when, early in the summer of 1413, it became 
evident that the abortive Council of Rome^ would never re-assernble, he 
seized the opportunity to secure the meeting of a new one on German 

soil. 
Much inferior to Sigismund in influence, yet not to be pa.ssed over as 

promoters of the Council, were the Italian potentates, Carlo Malatesta of 
Rimini and Ladislas, King of Naples. Malatesta, a great pillar of the 
cause of Gregory XII, had been an advocate of the cession of all three 
Popes, but, convinced that the plan was impracticable, he became an ad¬ 
vocate of the Council. As for ladislas, no one would suspec’t him of a 
concern for the good of Christendom or even the unity of the Church, 
but his services to the conciliar party, though unintentional, were never¬ 
theless great. The reconciliation effected in 1412 between him and Pope 
John XXIII did not last long. In the early summer of 1413 he invaded 
the Papal States, and on 7 June his troops entered Rome, whence Pope 
and Curia departed in confused flight. John took refuge first in Florence, 
then in Bologna. I'iVen there he felt unsafe, and in his alarm and de¬ 
spondency he turned to Sigismund, who was in North Italy pursuing his 
designs against Milan. The price of Sigismund’s support, he well khew, 
was the summons of a General Council; but he counted on holding it in 
a place where his influence would be strong enough to render it harmless. 
Unfortunately for himself, he allowed too wide a discretion to the envoys 
who on his behalf met Sigismund at Como in October 1413. They seem 
to have been carried away by the vigour and address of the king, who 
knew exactly what he wanted; and in John’s name they agreed that the 
Council should meet at the imperial city of Constance on 1 November 1414. 

* 1412-13; see V’alois, La France et k Grand Schume de f Occident, iv, pp. 199 sqq. 



The three Popes and the Council of Constance 

Before the Pope had heard of the agreement, Sigismund published it and 
addressed invitations to John XXIIFs two rivals and all Christian princes 
and prelates. Within the next weeks Sigismund and John met more than 
once on outwardly amicable terms; but the king refused to modify the 
arrangement, and on 9 December the Pope issued bulls convoking the 
Council according to its conditions. He also tried to placate the king by 
giving him a large and much-needed sum of money. 

For some time, however, the king’s zeal for the (Council remained far 
more evident than the Pope s. It was again Ladislas who overcame John’s 
obduracy. In March 1414 he once more occupied Rome, whence he ad¬ 
vanced northward. John XXIII l)egan to make active preparations for 
his journey to Gennany, to take steps to raise the necessary funds, and 
to urge the French and English to participate in the Council. The Pojie’s 
vigour, however, slackened when Florence made with Ladislas a treaty 
which halted his march, and ceased altogether when on 6 August he died. 
Rome soon went back to papal allegiance, and John, there is no doubt, 
would have liked to return thither. But the death of the King of Naples 
had come just too late. All over western Europe preparations for the 
Council were afoot, and the reform party was eager for action. The 
cardinals recognised that for John to go back on his word would mean ruin 
for him and perhaps for them. They held him to his undertakings, and 
on 1 October he reluctantly set out from Bologna to fulfil them. On his 
journey he met Frederick of Habsburg, C’ount of Tyrol, and appointee! 
him captain-general of the papal troops at a salary of 6000 florins*, while 
Frederick promised to protect the Pope while he was in Constance, or if 
he decided to leave it. John made his solemn entry into the city, on 
28 October, with the feeling that he was walking into a trap. 

It must not be forgotten that there were three rival Po{)es, and that 
many people, including Sigismund, were disposed to treat them all alike. 
At first Gregory XII refused to countenance a gathering summoned by 
a usurper of the Holy See, though he protested that he would have 
recognised one convoked by representatives of all three Popes, or even 
by Sigismund alone. Soon, however, he had to weaken. His chief sup¬ 
porter in Germany, Lewis Count Palatine of the Rhine, wished to take 
part, and eventually, probably under pressure from Malatesta, Gregory 
decided to send two envoys. 

Benedict XIII, every one knew, would recognise the Council only in 
the last extremity. Envoys from Sigismund and France went to Spain in 
the summer of 1414, and at Morelia, near the border of Catalonia and 
Valencia, took part in a series of conferences with the l*ope, numerous 
clergy of his obedience, members of the royal family of Aragon, and 
envoys from Castile. But they could gain nothing more than an under¬ 
taking by Benedict to meet Sigismund next spring at Villefranche, near 
Nice, where the question of union might be discussed. 

* Hardt, ii, pt. ix. 146* 



A unique assembly 8 

On 6 November 1414 Pope John XXIII officially opened the Council 
of Constance. On 16 November the first formal General Session was held 
in the cathedral. John Hus had arrived on the Srd, but Sigismund did 
not appear till Christmas Eve. Most of the other members of the Council 
displayed true medieval unpunctuality, and very little business could be 
done before the end of the year. Among those present, however, there 
was much informal discussion, which helped to clear the way for the treat- 
ment of hard questions later on. 

The Council of Constance proved to be larger in size and longer in 
duration than any ecclesiastical assembly that had hitherto met. It 
was as if the medieval Church, powerless to avert decay and disruption, 
had been granted a last opportunity of displaying in a living pageant the 
extent of its dominion and the catholicity of its interests. Every country 
in Europe was concerned in the CounciFs proceedings. Every problem of 
the time, religious or political, attracted its notice or aff*ected its fortunes. 
The failure of the Council to achieve many parts of its task must not 
spoil our appreciation of the marvel that such a gathering should have 
assembled, deliberated for three years and a half, and separated without 
losing its dignity or self-respect. When at its largest, the Council in¬ 
cluded three patriarchs, twenty-nine cardinals, thirty-three archbishops, 
one hundred and fifty bishops, more than a hundred abbots, about fifty 
provosts and deans, and some three hundred other doctors. While these 
figures were based on a careful computation, it is wise to be sceptical of 
contemporary estimates of the total number of strangers in the city, the 
most modest of which is forty thousand. It cannot, however, be doubted 
that the concourse was huge, several times greater than the normal 
population, at most six thousand. For the assemblage was more than a 
deliberative and legislative Council of the Church. The business of the 
Curia must be carried on, and its comparative accessibility attracted to 
it from northern Europe crowds of benefice-hunters and privilege-seekers. 
Sigismund had announced, too, that he would transact imperial business 
at Constance, and thus drew thither many w^ho did not even pretend an 
interest in ecclesiastical affairs. Many of those present, clerical and lay, 
treated the Council as an occasion for unwonted self-indulgence; and their 
demands were met by hosts of craftsmen, pedlars, min6trels,and prostitutes. 
All things considered, it is astonishing that there was so little open dis¬ 
order in the place, that after the first winter there was no serious appre¬ 
hension of a dearth of food, and that it was possible to arrange with the 
civic authorities a tariff of maximum prices for food and lodging, which 
was not only enforced but seems to have given general satisfaction ^ There 
was evidently high organising ability among both the officials of the 
Council and the magistrates of the city. 

The case of John Hus was the only business on which real progress 

^ For most valuable information about prices for board and lodging, see Richental, 

pp. 38 sqq. 



John XXIII threatened 

was made before the end of the year. He was arrested on 28 November, 
and on 4 December a commission was appointed to deal with him. The 
career, trial, and fate of Hus are treated elsewhere in this volume^ and 
need be touched upon here only in so far as they affected other issues 
before the Council. It should be i-emembered, in fact, that while the 
proceedings against Hus were of supreme interest to the Bohemians and 
of deep concern to many Germans, and while to Protestant historians of 
later times they seemed more momentous than any other episodes of the 
Council, they were hardly of the first importance to the majority of those 
present. There w^as at Constance no desire to alter the Faith, and in 
general estimation Hus was a reckless agitator who must undergo condign 
punishment, if it were proved that he obstinately denied Catholic doctrine. 
A criminal case like this, even though the accused might be a man of un¬ 
usual ability and influence, seemed trivial compared with the problems 
raised by the Schism and the need of reform 

When the Council began, nine membei*s out of ten were thinking 
mainly of the restoration of union. The failure of the Council of Pisa 
had caused widespread fear lest the schism in the West might prove as 
incurable as that of the Greeks. Desperate remedies were being discussed, 
and the character and conduct of John XXIII had impaired the loyalty 
of many of his supporters. Unfortunately for the Pope, the Italians* who 
were mostly faithful to him, tried to use their temporary majority in the 
Council to secure him from future attack. They urged that the decrees 
of Pisa should be confirmed, that measures should taken for the meet¬ 
ing of a General Council every twenty-five years, and that, having trans¬ 
acted this business, the Council might be dissolved. This hardy suggestion 
brought into the field the Conciliar Party, headed by Cardinals d’Ailly 
and Fillastre, who gained the sympathy of Sigisrnund soon after his 
arrival. It was urged by them in speecli and writing that those who 
advocated a premature dissolution were under suspicion of heresy, that 
the Council was superior to the Pope, especially in matters of faith, that 
the three rival Popes should resign, and that, if John refused, the Council 
might depose him. During December and January such views met with 
great and growing approval. John’s apprehension was increased by the 
Council’s resolve to receive the envoys of Benedict and of Gregory. Those 
of the former, indeed, simply reiterated their master’s willingness to 
confer with Sigisrnund; but an excellent impression was made by 
Gregory’s representatives, who said that he would resign if his rivals 
would, and that his supporters consented to deliberate with the Council 

' See infra y Chap. ii. 

2 On 1 January 3415, Si^ogmund spoke offactiitn Johannis Hus et alia minora/* 
which must not be allowed to delay the reform of the C-hurch and the Empire 

(Cerretanus, in Finke, Acta, ii, 203). The copious journal of Cardinal Fillastre con¬ 
tains only three short references to Hus prior to his death, though he inserts the full 
text of his sentence (ibid., pp. 17, 40, 48). C'erretanus does not allude to Hus* death 
in the part of his journal which covers July 1415, 



Organimtion of the Council 

on reform, union, and other business, though they did not pledge them¬ 
selves to accept its decrees. 

The numbers of the Council were now rapidly increasing. The French 
were at last able to influence the course of affairs, and late in January 
there arrived the English deputation. The question of procedure had to 
be solved. Hitherto there had been but one formal session of the whole 
Council. In the transaction of such business as had been accomplished a 
rough division into nations’’ seems to have been followed, but the Council 
was not bound to this arrangement. The papal party, hoping to turn 
the situation to their fwlvantage, proposed that voting should be by 
heads and that only bishops and abbots might vote, a suggestion which 
would have given an assured predominance to the Italians, D’Ailly and 
Fillastre, while advocating a much wider franchise, agreed that heads 
should be counted; but the Germans and the English demanded that each 
“nation” should constitute a voting unit,the French acceded to their views, 
and the Ibilians perforce gave way. The scheme was apparently adopted 
without any formal decree, and each “nation” seems to have decided who 
might share and vote in its deliberations. As a rule, it seems, they ad¬ 
mitted all prelates and university graduates in theology and law, together 
with such representatives of secular authorities as were in holy orders. 
When all four “nations”—Italian, French, German, and English^—had 
made up their minds on an issue, it w^as laid before the whole Council, 
and the decision reached was confirmed*. This manner of doing business 
was unfavourable to the cause of John XXIII and also, as the event 
shewed, to the plans of the reform party. 

Defeated on the question of proc'cdiire, John began to waver. After 
an offer to resign on conditions which the Council could not possibly 
accept, he went .so far as to declare, on 2 March, that he would abdicate 
if in the Council’s opinion such action would give union to the Church. 
Unluckily for him, however, the embassy of the King of France arrived 
at this juncture, and their expressions of devotion deluded him into 
believing that they would prove unfaltering supporters. At the same 
time the Council was sharply divided in opinion as to the powers which 
should bebestowtxlon the mission which was to negotiate with benedict XIII. 
John thought that it would bike little to plunge the Council into chaos. 

* 111 the German nation " were included all from northern or eastern Europe, in the 
English “nation” all from the British Isles. 

* Fillastre in Finke, ii, 19; Orretanus, tW., 210 sq. Cf. ibid, 742, 747. There 

was a general commitU'e, consisting of four members from each “nation,” with three 
cardinals, to prepare the work of the nations and to lay their conclusions before the 
whole Council {ihid, 743). A “General Session” was a very solemn and formal affair, 
at which Hwpetual decrees were enacted (see, Finke, ii, 74(>). Other meetings 
of the whole Council were known as “General Congregations.” They were much 

more frequent. They could pass resolutions which were not meant to he of permanent 
or universal validity. As a rule matters were not brought before the whole Council 

until all the “nations” were in agreement upon them, though in cases of urgency a 
majority vote was deemed gu6icient {ihid, n, 65, 746). 



6 Pope JohrCsflight and drfeat 

On 20 March he assured Sigisniund that he would rather die than desert 
it,* and that night he left Constance disguised as a groom, making his way 
to SchafFhausen, where, according to plan, he was joined by Frederick 
of Habsburg. 

In messages to the Council John used fair words, pretending that he 
had left for reasons of health; but it was soon known that in letters to 
the King and princes of France he was denouncing the Council bitterly. 
A few days later, indeed, he cast oft* pretence by fleeing to Laufenburg 
and retracting all the promises made by him at Constance. He had 
grievously miscalculated, for the effect of his escape was to make the 
Council almost unanimous against him. The cardinals tried in vain to 
moderate its implacability. Whatever may be thought of the principles 
on which it based its doings, there is no denying that it acted with great 
dignity and effectiveness. With the enthusiastic concurrence of the French, 
German, and English ^‘nations,’’ a series of vital decrees was passed, cul¬ 
minating in those of the Fifth General Session, held on 6 April. The 
Council of Constance, it was resolved, held its power immediately of 
Christ, and everyone, even the Pope, must obey it in matters concerning 
the Faith, the extinction of schism, and the reform of the C^hurch in head 
and members. Whosoever should refuse to conform to the decret^s of this 
or any other General Council rendered himself liable to punishment. It 
was also decreed that the Pope was bound to abdicate if and when, in the 
opinion of the Council, it w as in the interest of the (Church that he should 
do so. John XXIII was summoned to return, and threatened, in the 
event of refusal, with proceedings as a promoter of schism and heresy \ 

Meanwhile Sigismund had been taking military measures against 
Frederick of Habsburg. They caused John, now^ deserted by most of his 
cardinals, to flee to Freiburg-im-Breisgau, whence he made frantic efforts 
to cross the Rhine in the hope of gaining protection from the Duke of 
Burgundy. Frederick, however, lost heart, and constrained the Pope to 
meet a deputation from the Council at Freiburg, w here on 2H A[)ril, in 
terms pre:icribed by the Council, he appointed plenipotentiaries to resign 
on his behalf, stipulating nevertheless that he was to retain the title of 
cardinal, receive the office of papal vicar, and exercise papal authority 
throughout Italy ^ Again he had misconstrued the situation. Frederick 
had already surrendered, and the (Council liad agreed to take judicial 
action against the Pope, who on 2 May was summoned to answer charges 
of heresy, simony, misuse of the Church's goods, and moral turpitude. 
Three days later, Frederick publicly and ceremoniously humiliated liim- 
self before Sigismund, to whom he handed over all his lands, promising 
to have John brought back to Constance. 

^ For what was said and done at Constance concerning the flight of John XXIII, 
see in particular Hardt, ii, pts. ix-xiv. 

* On the exciting and amusing goings and comings of the Poj>e and the (council’s 
ambassadors, see the spirited account of Fillastre in Finke, ii, 29. 



Inqviry into John XXIIFs record 

On LS May a commission of thirteen was appointed to collect evidence 
on the charges against the Pope. A long list of accusations was hurriedly 
made, and even before it was complete the questioning of witnesses began. 
This initial inquiry was ‘‘summary,*^ its purpose being to establish a 
prirm facie case against eJohn’s official conduct and private life. Next 
day the Council felt warranted in decreeing his suspension from office ^ 

Feeling against the shifty and obstinate Pope arose yet higher when on 
16 May there was read a bull of Gregory XII, in which he declared him¬ 
self ready to abdicate and to recognise the Council, provided that 
John XXIII did not attend. Next day there began the detailed investi¬ 
gation of John's case^. Some seventy articles, unsystematically arranged 
and hastily drafted, were laid to his charge. The Poj>e, it was alleged, 
had been a naughty boy. His subset]uent advancement was due wholly to 
corruption. He was guilty—many particulars are given—of simony and 
fraud of every kind both before and after his election to the Holy See. He 
had betrayed Rome to I^adislas. His attempts to frustrate the Council had 
l)een caused by a desire to prolong the Schism. He was guilty of fornica¬ 
tion, adultery, incest, and sodomy, had poisoned Pope Alexander V and 
his physician, and had denied the immortality of the soul. When medieval 
man thi'ew mud, he did so generously, and standing by themselves the 
accusations would not carry much weight. But (though the witnesses 
were not subject to cross-examination) the report of the evidence gives 
on the whole a favourable impression of the sincerity and fairness of those 
who bore testimony. We have altogether reports of the evidence of 
thirty-nine, of whom six were cardinals and seven bishops—personages 
of weight and responsibility—while many were officials of the Curia, who 
ran some risk in telling tales of their master. Some of those examined 
were obviously reluctant to tCvStify at all. Most of the witnesses state, 
with reference to each count on which they were questioned, whether 
they aie speaking from personal knowledge or repeating hearsay. Only 
in one or two cases is there any indication of personal hostility to the 
Pope. The inquiry was careful and thorough, and took in all more than 
eight days. 

Meanwhile, Frinlerick of HohenzAdlern, at the head of a deputation 
from the Council, had arrestetl John XXIII and imprisoned him at 
Radolfzell. The Pope was lachrymose and submissive, and on hearing 
of his suspension declared that he bowed to the Council’s judgment. But 

' Mansi, xxvn, (552 sqq. 

* Until some thirty years ago historians knew only the number and rank of the 
witnesses by wliom the charges were declared to have l)een substantiated. Valois then 
discovered {Ixi France ct k Grand Schisme, iv, 309) a summary of the evidence on 
each charge, with the names of the witnesses who testified. This record has lately 
been printed in full by Finke {Acta, ixi, 357 sqq.) Still more recently, how^ever, Fiiike 
found a much fuller report of the depositions of the individual witnesses {ihid.^ iv, 
758 sqq.), and thanks to this we now have a far more thorough understanding of the 
process against John XXIll than was previously possible. 



Deposition of John XXIII 

the Council was unrelenting. At its eleventh General Session, on 26 May, 

the Cardinal of Viviers (Ostia) presiding and fifteen other cardinals and the 

King of the Romans being present, a report of the commission of inquiry 

was read, and fifty-four of the accusations were recited and declared to have 

been proved ^ Now that we know something of the evidence on which 

this judgment was based, no candid historian can apply even the thinnest 

coat of whitewash to John XXIIl. Yet one cannot but feel a little 

sorry for him. He was a bad man. But his misdoings were notorious 

when he was elected, and he had grown no woi’se since. He had a just 

grievance against the cardinals who failed him in his adversity. Both 

d’Ailly and Fillastre had accepted the cardinal’s hat at his hands. 

On hearing the result of the inquisition, John merely repeated that he 

submitted himself wholly to the Council. On 29 May, at the twelfth 

Geneml Session, the Council formally declared that his flight had been 

prejudicial to the peace and union of the Church, that he was a notorious 

simoniac, that he had wasted ecclesiastical property, and that by his 

abominable life he had scandalised the Church of God and proved himself 

incorrigible^. His deposition was solemnly pronounced, and was ratified 

by him two days later. 

John was taken to Gottliel>en castle, where he was kept under the sur¬ 

veillance of the Elector Palatine. He was soon removed to Heidelberg. 

In 1416, on the discovery of a plot for his escape, he was transferred to 

Mannheim. There he stayed until the close of the Council. 

During the month following the Pope’s deposition, John Hus was perhaps 

the main centre of interest at Constance. But on 15 June there airived 

Carlo Malatesta, accredited to Sigisinund and empowered to resign the 

Papacy on behalf of Gregory XII. He behaved with scrupulous correct¬ 

ness, negotiating amicably with the four ‘‘ nations” but refraining from any 

recognition of the validity of the Council. All went well; and at the 

fourteenth General Session, on 4 July, Malatesta and Cardinal Dominici 

of Ragusa, one of Gregory’s representatives, summoncM;! as a General 

Council the assembly gathered at Constance at the bidding of Sigisrnund. 

Dominici joined the other cardinals, and it was decreed that the election 

of a new Pope should be made only with the assent of the Council, who 

should decide how, when, and where it should l>e conducted, that no one 

should leave before the new Pope was chosen, that Gregory's decrees were 

1 More than twelve articles were altogether passed over, out of consideration, it 
was asserted, for the Pope’s ^‘honour.” As some of them were not particularly 
scandalous, it has been contended that the real reason was that tlnjse articles_which 

included charges of murdering Alexander V, sexual immorality, and the utterance 
of heresy—had not been substantiated. The documents recently printed by Finke, 
however, shew that in the summary of the evidence only three are noted as not 

proven, and that for several of them the evidence was just as strong as for some of 

those that were publicly treated as established. It is, in short, impossible to say for 
certain why the omission was made. 

* Mansi, xxvii, 715 sqq. 



Gregory XIFs abdication. Sigimunds absence 9 

to be held valid, aiid that he and his cardinals were to form part of the 

Sacred College. Malatesta then announced Gregory’s resignation ^ The 

Council named him legate of Ancona, and he lived quietly till his death 

in 1417. The selfish stubbornness which he had long shewn was somewhat 

compensated by the dignity and graciousness with which he finally 

accepted the inevitable. 

Two days after the abdication of Gregory, Hus was burned, and the 

teaching ascribed to Jean Petit on what was miscalled “tyrannicide” was 

condemned in general terms. The most pressing business was now the 

elimination of Benedict XIII. Accordingly, on 18 July, Sigismund, with 

twelve delegates from the Council, set out for Nice. 

So far, from its own standpoint, the Council had not done badly. 

Substantial progress towards ending the Schism had been made. The 

execution of Hus, it was believed, was a deadly blow at heresy. And the 

CounciPs work had been done, considering its nature, with singularly 

little controverey. It was confident and zealous. 

As the event shewed, it had really reached the height of its prosperity 

and success. Sigismund was away for eighteen months. He had asked 

that nothing of the first consequence should be decided in his absence, 

and his wishes could not be ignored. Even had he i*etumed quickly, 

however, the Council’s activities would have been narrowly restricted, for 

it could do little towards union or reform xmtil the countries in Benedict's 

obedience sent represen tati ves to the Council. And that they were slow to do. 

Though the Council attempted to prepare the ground for effective re¬ 

forming measures, the truth is that for many months it hardly had 

enough proper work to do. In the circumstances, it is not to be greatly 

blamed for allowing itself to be diverted to business with which it was 

not fitted to deal. For instance, in its distrust of the cardinals, the 

Council tried to take the place and perform the functions of the Papacy. 

It was a task unsuited to a great deliberative body; and the minds of 

many of the Council’s members w'ere diverted from their lawful concerns. 

It was still more unfortunate that the Council should have entertained 

highly controversial questions with w'hich it really had no concern; the 

passions thus generateil impaired the unity which at best was maintained 

with difficulty. 

The Councils task was rendered harder by changes in the political 

situation of western Europe during Sigismiind’s absence. In August 1415 

Henry V landed in Normandy. Relations between Armagnacs and Bur¬ 

gundians soon began to deteriorate again after a temporary improvement. 

From the spring of 1416 Sigismund was in Armagnac eyes an unfriendly 

neutral, who soon became a bitter and dangerous enemy. All the fight¬ 

ing, hatred, and malice among the potentates of Europe had their 

repercussions at Constance; and only if enthusiasm for its true work had 

been kept at white heat could the Council have escaj>ed injury from them. 

* Mansi, xxvii, 731 sqq. 



10 The Capitulation of Narhonne 

Most of the Councirs troubles were due to Benedict XIII. In the 

negotiations with him—conducted not at Nice but at Perpignan—Sigis- 

mund shewed no lack of tact or address. But the old man had not bated 

a jot of his claims or hopes. He still had with him Castile, Aragon, 

Navarre, the counties of Foix and Armagnac, and Scotland; and he 

believed that he stood a chance of recovering Naples, nay France itself, 

and even of winning the Papal States. Now that his rivals wei'e removed, 

he hoped to bring about the unanimous election of himself. All his old 

tricks were used with his habitual adroitness. But Sigismund was deter¬ 

mined to secure his unconditional surrender, and he won over most of 

Benedicts supporters at Perpignan \ The Pope was finally urged to resign 

by the King of Aragon himself. He refused. On 6 Noveml)er Sigismund 

broke off the negotiations and withdrew^ to Narbonne. Next day Benedict 

retired to the impregnable castle of Pehiscola, in the province of Valencia. 

Nevertheless, the King of Aragon and the envoys of others of Benedicfs 

supporters soon resumed discussions with Sigismund, and on 13 December 

the Capitulation of Narbonne was sworn to by the delegates of Castile, 

Aragon, Navarre, and Foix, and approved by Sigismund, the Councirs 

delegation, and a representative of the King of France. The Council was 

to summon the kings, princes, and prelates obeying lk*nedict, and these 

in their turn were to summon the assembly gathen‘d in Constance to a 

General Council in that town. If Benedict would not abdicate, the C'ouncil 

might depose him. No new Pope should I)e (!hosen until the (.'ouncil had 

l)een joined by Benedict's supportei*s and he had been formally deposed. 

Benedict remaining obdurate, Ferdinand of Aragon withdrew olxHiience 

from him on G January 141G*. But some of the Aragonese clergy o})posed 

the king's policy, and his death in the spring caused yet more delay in its 

execution. Ca.stile s obedience was officially renounced on 15 January, but the 

Archbishops of Toledo and Seville used their formidable in H uence to prevent 

the Capitulation of Narbonne from taking further effect . It was not until 

July that Navarre and until August that Foix abandoned Benedict. By 

the Count of Armagnac and the Regent of Scotland the Capitulation was 

ignored. 

The Council welcomed the agreement, ratified it on 4 February 1416, 

and issued its invitation to the followers of Benedict. It was not, how¬ 

ever, until 5 September 1416 that the embassy of the King of Aragon 

reached Constance. On 15 October a Spanish “nation," composed of 

Aragonese and Portuguese, wa.s added to the four others; on 5 NovemlKT 

a commission was appointed to investigate the culpability of Benedict, 

and its report led the Council, on 28 Noveml>er, to cite him as a promoter 

of schism and under suspicion of heresy. Next month the representatives 

of the Count of Foix and the King of Navarre joined the Council; but 

the Castilians had not yet appeared when Sigismund returned. 

1 Mansi, xxvii, 812 sqq. Much new material about the negotiations at Perpignan 
and Narbonne was published by Finke in Vol. in of the Acta (hncilii Vomtandeiuns. 



11 Jerome of Prague and Jean Petit 

Meanwhile, the one important matter on which the Council had been 
able to take vigorous and united action was the suppression of heresy. 
For this the most zealous reformers and the most radical advocates of 
conciliar sovereignty were even more eager than the conservatives, since 
they were anxious to shew that their views did not diminish their concern 
for the Faith. Their victim was Jerome of Prague, whose character and 
career are described elsewhere ^ Though in September 1415 he presented 
a written retractation of false doctrine, which wsls accepted by the com¬ 
mission in charge of his cast', he was not released, and in February 1416 
a new commission was set up to collect evidence against him. He soon 
j)erccived that he was marked down for destruction, and his last speeches 
were masterpieces of defiant eloquence. He met his end, on 30 May, with 
a debonair courage which impressed beholders even more than the pious 
resignation of Hus. 

The Councirs other doings had not only been singularly futile but 
stirred up much bful blood among its members. A great deal of breath 
and ink had l>een wasted over Jean Petit. The whole affair was part of 
the internecine struggle between Armagnacs and Burgundians. In 1414 
an ecclesiastical ('ouncil at Paris hatl condemnetl PetiPs “justification"” 
of the murder of the Duke of Orleans, and John the Fearless had appealed 
to the Pope, llie case was still pending when the General Council opened; 
and the Armagnacs prepared to agitate for the condemnation of Petit 
by the Council itself. At the last moment, however, both the royal 
government and Duke John, being for the moment in outward harmony, 
forbade their respective representatives to raise the issue at Constanc'c. 
The truce was broken, it seems, by Gerson, who on this issue had lost all 
sense of pi*oportion. Sigismund supported him, and the Council, com¬ 
pelled to consider the question, passed on 6 July a decree denouncing 
“tyrannicide'" in genenil terms, but mentioning no names. Neither side 
was s/itisfied, and the struggle continued as fiercely as ever. On 
15 January 1416, a judicial commission appointed by John XXIII to 
consider the appeal from the Duke of Burgundy annulled the sentence of 
the Paris Ck)uncil, on the ground that it had acted ultra vires. Acting 
now' under express orders from Charles VI, Gerson and his associates 
nevertheless continued to clamour, in both speech and writing, for an 
express condemnation of Petit's doctrines by the Council. Duke John's 
agents resisted stubbornly and adroitly; no agreement could be reached; 
indeed, few in the Council wanted an official pronouncement. In the 
summer of 1416 the ('ouncil became w^eary of the topic, and for some 
time little was heard of it; and small success attended Gerson when he 
tric'd to revive it early in 1417. His lack of moderation had irremc'diably 
injured his prestige at Constance, a fact of great momenta 

' See infra, Chap. ii. 
* The Petit controversy may be studied in the documents collected in Mansi, 

xxviii, 731 »qq. and Finke, Acta, iv, 237 sqq. 



12 The Council and Rtform 

Another matter which took up much time and did much harm was the 
case of William of Diest, Bishop-elect of Strasbourg, who had administered 
the goods of the see for eighteen years without taking holy orders. Accused 
of wasting the goods of his church and of intending to sell some of them 
in order to promote a marriage for himself, he had been imprisoned by the 
chapterof the cathedral and the magistrates of the city. Thescandal was laid 
before the Council near the end of 1415, and a commission was appointed 
to investigate the affair. When its decision was rejected by the Stras- 
bourgers, the Council wavered and set up another commission. Urged 
to decisive action by Sigisraund, it proved unable to achieve anything 
without his forcible intervention; and a further commission was sitting 
on the question when he returned to Constance. The Council cut no 
better figure in its attempt to settle a long-standing quarrel between 
the Bishop of Trent and Pope John’s old protector, Frederick of Habsburg, 
who, heedless of experience, defied it. 

These ephemeral disputes must be noticed if one is to underst^ind how 
the Council occupied its time during Sigismund’s absence. Its failure to 
deal with them promptly and trenchantly weakened its self-confidence 
and prestige. One must be careful, however, not to judge it unfairly. All 
the while it was trying to prepare for the subsequent achievement of a 
genuine reform. Very soon after Sigismund left, a commission* of thirty- 
five—eight from each ‘‘nation,'’ with three cardinals—was appointed to 
draw up a programme. It began work immediately, and remained in l)eing 
for two years. Each proposal formally considered by it was subjected to 
an elaborate procedure, which necessitated the extensive use of sub-com¬ 
mittees. It had also to undergo discussion by each “ nation” In^fore it could 
be submitted to the whole (’ouncil. We have no report from this com¬ 
mission, and indeed it is not certain that it ever presented one. It soon 
became clear that its task was most difficult; while few denied the need 
of some kind of reform, everyone’s mind was fixed on the sins and short¬ 
comings of all classes but his own. The most vital problems were the 
Papacy’s pecuniary exactions and its encroachments on the rights of electors 
and patrons. The Italians were mostly hostile to any drastic measures 
on these matters. The English, all delegates of the secular authority, 
took their orders from the king, and knew very well that the Crown 
was able and willing to limit the Papacy’s dealings with England. 
The German “ nation” was perhaps more earnestly in favour of a thorough 
reform than any other. Among tlie French there were indeed many 
zealous reformei-s, but on the most important questions there was much 
difference of opinion, the universities, e.special]y Paris, being ready to 
accord to the Papacy the fullest control over fetxlesiastical appointments, 
since it was l)elieved to be more favourable than ordinary patrons to 
university graduates-*. 

* On the work of the various reform commissions, see Finke, Acta, ii, 549 gqq. 
* For differences of opinion in the French ‘"nation,” see Mansi, xxvin, 161 sqq. 
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To complicate the work of reform, there had been a revival of controversy 
respecting the relative authority of a General Council and the Papacy. 
After the victory of the Conciliar Party in the spring of 1415, the dispute 
had slumbered, but in October 1416 Leonard Statius, general of the 
Dominicans, raised his voice for papal supremacy, and initiated a sharp 
debate which was still lively when Sigismund returned^ The papalists 
were the more formidable since the cardinals—even those who had taken 
the lead against John XXIII—were openly or covertly with them. The 
upholders of conciliar authority were largely to blame for this. For some 
time after Pope John’s deposition the Sacred College had been treated 
with bare civility. It was not represented on the delegation which accom¬ 
panied Sigismund to Perpignan. Business was sometimes submitted to 
the Council for its final approval before many of the cardinals had heard 
anything about it. Their position improved, however, after Charles VI, 
in June 1416, appointed d’Ailly and Fillastre his proctors at Constance, 
and, as in the Council’s early days, the cardinals now sometimes voted 
as a body at General Sessions or Congregations. There soon grew up 
a kind of entente between the Sacred College and the French ‘‘nation.’’ 
D’Ailly, unstable but clever, flung himself into his new role with 
ardour. From now to the end of the Council his motivea seem to have 
been chiefly political, and his main purpose was to thw^art the Germans 
and the English. He was much aided by the arrival of the envoys from 
Aragon, 'I’hey at once began to bargain as to the terms on which they 
were to join the Council, and were particularly concerned lest the English 
should have prec*edence of them in voting and signing documents. 
D’Ailly had already been criticising the procedure and organisation 
of the Council, and challenging the right of the English, so few^ in 
number, to constitute a separate “nation”; and encouraged by the attitude 
of the Aragonese, he worked himself into a passionate anglophobia 
which caused disorder in the Council’s sessions and threatened to lead to 
armed conflict in the streets. Nor did the arrival of Sigismund, on 
9,1 January 1417, tend to allay the passions excited by this particular 
dispute. He was now in alliance with Henry V, and at Constance he 
ostentatiously manifested his friendliness towards the English. Thus to 
the French he was merely an enemy, and his well-meant eflTorts to promote 
the Council’s work were regarded by them with suspicion. Indeed, d’Ailly, 
some of the other cardinals, and the envoys of Charles VI wanted to wreck 
the Council. The French believed, no doubt with some truth, that 
Sigismund expected to derive much political advantage out of its fmiher 
proceedings and to secure the election of a Pope who would be at his 
beck and call. The attack^ on the English “nation” continued; but the 
Englishmen themselves, supported by Sigismund, the Germans, and the 

* For examples of the arguments employed, see Finke, Acta, it, 705 sqq. 
* For the nature of this attack, see Mansi, xxvii, 1022 sqq. The arguments are most 

instructive to anyone who wishes to understand what was meant by a nation*' 
in tlie fifteenth century. The English reply is dated 31 March 1417 {ibU. 1050 sqq.). 
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Burgundians of the French “nation,” were able to hold their own. No 

change was made. To avoid disputes as to precedence it was decreed that 

when all the “nations” were in favour of a proposal, the president at the 

General Session should say placet for all. It was also decided that the 

consent of the cardinals must be secured for every conciliar act^ 

The dispute about the English “nation” fell into the background owing 

to the emergence of another question, which seemed to offer an equally 

good oppoiiunity for annoying Sigismund. When should a new Pope be 

chosen P When the Council has finished its work, answered the reform 

party; but the papalists, backed by the cardinals and many of the 

Fi'ench, urged that the election should take place at the earliest possible 

moment The matter became urgent when on March the envoys of Cas¬ 

tile made their tardy appearance. Following their instructions, they at once 

asked, among other things, how the papal election was to l>e conducted. 

They refused to join the Council until they had clear answers to their 

questions, and announced that they would resist any proposi^il to exclude 

the cardinals from a share in the election. Indeed, they and most of the 

Italians would have had it conducted in the usual way. To this, however, 

no other “nation”would agree; while Sigismund, the Germans, the English, 

and some Italians did not want the question to be discussed at all until 

a reform of the Church had been carried out. But the Castilians stood 

firm, and were in a strong position, .since they n)ight frustrate the com¬ 

pletion of union. There followed some w’eeks of great excitement and 

obscure intrigue. Towards the end of May d'A illy prcxluced a treatise, 

knowui from its opening words as Ad laiidem^ which was offered by the 

cardinals as their answer to the (jistilian inquiry about the papal election. 

It suggested that the new Pope should be elected by the (cardinals and 

an equal number of other members of the Council. To lx? successful, a 

candidate must have two-thirds of the votes of each section. The Castilians 

approved the scheme, soon to be followed by the greater paii; of the 

French and the Italians. The Aragonese said that they would concur if 

the Castilians would unite with the Council. Tliis they did on 18 June^ 

In the next weeks, nevertheless, the Council almost broke up. 

cardinals, Italians,French, and Spaniards virtually w ent on strike, declaring 
that Sigismund was planning violence against them and demanding from 

him a new'guarantee of security. But Sigismund’s enemies were nearly as 

suspicious of one another as of him ; and in July an agreement was patched 

up between him and the cardinals. Sigismund gave new undertakings about 

freedom of speech, while the cardinals declared that they were ready to 

reform the I apacy and tlie Curia before making arrangements for a papal 
election. 

After this the proceedings against Benedict XIII were pres.sed forward, 

and on 26 July he was solemnly deposed as a heretic and an incorrigible 
promoter of schisml 

» Finke, ij, 01. 2 Mansi, xxvu, 1127. ^ Mansi, xxvn, 1140 sqq. 
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To deal with reform, it was considered well to appoint anew commission. 
Each nation'’ contributed five delegates, the four old “nations" each 
choosing two of those who had represented them on the previous com¬ 
mission. The new body took up the work of its predecessor; it also in¬ 
herited its difficulties. ITie old differences at once reappeared; and it 
was soon seen that the Spaniards cared nothing at all about reform and 
the Germans had lost some of their zeal for it. Meanwhile the papal 
party, heedless of the pledge given by the cardinals to Sigismund, were 
again agitating for an early election, arguing that a commission to decide 
its mode might work simultaneously with that on reform. Sigismund, the 
Germans, and the English resisted, and once more there was almost an 
open breach between the king and the cardinals. 

Early in September there occurred the death of Robert Hallam, 
Bishop of Salisbury, a confidential adviser of Sigismund, a strong advocate 
of reform, and the man to whose skilful leadership the English at Constance 
owed their remarkable influence over the Council. Immediately afterwards 
the English suddenly consented to appoint representatives on a commission 
to consider arrangements for the papal election. ITiey were apparently 
obeying instructions from Henry V which happened to reach Constance 
at this moment; but they would probably have acted less precipitately 
hod Hallam l>een alive. Another stormy time ensued, though it is hard to 
see why tempei's rose so high at this particular moment. Only the vigour 
of Sigismund’s measures prevented a general disruption of the Council; 
tactless and overbearing as he often w^as, he had a sincere and rare concern 
for ecclesifistical union and reform, and he little deserved the charge of 
heresy which was shouted at him in a debate or the insult offered him by 
the cardinals when they appeared in their red hats in token of their 
readiness to endure the martyrdom which they were in no danger of in¬ 
curring. 

Though the papal party was gaining ground, tliere was every likelihood 
of a long stniggle. The situation, however, was unexfx*ctedly changed by 
the arrival of Henry Beaufort,, Bishop of Winchester, uncle of the English 
king, who was ostensibly breaking his jouimey on pilgrimage to Jerusalem. 
There is little doubt that Henry V’' had instructed him to work for the 
speixly election of a Pope who would be favourable to the English and 
Sigismund. Beaufort evidently had much weight with Sigismund, for 
through his mediation it was quickly agreed that the election should be 
held as soon as possible, that such reforms as were generally acceptable 
should forthwith be emb(xlied in decrees, and that the new Pope, with 
the aid of the Council or a specual commission, should reform the Papacy 
and Curia on the basis of proposals already laid befoi*e the commission 
on reform. 

In consequence sevenil decrees were passed at the thii'ty-ninth session, held 
on 9 October 1417. In the fii'st and most important, the de<‘ree Frequen^^ 

^ Mansi, xxvii, 1150 sqq. 
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it was laid down that General Councils were to be held periodically, 
the first five years after the termination of the Council of Constance, 
the second seven years after the end of the first, and the third and 
following at intervals of ten yeai-s. Another decree enacted that if 
a new schism should occur, a General Council should assemble within 
a year. On election, it was decided, every Pope should solemnly profess 
his acceptance of the Catholic Faith, according to the traditions of the 
Apostles, Greneral Councils, and Fathers, and especially of the eight 
oecumenical Councils from that of Nicaea to that of Vienne. Bishops were 
not to be translated, except with the consent of a majority of the cardinals 
and after having an opportunity of stating objections. The Pope was to 
renounce the procurations which properly belonged to bishops and other 
prelates, nor was he to seize their spolia on their decease. These decrees 
were assuredly not trivial, but they were a poor harvest considering all 
the labour that had been expended on reform. 

A committee was now chosen to determine the mode of electing 
the Pope. Despite furious disputes among its members, it agreed on a 
scheme which was approved by the Council on 30 October. All the 
cardinals were to take part in the election, and also six representatives of 
each ‘‘nation.*” To be elected a candidate must have two-thirds of the 
cardinals'* votes, and, in addition, four votes from each of the “nations."” It 
was furthermore decreed that before the dissolution of the Council the 
new Pope, with the CounciFs assistance, should refonn the Church on 
eighteen points, the most notable being the number and character of the 
cardinals, annates and kindred impositions, the collation of benefices, 
appeals to the Curia, the fees charged there, the grounds and method of 
correcting or deposing Popes, simony, indulgences, and the levy of papal 
tenths^ 

On 8 November the electors entered the conclave. On the first vote 
Cardinal Oddone Colonna had the support of all the English, four of the 
Italians, and eight cardinals; and he alone had some support from each 
nation. Further voting gave him the needful majorities on 11 November, 
the French being the last to adhere to him. The new Po{)e, who took the 
name of Martin V, had been made cardinal by Innocent VII, but hod 
joined the conciliar party and figured at the Council of Pisa. He had 
studied law, but was of no renown as a scholar. At Constance he had 
successfully run with the hare and hunted with the hounds. Men believed 
him to be amiable and somewhat colourless. His election, however, caused 
wild rejoicing. Many of those at Constance considei*ed their work to be 
over. Fillastre s diary, for instance, betrays its compiler s lack of interest 
in the business of the next months. 

It was thought that Martin V would be willing to consent to eftec^tive 
measures of reform. It is true that on 12 Noveml^er he laid down for the 
conduct of the papal chancery rules which not only renewed but increased 

^ Mansi, xxvii, 1163 sqq. 
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the claims of his predecessor respecting provisions and reservations*. But 
these regulations were not published for more than three months, and a 
new reform commission, consisting of six from each ‘^nation’’ and six 
cardinals, was confidently appointed to treat with the Pope concerning 
the eighteen points enumerated in the decree of 30 October. As before, 
however, it was almost impossible to reach agreement on anything that 
mattered. So hard was it to make progress that shortly before Christmas 
the commission suspended business for a month. 

It was probably at the request of the Pope that the several ‘‘nations'*’ 
now drew up statements of their views on the eighteen points. The 
memoranda presented by the French and by the Germans are still extant*. 
On ^0 January 1418 Martin laid before the “ nations'*’ a number of projected 
decrees on matters calling for reform, while declaring that in regard to 
the punishment or deposition of Popes the majority of the “nations” 
were opposed to enacting anything new. But on few of the Pope’s pro¬ 
posals was there any approach to agreement. Martin pressed for unanimous 
decisions; even if he did not really wtint them, it was safe for him to do 
so, for the divei'sity of opinions was beyond remedy. On the whole matter 
of I'eform, indeed, a vspirit of hopelessness came over the Council, and soon 
led to negotiations between individual “nations” and the Pope for the 
arrangement of national concordats. 

There wa.s still, however, one subject on which the Council was har¬ 
monious—the Hussite heresy. On 22 February Martin, with the consent 
of the Council, published the bull Inter cnnctas^ which was designed to 
facilitate the suppression of Hus' followei's. Numerous statements from 
the works of Wyclif arid Hus were denounced as heretical, and there was 
appended a qmationnmrc to which those under suspicion of heresy were 
to answer on oath. They would be asked, for instance, whether every 
General C'ouncil, including that of Constance, represented the Church 
universiil, whether the decTees of this Council touching the Faith and the 
salvation of souls were to be held by all believers, and whether its pro¬ 
ceedings against Wyclif, Hus, and Jerome were lawful and just. These 
questions must be answered in the affirmative, and their inclusion was 
later held by many to constitute a rec‘ognition by Martin of the doctrine 
of conciliar sovereignty, though the jmpal i>arty contended that this had 
nothing to do with faith or salvation. 

At the moment, however, few were in a mood for controversy. A 
deputation from the Orthwlox Church, which alleged as its purpose the 
restoration of union between East and West, was politely received and 
answered; but the long speec!hes must have been infuriating to those who 
heard them. The Pope evaded a renewed demand for a definitedecision in the 
case of Petit and the kindred proc^ess against the Pomeranian friar, Falken- 

* For the text sec Mansi, xxviii, 409. No reasonable person should have expected 

reforms from a Pojmj whose tirst concern was to uphold the claims which this docu¬ 

ment sets forth. 
^ Finke, Acta^ ii, 673 sqq.; Hardt, i, 999. 
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berg. On 21 March, at the forty-third General Session, seven reforming 
decrees were approved'. They represented the greatest common measure of 
the views of the “nations’’ on reform, and were mainly based on clauses in the 
Pope’s proposals of 20 January. They concerned exemption from canonical 
obligations, the union and incorporation of churches, the revenues of 
vacant benefices, simony, dispensations, papal tenths, and the life and 
honour of the clergy. Though the Pope renounced his claim to the income 
of vacant benefices and accepted restrictions on his right to levy tenths, 
most of the new decrees did little but enjoin the observance of the existing 
law. It was a miserable climax to all the eager advocacy of reform with 
which Constance had resounded for over three years. Nevertheless, the 
Council accepted Martin’s declaration that by these decrees, together with 
the concordats then under consideration, the object of the decree of the 
pi’evious 30 October had been attained. 

On 15 April the concordats with the Germans and the Latin “nations” 
were registered, the two having a strong resemblance. The numl>er of 
cardinals was to be limited. Reservations and provisions were restricted, 
concessions being made to both ordinary patrons and the universities, 
but much discretion in these matters was still left to the Pope. Annates 
were to he lightened, the encroachments of the papal Curia in the judicial 
sphere to be checked. But the contents matter little. Each concordat was 
to be in force for only five years; in France the Armagnac party would not 
recognise the one that affected it, and in the other countries concerned 
they were nowhere effectually executed*. 

The English concordat—not finally concluded till July—had no time 
limit, but this fiict is of no consequence. It promised that the number of 
cardinals should be reduced, and that new ones should l>e chosen with 
the approval of the Sacred College and from all parts of Christendom. 
There wen^ timid clauses about indulgences, dispensations, and the ap¬ 
propriation of churches. Pontifical insignia were not to be }>ermitted to 
lesser prelates, and Englishmen >vei'e to he appointed to some of the offices 
of the Curia. Such were the “reforms” with which the once vigorous 
English “nation” professed itself content®. After a little while the con¬ 
cordat fell into totiil oblivion. 

The close of the Council w itneSvSed a revival of animosity w hich was of 
ill omen for the future. Martin V deluded that the next council should 
be held after five years at Pavia. Four of the “nations” assented; but the 
French, objecting to the place, absented themselves from the session at 
which the announcement was made. The formalities w^hich marked the 
dissolution of the Council at its forty-fifth se.ssion, on 22 April 1418, were 
interrupted by the advocates of the Poles and the Lithuanians, who tried 
at the last moment to secure the condemnation of Falkenberg, asserting 
that the Council had approved of such action. The Pope took occasion 

' Mansi, xxvzj, 1174 sqq. ^ concordats Ls in Mansi, xxvii, 1178 sqq. 
® Mansi, xxvji, 1194 sqq. 
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to declare that he approved and ratified all that the Council had done 

‘‘in materiis fidei eonciliariter,'’' words of pregnant ambiguity^ The 

Poles, dissatisfied, appealed to a future Council. Thus the Council of 

Constance ended with its relations to the Papacy unsettled. 

Once the (’ouncil was over, Martin V bent his energies to recovering 

for the Papacy the temporal power and spiritual authority which had 

been so seriously impaired by recent events. His efforts to restore papal 

rule in the States of the Church belong rather to the political history of 

Italy than to the subjectt of this chapter. It must l)e rememl>crcd, never¬ 

theless, that he was extraordinarily successful. At the close of the Council, 

the Papal States were {)artly in a condition of anarchy and partly under 

the control of cmuiottieriy Home itself being held by Sforza Attendolo, 

the general of Qiu^en Joanna of Naples. Martin cautiously moved south¬ 

ward to Florence, which gave him asylum for eighteen months. During 

that time he played with great skill on the jealousy and treachery which 

marked tlie lelations of the condottieri of central Italy, and on the dis¬ 

sensions within the Neapolitan kingdom. The upshot was that, having 

recovered a considerable part of the Papal States, he was able in Septeml>er 

1420 to enter the sorely dilapidated city of Horne. 

For the next few years Naples was in confusion, and in 1423 Louis III 

of Anjou, whose claims to the Ne^ipolitan throne Martin had countenanced, 

was arlo{)ted as heir by the childless queen. For some time the Papacy 

had nothing to fear from that quarter. In the next year the untimely 

deaths of the famous generals Sforza and Braccio gave Martin the chance of 

recovering the whole of the Papal Sbites. A modern Protestant writer has 

detrlareil that “it is the great merit of Mailin V that he won back from con¬ 

fusion and 1‘e.stored to obedience and order, the disorganised States of the 
(’hurch.**"^ 

Neveilheless, these achieveinentjii, as a Catholic historian has more recently 

remarked, “vieiinent iK^aucoup api’cs robligation k conduire TEglise de 

(’hrist a sii perfectit)n/'^ And for this suprenie task Martin was in a most 

favourable position. He had little to fear from rivals. The erstw^hile sup¬ 

porters of Gix‘g(>ry Xll aud John XXI11 h^id submitted, and the latter, 

ransomed by Martin hiiihself, had accepted the new' Pope in 1419, been 

n?cognised as cardinal, and died a few months later. Benedict XIII had 

indeed remaiiuxl olxlurate in his stronghold of Pehiscola. But, except for 

the King of Anigou, the Count of Armagnac, and fi few' scattered in¬ 

dividuals, all his followers had ahandone<i him by the end of 1418; and 

though after Benedicts death in 1422 or 1423 a successor, called 

Clement VIII, retained the .suppoii; of Aragon and Armagnac till hi.s 

alxlication in 1429, he never constituted a serious danger to Martin. 

Notwithstanding his o{)portunitics, Martin was not merely lukewarm 

but actually hostile towards such a reform as alone could have saved the 

Church from lasting disruption. Attempts to palliate hivS conduct break 

* Jhid. ^ Creighton, Uwtoryqfthe Fapacy {ed. 1905), ii, 150. 
H. Leclercq, in Hefele, llwtmre des from German), vii. ii. o. 
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down: both at Constance and later he shewed plainly that he would make 
only those changes which he felt unable to avoid. It is, of course, true that 
to remedy certain crying evils he would have had to surrender claims which 
the Papacy had long enforced. That, however, he must have known when 
at Constance he promised to further the work of reform. And there is no 
doubt that by his attitude he imperilled the very office which he was 
striving to uphold, and that he was in great measure responsible for the 
troubles of his successor during the Council of Basle. His judgment was 
probably affected by the fact that zealous reformers were also, as a rule, 
upholders of conciliar supremacy. That this was so arose from the wide¬ 
spread suspicion, amply justified by events, that it was only through a 
General Council that any substantial reform could he accomplished. It 
is likelv, however, that if Martin had put himself at the head of the 
reformers, they would soon haveforgotten their theories about Councils,) us t 
as the nationalists in nineteenth-century Germany, when Bismarck made 
himself their leader, soon forgot their liberalism. But to Martin a desire for 
reform and a belief in the sovereignty of General Councils were inseparable. 
And the latter doctrine, rightly or wrongly, he was resolved to defeat. 

In his attitude towards Councils it behoved Martin to Ik? war)’. After 
all it was a General Council that had put him where he was. And even 
if he argued that he had been elected by a sufficient majority of the 
Sacred College, he was stiU faced by the disquieting precedent of 
John XXIIFs fate at the hands of his own followers. Martin, indeed, 
had early proof of the need for judicious dissimulation. Whether fcK?fore 
the Council closed he had recognised its supremacy has been much debated. 
Probably he meant the Council to think he had, while the ambiguous 
wording of his utterances on the matter left the way open for a subsec|uent 
denial. But he was alarmed by the appeal of the Poles to a future Council, 
and while still at Constance, on 10 May 1418, he caused to be read in con¬ 
sistory, Sigismund being present, a bull in which he declared it unlaw ful to 
appeal from judgments or pronouncements of the Pope, the suprenje judge, 
even in matters of faith. The outcry raised was prompt and great Some 
began to talk of heresy, for which few denied that a Pope might lx? 
deposed; and Gerson wrote a treatise pointing out that, if Mailings as¬ 
sertion were accepted, the Councils of Pisa and Constance had met in 
vain, and either Benedict XIII or John XXIII was the true Pope. Martin 
bowed before the storm; the bull was never otherwise published or placed 
officially on record; and he never again raised the issue in express ternjs. 

The Pope did not dare to defy the decree Frequem or go back on his 
announcement that the next General Council would be held in 1423. 
But he regretted the choice of Pavia as the meeting-place because of the 
enmity between himself and the Duke of Milan; and when, on 22 February 
1423, he appointed four legates to preside over the Council, he empowered 
them to transfer it to another city if circumstances demanded. The reform 
of the clergy, the restoration of unity with the Greeks, the pacification 
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of Eumpe, the defence of ecclesiastical liberties, and the extirpation of 

heresy—such, it was officially declared, were the objects of the Council. 

The Council was formally opened at Pavia on 23 April, but very few 

save local clergy were present. It was not long before the transference of 

the Council elsewhere was mooted, the Pope's wishes being aided by an 

outbreak of epidemic disease. The ‘‘fathers" could not agree, and the 

dec’ision was remitted to the legates, who, having their instructions, forth¬ 

with decreed a move to Siena At this point there were present only four 

of the German “nation" and only six of the French; the English, strange 

to say, were more numerous, but the only Italians, apart from local 

e<icle8ia8tics, were the papal legates, and there were no Spaniards at all. 

Even had the Pope been friendly to the Council, it could hardly have 

been successful. It came too soon after the wearisome and expensive 

Council of Constance. The keenest of reformers had not yet recovered 

their vigour. There was no serious schism to heal, no fresh heresy to 

condemn. The nations most likely to be interested—France, Germany, 

England—w'ere preoccupied by vital political concerns. But it w^as 

Martin's fault that the Council failed as miserably as it did. 

The first fortnal session at Siena was held on 21 July 1423. The second 

did not take place till 8 November. The length of the interval was caused 

partly by the Pope's promise—probably insincere—that he would attend 

personally, and partly by the difficulty of arranging guarantees of safety 

which satisfied the members of the Council, who were a little suspicious 

of the civic authorities and much afraid of the Pope. At the second session 

there wen^ present two cardinals and twenty-five mitred prelates. The 

agenda had been discussed lK*forelmnd with Martin V, who had already 

approved the four decree.s that weix* pv«jsed. Heresy was denounced, the 

decrees of Constance against Wyclif and Hus were confirmed, and all the 

faithful were exhorted and stimulatcnl to aid in the suppression of their 

disciples. Benedict XIII and his followers were onc‘e more condemned. 

Union wdth the Grceks having bi^en found impracticable at the moment, 

the Council, it was announced, would proceed to the work of reform. 

The work of reform was soon faced by obstacles. There was at Siena a 

party which .supported the Po{>e's vie\v of his relations with the Council. 

In view of the impossibility of reaching agreement under such con¬ 

ditions, it was decided that each “ nationshould draw' up its ow n reform 

programme, so that it might l>e ascerhiined how much all had in common. 

The French were ready first. Their programme was for the most part no 

more drastic than what the more eainest I'eformers had put forward at 

Constance. Perhaps their most .startling proposals were that the Pope 

should choose cardinals from lists submitted to him by the various “nations," 

and that he should levy no taxes whatever save on the laity of the States 

of the Church. The “liberties" of the Church of France were demanded, and 

it was hinted that the measures advocated represented only the beginning 

of what ought to be done. The legates were much alarmed, and thence- 



22 Failure of the Council 

forth it was their chief aim to dissolve the Council. Soon after the 

beginning of 1424 their intention was known and admitted. The two 
pai'ties in the (Council threatened, and indeed tried, to have recourse to force. 

The reform party made a poor fight. The legates soon impaired the 

unity of the French ‘"nation,"’ partly by intrigue, partly by introducing 

a number of French officialsof theCuria, some of whom, it was alleged, were 

not qualified to attend. The other “nations” seemed to despair; members 

of the Council began to go away. The reformers gained some encourage¬ 

ment by the arrival in February of the delegation of the University of 

Paris and of the Archbishop of Rouen, wlio had l>een sent by the Duke 

of Bedford, and whom the French promptly elected president of their 

“nation.” The archbishop, however, played a part very like that of 

Beaufort at Constance. He was really in favour of an accomnnxlation with 

the Pope; and it was doubtless due in grc^at measure to his influence that 

a few days later delegates of the four “nations” designated Basle as the 

sea^” of the next Council. It was idle to declare that ihe Council of Siena 

was unaffected by this announcement. In vain did the Siene^se authorities 

bar their gates to prevent members of the Council from leaving, in vain 

did a rump of the French “nation” elect a new president and continue 

the discussion of reform after the departure of the Archbishop of Rouen. 

On 7 March the papal legates fled, and vvlum on Florentine territory 

caused to be affixed to the doors of Siena cathedral a [)roclamation dis¬ 

solving the Council. The Abbot of Paisley, who had been conspicuou.s 

among the reformers,drew up an angry protest and appeal; but he could 

get only one member to sign and two meml)ers to witness it. The rest of 

those who had remained at Siena acquiesced in the dissolution. Martin 

blamed the Siene.se for the C'ouncilV failure, and it was onlv grudgingly 

that he later re.stored them to his favour. He had attained his end, and 

had shewn a real gift for low intrigue. 

When he dissolved the Council, the Pope .set up a committee of three 

cardinals to inve.stigate and amend the abuses in the (\iria and the 

Church^ Their labours bore fruit in a (‘onstitution j)ublished on 15 April 

1425. Cardinals were to do their duty and l)ehave themselves. New rules 

for the conduct of the officialsof the C.’uria were to be formulated. The 

clergy in geneml were to do what they were supj>osed to do. Various 

familiar abuses were once agnin denounced. Provincial councils were to 

be held at leas*t once every three years. By not one jot w'as the Pope’s 

power limited. Ostensible concessions to patrons of benefices really inmle 

the Pope’s control of them greater than it had Inxm since the (’ouncil of 

Comstance. The bull would thus have achieved nothing wonderful if 

any attempt had been made to enforce it*. Naturally the refonti party was 

* Raynaldus, ix (xxviii), 2 sq. It is fair to recognise that he had apj>ointwl a similar 
committee at some uncertain date before the Council, but it had led to nothing. See 
Cone, Badl, i, 163 sqq. 

It is printed by Dollinger, BeitrUge, u, 335 sqq., and summarised at some length 
in Hefele-Leclercq, vii, i, 646 sqq. 
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unimpressed; indeed, after the Council of Siena it recognised Martin as 

an enemy. 

The Pope’s respite from Councils was not so complete as he wished. 

There was no chance of the Council of Basle being forgotten. Everyone 

who wanted for his own ends to put a little pressure on the Pope urged 

the speedy summons of that assembly. Sigismund did so in 1424, the 

Duke of Bedford in 1425, perhaps Charles VII in the following year. So 

in 1429 did the University of Paris, which still had a real concern for 

ecclesiastical reform and the doctrine of conciliar sovereignty. During 

the year 1430 there were widespread rumours that the Pope meant to 

evade summoning the Council, which, according to the decree Freqmm^ 

ought to meet early in 1431. Pleas and protests poured in, the University 

of Paris l^ung particularly insistent. Still the Pope gave no sign that he 

meant to fulfil his obligations. Then, on 8 November 1430, a manifesto 

was placarded at a number of conspicuous spots in Rome. It announced 

that, as no one setuned concerned to assist in the suppression of the 

Hussites (then at the height of their power), two Christian princes wished 

to submit certain propositions. 41^080 asserted that Christian princes 

were bound ti) defend the Catholic faith, that, since the ancient heresies 

had l>een worsted by means of Councils, it was absolutely necessary to 

hold one next March lK‘cause of the Hussites, that if the Pope did not 

open the Council at the time named those who had assembled to attend 

it ought to withdraw their obedience from him, and that if he and the 

cardinals did not promote the Council or a])pear at it, the Council might 

depose them. The identity of the two princxis is not certain; Frederick of 

Hohenzollern, Elector of Brandenburg, was prolxibly one. The dcx ument 

mode no small stir, and encouraged the conciliar party in Rome to in¬ 

crease its efforts. As before the Council of Constance, some of the caixlinals 

dissuaded the Pope from evading his duty, notwithstanding that he ^‘held 

the very name of Council in horror.’" On 1 February 1431 he named as 

president of the Council, with the same powers as those enjoyed by the 

presidents at Pavia and Siena, Julian ( esarini. Cardinal-deacon of Sant’ 

Angelo, a man thirty-two years old, of noble birth, and held in respect 

for his chastity (^vhich seemed to contemporaries singular in a cardinal), 

the elegance and profundity of his learning, the moderation of his judg¬ 

ment, and the charm of his manner. He was already on his way to Germany 

as pa{)al legate, to diri^d a crusade against the Hussites. Before Cesarini 

heard of his new appointment, Martin V, on 20 February, died of apoplexy. 

On 3 March the cardinals elected Gabriel Condulmer, commonly called 

the C’anlinal of Siena. He was a Venetian, forty-seven yiiars old, a nephew 

of Gregory XII, to wliom he owed his red hat. Under Martin V he had 

acquitted himself successfully as governoi* of Romagna and the Marches. 

He was not a great scholar; but his private life was respectable, he was 

believed to be keen on reform, and he had been in favour of the summoning 

of the C’ouncil. His principal defect was said to he obstimuy. It is to be 
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noticed that on entering the conclave the caidinals had agreed that who¬ 

ever became Pope should reform the Holy See and the Curia with the 

advice of the Sacred College, that he should accept their recommendations 

as to the time and place of the Council, and that the reform undertaken 

by that assembly should concern both clergy and laity but not the Pope 

or his court. 
The new Pope, who took the name of Eugenius IV, confirmed Cesarini's 

authority with respect to the Crusade, and asked him for information as 

to the prospects of the Council. For this Cesarini shewed no conceni. 

According to the decree Freqiiens the Council should have begun by 

the end of February, but during March only one stranger, the Abbot of 

Vezelay, appeared at Basle to attend it. The first delegates of the Uni¬ 

versity of Paris arrived early in April. Then no one came for a long time 

On 30 May, nevertheless, Eugenius authorised Cx‘sarini to preside if a 

sufficient number of prelates attended. Cesarini nominated two deputy- 

presidents, who officially opened the Council on 23 July 143U. The 

attendance was ludicrously small, and Martin would have jumped at 

the chance of ending the life of so feeble an infant. But Eugenius, in Ixad 

health and engaged in civil war with the Colonna, could not apply his 

mind to the situation in Basle, and in any case would hardly have shewn his 

hand so soon. And then the Council was saved by the Bohemian heretics. 

On 14 August, near Taus (Domazlice), the crusading army, under 

Frederick of Brandenburg and Cesarini, heard the Hussites comingand fled. 

On 9 September Cesarini appeared at Basle, convinced that only through a 

General Council could the Bohemian heresy l)e stemmed. At his instance 

letters were sent to all parts urging the clergy to gather in haste. Eugenius 

was besought to appear in f>erson. On 15 Octolxir the Council wrote to the 

Bohemian leaders inviting them to send to Basle a delegation which should 

discuss with the Fathers the restoration of unity, the most lavish promi.ses 

respecting safe-conducts and freedom of speech being given. As advocates 

of reasonableness and tolerance the sanctity and learning of Hus and Jerome 

were much inferior to the wagons and hand-guns of Zizka and Procop. 

There followed a confusing series of events. Most of the messengers 

who passed between Basle and Rome seem to have been unwarrant¬ 

ably slow; it often happened, therefore, that by the time a com¬ 

munication from one to the other receivtHl its reply, the situation had 

entirely changed. The first formal session of the (buncil was held on 

14 December*. Business transacted in less solemn gatherings was con¬ 

firmed; the decree Frequens was renewed; the objects of the Council 

were declared to be the extirpation of heresy, the re-establishment ot 

peace in Europe, and the reform of the Church. Enthusiasm was now 

running high at Basle, and one may well understand the dismay aroused 

by a rumour that the Bishop of Parenzo, papal treasurer, who arrived 

just before Cbristma.s, had brought a bull dissolving the CoiinciL It was 

i Mansi, xxix, 1. * Mansi, xxix, 3 sqq.; Cofic. Banit, ii, 18. 
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true, though the bishop, taken aback by the size and zeal of the Council, 

denied it, and left it to a member of his suite to publish the obnoxious 

instrument after his own flight from the city. It caused immense in¬ 

dignation, soon intensified by the arrival of a second bull of similar 

effect, dated 18 December*, and dictated largely by the Pope’s anger and 

alarm at the Council’s invitation to the Hussites. The effect of the two 

documents was that the Council was declared dissolved, that all prelates 

were enjoined to assemble at Bologna in eighteen months to hold an 

extra Council, that the next Council under the decree Freqttens was 

summoned to Avignon in ten years’ time, and that the war against the 

Czechs was to be carried on. 

The Pope had altogether misapprehended the situation. The Council 

refused to dissolve. It expostulated by letters and envoys, justifying its 

resistance by the decrees of Constance and hinting that it might withdraw 

olxjdience from the Pope. It passed decrees denying the authority of 

anyone to dissolve or transfer it. Though Cesarini, at the Pope’s command, 

resigne<i the presidency, he remained at Basle, defended the Council’s 

j:x)licy towards the Hussites, and warned Eugenius of the perils to which 

he was exposing the Holy See. The King of the Romans had already 

taken the Council under his patronage, and had appointed William, Duke 

of Bavaria, as its protector. 

Issue was now fairly joined, and there followed a bewildering struggle 

which continued till the end of 1433. Few would deny that the honours 

of this conflict lay with the Council. It is not merely that it won; but 

it shewed a dignity and steadfastness which contrast most favourably 

with the vacillation and trickery of the Pope. The Hussites were still the 

Council’s greatest aaset. Western Europe believed that only the Council 

could tame them, and so the Council must go on. But in the t)ouncil 

itself the ruling motive was a desire for reform. It was generally assumed 

at Basle that no reform could be secured through a Pope. So conciliar 

supremacy must be upheld, in order that the Pope might legally be over¬ 

ridden. The (’ouncil had no wish to go to extremes; but the maladroit 

hostility of Eugenius stirred men’s tempers, and some advanced views 

were expressed. While, however, there was an almost unanimous refusal 

to accept the al)solute monarchy claimed by the Pope, there was no 

agreement on what should be put in its place. To some, while the 

Pope’s faith and conduct were subject to scrutiny by a General Council, 

which might reprimand, punish, or even depose him in the interest of the 

Church Universal, he was nevertheless head of the Church by divine right, 

and, unless in conflict with those of a General Council, his deciees and 

ordinances were universally binding. To others, on the contrary, he 

was no more than the capid ministeriak of the Church, his function 

being merely to execute its decrees, his own being only administrative 

ordinances. Some, indeed, thought that such a constitutional monarch, 

* Mansi, xxix, 504 cf. xxx, 75 sq. 
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for all his lack of independent authority, had been instituted by God; 

but many held that the Papacy was a human invention and that the 

Church might entrust its executive power to a Council or Committee. 

There were in fact not a few who would have ascribed very great authority 

to the Cardinals. To no small numl)er, furthermore, sovereignty lay 

with the bishops, whose powers came to them direct from God; the 

Church, to use modern terminology, was reganled as a federation or 

bishoprics, federal authority being vested in the Papacy, which, however, 

might exercise only such functions as had been expressly allotted to it. 

In the eyes of others, who were strongly represented at Basle, sovereignty 

belonged to the whole body of clergy. General Councils, through which 

this sovereignty was exercised, must therefore be constituted on a 

democratic basis. It is plain that, in face of these theories, some of which 

w'ere mutually incompatible, the Papacy, w ith its clear, definite principles 

and claims, was in a very advantageous position. 

During 1432 the Council grew stronger. Its numlxTs increased steadily 

though slowly. In April there were over eighty membcTs, including thirty 

or forty mitred prelates. The King of the Romans promised to stand by 

them to the death, Charles VII of France, after long hesitation, accepteil 

the advice of a council of the clergy of his obedience, and in »July gave 

French ecclesiastics leave to attend. About the same time the English 

government reached a similar decision. Castile and Burgundy were also 

favourable. Meanwhile, negotiations with the Hussites were progressing, 

and in May, by the convention of Eger, they tigreed, on terms which 

testify to the terror tliey had inspired, to send representatives to distmss 

with the Council the possibility of reconciliation. 

All this while the Council was increasing its pressure on the Pojxi. In 

April it renewed the decrees of the fifth session of ( ’onstance, and called 

upon Eiigenius to revoke his bulls of dissolution, and either to appear at 

Basle, or, if in bad health, to send a representative. At the same time, 

the cardinals, several of whom were notoriously out of sympathy with the 

Pope's policy, were peremptorily cited to join the (Council within three 

months. In May Cesarini again attached himself to the Council and 

accepted the doctrine of conciliar supremacy. A little later the C\>uncil 

declared that, if the Papacy fell vacant while it was in being, the new 

Pope must be elected wherever it was sitting, denied the Pope's right to 

create cardinals as long as he absented himself, and named a Vicar of the 

papal territory of the Venaissin in opposition to the nephew of Eugeni us. 

In the early summer the Poj)e shewed the first sign of being impressed 

by the Council's firmness. While refusing any concession on matters of 

principle, he offered to allow the Council to remain at Basle until the 

Bohemian problem was solved and then to choose any place it liked in 

the Papal States as the scene of a new Council, which should not be 

dissolved until it had extinguished heresy, given j>eace to Europe, and 

i-eformed the Church. But the Council refused to be diverted from the 
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principle at issue, and in its reply asserted in the bluntest language the 

superiority of a General Council to a Pope, who, even if he might be 

styled head of the Church, was only caput ministeriak. It also hinted 

that the case of Cardinal Capranica and all its implications would be 

investigated*. 

Meanwhile, out of twenty-one cardinals fifteen had either appeared at 

Basle, named proxies, or offered satisfactory excuses. In September Cesarini 

agreed to resume the presidency. There followed a lull in the conflict, 

but in December the Council decreed that, if Eugenius did not withdraw 

the bull of dissolution within sixty days and adhere to the Council with¬ 

out reserve, it w^ould take such measures as the Holy Ghost should 

inspire*. 

Before the stern summons of the (x)uncil many members of the Curia 

were beginning to waver. Eugenius himself had already offered to submit 

to arbitration the (jiiestion whether t.he( ouncil should be moved to Italy 

or to another place in Germany. The latest conciliar decree, Imcked as 

it was by an urgent embassy from the German Electors, forced the Po{>e 

to admit defeat. On 14 February 1433 he issued a bull authorising the 

holding of a General ('ouncil at Basle. He tried to save his face by 

alleging that many of his previous objections to Basle had been removed 

by the march of event.'^, and by announcing that he would send legates 

to preside. He furthermoix* wrote letters to the princes, univei*sities, and 

eeclesiiistical authorities of Catholic Europe, calling on them to attend 

the ("ouncil or send representatives. 

When the bull became known at Basle it altogether failed to conciliate 

the (x)uncil. What was the Pope’s view of what the Council had already 

done? On this no light had Ix^en shed, ('onsequenily, at its eleventh 

session, held on 27 April 1433, the (buncil ignored the change in the 

Pope’s attitude. It was decreed that, if he failed to attend the (biincil or 

send representatives w ithin four months, he would be liable to suspension; 

if a further two months passed without his submission, the Council might 

depose him. The ('ouncil safeguarded itself by enacting that it might 

not dissolve itself without the consent of two-thirds of each of the deputa¬ 

tions into which it was dividetl. 

To prt‘side over the Council, the Pope named six canlinals, one of whom 

was C^arini. He refused to act; the Council rejected the others until the 

* hi 142(» Capratiica liad been credited a cardinal by Martin V, nho had kept his 

act secret until shoilly before his death. In consequence Capranica had not completed 
all the customary formalities wdien Martin died. Nevertheless, he claimed the right 
to attend the conclave, but for political reasons a majority of the Sacred (’ollege 
decided to exclude him. Now, of those cardinals who had advocated his admission, 

the majority had not at first voted for Eugenius, and if Capranica’s claim was just, 
there was thus some doubt of the validity of the election. With great folly, Eugenius 

behaved very harshly towanis Capranica, who, a ruined man, went to Basle and laid 

his case before the ('ouncil. 
* Mansi, xxix, 43 sq. 
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Pope should acknowledge that the Council had been from the beginning 

a true Council, should adhere to it unconditionally, and should withdraw 

the bull of dissolution. The Pope’s envoys grievously mishandled their 

case, and when, abandoning conciliatory talk, they openly advocated pap^ 

supremacy, they were easily worsted in argument by (’esarini. Ihe Council 

was eager for action against Eugenius, and in July a resolution in favour 

of delay was defeated by 363 votes to ^3\ 
The Council, as these figures indicate, had been growing fast. In the 

spring of this year seven cardinals, five archbishops, and forty-thi'ee bishops 

were present®. The embassies of temporal potentates continued to arrive. 

Those of England and Burgundy appeart^d in March; the French dele¬ 

gation, present in part since the previous November, was complete in May. 

In size and representative character the Council remained inferior to that 

of Constance, but it could now claim without absunlity that it spoke with 

the voice of the Church lTnivei*sal. 
Most of the lay rulers represented at Basle, while not in sympathy 

with the Pope’s theories, dreaded a new schism and wished the Council 

to move slowly while they tried to arrange an amicable settlement. But 

the majority of the Fathers were disinclined to listen, and the urgent 

remonstrances of Sigismund only secured, on 13 July, a sixty days’ ex¬ 

tension of the term within which Eugenius must comply with the C ouncil’s 

demands®. The Council’s confidence in itself may Ix^ measured by the 

fact that the German Electors, England,and Burgundy were all sympathetic 

towards Sigismund’s efforts. 

At the moment, as it happened, relations were particularly intimate 

lx?tween Eugenius and Sigismund, whom the Pope had crowned Em{>c*ror 

on 31 May 1433. Believing him to have been won over to the papal 

cause, Eugenius was encouraged to grtyiter lx>ldness than he had shewn 

for some time. On 1 July he forbade the Council to attempt anything 

beyond its three tasks of suppressing heresy, restoring peace, and reform¬ 

ing the Church. On 29 July,in the bull/n,vcrw^a6/7w,heannulle<leverything 

it had done outside its proper field, including all its acts against himself, 

the Holy See, and the Curia. This he followed thix^e days later by the 

bull Diidum sacrum*. There he recognised that the Council ha<l been 

valid from the first, though in terms which implied that he wa.s granting 

a favour, not acknowledging a fact; he also withdrew the bull of dissolu¬ 

tion and declared his adherence to the Council. The bull Ihulum sacmm 

was prepared in two texts, one of which contained certain provisos—not 

shewn to Sigismund—the most notable Ixung that the presidents named 

by the Po{)e should be accepted by the Council and that everything done 

against the Papacy and its supportei's should be annulled. If the Council 

would accept the Pope’s terms, he would revoke everything he had done 
against its members. 

1 Mcmummta cortciliortim, i/, im. ® Uzarus, I>aA‘ Heeler Konzil, App. u 
3 Mansi, xxix, 61. < I hid. 674 s<|. 
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Very soon afterwai'ds Eugenius heard of the Couiicirs refusal to suspend 

for more than a few weeks its proceedings against him. Without waiting 

to ascertain the effect of the bull Dvduin acuynim^ he denounced the 

Council’s behaviour in a circular letter to a number of kings and princes, 

and on 11 September the bull In arcano annulled the decrees passed by 

the Council on 13 July and declared that anyone accepting benefices taken 

away from his supporters would be for ever incapacitated for holding any. A 

further bull, Detut dated 13 September, was quite uncompromising. 

It contains an outspoken statement of the Pope’s case, declares that the 

conduct of the membei*s of the Council approximates to heresy, expressly 

refuses approval to many of their acts, and denies that the Council has 

had a continuous existence since its beginning. The Pope agrees that the 

assembly in Basle may henceforth be called a General Council, on condi¬ 

tion that it withdraws all its decrees against himself and admits his 

presidents. All conciliar decrees must be confirmed by the Pope, for he 

has authority over all Councils, save in matters which concern the Paith 

or the {)eace of the whole C'hurch. The assertion that a General Council 

is above the Pope is heretical. If the C'ouncil will not change its policy, 

it is the duty of ('hristian princes to resist it. 

Tliis document has oc!casioned much controversy. According to the 

Council it was known far and wdde; and it seems certain that it was 

published and discussed at places so remote from Rome as Vannes and 

Angers. The Pope, how ever, denied its authenticity, and modem historians 

have usually rcgarded it as a mere draft, which, whether through accident 

or through malice, was circulated without his knowledge. The truth of 

the matter w ill probably never be ascertained; but we have seen Martin V 

trying the eft'ect of a bull unfavourable to conciliar authority and dropping 

it when it provoked strong opposition, and Eugtmius IV had played strange 

tricks with the bulls dissolving the Council of Basle and quite lately had 

drawn up two versions of IMidum sacnm. It may well be that the bull 

was a huUon (Pmai, which Eugenius repudiated when he found that few 

people like<l it^ 

During the autumn of 1433 the Council’s truculenc*e was so far mitigated 

by political pressure that its anti-papal proceedings w'ere suspended. The 

position of Eugenius, however, grew woi-se. The bull mvit made a 

bad imprt*ssion on all sides. Sigismund, France, Burgundy, even his owm 

Venice, urged him to accept the demands of the Council. What perhaps 

influenced him still more, the Sforza and Fortebrcujcio, probably 

at the instince of the Duke of Milan, entered the Papal States and occu¬ 

pied a great part of them. At all events, on 15 December 1433 Eugenius 

accepted one of the formulas proposed to him by the Council and issued 

^ Valois, Paf*e ei Concile, i, 2511 sqq., has shewn that the bull was draw'ii up by 
.Vntoiiio (1© Roselli, then a coiisistorial advocate, hut his inference that it had never 

received the approval of the Pope is not home out by the wordiu|? of the document 

on which he relies. CT. Haller, in H.Z., ox, 350 sq. 
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a second bull Dudum sacrum. In this he recognises that the Council has 

been canonical since its opening, that its dissolution was invalid, and that 

it should continue in order to deal with its oft-mentioned three tasks. 

He declares that he will loyally pramote the Council, and revokes the 

bulls Inscrutahilu^ In arcana^ and Deus novit (though, he protests, the 

last was published without his knowledge), together with everything he 

had done to the CounciPs prejudice. 
On 5 February 1434, at the sixteenth General Session, the Council ac¬ 

cepted the Pope\s bull and declared that he had giv(?n full satisfaction. 

It is true that there soon followed a little dispute over the terms on which 

the presidents named by the Pope were to be admitted. On 24 April, 

however, they agreed to a form of oath accephible to the ('ouncil, where¬ 

by they undeilook to observe and defend its decrees^ After this there 

ensued some fifteen months in which the relations of the Pope and the 

Council were outwardly amioible. 
The Council was at the height of its prestige and power. Its conflict 

with the Papacy, however, had not aroused popular ei\thusiasm, and its 

hold on public esteem was due mainly to its dcialings with the Hussites. 

Most of the negotiations, it is true, were conducted on Bohemian or 

Moravian soil, and are l)est treated as part, of the history of Bohemia. 

But what an'ested the attention of Europe was the appearance at Basle 

in January 1433 of fifteen Bohemian envoys, iiu hiding Jan Hokycana, 

the leading preacher of the Hussites, Peter Payne, an English disciple of 

Wyclif, their most formidable dialectician, and the great Prokop himself, 

who had caused the mood of sweet reasonableness which the Council, with 

obvious difficulty, maintained. Not only did the Fathei's condes<X‘nd to 

debate with condemned heretics, but, in deference to Hussite prejudice's, 

harlots were banished from the Basle streids and meml)ers of the Council 

were ordered to keep so}>er and abstain from dancing ami gambling. In 

accordance with the preananged progi-amme, the debates turned almost 

entirely on the famous Four Articles of Prague, in which the Hussites 

demanded communion under both kinds, freeilom of preaching, the re¬ 

duction of the clergy to apostolic poverty, and the punishment of public 

sins, hanks largely to the suavity and tact of Cesarini, the heretics were 

allowed to state their views fully and treated with a politeness w hich rarely 

lapsed and sometimes verged on cordiality. Ascontroversialiststheirleading 

speakers were well equipped. Their weakness was that the delegation 

contained representatives of every shade of Hussite opinion. Neverthe¬ 

less, though the Council tried to play upon the divisions among the 

envoys, they were skilful enough to maintain a united front against the 

common enemy. Convinced, after some weeks, that their hopes of winning 

the Council to their views were vain, they declared that they had not 

been authorised tojoin itor make any compromise, and that, if negotiations 

» For the Pope’s surrender and the Council’s acceptance of it, see Mansi xxjx 
78 sqq. ' ^ 
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were to go farther, the Council must send a mission to Bohemia to 

confer with the Diet. 

When in April 1438 the Hussites left Basle, a deputation from the 

Council consequently went with them. Its real task was to spy out the 

land. Its debates with the Diet led to no agreement, but on their return 

to Basle the envoys could report with truth that the Hussites were utterly 

disunited and that the grant of the cup to the laity in the Eucharist 

would win over the Utraquist or Calixtin party, which was supported by 

most of the Bohemian nobles. The Council resolved to make this con¬ 

cession, but to keep its decision secret until there had been further 

discussion on the other matters raised by the Articles of Prague. A 

second mission, which reached Prague in the autumn of 1488, found the 

Hussites even more at variance than before and their army in a state of 

mutiny. I'he party for reconciliation was stronger; the Councirs envoys 

displayed great skill and address; and in November, notwithstanding the 

oj)position of a powerful minority, the Diet accepted an agreement, 

commonly known as The Compacts of Prague, whereby Bohemia and 

Moravia were to make peace with all men, and any in those lands who 

had been wont to communicate under both kinds might continue to do 

so, merely verbal concessions beiikg made on other points of the Four 

Articles. Almost immediately, however, there arose disputes as to the 

interprebition of this treaty, and nothing was really settled when, in 

February 1484, the Councirs delegation got back to Basle. There were 

indei^d some sharp passages between the Council and a Bohemian envoy, 

and there might even now have l>een a totiil breach but for the solicitous 

intervention of Sigismund. 

Reaction, however, was spreading apace in Bohemia. The Catholics 

and the Ctraquists arrayed themselves in arms against the Orphans and 

the Taborites. On 80 May 1484 Prokop was defeated and killed at Lipany. 

The commander of the victorious army had been an officer of Zizka, and 

he had under him many of the soldiery who had made the Hussite name 

terrible throughout Europe. But men estimated rightly that with the 

overthmw of Prokop the tiggressive force of the Hussite cause had departed. 

The iTconciliation of Bohemia to the Church seemed to require only a 

little face-saving talk. And, in the eyes of Europe, it w-as the Council 

that was chiefly to be thanked for this happy result. 

Commanding w idespread respect, the ('ouncil apparently stood a good 

chance of succet^ding in its task of reform. It now' had about five hundred 

members. It Inul nothing to fear from external hostility. Despite com¬ 

plaints of the high cost of food and lodging, it is evident that men of 

modest means managed to stay in Basle fairly comfortably for years. 

Nevertheless, the Council labouivd under certain grave disiidvantiges. 

Though almost unanimous in resisting Eugenius, it was, as we have seen, 

in'econcilably divided in opinion as to the Pope's rightful position. It 

was, moreover, rent by national animosities. This fact needs emphasis, 
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having often been overlooked by historians, since at Basle the division 

into ‘‘nations’’ was not formally adopted for the transaction of business. 

Instead, the members were grouped into four committees or “deputations,” 

which dealt respectively with the suppression of heresy, the pacification 

of Europe, the reform of the Church, and what was called “common and 

necessary business.” The clergy of each grade wei'e as far as possible dis¬ 

tributed equally among the deputations, and so were the representatives 

of each “nation. ” When one deputation had finished with a topic, its report 

was communicated to the others, and if two were in favour of a proposal, 

it was laid before a General Congregation^ Before it could be promulgated 

as a conciliar decree, however, a resolution had to be passed at a General 

Session, a very magnificent and solemn ceremony, to which the public 

were admitted, but in which only formalities wei\* transacted®. Neverthe¬ 

less, while these arrangements seem to have worked fairly well, “nations” 

formed themselves unofficially very soon after the beginning of the Council 

and came to have a great influence on its proceedings. They debated 

severally, appointed committees, and sometimes conferre<i with one 

another. It was not to be expected that members of tlie Council, when 

sitting in a General Congregation or a deputation, would ignore what 

they had been doing and saying in their “nations,” and the existence of 

these was soon recognised when appointments had to be made to the 

deputations and to certain conciliar offices. The Italian, French, German, 

and Spanish “nations” received semi-official countenance, but the English 

failed to establish their claim to form a separate group. Each “nation” 

had its president and a number of officials. At first the most influential 

“nations” were the Italian and the German (which included Scandinavians, 

Poles, and Hungarians); but after the conclusion of the Treaty of Arras 

in 1435, the French, previously divided, l)eaime very formidable, having 

in their ranks mast of the distinguisiied men attending the Council. The 

Spaniards, on the other hand, were never very numerous, and it was only 

after 1436 that their “nation” had any influence. The doings of each 

of these bodies were swayed largely by political considerations or by the 

particular interests of the regions whence their meml^ers came. They gave 

instructions to their representatives on the delegations, and sometimes, 

it seems, voted as solid blocks in General Congregations. It is probable, 

indeed, that national and political rivalries had as much weight at Basle 

as formerly at Constance®. 

It has often been asserted that the efficiency and prestige of the Council 

were seriously damaged by the character of many of its memliers. In its 

early days, when its numbers were small and its fate was uncertain, almost 

^ The Councirs main rules for the conduct of business are printed in Mansi, xxtx, 
377 sq., and in Men, Cone, u, 200 sqq. 

* On the Councils procedure, Lazarus (pp. Ill sqq.) may be consulted, though he 
does not always interpret his authorities correctly. 

» On this whole subject, see Lazarus, pp, 167 sqq. For illustrations of the effect of 
national animosities, see e,g. Cone. BoftiL v, 100 et poftmm. 
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any would-be member seems to have been admitted*. Later, rules con¬ 

cerning qualifications for membership were repeatedly made,and after 1486 

the composition of the Council was theoretically little if at all more 

democratic than that of the Council of Constance*. But the Committee 

charged with the application of the rules seems to have paid small regard 

to them*, and though references to cooks and grooms as figuring among 

the Fathers may have been rhetorical flights, there is no doubt that the 

Council comprised many who were clergy in no more than title, and some 
who were not even that. 

In the heyday of its triumph over Papacy and heresy, this body's judg¬ 

ment failed it. ^me members of the Council were moved by personal hatred 

of Eugenius. It tickled the vanity of the less responsible to feel that they 

were lording it over the Church and humiliating the Pope. And Eugenius, 

it must Ixi admitted, was constantly giving ground for .suspicion that his 

surrender had been insincere. Whatever its motives, the Council behaved 

as though the papal offic^e were in suspension. As early as 1432 it had 

set up a whole judicial apparatus to take the place of the papal court*. 

It attempted to divert to itself money which had been raised by papal 

collectors, and claimed the right of levying taxes on the clergy of the 

w'hole Church, At the same time, it meddled in all sorts of matters, 

ecclesiastical and political, for which machinery already existed or which 

did not concern it at all. Such conduct was trebly foolish. It wasted time 

which the Council should have bestowed on its proper tasks; it alienated 

public opinion, which had no wish to see the Pope superseded by the 

Council and disliked its interfering fussiness; and it stiffened the hostility 

of Eugenius, who came to the conclusion that conciliation only encouraged 
radicalism. 

Many modern writers have maintained that the Councifs folly was due to 

its democratic organisation. It is true that the inferior clergy greatly out¬ 

numbered the prelates*, that voting was by beads, and that the humblest 

members of a deputation might sway the course of its debates. But, while 

an assembly of prelates would doubtless have behaved very differently, there 

is no reason to l>elieve that it would have acted more wisely. For that matter, 

the most extravagant views found spokesmen at Basle in bishops and even 

cardinals. The truth is that the Fathers, with a few striking exceptions, 

were not of high moral or intellectual calibre. They could endure 

adversity but not succ€*ss. One may well doubt whether there w^as in the 

Church at that time enough devotion to principle to render possible the 

successful achievement of any of the tasks w^hich the Council of Basle 

was striving to accomplish. 

* Mon. Cone, ii, 190. Cf. Mansi, xxix, 1230. The question is discussed at some 

length, though not very convincingly, in Lazarus, 28 sqq. 

* Mon. Cone, n, 579 sq.; Cone. tf(uni iii, 461. 
* Mon. Cone, n, 650 sq. * Cone. Basil, i, 58. 
* There were never more than 105 mitred prelates at any meeting. Fhat number 

was reached at the 17th General Session, on 26 April 1434 {Mon. Cone, ii, 649). 
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Nevertheless^ from 1434 to 1436 things seemed to be going fairly well 

for the Council. The negotiations with the Bohemians dragg^ on 

unexpectedly, for even the mildest Hussites struggled to secure recognition 

of communion in both kinds as the normal practice in Bohemia and 

Moravia and to obtain guarantees for the future autonomy of the Church 

in those lands. Eventually, the Compacts of Prague were signed at Iglau 

(Jihlava) on 5 July 1436, and the Bohemians reconciled with the Church— 

a hollow formality and due in any case to Sigismund rather than to the 

Council. The Councirs envoys, however, had been conspicuous at the 

various conferenc‘es which led to this result, and most people supposed 

that their part had l)een decisive. 

The Council also concerned itself with the work of reform. Though 

so drafted as almost to invite evasion, a decree of July 1433, doing away 

with the general papal reservation of electoral benefices, dignities, and 

offices, had testified to the widespread determination to curtail the Pope's 

absolutism*. But it was temptingly easy to reform the absent and the 

few. Thus, in November 1433 there hod been passed a decree prescribing 

the regular and frequent holding of provincial and diocesan synods and 

defining their procedure and functions, its purpose being to subject 

metropolitans and bishops to a control like that to which the Pope was 

to be subjected by General Councils. In the summer of 1434 there was 

issued a reaffirmation of the decree of the Council of Vienne enjoining on 

all universities the appointment of professors of orienbil languages. Such 

measures were naturally criticised as inadequate, nor could much be said 

in favour of four decrees of January 1435, against clerical concubinage, 

the abuse of excommunication and the interdict, and unreasomihle 

appeals in ecclesiastical causes-^the topics touched upon l>eing either of 

minor consequence or adequately covered by existing legislation. At 

length, however, at its twenty-first General Session, in June 1435, the 

Council, along with ten decrees of no particular account, issued one which 

was equivalent to a revolution. No payment, it laid down, was to be 

demanded at any stage of an appointment to an ecclesifistical lx‘nefice or 

office, or for ordination, or for the sealing of bulls, or under the name of 

annates,first-fruits, or any similar designation. Officialsof the papal or other 
chanceries were to receive appropriate salaries, with which they must he con¬ 

tent. If the Pope resisted this decree, he would be dealt with hy the Council*. 

T-he application ot this measure would, of course, have turnwl upside 

down the government of the Catholic Church as it luul been constituted 

since the days of Hildebrand. The Papacy, in the sense attached to the 

* Mansi, xxix, 62 sqq. Cf. Zwiilfen, IHc Reform dor hlrchmt^er/njtmTiff an dem Konzil 

zu Basel {Hosier Aeitifchrift far Geach, u, AltertumskwndeyXxvui^ I'he chanre 
that the Councilj when it came to the p<MtiC was lukewarm on reform must he (iis- 
missed in view of Zwolfen « ar^^uments, which are mainly based on evidence in 
Concilium Banlieme (cf. op. cit. xxix, 40 sqq,). 

* Mansi, xxix, 104. 
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term for more than three centuries, would have ceased to exist. It is true 

that when conununicating the decree to Eugenius the Council declared its 

readiness to give to him and the others adversely affected adequate com¬ 

pensation, and that Cesarini, who was the principal author of the measure, 

urged insistently that this should l^e the next subject to be taken up. Never¬ 

theless, the Pope'^s legates at Basle were warranted in protesting against 
the decree. 

Eugenius hiiiiself took the blow with apparent coolness, and his envoys, 

while instructed to maintain the Pope’s supremacy and his right to 

annates, were told to hint that, if arrangements for compensation were 

immediately made and if one or two points of detail could be amicably 

settled, the Pope would confirm the decree. Cesarini, however, upheld 

the action of the Coinutil when it refused to bargain. It had already 

ordered that all sums of money due to the Pope should be sent to Basle. 

Eugenius for a while adopted a non-committal attitude. Really, however, 

he was much more confident than he had bi^en for some time. Forced by 

the populace to flee igiioniiniously from Rome, he had been an exile in 

Florence since June 1434, but the political situation in Italy had lately 

become much more favourable to him\ His agents at Basle, moreover, 

reported that many distinguished members of the Council thought that 

the majority luid lK‘en going too far. What gave him most hope, however, 

was his position in relation to the Greeks. 

Hie question of union w ith the Greeks had been brought to the fore 

by Eugenius. J'he Eastern Emperor and the leading prelates of the Greek 

Church were jiarticularly anxious at the moment for the healing of the 

Schism, since only if this were achieved could they hope for substantial 

help from the West against the Turks. The accessibility of Italy to 

tlie Greeks had been one of the arguments whereby Eugenius sought 

to justify the summons of a Council to Bologna. Tlie Council of Basle 

was therefore conipelled to interest itself in the matter, and it was 

naturally anxious that the conference between Catholics and Orthodox 

should lie held at Basle itself. For some three years both Council and 

Po{x‘ had Ixxm trying to convince the Greeks that no practical results 

could come from dealings w ith the other. The Greeks refused to go to 

Basle, and insisted that the Pope should he present in person at the 

conference. On the other hand, the Council succeeded in defeating a 

project, to which the Pope was willing to agree, for holding a Council at 

Constantinople. After much tortuous negotiation, it was settled between 

the Council and the Greeks, in the autumn of 14k55, that the conference 

should be held in some town on the coast, that the Council of Basle 

should bear the expenses of the Greeks, and that the Pope must be 

present in person. I'he situation was developing very agreeably for 

Eugenius. 
The C^ouncil was the more determined to shew^ the Greeks that the 

' On this see Wittram, Die fYanzosische PoHtik avf drm Busier KonzU, pp. 67 sqq. 
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Pope was really of small consequence; and, in view of its financial 

commitments, it was well for it to make good its claim to control the 

pecuniary resources of the Catholic Church. It had already complained, 

on good grounds, that the Pope had ignored some of the reforming 

decrees which it had passed, and that he had countenanced vexatious and 

frivolous proceedings in the Curia against members of the Council. To 

the scandal of many of its erstwhile supporters, it had discussed the issue 

of an indulgence to raise funds for the expenses of the Greeks. The more 

hot-headed of its members now led a new offensive against the Pope. In 

January 1436 he was called upon to withdraw everything he had done 

against the Council and to confirm all its decrees. He was held up to 

obl^uy in a circular which the Council addressed to all Christian princes, 

praising its owm conducts In March more reforms were decreed. New 

rules about the Pope'^s conduct, pei*sonal and official, were laid down. 

Every new Pope was to swear that he would maintain the Faith as pro¬ 

claimed by General Councils, notably those of Constance and Basle, and 

that he would continue to hold such gatherings. There w ere fresh and nnmite 

regulations about the qualifications and behaviour of cardinals. Cei tain 

previous decrees very obnoxious to the Papacy w ere confirmed or strength¬ 

ened*. In April, at a thinly attended session, the Council voted the grant 

of a plenary indulgence to all who should contribute towards the Council 

of union with the Greeks*. To the Pope's overtures on annates and the 

Greek question, uncompromising and aggressive answers were returned. 

Meanwhile Eugenius had continued to treat the Council politely, 

gaming time and conceding nothing. In the summer of 1436, however, 

he evidently thought that he need no longer dissemble. In a memorandum 

to the princes of Catholic Europe he re view'(xl the proceedings of tlie 

Council in a hostile spirit, accusing it of a factious temper, of interfering 

in matters beyond its competence, of sterility even within its usurped 

sphere, and of a desire to destroy the authority of the Pope and to make 
the government of the Church a democracy. 

The renewal of open strife betw^een Council and Pope alarmed the 

Greeks, who had no wish to unite with a disunited Church. They were 

also perturbed by the policy of the Council respec ting the place of* meet- 

ing. Although they h^ bargained for a town on the coast and their 

Emperor had declared that he would not go to Basle, the Council most 

foolishly resolved, on 5 December 1436, that the conference should take 

place either there, at Avignon, or somewhere in Savoy ^ Cesarini refused 

to put the motion, and a strong minority shared his views. 

A Greek envoy insisted that the meeting must take place in one of the 

places already approved. Though Avignon was not one of these, the 

Council continued to favour it, even when it had acquiesced in the rejec- 

1 Mansi, xxx, 1044 sqq. 2 ^xix, 110 «qq. 3 j2s sqq. 

* This decision was due mainly to the French, who, there is reason to believe, 
hoped to get the Papacy back to Avignon (Cane. Baail. v, 177 sqq. paainm). * 
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tion of Basle. Avignon delayed beyond the prescribed term in complying 

with the conditions which the Council sought to impose upon it as the 

price of the honour and profit which it was to receive*; but the majority 

of the Council refused to change their minds % and, under the leadership 

of Louis d’Aleman, known as the Cardinal of Arles, bitterly denounced 

Cesarini, who, with some fifty followers—mainly prelates—asserted that 

another place, preferably in Italy, should be chosen. It was in vain that 

the twenty-fifth sessicxn was postponed to avert violence, for when on 

7 May 1437 it was at last held, each party tried to seize the high altar 

and the president's chair, swords were drawn and blows were struck. 

Eventually two bishops started simultaneously to read rival decrees. The 

minority, whose decree was the shorter^, sang TV Deum when its recital 

was finished, the majority beginning the hymn as soon as they could and 

going steadily through it a few lines in the wake of their competitors. The 

majority decree* stated that the Council of Union was to be at Basle, or, 

if the Greeks were immovably opposed to that, at Avignon or somewhere 

in Savoy. I'he minority had chosen Florence or any other town already 

designated which should l>e agreeable to the Pope and the Greeks. Some 

of those belonging to it, at the instance or with the connivance of the 

Archbishop of Taranto, a papal legate, stole the conciliar seal to authen¬ 

ticate their decree \ 

After this the Council would have done well to dissolve. It was 

irremediably split, and both parties had lost their dignity and sense of 

proportion. 'I'hey acted together a little longer, however, and one party 

still had years of futile life before it. But there is no need to linger over 

the details of the sequel. 

Not l>eing ready to surrender to Eugeniiis, the Council, with sound 

tactical judgment, continued its attack on him. At the twenty-.sixth 

General Session, on 31 July 1437, lie was cited to answer charges of 

having refused to introduce reform, raised new scandals in the Church, 

and caused schism by refusing to obey the decrees of the Council*. 

Cesarini refused to preside at this session. Eugenius making no response, 

the Council, on 1 October, pronounced him guilty of contumacy’. 

Meanwhile the Pope had issued the bull Doctorisgentniniy dated 18 Sep¬ 

tember 1437*. If the Council persisted in its action against the Pope, it 

was to be transferred to Ferrara after 30 days (allowed for the completion 

of business with the Bohemians). Even if it gave up its anti-papal pro¬ 

ceedings, it must go there as soon as the Greeks reached Italy. At 

Ferrara the Pope would appear with a full vindication of his conduct. On 

* Cone. Basil i, 150; Mon. Cone, u, 955, v, 215 sqq. 
* The case of the majority is fully and plausibly put in its report to the Emperor 

Sigismund (Cone Basil, i, 442 sqq.). 
® Mansi, xxxi, 1301 sqq. * Ibid, xxix, 133 sqq. 
* Cone. Basil, i, 158, v, 263; Mon. Cone, ii, 979, 987. 
* Mansi, xxix, 137 sqq. ^ Ibid. 147 sqq. 
* Mansi, xxxi, 1388. 
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12 October the Council defiantly answered the Pope point by point, 

announcing that, unless he yielded, he would be suspended at the end 

of four months and deposed at the end of six after the issue of his last 

bull^ 

At these threats, however, the Po|)e could laugh, for he had decisively 

worsted the Council in the rivalry for the confidence of the Greeks. 

After the breach in the Council in the spring, he had confirmed the 

minority decree of the twenty-fifth session and the Greeks declared that 

they recognised only the minority as the true Council. In August, a 

deputation chosen partly by Eugenius, partly by the minority at Basle, 

sailed from Venice, and in September anived in Constantinople with 300 

archers for the defence of the city. They were soon followed by ships from 

the majority at Basle^ but the envoys on these made no impression on 

the Greeks, who in Novemlxir embarked on the vesst'ls sent by Eugenius. 

On hearing this news, Cesarini tried to induce the Council at Basle to 

meet the Greeks in Italy and to effect a rfs'onciliation with the Pope. It 

was prudent advice, but it is not astonishing that the majority rc'jected 

it. A few days later Eugenius announced that the Council had now bc*en 

transferred to Ferrara, but before this could have }>een known at Basle, 

Cesarini left the city with his supporters, to Ixi warnilv welcomed in Italy. 

For the next eighteen months the attempt to unify Eastern and West¬ 

ern Christendom interested Europe more tlian what was happening at 

Basle. It is hard to say, nevertheless, which of the two Councils m7is the 

more futile. At Ferrara the principal motive of nearly all the Greeks 

was political, while the Pope was thinking mainly of enhancing the pres¬ 

tige of the Holy See and scoring points off his enemies at Basle. It is no 

injustice to say that very few of those concerned were thinking first of 
the w'elfare of Christendom. 

I he Emperor John Palaeologus, the Patriai'ch of Constantinople, and 

twenty-two Orthodox bishops, with a train of priests, officials, and others, 

numbering in all seven hundred pei^sons, landed at Venice in February 

1488, Ihe Council of Ferrara had been ojK‘r)ed on 5 January: the Poj>e 

was already there: and it had appropriately denounced the Fathers of 

Basle. Owing to discussion on points of etiquette and procedure, it was 

not until 9 April that the Greeks were present at a formal s^'ssion. 

The Emperor hoped to seeiire military aid from W(‘stern Europe with¬ 

out risking a defeat of his Church in theological discussion. I'he Greeks 

therefore deliberately wasted time, and it was only when the indiffmmee 

of the princes of the West Iwearne manifest that serious debate startetd. 

Ireliminary skirmishes shewed that neither side was inclined to make 

concessions, and the prospect of agreement wemed dark wlien in October 

the Council at last apfjroached the crticial question--the doctrine of the 

‘ Mansi, xxjx, sqq., 281) sqq. 

' a^lescription of the delays to which these had been subji^cted on the way, 
4 soo. see Cone. BmiL .304 sqq. 
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procession of the Holy Ghost. Was it ever lawful for a section of the 

Church to make an addition to the Creed? And if it were, did the Holy 

Ghost proceed from the Son as well as from the Father? The debate 

wiis leisurely and verbose, both sides showing much dialectical acumen, and 

comporting themselves on the whole with dignity and good temper. Soon, 

however, tlie Pope, pleading the presence of plague in Ferrara, the 

disturbed state of the neighbourhocxl, and his lack of money, persuaded 

the Greeks to move to Florence, where the inhabitants had promised 

a loan. The transference of the ('oiincil was formally decreed on 

10 January 1439, but it was not for nefirly two months that the debates 

were resumed. There was still no agreement about the procession of the 

Holy Ghost, l)ut the Emperor and many of his advisers had become more 

accommodating, inasmuch as they did not wish to go home without 

acc‘omplishing anything whatever. Ultimately in J line the Gnieks accepted 

a formula w4iich allegc^d that the addition to the Creed was warranted 

by the Fathers and that the Holy Ghost proceeded from the Father and 

the Son as from one oiigin and cause. A few points, deemed of minor 

importance, were next settled without trouble; but at the last moment 

there was nearly a complete breach over papal supremacy. Most of the 

(ireeks were w illing to acknowledge the primacy of the See of Rome, and 

the Patriandi of (Constantinople, wdio had just died, had left behind 

a timc'ly paper recognising it; but all the Greeks wished their Church to 

retain a considerable measure of autonomy. Eugenius was for some time 

intransigent, but finally both sides adopted an inconclusive and indeed 

meaningless formula. In consequence the decree of Union was signed on 

5 July by 115 (Catholic prelates and all the (ireek prelates at Florence 

save one, Mark, Archbishoy) of Ephesus, an honest and unbending zealot. 

Though the Pope wanted to discuss other subjects, the Greeks hurried 

home as soon as they could. 

The Poy>e, as he had promised, sent three hundred soldiers and two 

galleys to aid tlie defence of Constantinople. But, onee the terms of the 

Union were known, the (rreeks who had signed them became the targets 

of a furious outburst of poyjular indignation. Mark of Ephesus w as the 

hero and lefuler of the opymsition. The Emperor, while personally 

upholding what had been done, did not venture on the 4>fficial promul¬ 

gation of the decree of Union. Bessarion of Nieaea and Lvidore of Kiev 

identified themselves with the Western Church and Rccey>ted cardinals'hats; 

and the archbishopric of Kiev, and a few^ Russian bishoprics, recognised 

the decree; but otherwise the Orthodox Church scarcely noticed the w^ork 

of the Council of Ferrara and Florence. To the Pope the Council brought 

a temporary increase of {)re.stigc, very welcome at the moment, and 

reinforced by the formal and fruitless “reconciliation" of the Armenians, 

Jacobites, Maronites, and w hat not during the next few yearst 

* For a fuller account of the proceedings at Ferrara and Florence, see above, 

vol. IV, pp. 621 sqq. 
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The Council of Florence did not end with the departure of the Greeks. 

On 4 September 1439, in the important decree Moyses^ it denied the 
assertions, lately reiterated at Basle, that a General Council was superior 

to the Pope, and that a Pope might not dissolve, adjourn, or transfer a 

General Councils It was kept officially alive for six more years, perhaps 

longer, though after the Pope’s return to Rome in 1443 it was transfer!^ 

to the Lateran. Its sole function was to pass decrees of union with 

Eastern sects, but the Pope found it convenient to say that he was in 

consultation with a General Council. How and when it ended is not 
known. 

Meanwhile, the depleted Council of Basle kept up its fight with more 

success than might have been anticipated. On 24 January 1438 it decreed 

the suspension of the Pope from the exercise of his functions, spiritual 

and temporal*. The deposition of Eugenius, which, according to the 

Council’s plans, should have followed two months later, was, however, 

deferred owing to the reluctance of the princes of western Europe to see 

a fresh schism. The Council, indeed, had lost the countenance of England 

and the greater part of Italy; but it still had something to gain by 

humouring Germany and France. 

The Emperor Sigismund died in December 1437. In March 1438 the 

Electors chose Albert of Austria to succeed him, and dec^lared their 

neutrality as between Eugenius and the Council of Basle. This attitude 

they officially upheld for nearly eight years. Their object was to derive 

from the situation whatever advantage they could for themselves and, 

.secondly, for the German Church; and in pursuit of such a policy their 

conduct naturally exhibited much inconsistency. For a while they seemed 

to l)e inclining towards the Council; and in March 1439, at a Diet at 

Mayence, they drew up a manifesto declaring that they accepted the Basle 

decrees respecting the supremacy of General Councils, reservations and pro¬ 

visions, the freedom of ecclesiastical elections, annates, and other matters. 

In acting thus the Electors were copying the French. At a Council 

held at Bourges in the summer of 1438 there was promulgated the cele¬ 

brated Pragmatic Sanction, which favoured the Council’s views on 

ecclesiastical sovereignty and applied to the Church in France the most 
notable of the reforming decrees enacted at Basle. 

Emboldened by the happenings in France and Germany, the Council 

again became very active. On 16 May 1439 the theory of conciliar 

supremacy, as stated at Constance, was declared to be a dogma*. On 

17 September a like decree was passed regarding the doctrine of the 

Immaculate Conception\ In the meantime, on 23 June, Eugenius was 

Mansi, xxix, 165 sqq. ‘ Mansi, xzxi, 716. 
’ Ibid. 178 sq. 

‘ /Wrf. 182 sq. two dwrees were subsequently ignored by the Church. 
Modem admirers of the Council have commented ironically on the fact that the 
doctrine of the Immaculate Conception was eventually recognised as a dogma bv the 
very Pope who bestowed the same authority on the theory of Papal Infallibility^ 
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formally pronounced a heretic for opposing the doctrines that a General 

Council had authority over all Christians and that a Pope might not 

dissolve, prorogue, or transfer it. Two days later, in the presence of 39 

prelates and about 300 other clergy, he was solemnly deposed\ 

The election of a new Pope was deferred for some months, but on 

5 November 1439^ an electoral commission, specially chosen by the 

Council, gave the necessary majority to Amadeus VIII, Duke of Savoy, 

who took the name of Felix V. Amadeus, a widower with several children, 

had ruled Savoy successfully for forty years, but since 1431 he had 

withdrawn with seven companions to Ripaille, where he led a secluded 

though hardly austere life. He had shewn special interest in the Council, 

and in its final dispute with Eugenius had been moi*e sympathetic to¬ 

wards it than any other European prince. His election as Pope was not 

unexpected by either the Council or himself. 

The sequel was disappointing to both. Between Felix and the Council, 

to begin with, relations were never satisfactory. Felix was not content 

with the position and dignity which the radicals of the Council were 

willing to acconl him. It was not until July 1440 that preliminary diffi¬ 

culties were sufficiently adjusted to admit of his coronation. He had been 

chosen largely because he was a rich man, who would cost the Church 

little or nothing; but lie had no intention of dissipating his private 

resources in the interests of the Council, and he insisted on being allotted 

a pro{.)er revenue for himself and the cardinals whom the Council had 

allowed him to appoint. The Council was forced to transgress some of its 

own decreets about the taxation of benefices. But even after this Felix 

complained that insufficient regard was shewn for his needs, while the 

Council criticised him for inactivity and his officers for rapacity®. The 

truth was that both Felix and the Council were disappointed at his recep¬ 

tion in Europe. Many universities and a few German princes accepted 

him. So did Elizalx'th of Hungary, widow' of the lately deceased King 

Albert of the Romans. Aragon and Milan wavered deliberately. But 

France, Castile, England, and most of Italy recognised Eugenius as true 

Pope, even though they might not always be willing to support him 

as against the Council of Ba.sle. It was the ambiguous attitude of 

Germany that really kept the Council in existence and Felix on 

his throne for several more years. But late in the autumn of 1442, tired 

of the bickering of the Council, Felix left Basle and went to live at 

Lausanne. 

Meanw hile there wei'e many signs that the Council was growing weary. 

In numbers, indoi^d, it itimained astonishingly strong; about the time of 

the election of Felix it still had over 300 niembers\ But thereafter its 

^ Mansi, xxix, 170 sqq. 
* Cone, Baffii. vii, pi. ii, p. liii, 

^ Mansi, XXIX, 208; cf. Cone, Basil, vn, pp. xlv sqq. 

* Mon, Cone, iii, 528. 
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interest in reform evaporated and it became more and more immersed in 

petty business concerning individuals^. T\\q attendance at meetings of 

committees and at General Congregations became bad*. 

On 16 May 1443 the Council of Basle held its forty-fifth General 
Session’’. It was decrejed that in three years** time a new (xeneral Council 

should be held at Lyons; until then tlie present Council should continue 

to sit at Basle, or, if Basle should become unsuitable, at I^fuisanne. It was 

the last General Session held at Basle. Henceforth, with dwindling 

numbers, the Council busied itself with little save petty litigation, mostly 
about disputed tmiefices. 

As long, however, as the policy of (iennany nunained unsettlwl the 

Council had some reason for ri^maining in Inung. The intrigue>^ which 

ultimately led to an agreeuK'nl Ixdwecn the Kmperor, the princes, and the 

Papacy belong really to Genrum history, and demand notice here only in 

so far as they are indispensable to an understanding of the fate of tite 

Council of Basle. From 1440 to 1445 relations In tweeTi (termanv and 

Eugenius changed little. For a wdiile hotli the Electors and Frt'derick III, 

All>ert IFs successor as King of the Homans, favoured the summons of a 

new' General Council, but as no one outside (iermanv shewc'd any 

enthusiasm for the plan, it was dro|)ped. Gradually Frederick ami the 

F^lectors drifted apart. The former inclined towards hhigenius, the latter 

towards Basle; but there was no departure from the neutralitv otfieiallv 
upheld. 

In 1445, however, political exigencies in Huiigarv' made fricaidship 

with Eugenius particularly desirable It) IVederiek. Thanks largely to the 

unscrupulous skill of his envoy, Aeneas Sylvius (a rat from the sinking 

Council), a treaty betw een him and the Pope \ki\s concluded early in 1446. 

In return for recognition Eugenius allowaal Frederick the right of nomina¬ 

tion to various sees and l)enefices in liis territories ami paid him a 
substantial sum of money. 

I he Electc^rs rtgarded the tr(*atv as a bn‘acii cyi a rec^eiit agreernent 

between them and Frederick. The i\>pe, moreove r, (h‘pos<al tlu‘ Kl(*ctor- 

Archbishops of ( ologne and Treves, who w'cre conspicaious for their 

friendlines.s towards the Council. Six of the Electors consepuentlv agreed 

to demand ot Eugenius that he .should eonfinn the decre<‘s of Constance 

about General Council.s, accept the refornjs emlxHiied in the dtxdaration 

issued at Mayence in 1439, and summon a new (haieml Council; if he 

refuscKl they would adhere to the Council of Basle on easy terms It looked 

like a formidable move. But the plans of ti.e Electo««s were betrayed 

to the Pope by Frederick II], anrl at the Diet of Frar^kfort, in September 

1446, the agents of the Pope and the king, Aeneas SyKius consfiitmouH 

^ Cone. Boittl. VI, pt. ii, 74, vn, pp. xlii .sq. 
^ Ibid, vij, pp. xvii Rq. 

?■ General Seaaion, of 9 August 
1442, as the last held at Basle; but sec Hefelc-Leclercq, vn, ii, ](Ht8. 
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among them, used bribery, cajolery, and argument in a resolute effort to 

break up the unity of the opposition. Two Electors and many lesser 

princes were won over; and a modified form of the Electors’ demands 

was presented at Rome by a deputation. The morale of the national or 

reform party in Germany was ruined; nearly everyone in the country was 

eager for some settlement, and few seemed to care about its terms. 

EugeniUvS IV, who was at the point of death, issued a series of instru¬ 

ments which the Germans accepted. Their terms fell short even of the 

diluted demands that had been made. He gave a personal promise to 

convoke a General Council after more than two years. He accepted, 

vaguely, the decree FrcqtmiH^ but avoided giving countenance to any 

other s{)ecific decree of the Council of Constance. He recognised the 

“eminence” of General Councils, but not their “pre-eminence,” which he 

liad lx?en asked to acknowledge. There is, however, little purpose in 

enumerating the details of these so-called concessions, for they never had 

any practical consequences. It was characteristic that Eugenius drew up 

a secTet protest, in which he said that sickness had prevented him from 

giving full attention to everything that had been laid before him, but if 

anything gianted was contrary to the te^aching of the Fathei-s or prejudicial 

to the Holy See, it was to be void. On 23 February 1447 the Holy See 

was relieved of him. 

Against the new Pope, Nicholas V, few felt any personal animosity, 

such as Eugenius had excited far and w ide. He at once devoted himself, 

with the assistance of Aeneas Sylvius, to completing the conquest of 

Germany. Though there were still recalcitrant elements, a very large 

number of princes obeyed Frederick’s summons to an assembly at 

Aschaffenburg in fluly 1447, in order to sanction the proclamation of 

Nicholas throughout Cjermany as lawful Pope. Nicholas was to confirm 

the concession.s made by Eugenius, and a Diet was to be held shortly to 

settle outstanding questions, unless in the meantime a special Concordat 

should l)e concluded with the papal hgate. 

That astute diplomatist, John Carvajal, at once began to baigain with 

Frederick III, and a Concoixlat was signed at Vienna in February 1448. 

Formally it was concluded between the Pope and the king only, though 

the consent of several Electors was claimed and a good many princes 

must have Ixien consulted. This pitiable agreement was concerned solely 

w ith reservations and provisions of benefices and with ecclesiastical elec¬ 

tions, It was to last for ever, but otherwise boi^e a close resemblance to 

the (knjcordat of 1418 between the German Church and Martin V, such 

changes as were made being on the whole in favour of the Papacy. The 

meagre concessions of Eugenius IV were, it is true, confirmed, “so far as 

they are not contrary to the present figreement”; but most of them wx*re 

incompatible with it, and the promise of a new General Council w^as 

quietly ignored. The German princes and German Church acquitn^c^d 

with singular meekness in this ignominious surrender; but seventy years 
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later Germany took the lead in the rebellion which the failure of the 

reform movement rendered inevitable. 

The outlook of the Council of Basle was now utterly dark. In the 

summer of 1447 Frederick III had ordered the civic authorities to expel 

its members; but he had to repeat his command more than once and 

threaten the city with the ban of the Empire before the Fathers were 

asked to depart. On 7 July 1448 they were escorted to Lausanne, whither, 

they declared, the Council was transferred. They soon held a formal 

session, in which they proclaimed themselves ready to do all they could 

to restore peace and unity to the Church. Just as things were be<'oming 

comic, however, the mediation of Charles VH of France, backed by 

Henry VI of England, brought them to a dignified end. Nicholas V was 

prepared to be conciliatory, and Felix asserted his willingness to alxlicate. 

After amicable negotiations, Felix, on 7 April 1449, in the second 

Greneral Session of the Council of I^usanne, solemnly announced his 

resignation^ On 19 April the Council elected as Pope Thomas of Sarzana, 

called in his obedience Nicholas V^, having been assured of his belief that 

a General Council holds its authority immediately of Christ and that all 

Christians must obey it in things which concern the Faith, the extirpation 

of schism, and the reform of the Church in head and members^ On 25 

April 1449, at its fifth session, having been assure! of the coiicurrence of 

Nicholas, it bestowed various offices and honours upon Felix, who had 

been made a cardinal by his victorious rival. Then the Council vott*d its 

own dissolution’. Had it always considered facts and digniU as it did 

in its last days, it would have achieved more and left a lx*tter name 

behind it. Yet, though modern historians of all beliefs ha\e found [)lenty 

of reason for deriding it, one should not forget that in its Ixst days it 

shewed a steadfastness in face of the Pope, a restraint in face of the 

Bohemians, and an earnestness in face of the evil prevalent throughout 

the Church which de.serve the applause of men of all cn^eds. And as the 

instrument of the last attempt of tlie medieval Church to ref(»rm its<df, 

the Council, in its folly and wisdom alike, should command at least an 

unprejudiced interest. 

^ For the text, see e.g, Mansi, xxxv, 7-“) sqq. 
^ Jbid. 77 sqq. 

’ Ibid. 80. 



CHAPTER II 

JOHN HUS 

An outstanding feature of Czech history in the second half of the four¬ 
teenth century was the powerful movement for Church reform which 
arose in Bohemia in the reign of Charles IV and rapidly expanded while 
gaining in intensity. Various causes contributed to this. There was the 
important political and cultural position of the Czechs in the Europe of 
that day when the King of Bohemia was at the same time Holy Roman 
Emperor, and the capital of Bohemia—Prague—was the seat not only of 
his court but also of the first university established in Central Europe,an 
institution attended by many foreigners of various nationalities; there 
was the material and intellectual wealth of the country, which at that 
time was an important centre of political and cultural activity in Central 
Europe; there were the almost limitless wealth and power of the Church 
of Rome, two factors which resulted in extravagance and immorality 
among the priesthood; there was the undue interference, so unfortunate 
in its consequences, of the Papal See in the internal affairs of the Church 

in Bohemia—the appointment of prebendaries, the levying of all kinds of 
dues—and the general relaxation of morals which all this encouraged; 
and, finally, the zealous and extraordinarily effective activity of a few 
chosen spirits against the moral degeneration of the day. The Emperor 
Charles and his chief adviser, Ernest, the first Archbishop of Prague, had 
already not only themselves taken action against various evils in the 
Church and among the priests, but had also protected and supported two 

famous preachers, the Austrian Conrad Waldhauser of the Augustinian 
Order (oh. 1369) and the Moravian priest, John Milic of Kromfriz 
(ob, 1374), in their denunciations of depravity among the burghers of 
Prague and tlie priests of the Church. The movement for moral reforma¬ 
tion inspired by the activities of these two men continued to develop even 
after their death. At the close of the fourteenth century two outstanding 
Czech thinkers and moralists, the knight Thomas of Stitny (o6. c. 1401) 
and the learned Matthias of Janov (oh. 1394), who had studied at the 
University of Paris, worked in the spirit of Milic. The people of 
Prague at this period demonstrated their fidelity to the memory of Milif. 
by their unswerving regard for the preachers who came forward on behalf 
of true moi'als. The popularity of these preachers led, in 1391, to the 

foundation of the Bethlehem Chapel at Prague, the ministers of which 
were charged by the founders with the duty of preaching twice on every 
Sunday and holy day in the Czech tongue. It was undoubtedly the in¬ 
tention of the founders that the sermons should be preached in the spirit 

of Milic's reforming aims, and although the first preachers at the Beth¬ 
lehem Chapel wei'e already noted for their denunciation of vice and dis- 
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order, this place of divine worship did not become the actual inheritor 

of Milica's aims and the executor, as it were, of his testament, until it was 

placed in charge of a man who raised the Bohemian reformation move¬ 

ment, till then of only local significance, to a place in world history. 

That man was John Hus. 

John Hus was bom about the year 1370. His birthplace was probably 

the village of Husinec near Prachatice in soutlieni IJohemia, although 

some serious investigators consider that he was born at the village of the 

same name near Prague. It is certain that he was calle<l John of Husinec 

after the name of his birthplace, a designation subsequently abbreviated 

into Hus, which l)ecame so usual that he himself used it, and it entered 

with him into the pages of history. Somewhere about the year 1390 

Hus came as a poor student to the University of Prague. The aim of his 

university studies was doubtless at the outset to enable him to become 

a priest, a profession to which, as he later reproaches himself, he was, 

like many others of his contemporaries, attractt‘d mainly by the prospects 

of a good living. Nor did Hus' mode of life differ from that of other 

students of that day. He got a livelihood by serving in the chiuehes, 

nor did he shun the gay or even exuberant entertainments of his fellow 

students, but throughout all he preserved the uprightness of his religious 

feelings. In 1393 he secured the degree of Bachelor of Arts, and in 1396 

became Master of Arts. Devoting himself then to theological studies 

he obtained the degree of Bachelor of Theology, but he never became 

Master or Doc‘tor of J heology. As a Master of Arts he lectured at the 

university, examined candidates fm' the Bachelor’s degree, and w'as a 

inemljer of various univeissity commissions, Tlie prestige which he en* 

joyed at the university is evidenced by the fact that in the autumn of 
1401 he was elected Dean of the Faculty of Arts. 

I revious to tliat, in 1400 or 1401, Hus had been ordained priest. This 

event, it would seem, marked a great turning-point in his life. Up to 

this time, Hus, though certainly at all times far removed from any de¬ 

bauchery or immorality, had none the less, like otlier ^^mastei-s,” found 

pleasure in secular entertaiiiment and pursuits. He liked fine dress, he 

did not despise a good table, and he was a passionate player of chess, ’on 

becoming a priest he turned away from all such seiailar vanities and 

devoted himself with fervent .sincerity to the work of his spiritual calling. 

He took up preaching w ith especial xeal, and .speedily won great popularity 

among the people of Pragin*. It w as /ipparently his qualities as a preacher 

that resulted in 1402 in his appointment to the pulpit of Bethlehem 

Chapel. In his preaching at Bethlehem Chapel Huh followed in the fmit- 
steps of men who, as we have seen, endeavoured in the stxjond half of the 

fourteenth century, either by their sermons or by their writings, to raise 

the morals of the day by inveighing against the degeneration they saw 

1 generally known as the precursoi's of" Hus. 
Although it cannot be shewn that Hus personally knew any of these hts 
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precursoi's—two of them, Waldhauser and Milic, he could not, of course, 

possibly have known—or that he made use of their writings, there is 

nevertheless not the slightest doubt that in his ac^tivities at the Bethlehem 

Chapel lie is closely connected with them and is their true successor. 

Like Waldhauser and Milic he succeeded by his preaching in dominating 

the hearts of his hearei*s, whom he led to true religion and virtuous lives, 

and whose aftecttion and devotion he won for himself. lacking the fierce 

pungency of Waldhauser and the mystical flights of Milic, Hus influenced 

his audiences more by tlie simplicity, clarity, and ingenuousness of his 

sermons and especially by his vivid sense for the needs, the interests, and 

the feelings of the common p€?ople, whose favourite and truly spiritual 

leader he was. In his endeavours to bring about an improvement in 

morals and a Ix'tter, sincercr religious sense, Hus did not confine himself 

merely to preaching, but with profound comprehension of the simple 

minds of the people made use of other means as well. He devoted special 

attention to congn‘gationaI singing in the churches. Not only did he 

exhort his hearers to sing the old Czech hymns, of which up to that time 

there were but few, but he himself composed several new hvmns. Whereas, 

however, up to then, popular hymns had been sung only outside the actual 

divine service—during processions or after sermons—Hus introducted at 

the Bethlehem Chapel the singing of hymns by the congregation as part 

of the service itself, 'rhe congregation were not to be mere onlookers 

during the services, but were to take active part in them with their hymn¬ 

singing. Thus was given the impulse to the splendid development of 

Cze(‘h hvmnology which followed. 

It was not only among the common people, however, that Hus won 

manv faithful friends and admirerN, he found them also among the leading 

burgh(‘rs of Prague, in the ranks of th(‘ nobles, among the courtiers of 

King Wcnceslas (Vaclav); and Queen Sophia herself was so attracted by 

him that she made liim her chaplain and perhaps even her confessor. 

Although Hu.>, like his predecessors, sharply castigated the moral short¬ 

comings of th(‘ clergy in particular, he had many friends among the 

priesthood, and he wics also greatly esteemed by his eccle.siiistical superiors. 

I'lic Archbishop of Prague, Zbvnek, who had bee/i appointed to the see 

as a >oung man of no great learning but upright and welhintentioned, 

himself sliewed Hu.s favour and confidence, and more than once ap- 

[lointcd him jireiudicr at the synods of the Prague clergy. 

Like every endeavour towards reform, all this practical effort on the 

jmrt of Hus directed towards an improvement of morals was a manifesta¬ 

tion of dissatisfaction with the conditions then existing, and his pi-otests 

against the iindiscipliiUHl clergy and iigainst all maimer of evils in the 

Church involuntarily placed him in opposition to the Church. The fate 

of Hu.s' precui’sors also shewed plainly enough how efforts towards a 

betterment of morals, coupled with a severe criticism of actual conditions, 

could lead to views in conflict with the general doctrines of the Church 
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and cause the zealous protesters to be suspected of heresy—a suspicion 

welcomed and encouraged by those who were directly affected by the 

attack on immorality. It is possible, too, that Hus, endeavouring to 

bring about a reform in ecclesiastical and religious practice, arrived, 

through his own studies of ancient Church writings, at doubts concerning 

certain articles of Church doctrine, that he found a divergence between 

the teaching of Christ and that of the oldest Fathers of the C'hurch on 

the one hand and doctrines which the Church of his day asked its ad¬ 

herents to believe on the other, that he was dissatisfied with the manner 

in which the scholasticism of his day settled the fundamental questions 

of the Christian faith. Finally, Hus was perhaps acquainted with 

some of the ideas to be found in the writings of his Czech precursor's, 

ideas which not infrequently diverged from those commonly held by the 

Church. We have no proofs of this, however. On the other hand, the 

records that have come down to us concerning Hus’ beginnings shew that 

it was by a different path that he was led to the views over which he 

came into conflict with the Church. 

From the accusations brought by his opponents against Hus in the 

course of the years 1409 to 1414 it appears that the first signs of heretical 

views were observed in him in the very fii-st year of his priesthood, some 

time in the year 1401. At the time he is said to have contended in a 

private conversation at one of the Prague rectories that the elements in 

the Eucharist even after consecration contained the substance of bread, 

and that a priest in mortal sin could not validly consecrate the elements. 

Even if we do not altogether believe this assertion, since it comes from 

witnesses hostile to Hus, we may assume from it with tolerable certainty 

that Hus, soon after his ordination as priest, took part in con\ersiiiion 

on certain points of religion in tlie course of which tlie views weix* also 

broached for which he was afterwards condemned at (xmsbince, tliat 

already those views were not unknown to him, and that if he did not 

actually adhere to them, he did not at any rate r(*ject them with due 

decision. As those views are obviously a reflex of the recent teaching 

of the English theologian, John Wyclif, it is clear that Hus wjls already 

influenced by that teaching which suhsecjueiitly assumed siwh fateful 

significance for him, that he was already acejuainted with it and had 
turned it over in his mind. 

The comparatively brisk intercoui-se bc^tween Bohemia and Emrland at 

the time when Anne, the sister of the Bohemian King Wenceshis, was 

Queen of England, and when many young Czechs studied at English 

univei^ities, caused a knowledge of the teachings of Wyclif os well as 

copies of his writings soon to penetrate to Bohemia. Wyclifs philo 

sophical works were brought to Bohemia soon after the yeaV 1380 that 

IS, while their author was still alive (Wyclif died in 1384), and attliiuxl 

no small popularity among the Czech masters at the University of Frmrue 

who, mainly through Hus’ chief teacher, the learned Stanislav‘of Ziioj^no’ 
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preferred Wyclirs philosophic realism to the nominalistic tendencies in 

vogue among the other nationalities represented at Prague University. 

Hus himself made in 1398 copies of several of WycliFs philosophical 

treatises, probably in order to use them as the basis of his own university 

lectures, and his annotations to these copies give evidence of the power¬ 

ful impression mode on him by Wyclif’s works. Somewhat later than 

Wyclif’s philosophical views, but still before the close of the fourteenth 

century, the English refonner''s theological views began to penetrate 

into Bohemia. Old Thomas of Stitny obviously has in mind WycliUs 

teat!hing on consubstantiation when, in his last work written about the 

year 1400, he confesses that in his seventieth year he was shaken in his 

belief in the elements by several masters, so that he did not know whether 

the substance of bread remains in the elements after consecration, or not. 

And practically at the same time, as we have already seen, wt hear of 

Hus taking part in conversations in which theological views obviously 

emanating from Wyclif were discussed. WycliTs theological teaching, 

then, was not unknown in Bohemia before the young Master, Jerome of 

Prague, Hus’ subsecjuent companion in his struggles as well as in his 

death, somewhere alx^ut the year 1401 or 1402 brought over from 

England, where ho had been studying, the two main theological works 

of Wyclif, the Difiloffif.s and Trialogiis, 

A knowledge of WycliTs teachings subsequently spread with rapidity 

among the masters of Pnigiie University. As early as the beginning of 

the year 1403, the chapter of the cathedral at Prague—then the supreme 

ecclesiastical authority in the country, since the archiepiscopal see was 

vacant^—deemed it well to submit the 45 articles of Wyclif to the uni- 

vei'sity for an opinion upon them. To the 24 articles condemned in 1382 

by the Synod of l^)ndon there were added 21 others collected from Wyclif’s 

writings by one of the German mastei's of Prague University. In response 

to the chapter’s reejuest, the rector of the university convened a meeting 

of the whole university for 28 May 1403 to deliberate upon Wyclif’s 

articles. Thus came alK)ut in Bohemia the first public controversy con- 

ceming Wyclif, a skirmish whicli revealed the attitude of Prague Uni¬ 

versity to his teacliing. That attitude was not a unanimous one. The 

Czech masters championed the articles of Wyclif, though not all with 

the same determination. Among the defenders of the articles was Hus, 

but two other (>.ech mastei*s, Stanislav of Znojmo, mentioned above as 

Hus’* teac-her, and Hus’ friend, Stephen of P^lec, were much more decisive 

in their championship. On a vote being taken, the view of the Czech 

masters was reject'd; the majority of the university, composed apparently 

of graduates of other nationalities, declai'cd that no one should, either in 

public or in private, adhere to or defend any of the 45 articles submitted. 

The venlict of the university failed to check the study of Wyclif’s 

writings or the spread of his doctrines among the masters of the Czech 

University. In particular, Master Stanislav of Znojmo never ceased to 
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defend Wyclirs articles. Not long after the university meeting he wrote 

a treatise on the elements in which he entirely accepted Wyclif's teaching 

that the substance of bread remained in the elements even after conse¬ 

cration. On an accusation being made against liim by one of the German 

masters at the university, he was summoned to Rome together with 

Stephen of Pdlec who had zealously championed him against his German 

opponent. In the autumn of 1408 the two Czech masters set out for Rome, 

but at Bologna they were arrested by order of Cardinal Baldassare Cossa, 

who subsequently became Pope under the name of John XXIII, and 

Stanislav of Znojmo was ordered by the (’ollege of Cardinals, which 

regarded itself as the supreme ecclesiastical tribunal in place of the de¬ 

throned Pope, Gregory XII, to declare that he recanted everything in 

his writings which could l)e regarded as in conHict with Holy Scripture 

and the judgment of the Church, and submitted himself to the judgment 

of the Apostolic See and of the appi’opriate ecclesiastical authorities. 

Previous to this, in May 1408, a njeeting of the ('zechs at the Univer¬ 

sity of Prague, convened, doubtless, at the insUinee of King Wenceslas 

and Archbishop Zbynek, had deliberated upon the teaching of Wyclif. 

The 45 articles of Wvelif were again sulmiitted to this gathering, which 

was attended bv a large number of masters, graduates, and students. The 

object of the meeting was apparently to constrain those Czech master's 

wdio, in the year 1403 at the great university assembly, had made a stand 

for Wyclif or had subsequently taken his part, to de(‘lare their dissent 

from his teaching. In this, at least to outward view, the met ting was 

successful. On the one hand it was unanimously resolved tliat mere 

bachelors of arts should not l)e allowed to read the main theological 

writings of Wyclif, Dialogn/f^ Trialofpijs^ and Dc CorjKnr ChnMi^ and on 

the other hand that no Czech meml>er of the university should assent to 

or defend those of Wyelirs articles which were ‘"heretical, misleading, or 

causes of offence.^** This description was apparently added to meet the 

'inews of those Czech masters who were unwilling to subscribe to the 

statement that all Wyelif’s articles were misleading or heretical. Among 

these undoubtedly was Hus w’ho, according to his own admission, did 

not agree with an absolute condemnation of Wyclifs articles, lK*ing ('on- 

vincred that several of them, properly interpreted, were correct. It is 

certain that at the meeting of the Czechs he supported the two resolutions 
above mentioned. 

From the conduct of Hus at the meeting of the C’zechs at Prague Uni¬ 

versity, it may l>e assumed that at that time ho had not as vet iiicline<l 

to WycliUs teachings so far as to Ixi able to declare himself directly and 

openly for them. He certainly did not accede to VV yelif's view* concern¬ 

ing the elements, which had been the main point of contention up till 

then in Bohemia, nor to Wyclif s other articles of faith. He was, however, 

greatly attracted by the fervour of the English reformer in his attac'k 

upon the various evils in the Church, and by his determined eflbrU to 
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bring about a better state of affairs. Hus'* own efforts to uplift the 

morality of the people and the priesthood took on, thereby, a sharper 

tone, increased decision and definiteness. He directed those efforts 

directly against certain features of Church administration mercilessly 

attacked by Wyclif, and particularly against the evils of simony, prevalent 

among the priesthood of the day. This brought upon him the wrath 

of those priests who were able to apply his emphatic accusations to them¬ 

selves. Influenced by them, Archbishop Zbynek also began to turn away 

from Hus. Thus it came about that at the synod of the diocese of Prague 

held in June 1408,at which Hus was no longer the preacher,a resolution was 

passed directed against his activities, prohibiting in particular any deriding 

f)f the priesthood in the course of sermons preached to the public. At 

the same time it was directed that anyone posvsessing a copy of any book 

by Wyclif must hand it in by a certain date to the archbishop’s officials 

for examination. Although it was to be suspected that the archbishop 

had the intention of destroying all these books, Hus and almost all the 

other masters handed over to the archbishop within the given time all 

the w^orks of Wyclif they possessed. Only five students refused to sur- 

I'ender Wyclif’s works and appealed to the Pope. The prohibition to 

criticise the faults of the priests in public w^os not, however, observed by 

Hus. Not only did he attack them in a special work but he also opposed 

them by action, preaching unceasingly to the masses in condemnation of 

unworthy priests. He did not even abandon the condemned views of 

Wyclif: on the contrary, after the enforced repression of Stanislav of 

Znojimfs enthusiasm for Wyclif, Hus began more and more to be recog¬ 

nised as the lemfer of those who championed his teaching. 

The tension w hich all this producetl between Hus and the Archbishop 

of Prague was made more acute by developments in the general condition 

of the Church. After many fruitless attempts to rid the Church of the 

schism which had lasted since the year 1378, the cardinals on both sides 

finally, in the year 1408, decided to convoke a General Council at Pisa 

which should make a determined effort to unite the divided Church and 

to remove what were universally felt to be evils in ecclesiastical adminis¬ 

tration. To ])ring this about more easily, the cardinals urged the Christian 

rulers to observe, until the Council should have arrived at its decision, 

strict neutrality towards the two Popes, acknowledging neither the one 

nor the other. King Weni'eslas readily acceded to the wishes of the 

cardinals, but Archbishop Zbynek, at the head of his clergy, w^as unwill¬ 

ing to abandon allegiance to the Roman Pope, Gregory XII, who up till 

then had l)een acknowledged in Bohemia. Desirous of breaking down the 

opposition of the archbishop, the king called upon the University of 

Prague for an expi-ession of its opinion on the question of neutrality. He 

manifestly expected that, influenced by the leading Czech masters who 

had joyfully greeted the attempt of the cardinals to give unity and refonn 

to the Church, the whole university would declare in favour of neutiality. In 
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this^ however, he was disappointed. At the meeting of the university 

only the Czech masters signified their agreement with the king's stand¬ 

point, while the masters of the other three ^Miations^'” at the university 

opposed him. Although the majority was thus against neutrality, the 

rector did not venture to announce to the king an unwelcome result; so 

the university meeting dispersed without a definite resolution being passed. 

The Czech masters, however, did not abandon their vstandpoint, and Hus 

in particular was active in support of neutrality, winning over influential 

personages as well as preaching to the people and clergy in its favour. 

This roused Archbishop Zbynek, the faithful supporter of the Homan 

Pope Gregory, to such an extent that he issued public letters in l>oth 

Latin and Czech, forbidding all the masters of Prague University and Hus in 

particular, whom he specially named therein as a disobedient son of the 

Church, to exercise any of the priestly functions in the diocese of Prague, 

thus prohibiting them from preaching the Word of God. 

The question of neutrality which caused this public and severe action 

by the archbishop against Hus also provoked a notable change at the 

university. Early in 1409 King Wenceslas summoned the leading masters 

of the four nations’^ at the university to meet him at Kutrui Horo, where 

he was then residing, and whither an emba.ssy had come from the Fi'eneh 

king todiscuss the repudiation of obedience to both Popes. King Wenceslas 

desired to obtain a final verdict from the univei’sity in favour of neutrality. 

Among the Czech masters was John Hus with his young friend, Jerome 

of Prague. The king was soon able to convince himself of the divergent 

attitude to neutrality adopted by the Czech masters on the one hand and 

those of foreign nationality on the other. It was plain that the university 

would decide according to the king's wishes for neutrality if the decision 

should lie with the Czech masters. Thus arose the idea of altering tlie 

statutes of the university in favour of the Czech rnastei's. The king was 

not at first inclined to agree to this change, since he was offended with 

several of the Czech masters, especially Hus and Jerome, for continuing 

to champion Wyclif. When, however, the representatives of the three 

foreign ‘^nations'" at the university persisted in their oppasition to a 

declaration of neutrality, the king resolved to take a decisive step. By 

the decree of Kutnd Hora, promulgated on 18 January 140{), he gave the 

Czechs at the university three votes in all university matters, and the other 

three ‘‘nations'^ had to he content with one. The university, which up 

to now had been dominated by the three foreign ‘‘nations,'' thus passed 

into the control of the Czechs. 

This was not only a great national victory for the O^echs, who thus 

secured the power in the university that had been founded in tlieir capital, 

but it was also a great triumph for the Hus party, whose position in the 

university was considerably enhanced by it, for the decisive factor now 

Th« four ""nations" were the Czechs, Saxons, Bavarians, and Poles, but the 
Polish ""nation" was also mainly composed of Germans. 
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was the voice of the Czec^hs, most of whom belonged to the Hus party. 

An obvious outcome of this success was the election of Hus himself as 

rector of the university in the autumn of 1409. In the dispute with 

Archbishop Zbynek, which became more and more aggravated, the Hus 

party also derived advantage from the fact that the archbishop had com¬ 

pletely fallen out with the king on the question of neutrality. Immediately 

after the issue of tiie decree of Kutnd Hora the king strictly forbade 

his subjects, and particularly the clergy, to render obedience to Poj)€ 

Gregory XII. This prohibition was, indeed, obeyed by Hus and his friends, 

but not by the ardibishop, the j)relates, and the bulk of the clergy. Thus 

the Czech clergy were split into two camps—one under the leadership of 

Hus and prot(X‘ted by the king, the other following the archbishop in 

allegiance to Pope Gregory XII,and defying the king’s inj unctions toobserve 

neutrality. The dissension between the two parties broke out publicly in 

lycnt 1409. The archbishof), instigated doubtless by the university debates 

in January of that year, in the course of which Jerome of Prague had 

recommended a study of tlie works of Wyclif, launched a sentence of ex¬ 

communication against Hus and several of his friends, and anathematised 

on that occasion not only the religious teachings of Hus but also his 

philosophic I'ealism. When those excommunicated did not cease exer¬ 

cising tlu‘ir functions avS priests, and in particular continued to preach, the 

archbishop placed Prague and its neighbourhood under interdict. Hus 

and liis sup{)orters, of course, took no heed of this interdict, and the king 

himself sternly brought to account all persons who complied with the 

archbishop’s interdict and thus manifested their disregard of W^enceslas’ 

injunctions in the matter of neutrality. It was not until after the Gkjneral 

Council of Pisa, in June 1409, had deposed the two existing Popes and 

elected a new pontiff who took the name of Alexander V, that Archbishop 

Zbynek, some three months later, abandoned the deposed Gregory XII, 

and, together with all the clergy of his diocese, gave in his allegiance to 
the conciliar Pojk\ 

Now that the cause of the dispute lK*tween king and archbishop had 

disappeared, the position of the archbishop improved so greatly that he 

was able to take inoix* decisive and effective steps than hitherto against 

Hus. Urged on by accusations brought by Hus’ enemies among the Prague 

priesthood, he began to make difficulties tor him in his preaching and 

other activities at the Bethlehem Chapel. He secured in 1409 from the Pope 

a prohibition of all preaching outside cathedral, collegiate, parish, and 

monastic chiinhes, to none of which categories, of course, the Bethlehem 

Chapel belongtxl, and further an order to demand the surrender of all 

books of Wyclif in order that they might be “removed from the sight of 

the faithful. Making use of this authorisation, the archbishop decided 

at the June synod in 1410 that all Wyclif’s books surrendered to him 

should be burnt; he prohibited, on pain of sevei*e penalties, the teaching 

and defence of the errors of Wyclif, and forbade all preaching in l^gue 
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outside churches of the four categories allowed in the Pope’s bull; there¬ 

fore the prohibition applied in particular to the Bethlehem Chapel. 

Having no intention of submitting to this prohibition, to comply with 

which would have meant the end of his efforts at reform, Hus, together 

with several other members of the University of Prague, appealed to the 

Pope, at that time the notorious John XXIII. The archbishop, however, 

despite the protest of the university and the wishes of the king himself, 

caused all Wyclifs works that had been surrendered to his officials to be 

bunit on 16 July 1410 in the courtyard of the archiepiscopal palace in 

a bonfire which he lighted with his own hand. During this ceremony the 

Te Deum was sung and l>ells tolled as if for the dead. Immediately after¬ 

wards he launched the ban of excommunication against Hus and all those 

who had joined him in appealing to the Pope. In the struggle that now 

broke out with new force l>etween the archbishop and the Hus party, the 

archbishop had, it is true, the full support of the Holy See, but against 

him not only the people of Prague but also King Wenceslas himself stood 

by Hus. The king even had the estates of the archbishop and the prelates 

confiscated to provide compensation for those whos(‘ books had iK'en 

bunit. When the archbishop therefore again placed !Vague under inter¬ 

dict, the king Ixigan to persecute the clergy who, in obedience to the 

archbishop’s orders, ceased to celebrate the (Vuirch services. Wenceslas’ 

energetic action finally compelled the archbishop to recede, and through 

the king’s intervention a truce was brought about between the two parties 

in the summer of 1411. 

Soon afterwards, perhaps at the suggestion of the king, Hus sent a 

petition to Pope John XX HI denying the charges made against him and 

asking to be relieved of the duty of appearing in person Ix'fore the Papal 

Court, since his conflict with the archbishop had lieen completelv settled. 

In this letter, which shews of itself tliat at tliat time he had not cea.st‘d 

to recognise the Pope as the supreme head of the Church, m)r had denied 

in principle his supreme power of decision in (piestions of religion, Hus 

also solemnly declares liis attitude to several of the fundamental articles 

of Wyclif’s doctrine. Never, he says, had he taught that the suf)- 

stance of bread remained in the elen)ents after consecration, nor that a 

priest in a state of mortal sin could not (‘onsecrah^; never had he called 

upon settular lords to take the property of the priests, to ref use^ to [wiy 

tithes, or to punish them with the secular sword; nor, again, had he re¬ 

jected indulgences or in any way promulgated errors or lieresy. Nor was 

it his fault, as was asserted by his opponents, that the German masters 

at the university had departed from Prague. 

Although Hus thus expressly disavows the main articles of Wyclifs 

teachings of which he had been accused, it would nevertheless seem that 

even then he was already more affected by Wyclifs heresies than he 

admitted or perhaps was himself aware. Certainly his forbearance 

towards those who obviously championed Wyclifs teaching, his ostenta- 
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tious talk in favour of Wyclif and continued use of his works, not only 

put a welcome weapon into the hands of his personal enemies but also 

confirmed in their opposition to him those who were against him because 

they were honestly afraid of Wyclifs heresies. Thus neither the truce 

secured through the king between the archbishop’s party and the party 

of Hus in 1411, nor the petition sent by Hus to the Pope following the 

truce, nor even the death of Archbishop Zbyn^k in September of the 

same year, brought to an end the struggles between Hus and the power 

of the Church. Whereas, however, up to now Archbishop Zbyn^k of 

Prague had represented this powei*, his place was henceforth taken by the 

Holy See itself. 

Though Hus, throughout the whole period of his conflict with the 

archbishop, hod never ceased to acknowledge the supreme power of the 

Pope, and continued to manifest his readiness to submit to papal com¬ 

mands, it is nevertheless possible at this very time to observe in him and 

his friends a serious changt‘ in their views of the Papacy. The lament¬ 

able state of the Papacy of that day, especially after the election of 

John XXIll had added to the two existing Popes a third of very doubt¬ 

ful character, and still more a deeper penetration into the teachings of 

Wyclif, undermined the faith of Hus and his friends in the Pope. This 

was publicly manifested in the spring of 1412 when, in accordance with 

a bull of John XXIII, there was proclaimed at Prague a crusevde against 

his opponent, King I .adislas of Naples, and ample indulgences were granted 

to all who should personally join in the crusade or contribute funds 

towards it. Those who proclaimed these l>enefits went about their mission 

in such a w ay that their action was liaixlly distinguishable from an actual 

sale of indulgences. It is not to be wondered at tliat this caused great 

indignation, especially as in Bohemia voices had already been raised in 

opposition to indulgences altogether. This traffic in indulgences moved 

Hus to open revolt against the commands of the Pope. He preached and 

wrote agiiinst indulgences, and at a public disputiition at the university 

on 7 tiune, supported by his friends, particularly by the eloquent Jerome 

of Prague, he produced reasons, mainly taken from Wyclifs writings, w'hy 

it was improper for the faithful to approve of the papal bull proclaiming 

a crusade against the King of Naples or to give money for the spilling of 

Christian blood. On this occasion Hus adopted the i-evolutionary princi¬ 

ple that the faithful are not bound to ol)ey papal commands so far as 

they are in conflict w ith the law^ of Christ. 

The opposition to indulgences had in the meantime so much increased 

among the masses that various disturbances occurred, in the course of which 

the vendors of indulgences, as well as the preachers who recommended them 

to the people, were abused and held up to ridicule. Even the strict orders 

given by the king and the city councillors, to the effect that none should 

speak against the preachers or the papal bulls, failed to check this. One 

Sunday, 10 July 1412, three youths, probably workmen, were arrested 
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for this offence in three of the principal churches of I’rague and haled to 

the Old Town Hall. In vain Hus begged the councillors not to punish 

the prisoners, since he himself was the cause t)f the opposition to the in¬ 

dulgences. The very next day they had the three youths beheaded. The 

people, however, favouring Hus' aims, refused to be intimidated. A great 

procession of masters, bachelors, and students of the university, and other 

persons, singing hymns, accompanied the bodies of the three young men 

to the Bethlehem Chapel, and there buried them as martyrs. 

While the excitement among the people inspired by Hus' campaign 

against indulgences had increased in menacing fashion, the faculty of 

theology at the university led by Stanislav of Znojmo and Stephen of 

P^lec, who had become the most determined opponents of the views and 

aims for which they liad themselves formerly fought with such fervour, 

and who had completely separated from Hus, rose up against the reformer. 

Doctors of theology condemned in a new pronouncement not only the 

45 articles of Wyclif but six further heretical articles - a j udgment directed 

against Hus and his friends, and particularly against their denial of in¬ 

dulgences. This action had the result that in the king's name there was 

issued, on 16 July, a strict prohibition of all these articles, and all prsons 

disobeying the prohibition were threatened with the king’s displeasure 

and banishment from the realm. Home, too, issued an excommunication 

at this time against Hus and all who should have any relations with him, 

and another bull ordered that Hus should be arrested and punished under 

the Canon Law and that the Bethlehem Chapel should be razed to the 

ground. When, in accordance with a bull of excommunimtion, service 

wa.s suspended in the autumn of 1412 in all churches throughout Prague, 

and the priests were forbidden to baptise the children and to burv the 

dead, Hus, in order to remove the cause of the interdict, left Prague for 

the country some time in October 1412. He remained there until the 

summer of 1414, .staying in various places in the south-west of Bohemia 

and visiting Prague only for short periods. During his sojourn in the 

country he devoted hinrself indefatigably to ])reaching and to writing 

works in Latin and in Czech. Of his Czech works of that pericKl the most 

important are his great Exposition of BdkJ\ the Ten CoinmarulnmUs atid 

the Lord's Prayer^ the .sharply polemical On Simony^ and his exadlent 

PostUla^ or exposition of the lections from Scripture on Sundays. Of his 

Latin works the outstanding one is Be EexU sia. In composing these works 

Hus found a model and a fruitful .source of ideas in the writings of Wyclif, 

to whose views he was gradually succumbing more and more, though he 

did not acxx'pt them without considerable changes more in keeping with 
the general views then held in the Church. 

King Wenceslas had, in the meantime, made several attempts to bring 

about a reconciliation l>etweea Hus’ party and his opponents, but an 

extraordinary synod of the clergy held with this purpo.se at the command 
of the king early in 1413 only demonstrated the fact that there was an 
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unbridgeable gulf between the views of the two parties. When a new 

attempt by the king to settle the differences [)etween them by means 

of the findings of a special (H)inn)ission failed because of the unyielding 

attitude of Hus’ opponents, who declined to ret^ognise him and his sup¬ 

porters as true C'hristians, the king banished their leadei's from the country. 

exf)elled them from the university, and deprived them of their ecclesiastical 

dignities and emoluments. Among them were Stanislav of Znojmo, who 

soon afterwards diwl, and Stephen of Palec, whom Hus met again a little 

later at the Council of Constance. Whereas, in Bohemia, Hus’ party had 

at the lieginning of 1413 scored a great success through the intervention 

of the king, the opposing party’s views now again secured recognition at 

Horne. PojKi John XXIII issucxl a new bull condemning all the works of 

Wyclif, ordering them to be burnt, strictly forbidding them to be read, 

elucidated, used, or even their author’s name to be mentioned. 

In tliis struggle over the very foundations of ecclesiastical theory and 

})Tactice a decisive change of situation was produced by the convcKja- 

tiou of a (teneral C'ouncil at ('onstance fur 1 November 1414. It came 

al>out chiedy tlircMjgh Sigisrnund, the Hungarian king, who, having been 

elected King of tlic Homans in 1410, made himself the defender of the 

Honuin (‘hurch. In addition to the renewal of Church unity and the general 

reform of morals, the ('ouncil called at (’onsbince was to ocx’Upy itself with 

the (juestion of faith, that is, to express its opinion on several doctrines 

dtalared to b(.‘ errors or heresy. It was clear that Wyclifs ttiachings and 

thedisf)utc waged round the jKU’son of Hus would come up for consideration. 

Moreover, King Sigismuncl, who. as heir apparent to the throne of 

Bohemia, his brother King Wenceslas being childless, was anxious to 

see Bohemia cleansed of the disgrace of heresy, conceived the idea of 

prompting Hus, who liad hitherto rtffustd to present himself before the 

Court at Home, to at tern [)t his justification befort* the Council of Constance. 

In the spring of 1414 he had negotiations to this end ojxmed with Hus, 

promising him not only a s^ife-conduct to Constance and a public hearing 

in the pn‘sem‘V‘ of tlie C'ouneil, but also a free and safe red,urn to his 

country should he nut wish to Kiibmit to the judgment of the Council. 

Hejeeting the warnings of’ his friends, Hus decided to accept Sigismund’s 

invitatii»n. He doul>tless cherished the idea that he would be suci*essfui 

in defending himself Ix'fore the (a>uncil on the charge of hei*esy, but he 

was also (hdermined to mwi death, if need 1h\ for his convictions. Some 

time in August 1414 Hus informed Sigismund that he was ready to 

prcK'ced to the Council under the king's safe-conduct, and he also made 

this intention public. After having prepared his defence and the speeches 

w hich he designed to make Ixffore the (nuncil, and after securing various 

evidence concerning his activities in the past, including the fact that he 

haxl never Iwen proved guilty of heresy, Hus set out for Constance at the 

beginning of Octoixay accompanied by the three (’zech nobles who had 

been appointed for this task by Kii^-Wenceslas (Wenceslas, Knight ot 
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Dubd, John, Knight of Chluin, and Henry of Chlum) and several other 

Czechs. Tmvelling through Nuremberg, Hus arrived at Constance on 

3 November 1414. 

During the first few days of his sojouni at Constance Hus met with no 

humiliation. Even the ban against him and the prohibition to celebrate 

divine service in the place where he was staying wert? temporarily suspend 

since they would have had unfavourable consequences for Constance itself. 

Hus was also allowed to attend churches and to say the services in his 

abode. But this changed shortly owing to the action of his opponents. 

These were in particular the representatives of the Czech clergy hostile to 

Hus, Bishop John of LitomySl and Michael, nicknamed ‘‘de Causis,’' pro> 

curator of the Prague Chapter at the Papal Court, as well as Stephen of 

Pdlec, who had come to Constance on his own account. These compatriots 

of Hus endeavoured to persuade the Council, by means of public dec lara¬ 

tions and formal accusations in writing, of Hus’ heresy and of the tlarjger 

thrtiatening all the clergy from his activities. 'Phey brought it about that 

on 28 November Hus was summoned to the Pope's palace, sub)t‘cU‘(l to 

a hearing by the cardinals, and then thrust into prison. He was imprisoned 

first in the house of the precentor of Constance, but at the end of a vveek 

was thrown into a dark and dirty cell in the Dominic^in com cut on the 

shores of the Lake of Constiuice. There he soon l>ecaine so ill that his 

life was despaired of In vain King Sigisrnund endeavoun'd get him 

released, for the king had guaranteed his j)crsonal safety by giving him 

a safe-conduct. Unwilling to permit any restriction of its right to pass 

judgment upon a heretic, the Council brusquely refused to admit itself 

bound by Sigismund’s s^ifc-conduct, and the king, allowing himself to lx* 

intimidated by the threat that the Council would break up if he jxrsisted 

in his request, gave way and admitted the complete lilxu ty of the (x)uneil 

in the trial of a heretic. 

As soon as Hus had somewhat recovered, he was obligeel to answer the 

accusations brought against him. He was, in particular, required to ex¬ 

press himself in writing on the 45 articles of Wyclif, and the 42 articles 

extracted by Stephen Palec from Hus’ own work Dc Ecclcfiia, In his answer 

Hus rejected several of Wyclifs articles most decidedly, on others he ex¬ 

pressed himself evasively, and with .some he expresstnl agi-eement. Sorne 

of the articles selected by Pdlec he shewed were not correctly extractefl 

from his work, while others he acknowledged and endeavoured to prove 

their truth. At the same time he never ceased to demand a hearing 

before the whole Council. This he obtained only at the repeated re<|uest 

of the Czech nobles, and not until the beginning of »Junc 1415. 

Meanwhile, after the flight of Pope John XXIII from Constance, Hus 

had been transferred from the Dominican convent to the fortress of 

Gottlieben on the Rhine, in the tower of which he sufiered imprisonment 

more than two months (April and May 1415), in fetters and inadequately 

supplied with food and drink, so that he was soon again afflicted with 
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various m iladies. A few days after the transfer of Hus to Gottlieben, his 

friend Jerome of Prague appeared in Constance. He caused letters to be 

nailed to the city gates, to the doors of the churches, and to the houses 

of the canlinals, asking King Sigismund and the Council to grant him a 

safe-conduct to enable him to apf)ear before the Council and give a public 

answer to anyone who might desire to accuse him of any en‘or or heresy. 

In a few days he received an answer in the form of a communication 

summoning him before the Council. Meanwhile, however, Jerome, urged 

by Hus’ friends, had left Constance to ret uni to Bohemia. On the way 

he WHS arrested, was brought back to Constance at the end of May, and 

flung into a dark cell in the municipal tower near the church and cemetery 

of St Paul. 

By the cruel impri.sonment of Hus and Jerome the Council gave very 

clear expression of the disfavour with which it regarded the tw^o Czechs. 

The Council also pnx'laiined at that time with great clarity its opinion 

of Wyciifs works. On the proposal of a commission appointed to conduct 

the dispute centring round Hus and to examine the works of Wyclif, it 

confirmed at the beginning of May the condemnation of them launched 

two veal's pn.*viously by Pope John XXIII, and in fvddition expressly 

rt'jected several articles stdectoi from among them. All this boded ill for 

the public liearing of Hus Ixfore the (’ouncil, to which the refonner had 

looked forward with so imu'h hope. 'J’he trial was appointcxl to begin on 

5 June. A .short time previous to this Hus >vas brought from Gottlieben 

to Constance and imprisoned in the Franciscan convent, in the refectory 

of which the Council held its sessions. His public hearing befoie the 

Council took place in three sLvssions, on 5, 7, and 8 June, and was marked 

by many drjunatic scenes. Htn% too, Hus very decidt*dlv lejected several 

of Wyciifs articles (notably his teaching concerning the j)resence of tlie 

substance of bix'ad in the elements after consecration), denying that he 

had ever taught it, but he adinittt'd his agreement with other articles. 

He confessed that he diil not approve of the condemnation of all the well- 

krjown 45 articles of Wyclif, since he could not regard some of them os 

lieresy or ei ror; he agreed, too, that he liad spoken with approbation of 

Wyclif, that he liad apjxakHl from the archbishop to the Pojxi iigainst 

ilie burning <»f Wyelifs liooks, and that, when his emissfiries had failed 

to find a hearing at the Papal (’ourt, lie l)ad finally appealed to Christ, 

'^riie trial Ix'fore the Couiu’il shewt'd hirther that on the whole Hus ac¬ 

cepted the teaching of St Augustine and Wyclif which regardwl the Church 

as the companv of all those |)reilesiined to Ix^ saved, and the majority 

of the conseijueiK'cs deduced therefrom by AVyclif against the then Chuix*h 

of Rome and its institutions, esjH?cially against the papal power. Refusing 

to recant the articles which had been falsely conemded against him, Hus 

expressed his readiness to recant those which he had really professed, 

could he be convinml by evidenw from Holy Seriptuix- that they were 

untrue. The Council, of course, insisted on Hus recanting all the articles 
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completely and unreservedly. This he could not be persuaded to do^ either 

by the arguments of various members of the Council or by the persuasion 

of his friends, although it was clear that, if he did not recant completely 

and without i*eserve, he would be condemned to death as a confirmed heretic. 

Before the Council delivered final judgment in the ctise of Hus, it 

occupied itself with a question closely connected therewith. This was the 

question of communion in both kinds (bread and wine), which, eitlier 

shortly before or soon after Hus’ departure from Prague, had l>egun to 

find favour with his followers there. The author of this innovation, which 

in the subsequent development of the Czech religious movement became 

of such pre-eminent importance, was not Hus himself but his friend and 

right-hand man, Jakoubek of Stfibro (Jacobellus de Misa), who, from a 

study of the writings of Matthias of Janov with his ren.sons for frequent 

communion, came to the conviction that laymen had the same right 

as priests to communicate in both kinds. In this conclusion he found 

agreement and effective support in two German masters, Nicholas and 

Peter of Dresden, who had spent some years at Prague taking a prominent 

part in the Czech religious struggles of the day on the side of Hus. 

Altliough Hus apparently agreed with Jakoulx^k’s view' from the very 

outset, he requested his friend, previous to his own departure for (^)ristanc.e, 

to postpone the contest over this subject. Afterwards, however, when 

disputes upon it arose in his absence among his ow n followers, threatening 

to produce a split in their ranks, Hu.s gave his approval to communion 

in both kinds in a special work written shortly after his arrival at Con¬ 

stance. The Council, however, at its general meeting on 15 June fortmde 

lay communion in botli kind.s, and ordered that the communion by lavinen 

in one kind, introduced in the (Jhurch for good reasons in place of the 

original communion in both kinds, was to ht) maintained as an unalterable 

practice. 

A few days later the Council decided that Hus’ l^itin and ('zech w orks 

ought to bt; destroyed on the grouiui that they contained docii inaJ errors. 

In the meantime negotiations proceeded with Hus himself touching the 

manner of the recantation which he was to make in accordance with the 

wishes of the Council, but these provefl in vain. A commission wtis sent 

to him in jail and he was required to give a hnal answer. Ori 1 »Iuly Hus 

again declared in writing that he was unable to rtxvint all the articles 

which had been brought forward against him, since several ol‘ them were 

based upon false witness; that as to the articles selected from his own 

writings he was willing to recfint everything contained in them that was 

not true, but that he could not recant all, since he did not wish to abuse 

truth. And when on 6 July the Czech nobles, Wenceslas of Dubd and 

John of Chlum, interviewed him for the last time at King Sigisinund's 

request in order to persuade him to recant, he re[)eated with tears that 

he could only do so if convinced by better and more powerful reasons 
taken from Holy Writ. 
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Perceiving that Hus was not to be moved to mate the recantation 

demanded of him, the Council proceeded to pass judgment upon him. 

This was delivered in solemn assembly of the Council held on 6 July in 

the cathedral of C’onstance, King Sigisinund himself presiding. First of 

all there were condemned 5260 heretical passages extracted from Wyclifs 

works, then thei*e w/is read in Hus’ presence a document describing the 

whole case against him with the acicusations, whicli he was no longer 

permitted to answer, together with thirty passages taken from his own 

works, and finally sentence was delivered upon the works of Hus and 

upon his person. His writings were condemned to be burnt, and he him¬ 

self as a manifest heretic who taught false, demoralising, and revolutionary 

doctrines, who had led many astray, had slandered the honour and {)ower 

of the Apostolic See and the Church, and obstinately persevered in his 

errors, was condemned to be degraded from the priesthood and to be 

punished by tlie secular power's. I’he sentenc'e was at once carried out. 

Hus was unfrcKrked in the usual ceremony and as a heretic handed over 

to the King of the Romans. By order of King Sigismund he w'as at once led 

away fi*om the tow n to the place of execution and placer! on the pyre that 

had l)een prepared, Hus, on l)eing appealed to for the last time to save 

liimself, refused to recant, the fire was lighted, and in a short time, 

chanting a hymn, he breather! his last. 

than a year after the death of Hus a like fate overtook his friend, 

Jerome of Ih'ague. Jerome, it is true, soon after the burning of Hus, was 

mov(^ by the fear of death and a yearning for liberty to recant publicly 

Ixifore the Council the errors of Wyclif and Hus, to acknowledge the 

condemnation of Hus as just, and to submit himself in all things to the 

judgment of the Council (Scpioinl>er 1415). Since, however, he was still 

kept in prison and sulywte! to a new examination, he demanded a public 

hearing Ixvforc the Council, and having obtained it (May 1416) he not 

only champioiKHi the condemned dm trines of Wyclif and Hus, but declared 

that his greatest sin had been denial of that gotxl and holv man and his 

teachings. By this he sealed his ow n fate. On 80 May 1416 he was con¬ 

demned by the Council and handed over to the st*cular arm to be burnt 

at the stake. On the spot whcrt' a year previously Hus had perished, 

Jert>me of Prague met death with courage, dignity, and pious devotion. 

The terrible death which Hus had suftered for his convictions has given 

him the maidyris halo, won him the universal respect of the whole civilised 

world, and placed him in the ranks of the greatest and noblcvst figures of 

history. But the significance of his death grows wdien one considers for 

what it was he suffered. According to a view widely Rcc»epted, the real 

cause of Hus’ death was his fight against the evils in the Church and the 

immorality of the priests, which l)rought upon him the hostility of the 

clergy at home and also influenced the mind of the Council against him. 

The condemnation of Hus would thus hevomQ the work of petty, one 

might almast say personal, revenge on the jmrt of the priestliood smarting 
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under his accusations. This view is certainly not correct. It is doubtless 

true that many of Hus" opponents were against him for some such mean 

i*eason$^ but the actual causes of the struggle between Hus and his main 

opponents, especially between him and the Council, certainly lay elsewhere 

and much deej)er. 

It was above all a question of several grave differences in belief. In 

this connexion Hus was mainly accused of championing and proclaiming 

the heretical doctrine of Wyclif touching the presence of the substance 

of bread in the elements after consecration {comubstmitiatio). ITiis ac¬ 

cusation, as we know, Hus very emphatically and with entire truth 

denied, yet from the Councirs point of view he could not Ik? entirely freed 

£ix)m guilt, in that he had not opposed this doctrine with sufficient 

resolution when it spread among his supporters. Another of Wyclifs 

doctrines which was heretical in the eyes of the Council Hus himself 

admitted that he accepted. This was the doctrine, derived from 

St Augustine, that the Church is composed of all persons predestined to 

salvation. Hus did not accept all the extreme consequences of Wyclifs 

doctrine; in particular he did not agree with the view that a priest in a 

state of sin is unable to minister the sacrament, thus being as it were 

deprived of his office; but he accepted fully the substantial part of 

Wyclifs doctrine. Although doctrine concerning the (luirch and the 

Papacy and other questions connected therewith had not up to that 

time been laid down as a definite article of faith, there was no doubt that 

what Hus, following Wyclif, believed and taught regarding this was in 

absolute conflict with the entire spirit of the universal ("atholic standpoint, 

and could only be regarded as heresy by those who upheld the Catholic 

conception. 

Hus’ attitude also to the prevailing Church order could not secure 

him any mercy from the Council. In his sharpest criticism and reji^’tion 

of that order Hus did not, it is true, go as far as Wyclif, who rejected 

practically all the rules of the Church in so far as they were not based on 

Scripture or were not practised by the primitive Church; but he none the 

less fiercely attacked many customs and rules established by centuries of 

development, without which the Church could not lx? imagined even by those 

who recognised the need of altering the system of administration which 

had developed in the course of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, 

who acknowledged the need of breaking the excessive power of the Pope 

over the individual branches of the Church, and of putting an end to the 

financial exploitation of these branches by the Papacy. Great indignation 

was aroused, for example, at the Council by Hus’ views against ecclesi¬ 

astical tithes, and his condemnation of the originators of the secular power 

of the Church. Hus, it is true, did not reject as decidedly as had Wyclif 

the right of the Church and priests to possess secular wealth, nor did he 

directly declare that secular lords should have the right to deprive un¬ 

worthy priests of their property, but from various utterances of his own 
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and from the fact that several of his friends and adherents openly pro¬ 

claimed such views, it may be assumed that they were not altogether 
alien to him. 

If some of the views actually proclaimed by Hus, or at least attributed 

to him, aroused the Council against him, he was perhaps even more 

damaged in its eyes by the fact that he declined to recant them even when 

they hjul been condemned by the Council, and that he refused to submit 

simply to the decision of the (Council, but demanded that he should be 

shewn the falsity of these opinions by the evidence of Holy Scripture. By 

opposing the Council, which just at that moment had been given supreme 

power of decision in all ccvlesiastical (juestions and the right to dictate 

to the faitliful what they were to believe, Hus assumed for himself and 

thus for every Iwliever the right to his own judge in matters of faith. 

Although he himself placed limits to the frewlom of this right of judg¬ 

ment, desiring that Holy Writ should be acknowledged as a law' from 

which there must be no departure in anything soever, his attitude, never¬ 

theless, was in absolute conflict with that principle of one sole supreme 

authority in n»atters of faith, upon which the Roman Church had been 

erected. 

If then the Ct)uncil, from its own point of view, had grave cause for 

condemning Hus, it cannot be doubted that exactly therein lies the his¬ 

torical significance of the C’zech reformer. From the opinions for which 

Hus was condemned l)y the Council there was born a great movement 

ricli in ideas and im[)osing in its outward manifestations, a movement 

rightly called the Hussite movement after Hus himself, and a movement 

which gives Czech and Bohemian history its characteristic featui'e and a 

world-wide sigrnficance. The ideas underlying the movement were, it is 

true, not CntiiTly original, having for the most part been taken over from 

Wyclif, but it was Hus and the movement w hich he enkindled in Bohemia 

that first made them an important factor in the spiritual evolution of 

mankii\d, such a factor as, w ithout Hus and the Hussite movement, they 

would certainly never haNe iKTome. The very fact that, in championing 

these ideas, Hus not only himself undertook a?) heroic struggle with the 

supiTUK* ecclesiastical powers on lK‘half of the lilKii'ty of the individual 

conscience, but also that by liis life and death he was able to impel his 

nation to a giand and successful struggle for that right, contributed un¬ 

doubtedly very substantially to liberating the human mind from the 

heavy fettei*s laid upon it by the authority of the medieval Church. 

Over and above this Hus rendered special services to his own nation. 

His activities as a Czech author have no small significance for the history 

of the Czech language and literature. Through his Czech writings Hus 

put into practice new principles of C’zech composition, which meant a 

considerable simplification and therefore an improvement of Czech ortho¬ 

graphy. Also from the point of view^ of the language itself his writings 

introduced an important innovation. They were not composed in the 
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obsolete tongue, already remote from the living language spoken by the 

masses, that heavy and hard style that we meet with in the works of the 

best Czech authors previous to Hus, but in a speech such as was actually 

spoken in his own environment at Prague, a speech light and supple but 

at the same time pure and avoiding the use of unnecessarv foreign ex¬ 

pressions. Thus Hus not only contributed substantially by his Czech 

writings to the formation of a Czech literary tongue, but he also, through 

his whole activity as an author, laid the foundations of the subsecpient 

rich development of Czech religious literature. Religious questions had 

been dealt with in Bohemia l>efore Hus in lK)th I^tin and ('zech, but 

these older religious w^ritings of Czech origin, not excluding tlic Czech 

works of ITiomas of Stitny or the great F^atin work of Matthias of Janov, 

never attained much circulation and could thus have but small (‘fleet. It 

was only with Hus that there began the systematic developm(‘nt of Czcadi 

religious literature (to a considerable extent (‘omjxvsed in I>atin), which 

for a long time was the most significant element in (>zech litiTature 

generally and ranks among the most important intellectual prodmdions 

of the Czech nation as a whole. 

But over and above Hus" services to Czech orthogra[)hy, hinguage, and 

literature, his importance for his nation appears still more in his sca uring 

for it a place among thosc^ peoples who have ('ontribnted a share to the 

general progress of humanity, in his uplifting in no mean measure the 

national conscience and giving it a new content. The great struggle which 

Hus himself, and the Czech nation in his spirit, carried on for the reform 

of the Church and the triumplj of the pure law of God was, in the case 

of the Czech Hussites, from the very outset a fight in d(‘fence of national 

honour and dignity against the re[)roach of hen'sy, and soon b(‘came in 

the eyes of the nation the fulfilment of an exalted task for which the 

Czech nation had been chosen by God. This pious (‘onvietion was for a 

long period a source of noble self-consciousness for the C/ecfis, giving them 

an impregnable strength against the hugely siijM^rior material forces of 

their enemies, and later representing a sourc'e of (onsolation for tluun in 

their sntTerings. To this very day Hus is a gi'cvit national hero alike for 

his servici‘S to Czech language and literatui'C and for all tljat he did to 

cause hifi name and that of his nation to be inscril)ed in the annals of the 

world's history. 



CHAPTER III 

BOHEMIA IN THE FIITEENTH CENTURY 

The splendid position which Bohemia had attained in the fourteenth 

century as the premier electorate of the Holy Roman Empire, as the seat 

of the imperial Court, and at the same time of the greatest—and for 

sixteen years the only—university in Central Europe, was lost in the 

fifteenth century. Wenceslas (Vaclav) IV,deposed from the imperial throne 

in 1400, ceased to be the head of the Empire; and Prague University, 

having already lost much of its original importance through the founding 

of other universities in the neighbouring countries, was deprived of its 

international character by the l)^Tee of Kutmi Horn in 1409, and became 

an institution serving first and foremost the interests of the inhabitants 

of the Bohemian State, especially those of the Czech nation. It looked 

as if Bohemia had thus ceased to be an important factor in the liistory 

of Europe. It was not long, however, before it again became such a fat^tor, 

though for re^tsons very different from before. The impulse came from 

the great religious movement which, starting in the preceding century, 

first acquired at the beginning of the fifteenth such force as caused it not 

merely to dominate the history of tlie Czech nation for several decades, 

but also to attract the anxious attention of practically the whole of 

Christian Europe. It was, above all, John Hus who lent this force to the 

religious movement in Bohemia. This movement, rightly known as the 

Hussite, did not end with the death of Hus; on the contrary, his death 

gave the impulse to an expansion of the struggle, with the introduction 

of a new element, for the cause of Hus had Wome that of the whole 

nation. With a determination and a perseverance little anticipated by 

those who had Ix^en responsible for the condemnation of Hus, the Czechs 

erit;ercHl upon a struggle for his cause the like of which history has never 

seen before or since. 

Early in May 1415, two months Ix^fore the death of Hus, large 

gatherings of Bohemian and Moravian nobles met at Prague and at 

Brno (Briinn), and letters of intercession for him were sent from both to 

King Sigisinund. Under the impression that, after the flight of Pope 

John XXIII from Constance, Sigisinund had Hus in his power, the 

nobles and g^^ntry of Bohemia and Moravia asked the king to bring 

about his release and to give him a free hearing, for they regarded accusa¬ 

tions against Hus as accirsations against and an affront to the Czech 

nation and the Bohemian Crown. The Czech nobles, too, who w^ere at 

Constance joincxi with a numlxT of Polish nobles there in presenting to 

the Council a written protest against the inhuman treatment to which 

Hus was being subjcx‘ted, at the same time emphatically refuting the 
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ccdumnies spread at the Council concerning the Czech nation by the 

enemies*and ill-wishei's of the kingdom of Bohemia. 

Although it could thus have l)ecn no secret that Hus had not only 

numerous devoted followers but also powerful sup[)ortcrs in Bohemia and 

in Moravia, the Council apparently hoped that it would be able to stifle 

the movement he had kindled. Immediately after the burning of Hus, 

it decided to call upon the clergy and all ranks of the laity in Bohemia 

to oppose the further spread of the condemned erroi’s. The lettei’s dis¬ 

patched by the Council to Bohemia at the end of July, however, contained 

not only this demand but also a threat that the Council would punish in 

accordance with Canon Law all wdio continued to adhere to the heresy or 

who gave help to hei-etics. 

Appeals and threats proved equally ineffective in the storm of indig¬ 

nation which the tidings of the death of Hus aroused in Bohemia. 

Apart from occasional acts of violence the opposition to the ('omicil was 

organivsed in a dignified manner by the Bohemian and Moravian nobility. 

At a general assembly, convened on their own initiative and not, as was 

usual, on the king'^s summons, they resolved (on 2 September) to .submit 

a joint protest to the Council at Constance. In this memorable dwument, 

to which five hundred noble.s and gentry from all parts of Bohemia and 

Moravia attached their seals, a solemn tribute was paid to Hus, for it 

bore witness that he was a go<Kl and righteous (,’atholic who led men 

not into error but to Christian love and to the ke<.*pi!)g of Gcxl's com¬ 

mandments, It w^ent on to reproach the Council that in condemning Hus 

on the perjured evidence of the mortal foes of the kingdom of Bohemia 

and the margravate t)f Moravia, it had calumniatcfl these countries and 

their inhabitants. The protest denied most empliatieally tlie accusation 

of herCsSy brought against the two lands, and deelart‘d that tlu‘ wrong dont‘ 

them would be brought before the PojH‘ as soon as a universallv re¬ 

cognised Pope should be enthroned. Finally, it declared tlu‘ determination 

of the signatories to defend to the last droj) of their blood the dcwdriries 

of Christ and those who preached them, regardless of all laws that man 

might pass in conflict with those doctrines. At the s^ime time the as¬ 

sembled nobles and gentry formed themselves (on 5 Se{)temlxn) into a 

union, the menifK^i-sof which bound themselves a.s follows: not to acknow¬ 

ledge the decrees of the Council; to tender obedience to a new and regularly 

elected Pope only in such matters as should not l>e contrary to the will of 

God and His laws; in spiritual matters to oljey the country’s bishops 

only in so far as those bishops acted in accord with the divine law'; 

on their estates to permit every priest freely to preach the Won! of Gcxl, 

in so far as such priest had not lK‘en convicted of eiTor by Holy Writ, on 

which matter the final decision was to lie not with the bishops but with 

the University of Prague. Thus, the Bohemian and Moravian nobles 

entered upon the path of open revolt against the supreme cxdesiastical 

power. Some few Bohemian nobles only, by an agreement reached a 
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few days later, declared that they persevered in full obedience to the 

Church. 

The Council discussed the pi*otest of the Bohemian and Moravian 

nobility in February 1416, and decided to summon Ixdbre it all who had 

appended their seals to the document, to answer the charge of heresy. 

The summons was at once issued, but it was obvious that little faith was 

manifested in its efficacy, for the Council even then considered the 

declaration of a crusade against the Czechs in order to destroy heresy root 

and branch. Meanwhile its wrath descended upon the head of the one 

Czech heretic in their power—Master Jerome of Prague, who was burnt 

at the stake on 30 May 1416. 

Soon after the burning of Jerome, the Council began to deal sternly 

with the University of Prague. In Septeml>er 1415 the university had 

made a pronouncement in which Hus was referrt^d to as a holy martyr and 

a tribute of praise was paid to Jerome. Towards the close of the year the 

C'ouncil issued a ban suspending indefinitely all the university's activities. 

The majority of the masters at the university, however, paid no heed 

wliats<Hn’er to the prohibition. On its side the Council caused the 

AR'hbishop of Prague, Conrad of Vechta, a man of weak character, to 

Ixgin a policy of refusing to ordain adherents of the Hussite party and 

to demand from all priests applying for l)enefices an abjuration of the 

errors of Wyclif and of communion in lK>th kinds. In some cases, indeed, 

priests w'ho declared themselves adherents of Hus and administered com¬ 

munion in lK)th kinds were deprived of their cure.s. On the other hand, 

the clergy of ihone churches which were under the patronage of the Utraquist 

nobles or of Queen Sophia were dismissed if they i-efused to administer 

the chalic'e and declined to renounce olKdiem^e to the (duncil. The 

recognised leader of the Hussite nobilitv, Cenck of V'artenl>erk, tot)k 

energetic measuR's to I'emedy the lack of priests who wcr willing to 

administer communion in both kinds. He com[X‘lIed one of the suffragan 

bishops at Prague on several occasions to oidain candidates for holy orders 

without any regard to the conditions laid down by the Archbishop of 

Pmgue. 
While this struggle iK'tween the adherents of Hus and his opponents was 

prot^eeding, it iK^came incri^asingly clear that the former were bc^ginning 

to shew divergences among themselves in their views on faith and order. 

The dispute over communion in lx)th kinds had been detdded by Hus' 

declaration in favour of granting the chalice, and the last doubts on this 

point were dissipated by the dcK:ision of Prague University, delivered in 

the spring of 1417, in which the use of the Cup was approved of as the 

unalterable command of Christ. Communion in both kinds became the 

strongest bond among all who adhered to the cause of Hus and his 

memory, and the chalice wtis adopted as the universal emblem of Hussi- 

tism. Other innovations introduced or ret'ommended by the more zealous 

failed to meet the approval of all the supporters of tlie chalice, not 
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infrequently, indeed, meeting with strong opposition. Thus, some approved 

of children partaking of holy communion while others were against it. The 

attacks, too, of some of the more radical wing on the taking of an oath, on 

capital punishment, on the doctrine of purgatory, on prayers and masses 

for the dead, the veneration of the relics and images of the saints, on some 

of the sacraments and rites of the Church, aroused opposition among the 

more conciliatory. Possibly as early as the August Svnod of 1417 a formal 

definition of principles common to all the followers of Hus was arrived at, 

principles which were solemnly promulgated in 1420 as the “Four Articles 
of Prague.'^ 

The following w^ere the main demands made in this document: the 

Word of God to be preached without let or hindrance; the sacrament to 

be administered in both kinds to all believei-s; the dominion exercised 

by priests and monks over large secular possessions to lx? alx^lished; 

all mortal sins and all evils contrary to the divine law, including the 

heresy of simony, deeply rooted in the Church of that day, to Ix^ duly 

punished. A year after the synod, at a general assembly of mastei*s of 

the University of Prague and Utraqiiist clergy held at Prague in Septemlx^r 

1418, an attempt was made to settle disputed points. The assemblv 

ratified the administration of holy communion to children, but decisively 

rejected the principle that nothingwas to be Ix-dieved that was not expresvslv 

contained in Holy Writ, as well as various innovations based in the 

main upon that principle. Needless to stiy, this did not check the spmui 
of the innovations. 

The resolutions of the synod of 1417 and the general asscmibly of the 

masters and priests in 1418, though attempting to raise a barrier against 

extreme radical views, provided little liope of a smooth and speedy settle¬ 

ment of the great conflict betw^een the Czech nation and the (’hurch of 

Rome. Nor did the trend of affairs at the Council offer much prospec*t in 

this direction. There had, it is true, iKx-n finally drafted in the Council 

and submitted to its full assembly a rigorous measure of ecclesiastical 

reform directed against every form of simony and such evils as had been 

attacked by Wyclif, Hus, and the latter s predecessors and followers, but 

no jot of it had been carried into effect. The ( ouncil had merely elected 

a new Pope in the person of Martin V and had then, in April 1418, 

dispersed. Martin V ratified all the measures taken by the Council against 

the Czech heretics, and ordered the stern suppression of all w^ho championed 

the errors of Wyclif, Hus, and Jerome. Yielding to the pressure of his 

brother Sigisrnund, King Wenceslas, till then very tolerant towards the 

adherents of the Hussite movement, also began to take sharper action 

against them. At the beginning of 1419 he ordered the expelled clergy to 

be restored. In July he caused all the seats on the council of the New 

Pown at Prague to be filled by extreme opponents of the Hussite party, 

and the new council at once l)egan to take punitive action. This 

only exacerbated the situation, and a tendency to acts of real violence 
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shewed itself among the masses. The first great outburst of violence 

occurred on 30 July 1419. On that day a monk, Jan of Zelivo, a preacher 

at one of the three churches where communion in both kinds was per¬ 

mitted, led a huge procession of Utraquists through the city. When the 

procession arrived at the New Town Hall and the councillors declined to 

accede to the crowd's demand for the release of some persons lately 

imprisoned for religious disorder, the angry crowd forced its way into 

tlie building and threw the councillors and others whom they hated from 

the lofty windows into the square, where they were immediately slain. 

A general assembly of the townsfolk was at once summoned, and four 

hetmen (captains) were appointed to administer the city for the time being, 

llie king, shocked and alarmed as he was, made no attempt to oppose the 

revolutionary act. J’hrec days after the slaughter of the councillors he 

conliriiUKl the clwtioii of tlieir successors, chosen by the townsfolk of the 

New Town. The emotion caused by these events, however, so affected his 

health that he had a stroke and died on 16 August. With his death fell 

the last barrier that Inul hitlierto held back the tide of the Hussite 

revolution. Its waves were now able to spread freely over the entire 

territory of the Boheiniiin lands. 

Of fundamental importance for the fate of the Hussite movement after 

the death of King Wenceslas wrus the question whether the legal heir to 

the throne, his brother Sigismund, King of the Romans and of Hungary, 

would Ik* acevpted as king. At first, not only the nobles—and particularly 

the high nobility—but also the burghers of pRigue shewed readiness to 

ac!cept him, though practically all parties made it a condition that the new 

monarch should recognise the main points of' tlie Hussite programme, the 

“Four Articles of Prague.'' Sigismund, liowever, in view of his position 

in Christendom exmld not, nor did he desire tt), accept sucli a condition. 

At the outset he cautiously concealed his real sentiments on the matter, 

hut by the spring of 1420 he had plainly revealed them. During his 

sojourn at Hreslau in Silesia, when a erusade wris proclaimed against the 

Czecli Hussites, Sigismund simultaneously is.siied strict orders that the 

Hussites should abandon “ \\ yciifism" and render ol>edience to the Church 

in all things. At Hreslau he caused a Prague burgher who refused to re¬ 

nounce the Cup t(; he i)urni at the stake. This attitude prompted the 

citizens of Prague and a portion of the Hohemian mobility to make a 

detenniiwd stand against lum. Artned mjvsses of Hussites hastened 

from all [wirls of Bohemia and Moravia to defend Prague, threatened as 

it was hy the proposed crusade. An es{Ha‘ially powerful military force was sent 

by thestrongest H ussite organisation in the prov inces—that which had been 

formed in South Bohemia in a iiewly founded town to which the Biblic!al 

name of THlK)r had been given. At the head of the Tabor troops was their 

one-eyed general, Jan i^izka, who had begun to win a great reputation 

among the people. Towards the end of June Sigismund marched on 
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Prague at the head of a large crunading army (said to be close on 
100,000 men). Occupying Prague Castle, Sigismund had himself crowned 
there as King of Bohemia, but that was his only success. In an attempt 
to capture the Vitkov Height just outside the city, his army^was shame¬ 
fully routed by itiika (Vitkov was subsecjuently called Zizkov), and 
suffering from disease and lack of supplies it was soon compelled to retire. 
In the autumn of the same year (1 Noveml)er) Sigismund marched with 
a new army against Prague, but again suffered a crushing defeat, this 
time under the heights of VySehrad. 

Sigismund's twoinilitary disasters marred all attempts at a reconciliation 
and gave a pow'erful impulse to the Hussite resistance. At a general 
Bohemian Diet summoned in the summer of at Cdslav, the Bohemian 
Estates w^ho had subscribed to the Four Articles of Prague resolved 
not to accept Sigismund as king, on the ground that he was a professed 
calumniator of the sacred truths embodied in those Articles and an enemy 
of the honour and life of all who spoke the Czech tongue. In place of 
Sigismund (who was, however, still recognised as king by the lesser pro¬ 
vinces of the Bohemian Crown, Silesia and Lusatia, and had also numerous 
supporters in Bohemia and Moravia among those who had not joiner! the 
Utraquists) the Czechs began at once to seek another king. ITiey entered 
into negotiations with Vladyslav (Jagiello), King of Poland, proposing that 
either he himself or his cousin V^itold, Great Prince of Lithuania, should 
accept the Bohemian crown; but the condition that the future rnonaivh 
must recognise the Hussite programme proved a sturnbling-bhxrk here too'. 
While refusing the Bohemian crown himself, the Polish king agrwd to 
allow his nephew Zygmunt (Sigismund) Korvbiitovich, known usually 
as Korybut, to proceed to Bohemia, Kory but arrived in Bohemia in the 
spring of 1422, and was accepted by the Hussite nobility and the burghers 
of Prague as administrator, or regent, of the country. A year later (in 
the spring of 1423) he departed, but returned in the summer of 1424 
as ‘Hhe desired and elected king’"; he was, however, acktiowledged by 
only a section of the Hussite Czechs. His efforts to reconcile Bohemia 
with the Church were not only unsucce.ssful, but they also cau.st^d liim to 
forfeit the confidence of the responsible elements among the Hussites. In 
the spring of 1427 they raised a revolt against him, took him prisoner, 
and finally drove him from the country. 

Thus, from the death of Wenceslas IV in the year 1419 until 1436, when 
the country again turned to his brother Sigismund, Bohemia had no 
universally recognised king capable of actually exercising .sovereign power. 
The place of a regular ruler was for some time taken by Prince Korybut. 
For the rest, the Czechs appointed special councils of administration which 
were equipped with a large measure of the prerogatives of a ruler. All these* 
temporary governing bodies were appointed by the diets, the importfince 
of which at that period vastly increased, while their composition and 

' Cf. infra. Chap, xviii. 
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character underwent very substantial changes. I^ike the two great diets 

or assemblies of the Estates which took place in the closing years of the 

reign of Wenceslas IV they were not summoned by the king as had 

previously been the rule, but came together on the initiative of the Estates, 

which to<)k into their own hands all right of deciding upon the fortunes 

of the country. In contradistinction to the diets of the pre-Hussite 

period in which the representatives of the royal towns had been of 

but little significance, the towns represented at the diets of the HusMte 

epoch, led partly by I Vague and partly by Tabor, the new centre of radical 

Hussite tendencies in South Bohemia, advanced so greatly in pow'er that more 

than once they proved the deciding factor. It was the Hussite movement 

itself that had raised Prague and IVibor to this position of importance. 

Before tl»e death of ^^^en(*eslas IV Hussitism had ceased to Ix^ merely 

a spiritual and moral movement. Against the opponents of truth, as it 

was understocxl by the Hussites, violence was Ix^ginning to he usc^d. At 

fii'st it was only a matter of individual and isolatenl outbui*sts of wrath 

without any conscious aim, but soon after the death of Wenceslas elements 

gained the upfxir hand in the Hussite movement which imule an armed 

struggle one of the express points of its {)rogramme. This was in large 

measure the result of a fanatic, chiliastic tendency w hicli manifi^ted itself 

particularly at great gatherings or camp mcxdings, held in the mountains 

even after the death of King Wenwslas. This chiliasm was at first merely 

a lx?lief in the early Second Coining of Christ and of a paradise of love 

and peace which would he established without violence. Ere long, how¬ 

ever, when the date had passed for which the C'omingof Christ Inui bt^en 

prophesied, chiliasm took a jiredoininantlv Ixdlicose tone. It was pro¬ 

claimed that the millennial kingdom of C’hrist, w here mankind would live 

in primal innocena? without sin and without suffering, must be founded 

upon the destruction of all evil. And when the fervidly longed-for miracle 

by which all the godless weix? to lx* destroytxl was not forthcoming, 

relentless warfare for their extermination Ix^gan to be preached. The 

Iwlligerent enthusiasm of the masses, w ho lx‘gan to come to the gatherings 

in the mountains w ith weapojis in their hands, conflicted with the doubts 

of the more tolerant of the Hussite clergy, whether and to what extent 

it was permissible for a (^hristian to fight with physical weapons for 

divine truth, and whether in particular it was permissible to fight for that 

truth against those duly in authority. This conflict of opinion w as submitted 

for solution to the masters of the University of Prague, w ho decided that 

a ("hristian commuiuty possessed such a right only as a last resort, when 

the su{X‘rior authority was manifestly op|X)9ed to divine truth and thus 

forfeited all its rights. Tims, when King Sigismund and the Pope, as the 

representatives of secular and spiritual authority, declared war at the 

beginning of 1420 upon all defenders of the divine law , the Hussites w ere, 

according to the opinion of the university mastei's, justified in offering 

resistance'. Among the opponents of the Hussites, both at home and 
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abroad, the idea of a suppression of the Czech heretics by force of arms 

was generally accepted, and so the war became a war in defence of divine 

truth—a ‘‘Holy War’’ as it was termed in the Hussite watchword. 

In the struggle that ensued, Prague and T^bor—in many matters, as 

we have seen, of divergent views—w'ere the foremost representatives and 

deciding factors of the Hussite movement, indeed, we may say of all 

Hussite Bohemia. Prague owed its position not only to the fact that 

it was the capital of Bohemia and the whole Bohemian State, though 

its population hardly exceeded 40,00(), and the main fortress in the 

country, but also to its significance for the rise and growth of the Hussite 

movement, which had germinated and reached its greatest expansion 

there. Talx>r, an insignificant country-town of recent foundation, had 

w^on a leading place alongside Prague mainly because it had become the 

headcjuartei's and citadel of the radical elements among the Hussites, and 

because of the military talent and wide experience of »lan of Trocnov. 

This South Bohemian knight of no great position or wealth, who had 

possibly served for some years at the Court of King Wenl'cslas, and 

had certainly Ixen in the service of various nobles, had taken active part in 

the numerous and not infrequently serious fights waged in those troublous 

days among the nobility, the towns, and the religious Orders, and had 

gained still further experience during a lengthy sojourn in Poland, where 

he had fought on behalf of the Poles against the d'eutonic Knights, 

taking part in particulai' in the famous Battle of 'rannenlxrg (1410) 

At the time of the outbreak of the Hussite troubles Aizka was alri‘ady an 

elderly man—about sixty years of age—and blind of one eye, but he 

quickly revealed himself as a military organiser of splendid qualities. 

In arn)ing his troops, artisans from the towns and pea.sants from the 

country, full of religious zeal and enthusiasm but utterly uiitraineil for 

war, he made chief us<.‘ of implements and ecpiiprnent to which they had 

been axx'ustomed. In addition to iron-tipped flails he utiliscxl ordinary 

farm wagons. Barricades of these, ingeniously arranged, soon provt^d not 

only an excellent defence for ^i/ka"s simple foot-soldiers against the heavy 

cavalry of their knightly opponents but also a verveftkdivc means of attack. 

The efficacy of these wagon barricades, whether for defence or attack, was 

augmented by the use of light and easily transportable cannon of the 

how itzer type. Zizka's troops, thus provided with a simple and gnulually 

perfected equipment for battle, acquired their truly ftstonishing strength 

partly from the extraonJinary military talent of their leader and partly 

from his conviction that he was an instrument chosen of (iml to extx-ute 
the divine law. 

Just as they had united in the struggle against the opponents of the 

Cup at home, over whom they soon won notable successes, so did Prague 

and T^bor join again and a^iin at critical junctures, despite their steacHly 

growing differences on religious matters, indefen(‘e of the country against 

Sigismund and his crusading armies. Here, too, their sucms.ses were re- 
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markable. The second crusade against the Hussites, underbiken in the 

year ended with the same lamentable result as the one that had 

preceded it. The imperial forces penetrated, it is true, into Western 

Bohemia, and in the middle of September, after fiercely ravaging the 

country, laid siege to the town of i&iev (Saaz) which was held by the 

Hussites, At the beginning of October, when false reports arrived that 

the Czech army was approaching, Sigismund's forces retii'ed in complete 

disorder without a blow being struck. A similar fate soon afterwards 

befell the expedition, headed by the king himself, which, advancing 

through Moravia, compelled the nobles there to abjure the Articles of 

Prague, and entered Eastern Bohemia. The invaders succeeded in seizing 

Kiitnd Hora (K uttenberg) wliere the king had many partisans among the 

burghers, but within a few days he was driven out (January 1422) by 

iiika. and in the precipitate flight that ensued his troops suffered heavy 

losses. After tins defeat of Sigismund at Kiitna Hora the crusades against 

the Hussites ceased for a number of years. 

The internal struggle, of course, continued, and to the fights of the 

Hussites against their common enemies, the opponents of the Cup, were 

added their conflicts among them.selves, divid^ as they were not only by 

religious diflertmce.s but also by divergent views on fundamental questions 

of policy. In the spring of 1423 2izka betook himself with a small force 

to Eastern Bohemia, there to found a party more closely identified with 

his views on religious questions, on which he w'<is not in accord with the 

majority of the? Talnirites. The nucleus of Zizka's new party was the Horeb 

Brotherhood which had arisen in Bohemia almost simulbuieously with the 

Tabor BrotherluKKl, and their religious views were nearer ^izkas ow n in 

that they avoided the extreme nulieaiism of the Taborites. Zizka's new 

‘HInion,*' which UK>k the place of the Horeb Brotherhood, secured 

the adherence of Hradee (^Kdniggriitz) and three other towns of Eastern 

Bohemia, as well as that of several Hussite nobles, ^izka at once supplied 

the new bodv with a new' niilitarv organisation—a standing army was also 

established at Tabor. Straight wav in 1423 2izka and his new Ixxly, which 

proclainud inexorable warfare on all who opjMised the Word of God, came 

into armed conflict not only w ith the Catholic foes of Hussitism but also 

with the mo<lerate Hussite party at Prague, Desirous of restoring peace 

and order in the land, the nuderate Hussites under the leatlership of Prague 

were prepared to make various political and religious concessions of which 

the inflexible i^izka would not hear; now and then, indeed, they allied 

themselves with the Catholic opponents of the Cup. Thus it came about 

that in September 1424 ^izka and his arnjy stood l)efore the walls of 

Prague with the design of compelling it to support his policy. The 

threatened struggle, however, was averted by tlie c^onclusion of a six months 

armistice, to which immediately afterw'ards the Utraquists as well as the 

old TAbor party subscribed. The fruit of this truce was a joint expedition 

of the Hussite parties to Moravia, which was to be conquered from Albert 
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of Austria. During this expedition, however, Zizka died suddenly at the 

castle of Pfibyslav on 11 October 1424. 

The party which lie had lately formed did not dispei'se on his death. 

They took the name of ‘‘The {)rphans'*‘* in token of the fact that they 

iTgarded the dead general Jis their father, and they pursued his policy of 

determined opposition to Sigisnmnd wlienever the other Hussite parties 

attempted to come to terms with him. The internal conflicts among these 

parties c^ontinued, and the allied forces of the 'Faborites and the Orphans 

inflicted grievous losses on those of Prague. None the less the main 

Hussite factions again and again came to agreements which for a time 

suspended their internecine warfare, and enabh^d them to join against 

their common foe. A new’ joint expedition was underbiken to Moravia in 

October 1425, and at the close of the same year the Orphans carried their 

arms into Silesia, which thenceforward suffered from similar inroads till 

the end of the w ar. In the follow ing year.s the Hussite armies made more 

and more incui*sions to tlie neighbouring countries. Among their leadei*s 

the most distinguished, and a worthy heir of the militarv fame of Zizka, 

W’as the Tabor priest and ca[)tain Prokop Holy (Prokop the Paid), wlio 

in these years was more than once not merely tlie military Imt also the 

political chief of all the Hussites. Hefirst distijiguished himself in the great 

struggles between the allied Hussite forces and the armies of iht* {)i'inces of 

Saxony in the ytair 1426, struggles which culminated in amagnifieent victory 

for the Hussites at I'sti (Aussig) ov(‘rthe more numerous German forces. 

The profound impression made by this viciorv tonlirjued German ()ublic 

opinion in its belief in the invincibility of the Hussites. This coTniction, 

coupled wnth the chaotic political state of (fcrmanv, caused the rep<‘ated 

postponement of further crusades against the Hussites, and contribuUMl 

largely to their lamental>le failure wlien they were finally undertaken. 

Thus, for example, the crusade which w’.ts undertaken against the 

Hussites in the summer of 1427, after an interval of flv(‘ vear^, and in 

which Cardinal Henry Beaufort took pari, ended in a disordcM’lv flight of 

the crus^u^ing army from Tachov before the fight with the (V.echs could 

begin. No fresh crusade took place until the year 1461, while on the other 

hand Czech expeditions were continually being made into the surround¬ 

ing countries, where the Hussites captured numerous strategic points 

and occupied them with garri.sons. 

These expeditions, by wliich the Hussite leaders, particularly Prokop 

the Bald, obviously desired above all to constrain their hostile neighboui*s 

to submission and to iicknowdedgment of the supremacy of the VVord of 

God, aroused among the troops a keen lust for booty which soon weakeiuKl 

and thrust into the hacTground tlie original fanatic zeal of the “Warriors 

of God'"—all tlie more so as they were joined by all manner of ad ventin-el's, 

largely of foreign origin. Apart from the ho(»ty, however, these expedi¬ 

tions brought here and there no small m(»rai gain to the Hussites. 

Particularly in the minor territories of the Bohemian (’rown—Silesia and 
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Upper Lusatia—not only were truces and unions made with the invading 

Hussites, but also large sections of the population, e8|)ecially the lower 

strata of the townspeople and the peasants, joined the Hussite movement, 

A pai*ticularly impressive inroad was that made into Germany in the 

winter of 1429-30, when the united forces of the Hussites (some 40,000 

infantry and 3,500 cavalry) passed through Saxony, entered the territories 

of the Bishop of Bamterg and of Frederick of Brandenburg in Franconia, 

and constrained Frederick to make peace with them. Still farther than 

the expeditions of the Hussite armies penetrated the flaming manifestos 

by means of which the Hussite parties in the years 1430 and 1431 

acquainted the world with their bold programme. These reached France, 

Spain, and England, wliere a theologian of the University of Cambridge 

wrote a polemic against one of them. It was not till a year later (1431) 

that a fresh crusade w^as undertaken against the Hussites. In August of 

that year a large crusariing army marched to Domazlice (Taus) but, on 

the approach of the Hussites, fled in total disorder without a show of 

fight, leaving not only large numbers of prisonei's but also a huge booty 

in the hands of the enemy. The victory of Domazlice caused the opponents 

of the Hu.ssites to lose any desire to repeat a crusade against them. Even 

at the Council of Basle, the view, supported espec’ially by Caixlinal Julian 

Cesarini, who had Ixten mainly responsible for the promotion and organ¬ 

isation of the latest inglorious crusade and who had taken personal part 

in the expedition, gained the upj>er hand—that it was advisable, in face 

of the impossibility of suppressing the Hussites by force, to secure their 

return to the lK)som of the univeisal Church by conciliatory measures. 

Meanwhile, readiness for a compromise with the C'huivh had gained 

ground among the Hussites themselves. The exhausted stiite of the country 

and the chaos in puldic administration, I'esulting from the long years 

of warfare, were largely rt\sponsible for the growing spirit of conciliation. 

The more moderate Hussites were also impelled to compromise with the 

Church by the religious and stKual ladicalism of several sections of the 

party and their fanatii‘al rage not only against the opponents of the Cup 

but also agjiinst everv relic of (Jiristian culture dating from the pre- 

Hussite era, an iconoclasm that included the destruction and buniiiig of 

churches, organs, statues, and other ecclesiastical ornaments. There had 

been divergences among the Hussites in these mattei’s practically from the 

very beginning. The famous Four Articles of Prague had expressed in 

substance the views of Hus and his immediate followers. From various 

sources, however, there had penetrated into the ideas of the Hussite move¬ 

ment elements that wert^ either entirely alien to Hus or of no significance 

in his eyes, and which led soon after his death to the division of the 

Hussites into parties widely at variance, and sometimes therefoi'e very 

bitterly opposed to one another. Eveii the logical consideration of several 

of the principles pnH'laimed by Hus—notably the doctrine that the Word 

of God should be the supR^ne or indeed the only rule of life and faith— 
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gave rise to views and aims considerably at variance with those of Hus 

himself. Other divergences were a result of direct foreign influences. 

Of these influences by far the most powerful was that of the “evange¬ 

lical doctor^’’^ John Wyclif, from whom the Hussites, regarding him almost 

as a fifth evangelist, borrowed more than from any other source, incliuling, 

indeed, doctrines which Hus himself had never recognised. This was in 

no small measure due to the activities of Wyclifs compatriot, the Oxford 

“master"’ Peter Payne, who, as a Lollard, had fled from England to escape 

persecution, and had taken refuge in Bohemia. From tlK‘autumn of 1414 

he took prominent part in the religious disputes there, n'presenting for 

the most part very radical views. The VValdensian heresv, too, had Ik'C'O 

fairly widespread in Bohemia long btTore Hus, especially in the south, 

whence came the leading apostles of the Bohemian Reformation. It was 

not, however, by this route that the VValdensian doctrines influenced the 

Hussites most strongly, but rather through the literary activity and teach- 

ingof a notable German follower of Hus—Master Nicholas of Dresden— 

who during the closing years of Hus’ life had conducted, with other 

Dresden masters, a school at Prague whi(‘h was in intimate touch with 

the leaders of the Hussite movement and played a pronhnent nde in the 

growth of Hussitism. J’ogether with his companions, Peter Payne among 

them, Nicholas took a determined stand by the side of Mastc^r *Jakoubek 

of Stfibro when the latter began to introduce eommunion in botii kinds, 

and contributed not a little to his victory. Moreover, alongside the 

VValden.sian beliefs, and sometimes perhaps in close connexion w ith them, 

there had penetrated to Bohemia even prior to tli<‘ time of Hus some of the 

elements, of the Catharist teachings (possibly tlirough the ("atharo- 

Waldensian sect of the Huncarii), an echo of w hich we find in the more 

eccentric currents among the Hussites. In 1418 there also arrived in 

Bohemia a party of Picards who had been driven into exile from the North 

of France on account of their dangerous heresy. A tnystical, bitterly anti- 

Church spiritualism was combined in ttiis heresy with a hard rationalism 

which went to the length of a complete denial of the divine presence in 

the sacrament of the altar. 

It was mainly these foreign elements—Wyclilite, WaldensiHn,(.‘atharist, 

and Picard—that were responsible for the fact that among the Hussites, 

when in 1420 they submitted the Four Articles of Prague to the whole 

world as their common programme, there existed parties and tendencies, 

the views and aims of which went much farther than the Articles. In 

connexion with chiliasm, radical currents vastly at variance with Hussitism 

proper came to the surface among the adherents of the Cup. From this 

fanaticbelief in the early coming of Christ to found His millennial kingdom 

in which mortals would live in a state of paradisiacal innocence, without 

sin and without suffering, wdiere there would be no place for human in¬ 

ventions, for secular or ecclesiastical orders intrcMluced by man, where 

social distinctions would l>e no moi-e and where Church and State would 
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cease to exist, there were deduced at once demands that tended to a com¬ 

plete revolution in the relations of both society and State, such as the 

abolition of the royal power, community of property, the abolition of all 

taxes, the possession of women in common. 

Simultaneously with these fanatic and revolutionary principles, which 

were in places at once put into practice, there came to the forefront at 

Tdbor, now the headquarters of radical tendencies, the extreme rationalist 

tenets of the Picards, w'ho denied the piesence of Christ in the consecrated 

elements, and declared them to be a mere symbol of Christ’s sacrifice and 

their adoration to be idolatry. This doctrine, however, aroused indignation 

even in Tdbor, and those who preached it were driven out. Their leader, 

Martinek a priest, commonly known as Lokvis, was burnt at the stake 

in 14521, and his former supporters, who went on to indulge in pantheist 

Adamitism, were the same year extirpated by 2izka, who was inexorable 

in this matter. In like manner the Hussites—even their radical sections 

—rejected the various revolutionary ideas and demands of the chiliastic 

fanatics, put forwanl at Tabor and elsewhere in the years 1419 and 1420, 

w'hich, however, nowhere gained a permanent hold. 

None the less, certain of these ideas penetrated into the Hussite move¬ 

ment, es{x?cially among the more radical elements at Tdbor. In the first 

place, the Taljorites acceptetl far more completely than other Hussites 

the teacdiings of Wydif, and put the principles preac*hed by him far more 

consistently into practice. Mort‘over, partly as a result^ in all probability, 

of conttict with the W^aldensians in their close neighbourhocxl, and partly 

from a study of the writings of Master Nicholas of Dresden and Peter 

Payne, they adopted various Waldensian teachings. The principle laid 

dowui in the Four Articles of }*rague, to the effect that the divine law, that 

is the Word of God, is the supi'eme rule of life and faith, they endeavoured 

to put into practice with the strictest consistency, absolutely rejecting 

everything in the dm'trine and organisation of the Church that appeared 

to be in conflict with that law, or which in their view was unsupported 

by it. They rejected belief in purgatory, so that prayers, alms, and 

masses foi* the deatl lx‘cajne to thorn superfluous. They did away with 

the sacraments, with the exception of baptism and communion, in respect 

of which, after some hesibition, they followed Wyclif in teaching that 

Christ, whose IkkIv was in Heaven, was present in the elements only 

sacrificially and spiritually, and not materially and personally. They 

rejected veneration of the siiints, pictures, and relics, and abolished all 

holy days, except Sundays and fast days. In clerical organisation they en¬ 

deavoured to renew’ the original simplicity of the apostolic Church, reject¬ 

ing all orders, I'egulations, and rites later intnxluced into the Catholic 

Church, which the Hussites proper had never ceased to recognise. They 

therefore aboli.shed Church ritual and vestments, while divine service, 

which among them consisted, apart from ceremonial partaking of the body 

and blood of Christ, merely in the singing of Czech hymns, in the offering 
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up of prayer and the reading and explanation of Scripture in the Czech 

tongue, they caused to be conducted by priests in ordinary lay garb. They 

did not, however, stop there, but went on relentlessly to destroy altars and 

their ornaments, statues and pictures of the saints, organs and all the 

splendour of Church decoration, and they demolished monasteries, which 

they I’egarded as dens of iniquity. They did not recognise, nor did they 

possess, any ecclesiastical Orders other than the offices of priest, deacon, 

and bishop. The bishop, who had no considerable powers, being merely 

primm inter pares^ could, according to the Tdbor doctrine which here 

followed the bold ideas of Marsilio of Padua, be elected merely by the 

priests without regard to the traflitional apostolic succession. Alivady 

in September 1420 the Taborites had elected a bishop, the choice falling 

upon Nicholas of Pelhfimov, subsequently known as Biskiipec, who was 

distinguished not only as an eminent theologian but also as the author of 

a gi’eat historical work in defence of the Tabor party. Thus the "J aborites 

formally broke away from the universal Phurch, of which the other 

Hussites never ceased to reganl themselves as members. I'he serious 

nature of this step was further accentuated by the fact that in their 

religious radicalism the Taborites were by no means isolated among the 

Hussites. In close affinity to them was the Horeb Brotherhood, at the 

head of which ^tizka. had placed himself towards the close of his life. 

But even in Prague itself religious radicalism closely allitxl to that of the 

Taborites w^as rampant, largely the work of Jan of Zelivo, the priest who 

had attracted attention on the occasion of the first outburst of revolt at 

the capital in 1419, and who from that moment had dominated the New' 

Town quarter, where he won the allegiance of the masses bv siTinons and 

by his demagogic and political fervour. His career lasted till early in 

1422, wdien he and several of his followers were Ix^headed. In time, of 

course, this original radicalism everywhere dindnished very considerably, 

and even at Tabor itself there began to lx* manife^sted a readiness to settle 

political and religious conflicts bv conciliatoi y means, a tendency which 

was .supported in particular by Zizkals successoi-, the priest Pi'okop the 
Bald. 

On the other hand, there were many w ho were prepared to compromise 

in the matter of the Articles, so xs to draw nearer to the views of the 

Church. These, the most moderate section of the Hussites, consisting 

mainly of the high nobility and numlxTsof the Masters of the University 

of Prague, were ready, in the interests of reconciliation with the ('hurch, 

to sacrifice not only all tho.se points in whidi the Articles went farther 

than Hus, and not only much that had Ixxn taken over from Wyclif, re¬ 

cognised even by them at an earlier date as their teacher, but also various 

teachings of Hus himself, and to content themselves practically with 

merely the Cup and the abolition of certain abuses. The leading advocate 

of these moderates was the learnwl and iHdlicose Master of Prague 

University, Jan of Pribram. His determined attacks upon Wyclifite 
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teachings in the years 1426-27 met, however, with opposition from 

Wyclif’s compatriot, Peter Payne, wlio had iH^corne acclimatised among 

the Hussites under the name of Master English, and who later went 

over completely to the “Orphans.'” The standpoint of the group of 

Jan of Pribram was far from being common to all the supporters of a 

moderate tendency amongthe Hussites,atthe hefid of which, after the death 

of its leader, .lakoul>ek of Stfibro, in 1429, stood not Pribram but Master 

Jan Rokyctana, whose spiritual views w^ere closely identified with those 

of Jakoubek and who was subsequently for many years the head of the 

Utraquists; yet it was none the less a significant expression of the 

atmosphere of conciliation which had spread among them. Despite, 

however, all this genuine desire for a restonition of unity with the Church, 

even the most mcKlerate Hussites of the Pribram group declined to take 

the step which had long been in the eyes of the (’hurch moie or less an 

understcKwi condition of reconciliation, that of simple submission to its 

decision without reserve and without compromise, and thus the 

acknowleilgment of its unrestricted authority in matters of faith. As 

long as the Church insisted upon maint:aining the attitude which it had 

adopted towards Hus at the Council of Constance, agreement between it 

and the ('zech Hussites was impossible, bow ever much the latter moderated 

their demands. 

An obstacle to such agn^ernent was, moreover, presented by the 

development of ecclesiastical organisation in the I’traquisi party itself. 

The act of Conrad of Vcchta, Archbishop of Prague, in going over to 

Hussitisni had s|)ared this party the ncH-essity of providing themselves, as 

the Taboritcs Inul done, w ith a new bishop of their own without regard, 

if net*d lx% to the principle of apostolic succession. The position and 

})ower of Archbishop Conrad were, however, afterwards subsbuitially 

ditteivnt from what they had lK*en. Alongside him there were first appointed 

for a while four Masters of Pnigue Ibiiversity, elected at a synod of the 

('zech clergy in 1421, as C'hurch Administrators with extensive powei^. 

And when, after the fall of Korvbut, a temporary conflict arose between 

the archbishop and the Utra<jui8ts, Master »Ian Rokycana was elected by 

the Prague clergy as the “officiar' or “superior'* whom all had to obey. 

Archbisho[) (\>nrad himself, after the Ctracjiiist clergy in 1429 had again 

acknowledgt'd allegiance to him, recognised Rokycana as his vicar in 

,fpiriinalihu,^. So this Hussite Master, though formally only tlie arch¬ 

bishop's official on the old lines, continued to be the real spiritual lc‘ader 

and head of the Ctra(|ui.st party. 
The internal develo{)ment of the Hussite parties which has Ixcn broadly 

outlined was obviously little favourable to the efforts to reconcile the 

Hussites with the (Inirch undertaken immediately in 1420 from different 

(juartei's and frecjiuuitlv I'enewtal. It was re[)eatedly seem that on the one 

hand the intenuil conditions in Bohemia wove not vet ripe for a e^)ncilia- 

torv settlement with the ( luirclj, and on the* othi‘r hand that the supreme 



80 The invitation to Basle: the “ Cheh Judge 

authorities in the Church were not prepared to facilitate such a settlement 

by concessions of any fundamental character, or indeed to negotiate about 

such concessions, for the Church persevered in the unequivocal demand 

that the Hussites must first of all render complete submission to it. 

The military successes of the Hussites gradually brought about a change 

in this unyielding attitude. First of all the Hussites succeeded in moving, 

if not the Papacy itself, at any rate its devoted adherents in Bohemia 

and beyond the frontiex-s to enter into negotiations upon tlie questions in 

dispute. Prokop the Bald himself decided in the spring of 1429 to enter 

into direct negotiations with King Sigismund. In the course (jf an inroad 

into Austria, Prokop, accompaniecl by a Hussite delegation of which be 

was joint leader with Peter Pa>me, proceeded to Bratislava (Pressburg) 

to meet Sigismund. The negotiations centred chiefly round the method 

by which it would be possible to settle the Bohemian rcligious problem 

at the General Council to be convoked at Basle in 1431. The Czechs were 

in principle ready to send envoys to the Council, but they demanded to 

be heard as equals and not to be placed on trial. They declined, of 

course, to surrender their faith; on the contrary, they suggested that 

Sigismund should adopt and defend it. Under these conditions it was 

only natural that no agreement could be arrived at. It was not until the 

famous victory of the Hussites at Domazlice that AVestern C'hristendom 

became convinced of the need of entering into negotiations with the Czech 

heretics. The Council of Basle itself sent on 15 OctolxT 1431 an invitation 

to the Czechs to come to Basle on ternrs which they had previously put 

forward in vain, namely, to a hearing at which ‘•‘The Holy Spirit itself 

would be in the midst as arbiter and judge.^ 

The invitation sent by the ('ouncil of Basle, though it w^us a great 

moral success for the Czechs, was not accepted unhesitatingly by all the 

Hussite sections. The TalK)rites, who would have wished a settlement of 

their conflict with the Church to be entrusted rather to laymen, were 

dissatisfied with the proposed hearing before the Council. The Orphans, 

too, were at first very reserved in their attitude to the invitation. At 

the beginning of 1432, however, Rokycana, who since the death of 

Archbishop Conrad (in December 1431) had !)een the spiritual head of 

the ITtraquist party, agreed with Prokop to accept llie invitation 

to Basle. In May 1432 representatives of the C’ouncil met the C'zech 

delegates at Cheh (Eger) in order to settle the conditions under which 

the Czechs were to be heard at the Council. Here the C/.eclis won a fi*esh 

important success. According to the* terms settled with the C'ouncirs 

plenipotentiarie.s the deci.sion in the (’zech conflict with the Church 

was not to lie with the Council but with another, higher judgt*. This judge, 

as the Hussites had demanded, was to be in part the divine law, that 

is, the Scriptures, and in part the custom (that is, the practice) of C^hrist, 

His apostles, and the primitive Church, together with the ( ouncils and 

the Fathers of the Church in so far as their teachings were rightly based 
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upon Holy Scripture and the practice of the primitive Church. In all 

their subsequent dealings with the Council the Hussites again and again 

appealed to this criterion of judgment agreed upon at (^eb—or the 

*‘Cheb Judge*” as it was called. 

Shortly before the Council assembled, the Taborites and the Orphans, 

disregarding the principles of the agreement for the attendance at Basle, 

joined in a great military expedition to Lusatia, Silesia, and Branden¬ 

burg, in the course of which they penetrated alx)ut the middle of April 

to the neighboiyhood of Berlin. I^ter still Prokop resolutely rejected 

the request of the Council that the Czechs should conclude a truce for 

the period of their negotiations with the Council. Indeed, early in 1433 

when the negotiations with the Czechs at the Council were in active 

progress, the Orphan captain, Jan Capek of Sany, as an ally of the Poles 

against the Teutonic Knights, undertorik a great ex{>edition through 

Lusatia and Silesia to Neumark and Prussia, in the coui*se of which the 

Hussite army advanced to the Baltic Sea near the mouth of the V^istula. 

In the meantime, the negotiations at Basle, where the Czech delegation 

had arrived on 4 January 1433, made difficult progress. Whereas the 

Czechs were only disposed to act'ept such decisions as in their opinion 

were in harinony with the laws of God, the Council demanded that the 

Czechs should render al>solute submission to it. While, tcK>, the Czechs 

(in particular Rokycana, Nicholas of Pelhfimov, and Peter English) re¬ 

solutely championed the Four Articles of Prague, albeit in their milder 

formulation as drafted in 1418 by the Univci*sitv of Prague, the Council 

rtye<ded every article, except for the fact that privately the Czt'chs were 

offereil a limited rei^ognition of the Cup, 

Being unable to move the CzcH,*h envoys to concessions the Council 

sent a delegation to Prague to negotiate there directly w ith the Bohemian 

diet. The Basle delegatCvS, among whom the papal auditor, Juan Palomar, 

was an outstanding tigure by reiison of his diplomatic talents, remained 

at Prague two months (from May to July 1433), but even there the 

negotiations with the Cztx*hs pnaluced no result. On the other hand, 

confidential pourparlaa w ith the most moderate seition of the Hussites 

under Pribram preparwl the way for an agreement at Prague touching 

all the Four Articles. This agret inent, w ith some additions, was accepted 

by both sides on 30 November and sealed by the delegate priests 

and the Utra([uist nnisters clasping hands; some formal changes, and 

the decision of the “Cheb »fudge,'' being reserved for final settlement 

w'hen matters still outstanding should be discussetl (general obligation 

of commin)ion in both kinds, and participation of children in the 

Cup). By this agreement, to which the name of The Compacts was 

applied, assent was given to all the Four Articles of Prague, but in 

such style and with such clauses that their original meaning was 

almost completely obliterated. Apart from connniinion in both kinds, 

which was |)ermitle<l wdth some reservations, the Hussites were concxjded 
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practically nothing. Further, the agreement was not ratified by the 

Bohemian Estates at a new diet in January 14S4, but the Council in¬ 

sisted that it was binding, while it was acknowledged by the nuKlerate 

Hussites who interpreted the (‘oinpacts in a sense much more favourable 

to themselves than the Council understood them. The Taborites and 

Orphans, however, were decisively opposed to it. Weight was given to 

their opposition by the military power of their armies in the field. These 

forces had formerly by their military successes forced both domestic and 

foreign opponents of Hussitism and even the Council itself to yield, thus 

indirectly preparing the way to conciliation, but now they had lx'<‘oine 

the main obstacle to agreement. Since the summer of 14fj2 troops had 

vainly laid siege to the main bulwark of the Catholic power in West 

Bohemia, the town of Plzen (Pilsen), and by their hunt for booty had 

caused great damage in the whole country round. Re.sentment at their 

conduct aggravated by the growing desire for agreement with the 

Church and the restoration of normal conditions to the country led 

the Hussite nobles in the spring of 14if4 to conclude an alliauce with tiie 

governor of Bohemia, Ales \ festovsky, who had recently been elected by 

the diet, and the troops were ordered to disband if they did not wish to 

be regardcKl as the enemies of their country. Determinecl to rid the land 

of the Taborite and Orphan troops the Hussite nobles now did not 

hesitate to join with the Catholic nobles. A decisive battle was fought 

at Lipany on SO May 14d4, in which the army of the Talx)rites and 

Orphans was defeated, and their eminent general, Prokop the Bald, 

perished on the field. 

This defeat of the radical elements among the Hussites facilitate*!! the 

subsequent negotiations of the Czechs both w ith Sigismund and with the 

Council of Basle. Those with Sigismund proceeded smoothly and rapidly. 

They concerned mainly the use of the (’up iii communion and Church 

government. With regard to the ('up the Czechs were gradually com})elhxl 

to surrender their demand that the (’up should be universally compulsory. 

They insisted, however, that the diet, jointly w ith the clergy, should elect 

the archbishop and two bishops, that the archbishop sliould \ye an 

adherent of communion in both kinds, and that all the clergy in the 

country should be subordinate to him. lliis dennind, though it met w ith 

keen opposition from the ('ouncil envoys, who upheld the right of the 

chapter to elect the bisho{>s, was readily enough conceded by Sigismund, 

who was convinced that this right pertained to him as king, and that he 
could thus pass it on to the Estates. 

The agreement between the king and the Bohemian Estates was ratified 

by the diet in September 143*5, and the election was at once made of 

Master .Jan Rokycana as Archbishop of Prague, and of two bishops. The 

election, which was made bv sixteen delegates—eight representing the 

secular Estates,and eight representingtheclergy—was imrmsliately ratified 

by the diet, but it was not till July 1436 that it was confirmed by 
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Sigisniund in a royal charter in which he averred that till Rokycana^B 

death he did not desire to have any other as archbishop, and that he would 

do his utmost to get the election confirmed by the Church. This confirm¬ 

ation was forthcoming at a notable meeting of the Czechs with Sigis- 

mund and delegates of the (-ouncil which took place at Jihlava (Iglau) 

in July 1436. There, some few days prior to the issue of the cliarter 

relating to the episcopal elections, seals were affixed to the Compacts as 

agreed upon at the close of 1438, and on 5 July a ceremonial exchange 

of documents followed at Jihlava in the presence of Sigismund. In ad¬ 

dition to the charter touching the election of Rokycana, Sigismund gave 

the Czechs another confirming several of their demands and thus supple¬ 

menting the Compacts. At the end of August Sigismund entered Prague, 

and a month later was present at his fii*st Bohemian diet as the accepted 

King of Bohemia. 

The Compacts merely closed the first period of the great stmggle; they 

were no final solution, the disputes breaking out again with new' force. 

ITie first period, however, had profoundly afietited the internal organism 

of the Czech State and nation, and brought about far-reaching changes. 

First of all, the unity of the ('zech State sufi'ered seriotisly from the 

fact that its main territory, Bohemia, had definitivelv rejected Sigismund 

as lawful heir to the throne, and was thus for the whole period without 

a king, while the bulk of the minor provinces of the Bohemian Crown did 

not follow its example. The danger that this state of affairs presented for 

the unity of the Czech State was aggmvated by the bitter hostility shewm 

towards the mother country in tliose parts that had fallen away from 

her, hostility which developed on religious as well as on racial grounds. 

By the recognition of Sigismund as king throughout the whole territory 

of the Bohemian ( rown w hich w as effected simultaneously with the accept¬ 

ance of the Compacts, the shattei-ed unity of the Czech State was restored, 

though not completely, for the mutual hostility of the various territories 

was not {permanently obliterated. Three years later, on the death of 

Sigismund's successor, a long {K?riod of interregnum and religious conflict, 

aggravated by racial differences, again led to a temporary drifting asunder. 

Ulie alpsence of a duly recognised king in Bohemia had furthermore the 

result of ton ing the ('zechs to manage their own government. The Estates, 

represented by their diets, thus appeared as the actual source of ail State 

power in Bohemia. This (^ame to an end, it is true, on the acceptance 

of Sigismund as king in 1435, but it left dce{) traces cpn the relations 

between the king and the Estates. Sigismund was obliged not only to 

confirm the Estates in their old lilperties aiui rights, but also to ateept 

various religious and {political conditions which they laid down. More¬ 

over, although al'terwards the actual influence of the Estates on all 

decisions in public affairs w<\s far greater than it had Ixen in the pre- 

Hussite era, even this augmented authority did not satisfy their increased 

consciousness of power. 'Fhe disputes between king and Estates which 
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threatened to arise were checked for the time being by the death of 

Sigismund. They remained, however, to be fought out at a later date. 

Although Hussitisin was in origin and substance a moral, religious, 

and ecclesiastical movement, thei'e entered into it practically at the 

very outset certain endeavoui-s to alter soc ial and economic conditions, 

and these lx?came an important element of the movement. Both the 

higher and the lower nobility, inclining towards the religious movement 

inspired by Hus, longed to break down the intolerable economic pre¬ 

dominance of the Church, to di^prive the prelates and monasteries of 

their vast landed possessions and to get this property into their own 

hands. The artisans and working classes in the towns wished to overthi*ow 

the power of the wealthy patricians, to secure some i!)fluence on municipal 

administration, and to improve their own economic condition. The 

villeins on the land cherished the hope of escaping from their irksome 

duties and obligations. The lowest ranks of the cleigy were desirous of 

ending the humiliating inequality of their social atul economic position 

compared with that of the wealthy prelates, canons, and rectors of great 

parishes. All these aims and desires, often unconscious and ill-defined, 

merged not only into one another but also into the religious and 

nationalist aims and sentiments. 

The Hussite movement, however, though arousing and giving supj)ort 

to the.se multifarious aims and desires, did not make their fulfilment a 

positive article of the Hussite programme. Only the demands that the 

priests should be deprived of undue enjoyment of great worldly posst^ssions, 

and should live lives according to the Gospel and the example of (’hrist 

and His apostles, bcx*amc important articles of that programme. 

Other far-i'eaching social demands were put forward only by the extre^me 

sections of the Hussites, particularly the Taborites. At Tabor in 1420, 

at a time when the chilifistic heresy was prevalent, tliere was prtH laimed 

not only the abolition of serfdom and of villein dues and services, hut 

also the replacement of private property by ownership in common. 

Communistic principle.s were put into practice by the establishment of 

common treasuries to which the wealthier farmers on selling their produce 

handed over the proceeds. Very soon, however, this ceased. The se*rfs did 

not even acquire the promised exemption from tiic payment of interest and 

dues to the large landowners. The revolutionary ideas of the extreme 

Taborites took no hold whatsoever on the other Hussite partit s, except 

here and there among the lower classes of the townsfolk, where they soon 

disappeared in the same manner as at Tabor itself Some of these views 

find, it is true, an echo in the writings of the Southern Bohemian thinker, 

Peter Chelcicky, which appeared at the beginning of the Hu.ssite wars, 

and in which the author, with impressive eloquence and fervid conviction, 

shews the absolute incompatibility of the relation of niaster and st!rf w ith 

the pure law of God; but ChelcickCs doctrine that the true Christiari 

must never resist the supreme secular power even w hen it dt>es him w rong 
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caused his views, at that time still little known, to lose all practical 

effect. 

The demand—an upheaval in the social and economic conditions of 

the time—for the abolition or at least a great reduction in the 

vast passessions of the Church, especially landed property, was largely 

brought into effect, at least in Bohemia. During the Hussite tumults, 

the Church there was deprived of the major part of its secular property, 

the wealthy monasteries were either demolished or impoverished, 

the former economic predotninance of the Church over the lay classes 

was broken once and for all, and the prelates were deprived of all political 

importance. The landcnl estates taken from the Church enriched, it is 

true, in the first place a nLunlK*r of the houses of the higher nobility, but 

the gains of the lower nobility also, the knights and gentry, were not 

inconsiderable. Thus, not only the nobility proper but also the knights 

and the gentry in Bohemia made an advance in economic and political 

power owing to the Hussite wars, the latter perhaps a relatively greater 

Oflvanc'e than the former, it was not indeed till the Hussite wars that 

the knights and gentry lx*canie factors of real consequence in public life, 

stxuitid representiition in the highest offices of State and the law courts, 

and won an inHuenlial voice in the delilxrations of the diet. In like 

manner the Hussite movement increased the importance of the towns, 

which likewise* frequently ohtaine<i a considerable portion of the property 

confiscattKl from ilie ('Imrch. The leading position which the burgher 

class, represented (‘.specially by the burghers of Prague, secured for them¬ 

selves during the Hussite wars was not indeed pennanently maintained; 

nevertheless, even after these wars the measure of political rights still 

posse‘ssed by them was sucl) tliat tlu ir voice could not be disregarded in 

public affairs. This fact had all the greater significance because in the 

tow^ns thems(*lves it was the Husvsite movement that helped the more 

popular and nationalistic* eletnents to victory. 

While the Hussite movement thus brought on the whole more good 

than harm to the nobility, the knights, and the towns, the villeins on 

the land not only gaiiuMl nothing of what the Taborite chiliasts had 

dreamed, but even suffered great! v in consecpience of the prolonged fight¬ 

ing; and the injurious effei’t of war on the general condition of the 

country contributed, as became apparent later, to a considerable deteriora¬ 

tion in their position. 

Pmfound and significant were the effects of the Hussite movement on 

the development of ('zech nationality and a national C'zech consciousness. 

There culminated in it, first mid foremost, the opposition of the native 

Czech population to the Germans who had migrated to the country 

during the preceding two centuries and were to a large extent in the 

enjoyment of a privilegtxl position. The Hussite upheavals accelerated 

and completed a development tending to the gradual (^zechisation of the 

towns in Bohemia. Many German burghers were driven from the country 
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on account of their hostile attitude towards the Czecih religious movement, 

and the lower classes, of Czech nationality and of Hussite sentiments, 

became the ruling powers in the towns. The majority of towns in 

Bohemia thus Ijecame wholly Czech. In Moravia, where the Hussite 

movement was not so strong as in Bohemia, the German element suffered 

less severe losses. In particular, the towns there remained in the hands of 

the Germans even throughout the Hussite wars. 

Tlie Hussite struggles did not, indeed, drive all the Germans out of 

Bohemia and Moravia, but the privileged position which they enjoyed 

out of proportion to their actual strength and numl)ei*s was utterly lost. 

In the chief territories of the Czech State, especially in Bohemia, they 

became an insignificant minority of practically no importance in politics. 

The Latin tongue, too, was displac^ by the Czech language in official 

correspondence, in all dealings in the public offices, the courts of justice, 

and the diets. 

The Hussite movement had a further effect on the national character. 

The struggle was carried on by the Czechs not merely in the effm t to cleanse 

the Czech State and nation from the accus>ition of heresy hut also in the 

conviction that, acknowledging the purity of the truth of G(k1 al>ove all 

other races, they were under the obligation of assisting it to victory, of 

becoming champions of the divine Word and warriors of (iod. This 

naturally gave rise in their minds to the idea of some spec’ial sacred 

character attaching to the Czech nation, of its call to great dwds in the 

service of God and the divine law. The national (‘onscioiisness of the 

Czechs thus acquired a special mystical tinge and impressive fervour, and 

the Czech national idea was enriched bv the thought that the nation, 

apart from its defensive struggle against tlu* (ierman menace, had hod 

a great positive task laid upon it—a figlit for the pure truth of God. 

The economic harm caused to the Czech territories bv the Hussite wars 

was certainly great. Hiese struggles not only directly destroyed much 

material wealth, but also in large measure paralysed all the economic life 

of the country and held up its trade with other countries, which had 

developed so satisfactorily, especially in tljc preceding century. Similarly, 

the Hussite wars put an end to the splendid progi’ess of the plastic arts 

by virtue of which in the reigns of Charles IV' and Wenceslas I\ Bohemia 

had become the leading centre of art in the Europe of that day. Many 

works of art dating from earlier periods fell a sacrifice to the Hussite 

upheaval. 'Die opposition of the radical parties among the Hussites to 

art, in the works of which they saw a sinful luxury, led to the demolition 

and burning of churches and monasteries, to the d(*stniction of siatues, 

pictures, and other works of art. During the Hussite era nothing, of 

course, was done to make goixi this loss by the production of new works. 

The Hussite period severed, almost for good and all, the trmlition of a 

native art, so that when at a later jx.*riml the j>lastic arts in liohemia 

were awakened to new life, they no longer stood in the foi^^front of 
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European evolution, but were for long lacking in independence, and 

frequently a considerably belated imitation of foreign works. 

In the sphere of intellectual culture, too, the Hussite wars substantially 

weakened, and for the most part entirely severed, the former intimate con¬ 

nexion with the rest of Europe. By retarding, and for some time 

entirely preventing, the influx of new currents of thought from the 

civilised West, Hussitism checked the development of the Czech nation 

in more than one branch of culture. On the other hand, of course, by the 

ideas and moral force it possessed it inspired in some directions an 

intellectual activity of truly astonishing power. 

To the numerous Czech and Latin works which issued from the Bohemian 

reformation movement at its very beginnings, and whose authors included, 

beside Hus himself,several of his predecessors (Thomas of Stitny, Matthias 

of Janov) and of his followers, the time of the Hussite wars added a large 

number of works of similar character, written in either Czech or Latin by 

the spiritual leaders of the Hussite parties, such as Master Jakoubek of 

Stfibro, Jan of Pribram, Peter Payne, and Nicholas of Pelhfimov. All 

these learned masters, however, were surpasscid in ability, ideas, and power 

of presentation by Peter Chelcicky, a farmer of South Bohemia, who knew 

but little Latin and whose works,all written in Czech, were mostly composed 

during the Hussite upheavals. Inclining to the movement inspired by Hus, 

Chelcicky was especially attracted by the radical faction at Tabor. But he 

stjvered his connexion both with the Prague masters and with theTaborites 

as early as 1420, when he declared in opposition to both that war of any 

kind was forbidden to a (^hristian, even in defence of the Word of God. 

He thus stocxl aside from the gi*eat struggle's within the Hussite movement 

itself, enshrining his thoughts in works which rank among the most 

pret’ious treasures of Ozech literature. In these works, along with view's 

wdiich aix' well-known from the writings of Wyclif and Hus and which 

are common to the entire Hussite movement, we find other views sub¬ 

stantially difterent from them, obviously the effect of semi-Catharist 

influenee.s. Like the Cathari, Chelcicky proclaimed that the taking of 

life in any form, and thus war, was a sin, that whoever killed a man in 

bfittle was guiltv of hideous murder'’; like them lie rejected all secular 

power, worldly oflices, human laws and rights, despised w'orldly learning 

and especially the writings of the learned doctoi-s,'’ fiercely attacked tlie 

powerful and i\w rich, and with fervid sympathy championed the simple 

and the {KK>r. Although Chelcicky took the individual elements of his 

teaching from various sources, he projected liimself as it were so completely 

into them that he gave them an independent, personal impress. His 

writings, indec'd, are among tlic few medieval literary works w'hich can 

even to-day captivate our intei'est. 

Alongside the theological writings that arose in Bohemia during the 

Hussite struggles there appeared also a numlxir of by no means unim¬ 

portant litemrv works of a different character. They consist partly of 
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historical works, among which the so-called Old Annala of Bohemia^ 

simple and vivid records made by anonymous plebeians, give a lively 

account of the gi’eat national revolution, and partly of numerous Cisech 

and Latin compositions in verse of a satirical, bellicose, derisive, and not 

infrequently historical nature. Finally, popular hymns, which the leading 

Hussite parties made a large element of their divine service, reached 

a high level of development. The simple words of these hymns were 

adapted to effective tunes which have given the hymns a very prominent 

place in the evolution of the aii of music. 

The Compacts of Prague failed to bring aliout a complete and genuine 

reconciliation betw^een the Hussites and the Church, for neither party was 

wholly satisfied with them. The Church saw in them only a temporary 

concession forced upon it by circumstances, and did not abandon the hope 

that in time it would be able to deprive them of all significance. "Phe 

Czechs on the other hand looked upon the Compacts as merely the 

foundation for a final adjustment w^hich should satisfy them with regard 

to the outstanding religious and Church qiu^stions. They }u)j)ed that such 

an adjustment would, in particular, be forthcoming in the important 

question of a universal obligation to accept the Cup in all the (,-zech 

territories. As early as the end of 1437, however, the Council of Basle 

is.sued a decree to the effect that communion in both kinds was not 

ordained by Christ, and that it was the prerogative of the Church to 

determine the manner in which the sacrament of the altar should l>e 

administered, in whicli, whatever its form, the whole body and bkaxl of 

Christ were present. This was a complete denial of one of the fundamental 

articles of Hussitism, and a serious whittling down of the (bmpacts in 

the point that for the Czt^rhs was the most important of all. Little w onder 

that the Czechs, apart from the most nuxlerate section led by Jan of 

Pribram, refused to recognise the validity of this decision, so that the 

conflict between them and the C'hurch in the matter of the Cup continued. 

Further disappointments were inflicted upon the Utraquist Czec^hs by 

the Council and King Sigisniund in matters of Church govermnent. Not 

only was the election of Rokycana as Archbishop of Pnigue not ratified, 

but also the administration of the Bohemian Church, including the Utra¬ 

quist seidion, hitherto in Rokycanas charge, was transferred for the time 

Ixiing to special plenipotentiary legates appointed by the Council, the 

first of whom Bishop Philibert. These legates proved extremely zealous 

in ridding the Church of all special rites and custom.s introduc^ by the 

Utraquist party. They were also instrumental in restoring the ecclesiastical 

institutions of the party adhering to communion in one kind, esj>ecially 

monasteries, and they confirmed the appointments of new incuml>ent8 to 

churches at Prague and in the provirc‘es in place of the old incumbents 

who, in the eyes of the Church, had l>een wrongfully institiited. In this 

manner Rokycana himself was deprived of the benefice of the Tyn church 
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at Prague. He fled from Prague to Eastern Bohemia, choosing Hradec 

Kr^love as his seat and remaining there till 1448, A large proportion of 

the Utraquist clergy still regarded him as their head, while the others 

were placed under an administrator elected for this purpose in 1457 with 

the consent of the king and the legates- A unification of Church adminis 

tration in Bohemia, desired, though for different reasons, by the Utraquists 

and by the party adhering to communion in one kind, was thus not attained. 

At the same time dissatisfaction with the Church policy of Sigismund 

and with his rule generally increased among the more radical adherents 

of the Utraquist party. Seeing the growing opposition to himself, 

Sigismund left Prague early in November; and he died at Znojmo (Znaim) 

on his way to Hungary on 9 December 1457. 

Tlie brief period of Sigismund’s rule, during which Bohemia had at last 

possessed a generally acknowk»dged king, was soon exchanged for another 

interregnum. It is true that, in acx'oid with Sigismund’s wishes, a portion 

of the Bohemian Estates acknowledged the hereditary claim of his son- 

in-law Albt^rt of Austria and chose him as king at the end of 1437. The 

majority of the Estates, however, unable to obtain from him an under¬ 

taking to fulfil various demands, e.specially those touching religious 

matters, offercxl the crown to Casimir, the brother of Vladyslav, King of 

Poland. Before the struggle for the throne could be decided, however, 

Albert died in Octobt^r 1459 as he was returning from an unsucc'essful 

expedition against the Turks. In the meantime the candidature of Casimir 

had l)een dropped, so that those w'ho had .supported Albert—mainly the 

nobles upholding communion in one kind and the moderate Utraquists— 

were able at the [)eginning of 1440 to con<*lude a general peace with the 

party of the more determined Hussite.s led by Hynce of Pirkstejn. 

By the terms of this genenil peace there were constituted in the various 

txiunties (of which there wqw then twelve in Bohemia) companies for 

defence, a kind of militia, drawn from all parties without distinction. 

The counties elected hetrnen and instructed them to settle in their courts 

the conflicts among the different classes, to maintain peace and security, 

and to uphold the agreed organisfition in the land even by force of arms. 

At a time when there was no recognised royal power nor any uniform 

central government in the country these county militia companies became 

the actual organ of public administration. They won special impoiiancc, 

moreover, when l^<i<Vk, the leader of the moie extreme section of the 

Hussites, succeedt*d in the spring of 1440 in uniting four eastern counties 

into a single Ixxly of which he himself bet'ame the head. This union, 

which w'as volunt/irily joiiuxl by a fifth county, that of Boleslav, where one 

of the two hetmen was the young George of Podt^bmdy, then only twenty 

years of age, Ix^eame ere long not only the nucleus of the I'traquist party 

now in process of reorganisation, but also the centre of a new political 

development in Bohemia. In ecclesiastical matters its main support and 

counsel was found in Rokycana. Its importance increased w ith the failure of 
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attempts to fill the Bohemian throne, which was vacant till 1462 when 

Ladislas Posthumiis, son of Albert of Austria, became king. 
Meanwhile the organisation formed by Ptiicek, which was gradually 

augmented by fresh elements, had become increasingly the moving force 

in Bohemian history. In it was concentrated the nucleus of the Utracjuist 

party, which had never ceased to recognise Rokycana as its leader; he had 

been formally acknowledged in the summer of 1441 as the head (admin¬ 

istrator) of the Hussite clergy in the united eastern counties. Rokycana's 

party systematically fixed and unified the official doctrines of the Hussite 

ecclesiastical organisation, both as against the moderate Hussite tendency 

under Pribrnm and the more radical Taborites. While an agreement 

with the Pribram party was attained, a st^ttlenient with the Taborites, 

owing to the important diffierences in doctrine, was more difficult. Ihe 

political and military pressure exerted by Pta^ek, however, constrained 

even the Taborites to agree to their clergy attending a conference at Kutnd 

Hora in July 1443 to discuss disputed Church questions, and, should they 

not be settled there, to allow the Bohemian diet to decide u[)on them 

according to the ‘H'^heb Judge.*” As a n*conciliation lx‘tween the two 

parties was not reached at Kutn4 Hora, it l)ecanie necessary to submit 

the disputed points to the diet. 

Thus it came about that the diet which met at Prague in January 1444, 

after hearing the report of a special committee chosen to study the dis¬ 

puted points, gave its approval to the teaching of the Rokycana {)arty 

touching the real presence in the sacrament of the altar, and other 

matters, such as the maintenance of the seven sacraments, purgatory, 

invocation of the saints, fasting, penance, the use of vestments, and the 

preservation of the ancient ritual. The Jaborite teachiiigs were thus 

decisively condemned once and for all, and the Taborites were callcHl 

upon to accept the teachings of the Rokycana party, for by the dtK.Msion 

of the diet those teachings were given the force of law incumlx*nt upon 

all adherents of the Hussite movement. As all previously existing 

differences between the Rokycana and Pfibram sections ha^^ l)een settletl, 

nothing more was lac’king for the attainment of complete unity among 

the Hussites than that the Taborites should surrender their existing inde¬ 

pendence in acconlance with the nding of the diet. Although it was 

clear that this could not be attained at once or without difficulty, the 

decisions of the diet of January 1444 were a distinct step forward towards 

the attainment of unity among all the adherents of the Cup, and a great 

sucxress for the Ptdeek party. This party soon afterwards suffertnl a 

severe blow through the premature death of their leiider, but they at 

once found a fitting successor to him in the youthful George of Pod^- 

brady, who had already at a congreas in the proc'eding September been 

elected supreme hetman of the allied militia of the eastern counties, and 

from that time onwards became, both at home and abroad, the acknow¬ 

ledged leader of Hussite Bohemia. 
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George of Pod^brculy was a scion of the house of the Lords of KunSt^t, 

which was of Moravian origin and formerly had had considerable estates 

there. In the middle of the fourteenth century one branch of this family 

migrated to Bohemia, where the town of Podebrady became its main seat. 

It was noted for its nationalist sentiments and its support of re¬ 

forming tendencies. While not quite fourteen years of age George took 

part with his guardian in the battle of Lipany. From the age of eighteen 

he was in the service of Ptiicek of PirknStejn, who was his teacher and 

master in practical politics. At the age of twenty he was elected 

hetman of Boleslav county, and on the death of Ptd^ek in the year 1444 

was chosen to suctieed him as supreme hetman of the eastern counties. 

In contijiuing the work of Ptd^ek, George of Podebrady found his main 

support in the eastern counties'" Union, which henceforward began to be 

known as the Podebrady Unity. 

Although George ha^l from the outset enjoyed no little esteem even 

among the party of communion in one kind, his political activities met 

with the opposition of the lea/ling noble of that party, the powerful and 

wealthy Oldfich of Rozinberk (Rosenl)erg) w ho, with his supporters, placed 

obstacles in the way of the young Hussite statesman. They were unable, 

however, to frustrate his plans. George sought in particular a solution 

for the outsbinding ecclesiastical questions, among which a foremost plac^e 

was occupied by the problem of the confirmation of the election of 

Rokycana a.s Archbishop of Pnigue. The Pa]:>acy, however, which at this 

period hmi already swureil predominance over the C’ouncil of Basle, 

turned an al)solutely deaf ear to the ('zech demands. When the papal 

legate, Cardinal (arvajal, who was .specially sent to Bohemia in the 

spring of 1448, attemptcKl, like Bishop Philibert before him, to re¬ 

introduce the old onler and customs into the government of the C'zech 

C'hurch, he met with determined resisbince from the entire IJtraquist 

party, who unanimouslv tlomanded the confiiination of Rokycana's election 

m archbi.shop, I’he negotiations vvith the papal legate shewed that the 

uncompromisingly negative attitude of the Holy See towards the Czech 

demands in the matter of the ( "ompacts and the confirmation of Rokycana 

had caimni even ti)e most modemte of the Huasites to abandon the idea 

of complete unity with the universal t'hurch. C'arvajal was compelled by 

diM;>rders whi('li broke out in Pi-ague to hasten hi.s departure from the 

country, and immediately aflcrwanls not only the F^states assembled in 

the diet but also the entin' population of Prague proclaimed their 

determination to stand faithfully by the C\)mj>acts. The anti-Roman 

rt»action in the Utracjuist party culminated at the beginning of September 

1448, when Gtjorgt* of PodC*bnuly and his Unity troops occupied Prague, 

which, siru'e the year 14t^, had been under the joint administration of 

the party of comm union in one kind and the most modemte wing of the 

Utraejuifits who w»e^t^ in close affinity with them. As Georges's troops 

entered Prague, the priests who had been accused of breaking the Compacts 
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fled, and the canons departed for Plzefl, which thenceforward became the 

seat of the administration of the party of communion in one kind, Roky- 

cana, once more installed in his old charge of the Tyn church, was again 

acknowledged as the supreme head of all the Utraquist clergy. 

The occupation of Prague, accompanied as it was by an internal uni¬ 

fication of the Utraquists(apart from the Taborites) under the leadership of 

Hokycana, augmented George’s power, which, though he formally looked 

for support only to the Pod^brady Unity, ac(piirt*d a more geneml 

character. George began both at home atid abroad to appear as the real 

political power in the land, though in name he had not yet l)ec!ome so. He 

was opposed, it is true, by the nobles of the party adhering to communion 

in one kind, who, at the Ixiginning of 1449, met at Strakonice and formed 

a compact union; but George succeeded in k(H.‘piug them in check. While 

his opponents hoped that by the accession of the young I^idislas to the 

throne of Bohemia they would be able to deprivt^ (leorge of his jxist in the 

administration of the kingdom, the German king, Fnxlerick of Austria, 

the guardian of I^dislas, preferred to come to terms with George. 

Frederick was moved to this partly by Aeneas Sylvius, Bishop of Siena, 

the famous humanist who subsequently became Pope under the title of 

Pius II. He had acted as Frederick’s representative at the Bohemian diet 

held at BeneSov in June 1451, had nuule the pei'sonal ae(|uaintance of the 

young Lord of Podebrady, and saw that he was not only the fx'st man for 

the post of governor but also that his political circumspection and his 

conciliatory outlook on religion made him competent above all others to 

undertake a peaceful solution of the (’hurch probletn in Bohemia. Not 

long after the Benesov diet, in Octoixjr 1451, I Vedc rick gave his approval 

to the appointment of Georgt* as governoi-, but with the reservation that 

it was “on sufferance,” thus leaving himself a hand for the future. In 

the spring of 1452 the Bohemian diet passed a vote making George of 

Podebrady governor of the land for a term of tw^o years. 

At the end of August he betook himself w ith a considerable force south¬ 

wards to Tatwr, which declined to recognise the new order of things. He 

succeeded without a struggle in obtaining the suirender of Tdbor, which 

accepted the diet's decision to make him governor of the kingdom, and 

undertook to submit in all disputed religious matter's to the verdict of six 

arbiters. The diet’s decision was then (juickly acknowledged bv George’s 

other opponents. At the October diet at Prague the Tabor question 

likewise was settled in such a manner that the moveruent really came to 

an end. A majority of the Taborites accepted an arbitration judgment 

which was nothing but a revival of the unfavourable decision of 1444. 

Some few unyielding priests, among them the Tfibor bishop, Nicholas of 

Pelhnmov, were irnprisoned in George’s castles, which they never left 
alive. 

I’he unity of the Utraquist party, completed by the subjection of Tibor 

in 1453, proved no small obstacle to the eflbrts of the Church of Rome. 
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It wais now no longer possible to exploit the one section of the Utraquist 

party which was ready for entire reconciliation with the Church against the 

more determined group which held steadfastly to the Compacts. A general 

and genuine return of the Czechs to the bosom of the Church would now 

have called for a public agreement between the supreme authority of the 

Church and the official representatives of Hussitism. Most dej)ended, of 

course, on Rokycana. The archbishop was by no means, in principle, 

opposed to an honourable .settlement with the Church of Rome, and even 

as the acknowledged spiritual head of the Utraquist party he never ceased 

to endeavour to bring about reunion with the Church. In this he was 

inspired not merely by a genuine desire for a restoration of Church unity 

but also by practical needs. Among the Utrac^uists Rokycana had almost 

the same powers as the bishops in the rest of tlie Church, and he exercised 

them jointly with a consistory composed of twenty members, priests and 

masters. But he was lacking in that impoitant right of ("atholic bishops, 

the power of ordaining priests. As long as the Utraquist party insisted 

upon the principle of apostolic succession Rokycana could only acquire 

this right witli the as.st?nt t)f the Holy See, and as long as he was not 

confirmed by the Holy Sec and consecrated bishop with its consent the 

party of communion in both kinds posse&sed no one who was able to ordain 

priests. It was thus wnth great difficulty that the ranks of the Utraquist 

priesth<KKl could lx? repl(?nished. Tlie neighbouring bishops and the Bishop 

of Olornouc, though j>laced by the Compacts under the obligation of 

ordaining them, denied ordination to the Hussite theological students, who 

were thus compelled to resort to Italy, where several bishops were more 

easilv prevailed upon to lx? accommodating, though in a manner not 

wholly above suspicion. This was not enough, however, and the scarcity 

of priests among the Utraquists continue<l to inci*ease, a condition of affairs 

which militated iigainst the building up of a normal Church organisation 

and the maintenance of moral discipline among the clergy and among the 

lay masse.s. The only way out of this impasse was for the Hussites either 

to submit unconditionally to Rome or to secure a bishop and priesthood 

without reference to the Papal Sexs just as the Talxuntes had done already 

in 14i£0, and thus cut them.selves off’completely frem the Church. 

There is little doubt that the ( zixh IHraquists, aroused to indignation 

by the unflinching ol)stinacy of the Paj>acy in the matter of the confinna- 

ti’on of Rokycana as Archbishop of Prague, frequently inclined towards the 

S€?cond of these alternatives. An idea w'as cherished among them in part¬ 

icular that they might secure a bishop from (\)nstantinople from the 

Eastern Church. In that Church the Hussites had long displayed 

wnsiderable interest, having leanit, prolmbly from Wyclif, that it had 

preserved intact many of the doc-trines and rites of the primitive Church. 

In their religious disp\itations the Hussite theologians had more than once 

appealed to the example of the Eastern Churi-h, calling it the daughter 

and disciple of .the apostles, and the teacher of the Church of Rome, and 
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they took particular pleaiiure in pointing out that it hacl preserved the 

administration of communion in both kinds. It was not till 145$^, how¬ 

ever, that the Hussites got into direct touch w ith the Eastern Church and 

opened actual negotiations. The intermediary in these negotiations was 

a mysterious doctor of theology, w'ho had gone from Bohemia to Con- 

stantinople, had adopted the Orthodox faith, and went by the name of 

Constantine Anglicus. It is not impossible that under this name was 

concealed the well-known English Hussite, Peter Payne, who had left 

Bohemia for Constantinople some time after 1448. Certiiin it is that 

this Constantine Anglicus arrived early in 1452 in Bohemia, bringing 

with him a letter from the leading dignitaries of the Greek Church 

inviting the Czechs to join that Church and promising to provide them 

with clergy and bishops. The Hussite consistory accepted in principle this 

invitation, but when Constfintine Anglicus returned to C'onstantinople 

with their reply, he found a changed situation there, unfavourable to union 

with the Hussite Czechs owing to the effort made by the Greek Em{)eror 

Constantine XI for union with Rome. The fall of ('anstantino})le in May 

1453 put an end once and for all to the attempt to bring about an ententt’ 

or union between the Hussites and the Eastern (’hurch, the success of which 

would in any case have been extremely problematical. 

On the other hand, failure also attended the second effort, made at 

this time, to secure the return of the Czechs to the fold of the Church of 

Rome. The noisy and ostentatious tour of the bellicose Italian monk 

and preacher, Giovanni Capistrano, through Moravia and Bohemia in the 

years 1451-52 aroused a storm of resentment among the rtracjuists, while 

it enhanced the anti-Hussite sentiments of the Cz<*ch Catholics, but it had 

no great effect otherwise. Failure likewise attendwl the diplomatic 

negotiations of the teamed papal legate, Nicholas of Cus^i, with tlu* 

official delegates of the Hussite C.'zwhs at Ratisl)on and Vienna in June 

and Noverabcu- 1452. 

Soon afterwards a change occurred in the question of tlie throne. 

A revolt of the Austrian Estates under Ulrich of Cilli had compelle<l the 

Emperor Frederick to hand over the youthful I^uiislas to the Estattis. 

Ulrich opened negotiations with the (V.echs for the acknowledgment of 

Ladislas as king. George of Podebrady offered no objection, but with 

the approval of the majority of the Estates demanded that ladislas 

should ascend the throne not on the basis of hei*editary right but on 

that of election by the Bohemian Estates, and that he should undertake 

to fulfil certain Czech demands. After lengthy negotiations I^islas, at 

a personal meeting with George at Vienna in the spring of 1453, accepted 

these terms. He promised in particular to respect the Compacts and the 

additions to them signed by Sigismund, and to secure confirmation of 

Rokycana’s appointment as archbishop from the Pope. At the same time 

he appointed George as governor of the kingdom for a further period of 

six years after the expiry of the two years for which he had originally 
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been appointed by the Bohemian diet. In conformity with this agreement 
Ladislas took the oath as elected king in the presence of the Bohemian 
Estates on a frontier meadow at Jihlava on 19 October, and was crowned 
at Prague on 28 October. A minority recognised Ladislas’ hereditary 
right, as did also all the minor provinces of the Bohemian Crown. The 
Moravian nobles, indeed, did not hesitate to do homage to Ladislas as 
their king by hereditary right even prior to his coronation in Bohemia 
(6 July 1453). 

King Ijgidislas Posthumus stayed for more than a year after his corona- 
tion in Prague (until November 1454), continuing on friendly terms with 
George of Pod^*brady. George, as govenior, did not cease to direct the 
fortunes of the State during the king’s residence at Prague and during 
his subsequent absence which lasted till the autumn of 1457. Supported 
by the legal powei's of a properly recognised king, George w^as able to 
display very considerable activity. Although he devoted attention—and 
not without success—to a restoration and strengthening of the Czech 
influence in the minor provinces of the Bohemian Crown (especially in 
Silesia, whose ties with Bohemia had become very loose during the 
Hussite wai*s), it was to Bohemia itself that he gave most of his care. 
There, by energetic and systematic measures, he restored peace and order, 
and undid the evil effects of the Hussite upheavals on tlie legal, social, 
and et'onoiTiic conditions of the country. 

The accession of l^lislas to the throne encouraged the party of 
communion in one kind to adopt a bolder attitude towards the official 
Hussite Church and its spiritual head. Archbishop llokycana. In these 
conflicts George of Podi4)rady observed an admirable moderation, and 
never ceaMxl to make efforts for reconciliation with the universal Church. 
He was supported by Hokycana himself. When, in 1457, Calixtus III be¬ 
came Pop:‘, it schemed as if this reconciliation would really be accomplished. 
The Pope was desirous of j>eace with the Czechs, and entenxl into direct 
correspondence w ith llokycana, inviting him to go to Rome to discuss the 
matter. But l)ef<>re any substantial rapproihcment c'ould be attained, 
the young king died. He had arrived at the close of SeptemlKT 1457 in 
Prague, whei'e his marriage with the French princess Magdalene was to 
take place; two months later (23 November) he fell a victim to the 
plague. 

The death of ladislas without an heir left the Bohemian throne vacant, 
for the hertxlitarv claims of other meml>ers of the House of Habsbnrg, 
based on the old succession titaties made between the Czech Luxemburgs 
and the Austrian Habsburgs, wei-e not mognist^l by the majority of the 
Bohemian Estates. Such claims, moreover, wuld hardly have been 
proj)erly prosecuted in view of the family quarrels then rampant among 
the agnates of the houses of Habsburg, to w hich the Emperor Frederick 
belonged. Serums hereditary claims were, however, advanced by William, 
Duke of Saxony, and by Casimir, King of l^oland, as husbands of the 
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sisters of Ladislas, A number of aspirants to the Bohemian crown with 

no hereditary claim whatsoever also came forwanl. 

Of these latter the most serious was the native candidate, George of 

Podebrady, who had the support not only of the Bohemian nobles of the 

Utraquist party but also of several inHuential members of the party of 

communion in one kind. George, who had immediately on the death of 

Ladislas been confirmed by the Bohemian diet in his office as governor, 

himself took steps towards his election, believing that it would give him 

an opportunity of completing the work he had begun of a general 

rehabilitation of his native land. The campaign for his election was 

conducted largely from the angle of Hussite ideas, but there was also 

a strong national sentiment behind it. When on 2 March 1458 the 

Bohemian diet, assembled in the great hall of the Old Town Hall at 

Prague, elected George, the Roman Catholic nobles being also among 

those who voted for him, the Czechs at last had a monarch who was united 

with them both in national consciousness and in religious beliefs—a king 
who was a Czech by birth and a Hussite. 

The new' king, who had thus mounted the Bohemian throne against 

so many other claimants, and who as a Hussite, even after the signing 

of the Compacts, could hardly expect his election to be unreservedly 

accepteii by the leading authorities of Western C’hristendom, was naturally 

eager speedily to secure as wide a recognition as possible. He therefore 

took immediate steps for his coronation. Having no bishops in his own 

country able and willing to crown him acconling to the ancient ceremonial, 

he asked Matthias, King of Hungary, to lend him Hungarian bishops for 

the puipose. Matthias wtis under considerable obligations to George, to 

whose daughter Catherine he was betrothed, for George had releascHl 

Matthias from prison where he had l^een flung by the late King l^idislas 

on the death of hi.s father and elder brother, and had effectively supportixl 

his election as King of Hungary. Matthias could hardly theit'fore refuse 

the request, but an agreement with the Hungarian l)ishop8 as to the form 

of the coronation ceremonial proved no easy matter. The bishops 

demanded that the coronation oath should contain an abjuration of the 

Compacts, but to this George could not, of course, consent, unless he 

were to disavow the whole of his policy hitherto in ec-clesiastical matters, 

which had been based primarily on the Compacts, and indeed his entire 

past. A way out of the dilemma was found by George and his consort 

taking a secret oath on the day l)efore the coronation, to the effect that 

they would uphold obedience U) the Papal See and in agreement with Home 

lead their subjects away from all error. From a strict Catholic point of 

view it was possible to interpret this indefinite formula as a condemnation 

of the Compacts, but King George, who could not doubt their binding 

nature on both Bohemia and the Church and regaitied them as truly 

Catholic, certainly did not understand his oath in that sense. x\nd when on 

the day following the secret oath (7 May) lie publicly pledged himself to 
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preserve all the liberties of the land, this pledge applied also to the 

Compacts, which in the eyes of a majority of the Estates were the chief 

privilege of all. Later on (in 1461) the Bohemian Estates obtained from 

King George a written confirmation of the liberties of the land containing 

an express reference to the Compacts. 

Even after the coronation ceremony George was not acknowledged king 

throughout the entire territory of the Bohemian State, for the unity which 

had lyeen shaken by the Hussite upheavals had not yet been completely 

restored. In Bohemia itself there was no serious opposition to him, but 

in Moravia the four leading German and Catholic towns—Bnio (Briinn), 

Olomouc (Olmiitz), Jihlava (Iglau), and Znojmo (Znaira)—rose against 

him, and were encouraged by the more extensive and resolute opposition 

against (xeorge that was fomented in Silesia by the people of Breslau, 

the sworn enemies of the Czech Hussites and the former governor of 

Bohemia. It took George several months to break down the opposition 

of the German and Catholic elements in the territories of the Bohemian 

Crown, an opposition lx)rn of religious and national distaste for Czech 

Hussitism. By the close of 1458 the whole of Moravia had submitted to 

him, and in the year 1459 he received the homage of the entire population 

of Upper Lusatia and Silesia with the exception of Bi'eslau, which only 

after the energetic intervention of the Papfury in 1460 submitted to 

George, with the rt^servation that not until the lapse of another thi'ee 

years should it do homage to him as “lawful and undoubted Catholic 

and Christian King of Bohemia.’’ 

Previous to this George had been formally recognised as King of 

Bohemia by the Kni{>eror Frederick III, who, needing George’s help 

both in Austria and in Hungary, invested him personally at Brno on 

31 July 1459 with the regalia. The recognition of King George by the 

Papacy proved a more diHicult matter. Pope Calixtus III, who exj)ected 

much of him both in resjiect of peace with the Czechs and of the struggle 

against the Turks, had .shewn a readiness to recognise George without 

making difficultie.s, but he died l)efore he could do so. His successor was 

Cardinal Aeneas Sylvius, w’ho as legate had Wome well acquainted at 

first hand with conditions ill Hussite Bohemia, and who had then re¬ 

commended the Pajmcy to come to terms with George and Rokycana, 

but who now', as Pius II, was very ix^rveii in granting rt'cognition. He 

supported George, it is true, in his conflict with Breslau, but he did so 

in the b<4ief that George would not only help the Papacy to caiTy out 

its great plans against the Turks but would also settle the dispute with 

the Cz^’l^ to the satisfaction of the Church. Like his predecessors, 

Pius II deceived himself in imagining that King George could or would 

abjure the Compacts in order to make complete reconciliation with the 

Church possible. George himself realised the danger of a conflict with 

the Papacy on this ptnnt. He therefore endeavoured to cxinsolidate his 

international position. This was also the object of a plan put forward on 
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the initiative of the famous German jurist and diplomat, Mai’tin Mair, 

to make George King of the Romans, as a partner of the Emperor 

PVederick, and to enable him as the actual ruler of the Empire to carry 

out the urgent reforms nee<led in its administration. Although for this 

plan, which was broached in the year 1459, George succeeded in 1461 in 
gaining the support of several of the leading German princes, the scheme 

was finally frustrated by the opposition of others besides that of the 

Emperor himself. George's power and the esteem in which he was held 

in the Empire were, however, soon afterwanls demonstrated when his 

military and diplomatic intervention compelled the quarrelling German 

princes to make a truce (November 1461). 

It was doubtless in order to convince both the Papacy and his German 

allies of his determination not to suffer within his territories any heresies 

inconsistent with the Compacts that as €*arly as 1461 George took decisive 

steps against a new religious body that had arisen—the Unity of the 

Brotherhood. But he did not escape confiict with the Papacy. At the 

beginning of 1462, and with the approval of the Estates, George finally 

dispatched an embassy to Rome to tender to Pope Pius II the customary 

pledge of obedience, and to urge a final confirmation of the Compacts. 

At the end of several days, during which eloqiumt but vain appeals had 

iK^en made to the Czech envoys to abandon the Compacts and to come to 

terms unconditionally with the Church, the PofX‘,in solemn consistory,gave 

the Czech envoys a flat refusal. He declared that he could not ac:cept the 

obedience of King George until the king had eradicated all error from 

his kingdom, that he forbade the common people to receive communion 

in both kinds, and that he revoked the ('oinpac’ts. If the Po[)e imagined 

that he would succeed in getting his <lecision obeyed in Bohemia, he 

deceived himself most completely. At an assembly of all the Estates held 

in August at Prague, King (Teorge re{)]ied to the Pope's challenge with 

the firm declaration that he and his whole family would stake not only 

their worldly possessions but also their lives for the Cup. And when 

the papal envoy, Fantino della Valle, began to accuse all those who partook 

of communion in both kinds of heresy, and to reproach the king with 

violating his coronation oath, George had him thrown into prison. 

At this time considerable importance attached to a bold plan which 

had previously been broached to the king by the French diplomat, 

Antoine Marini, who had been some y(*ars in his service, representing him, 

among other things, at the papal (’ourt. This scheme envisaged a union 

of Christian States or princes, tlie main object of which wiis to be the 

defence of Christendom against the'i'urks, and the meml>ersof w hich were 

to undertake to settle all disputes among themselves by a special court of 

their own, a so-called '‘parliament." George now endeavoured to realise 

this scheme without regard to the Papacy. He wished the French 

king as the head of this union to l)et;ome, as it were, the {)olitica] head of 

the Christian world, and it was his intention that the question of the 
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Bohemian Church should be brought before the “parliament.^ That 

question, in view of the defensive struggle against the Turks which was 

the main purpose of the union, was of no small political importance. All 

efforts to put this plan into effect, opposed as it was in multifarious ways 

by the papal diplomacy, proved vain. George merely succeeded in 

negotiating friendly treaties with a number of rulers, particularly with 

Casimir of Poland, with the French king, Louis XI, and with several ot 

the German princes. He even secured the adherence of the Emperor 

Frederick by military aid in October 1462, which freed him from a 

difficult situation in Austria into which he had been forced by his 

enemies. 

The favourable international position of the King of Bohemia restrained, 

it is true, the Papacy from decided action against him, but the Pope suc¬ 

ceeded in causing a ruiml)er of his subjects to revolt by absolving them 

from their al]egian<*e to the king. In 1462 he declared George's compact 

with the people of Breslau, made in 1460, to l>e invalid, and in the spring 

of 1463 took Breslau under his own protection. In June 1464 he even 

summoned King George to appear before his Court on a charge of heresy, 

but he himself died two months later. 

Even after the death of Pius II, the Papacy secured increasing support 

from the king’s own subjects. These were mainly the Czecdi nobles 

of the party of communion in one kind, who were dissatisfied with the 

government of King George not only for religious reasons but also 

because the monarch, unduly disregarding, as they imagined, their own 

voice in the country's afllairs, looked for support more particularly to the 

lower orders, the knights and the towns. In the autumn of 1465 these 

nobles fornuxl a league, that of Zelend Hora (Gruni>erg), with the object, 

they said, of defending the lil)erties of the country; and, influenced by 

conditions l>eyond the frontier, open hostilities broke out between the 

league and the king. 

In the meantime the Papacy continued its hostility, and in August 1465 

George was again summoned toap{)ear before the papal Couii:. He defended 

himself by a diplomatic manoeuvi'e, directed at first bv the well-known 

Martin Mair and later bv the famous German jurist, politician, and 

humanist, Gregory of Heimburg. The aim was to call together a congress 

at which the Emperor and other priiK*es should, with the object of main¬ 

taining order in their own lands, endeavour to bring about a peaceful 

settlement of the Czech dispute. At the same time it was designed to win 

over the individual priiuxvs to the Czech point of view. This plan was not, 

it is true, successful, but it at any rate resulted in public opinion, 

especially in the Empires not allowing itself to be drawn into sharp 

hostility to the Bohemian king, nor did a single German prince let him¬ 

self become an instrument of the Papacy for his punishment. When the 

('hurch of Rome in December 1466 deciarcnl George guilty of confirmed 

heresy, deprived him of his royal dignity, and freed his subjects from 
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their oaths of allegiance, it did not yet know who would assist it in the 

execution of this fateful judgment. King George, of course, did not submit. 
In April 1467 he announced that he would appeal to the Papacy, and, 

should the Pope not receive the appeal, to a General Council. At the 

same time he dealt with the hostile league of Zelena Hora. Although 

the Catholic nobles of Moravia and the other lands of the Bohemian 

Crown had joined this league en meuate^ King George kept the upper hand 

over them. He would doubtless ere long have entirely cnishc^d their re¬ 

sistance had they not succeeded in finding in the J^pring of 1468 a powerful 

foreign ally in the person of the Hungarian king, Matthias, whose friendly 

relations with King George had much cooled, particularly since the death 

of Matthias’ first wufe, George’s daughter, in February 1464. Matthias 

allowed ambition to seduce him into becoming the agent to execute the 

judgment of the papal Court upon the Bohemian king*. In the wars 

against Matthias and his Bohemian allies King George siiftered severe 

losses in the very first year in Moravia. When, however, Matthias 

invaded Bohemia at the beginning of 1469, hoping not only to seize the 

Bohemian crown but also, with the aid of the Emperor Ert^derick, the 

Roman crown, he and all his army were entrapped. From this inglorious 

position he was liberated on terms negotiated at a personal meeting w ith 

King George (27 February 1469). Matthias solemnly promised to bring 

about a reconciliation with the Pope on the basis of the ('ompacis, if only 

the Czechs would render obedience to the Apostolic See on that footing. 

George, on the other hand,agreed to support Matthias’ candidature for the 

Roman crown. This compact, however, failwl to pr(>dut*e the expected 
reconciliation. While he was negotiating with George, who believed in 

the uprightness of Matthias’ effort.sto bring about a reconciliation l)etween 
the Czechs and the Church, Matthias exerted secret pressure upon the 

Zelen^ Hora league of nobles to cause them to offer the crown of 

Bohemia to himself. Thus, less than three months after the compact 

with George, Matthias w’as elected King of Bohemia by George’s enemies 

(3 May 1469). Waj*, of course, broke out anew, and clashes occurred 

without any decisive success being achieved by either side. 

King George and his supporters met Matthias’ efforts by diplomatic 

moves among the neighbouring princes. Of these the most important were 
their negotiations with King Casirair of Poland with a view to his son 

Vladislav succeeding George on the throne of Bohemia. In earlier years 

George had entertained the idea of preserving the succession to the throne 

in his own family, and had endeavoured to get the Bohemian Estates to 

accept or elect his elder son Victorin as king during his own lifetime. 

The external and internal difficulties, however, which he encountered in 

his great conflict with the Papacy compelled him to abandon this design. 

In the course of his wars with Matthias of Hungary he decided to offer 

the crown of Bohemia to the son of the Polish king. This offer, made by 

a vote of the Boliemian diet in June 1469, was conveyed by a special 

* Cf. for theBe events infra, Chapter xix. 
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Czech embassy sent to Poland to wait upon Casiinir with the request that 

both he and his son should endeavour to bring about a reconciliation 

between all the Utraquists and the Pope, and that the Crown Prince 

Vladislav should take the youngest daughter of King George to wife. The 

fulfilment of this latter request encountered great opposition, since the 

Polish queen and her advisers were horrified at the thought that her son 

should take to wife the daughter of heretic parents. The negotiations 

were therefore prolonged, but Casimir shewed his agreement in principle 

with the Czech offer by supporting the Czechs against Matthias. 

The position of King George was improved also by the circumstance 

that opposition to Matthias arose not only in Hungary, where much 

resentment was felt that the monarch neglected the defence of the country 

against the Turks while finding time for military enterprises in the West, 

but also among his allies and supporters in the West, who abandoned him 

because of his lack of success in the long and costly struggle. In Bohemia 

the league of nobles supporting Matthias had been weakened by the 

secession of several of its meml>ers and the vacillation of its leaders. In 

Silesia, which had suffered not only from Czech inroads but also from the 

harshness of Matthias' government, a distaste for further fighting had 

likewise gained ground. Again, among the German neighbours of the 

Bohemian king there was a distinct desire for a settlement of the Bohemian 

question. In these circumstances Matthias himself attempted in the winter 

of 1470-71 to arrive at a direct understanding with George: George was 

to remain King of Bohemia as long as he lived and then be succeeded by 

Matthias who, in the meantime, was to rule over the subsidiarv territories 

of the Bohemian Crown and, of course, to endeavour to secure the favour 

of the Pope for the Utraquists and a confirmation of the Compacts of 

Basle. As at the same time stmtiment at the imperial Court as well as at 

Rome itself had taken a turn in favour of the Bohemian king, hopes rose 

high that a happy conclusion of the great struggle w as at hand. But tlje 

king, w^ho had been ailing for some years past, died suddenly on March 

1471 at the age of fifty>one, and his death put an end to all ihese hopes. 

InGeorgt) of Pod^bnuly Bohemia lost one of her greatest rulers. Since 

the extinction of the Pfemyslid dynasty he w as the first and last king of 

native birth, sprung from Czech soil and brought up in intimate touch 

with the life of the Czech nation. In learning he was not to be compared 

with his great predecessor, Charles IV, or wdth many princes, especially in 

Italy, of his own day. He knew' no Latin, and but little German. But in 

natural gifts, in his talents as a ruler and in his skill as a diplomatist he 

surpassed most of the crow ned heads who were his contemporaries. The 

period during which he was at the head of his country, first as governor 

and afterwards as king, was for Bohemia a breathing space after the stormy 

years of the Hussite upheavals. His strength and energy as a ruler 

restored peace and order to the land, softening the {>assions of the political 

and religious parties,and suppressing the seditious intrigues of individuals 
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and social groups. He succeeded in reviving the respect for the royal power 

in the minor provinces of the Bohemian Crown and thus consolidating the 

shattered unity of the Czech State. The serious religious struggles in the 

Czech lands did not, it is tme, cease even under his rule, but George over¬ 

came countless difficulties arising therefrom by his resolute defence of 

existing legal order. The firm basis of that order he saw in the Compacts 

of Basle, which by ratification in the diet had become part of the law of 

the land, and he was therefore inflexible in their defence. He preserved a 

strict impartiality towards both the great religious parties recognised by 

the Compacts, but he mercilessly suppressed all divergences from the Com¬ 

pacts, whether on the part of theTaboritesor the Unity of the Brotherhood. 

Although there was within him none of that sacred passion for the Hussite 

cause which had inspired the Czech warriors of God in the preceding era, 

he had nevertheless been reared in so Hussite an atmosphere that it 

proved impossible to induce him to purchase tlie rt^ligious unity of the 

Czech State and its reconciliation with the Church by any surrender of the 

fundamental principles of Hussitism or a denial of the great Hussite past. 

On the contrary, he assisted his nation to defend, in face of practically the 

whole world, the spiritual and moral heritage of the Hussite movement— 

a movement which, though it had not made the life of the nation more 

comfortable or easy, was ceilainly richer in (3C)ntent and more character¬ 

istic than the life of the majority of nations of that day. 

In his championship of this heribige, moreover, King George served 

the common weal. Proceeding in the direction indicated by Hus, he 

made a path for the moral and intellectual lil)eration of humanity from 

the heavy fetters of medieval Church authority, he accustomed the world 

of his day to toleration in matters ecclesiastical, and he taught his con¬ 

temporaries to distinguish between religion and politics. From this point 

of view, the friendly relations existing bt.‘tween numerous princes who 

were good Catholics and the heretic King of Bohemia, subject as he was 

to papal excommunication, have almost rovolutionary significance. The 

same may be affirmed of the faithful devotion of many Catholic subjects 

to King George, whom they refused to abandon even at the direct 

command of the Papacy, for they desired, os one of them put it, “that 

spiritual and secular matters should not be confused with one another,’' 

that they should not be compelled to abandon their king under the 

pretext of owing obedience to the Pope “in matters touching secular 

government and administration.” The reign of King George thus paved 

the way, possibly involuntarily rather than consciously, for the modern 

view of the relations between Church and State. Far ahead of his own 

day also were his efforts to bring about a union of Christian States not 

unlike the present-day League of Nations. The jdeaof this union did 

not originate in George’s own brain, but it acquired historical significance 

through the fact that he took it up and placed his diplomatic talents 

and his inteniational prestige at its service. In this he displayed more 



108 Rise of the Unity of the Brotherhood 

than ordinary intellectual and moral courage, rare political foresight, 

and true statesmanship. To carry this bold scheme into effect was not 

vouchsafed him,and in the end not all the statesmanship which had won him 

so many triumphs was able to save his country from fresh struggles cal¬ 

culated to menace once again the integrity of the Czech State. 

Meanwhile internal, and especially ecclesiastical, conditions in the lands 

of the Bohemian Crown ha/1 undergone many changes. Even after the 

signing of the Compacts the Hussite Czechs failed to unite with the 

Church of Rome, and all subsequent efforts on the part of Rome to bring 

them once more within the bosom of the Church proved in vain. On the 

death of King George and of Archbishop Rokycana, the Hussites, the 

majority of the Czech nation, were as remote from the universal Church 

as they had been in 1436, possibly even more remote, especially as the 

moderate Hussite j>arty hacl become practically extinct. The Taborites, 

who from the beginning had broken completely with Rome, had been 

exterminatol in the year 1452, but shortly afterwards a new religious 

body, not less radical in its attitude towards the universal Church, 

began to apptmr—the Unity of the Brotherhood, whose spiritual father 

was the original thinker and philosopher, Peter Chelciicky. At the very 

outset of its career the Unity met with sharp opposition from King 

George. He swiw in it a serious obstacle to his Church policy, which was 

based on the Compacts, and he caused its adherents to be persecuted. 

Despite this the Unity institutetl in the year 1467 its own order of 

priesthood without reference to the Church of Rome, and constituted 

itself as a wholly indejKmdent Churcli. It thus became the first reformed 

Church which consciously and expressly renounced the Catholic principle 

of the apostolic succession and created its own priesthood by independent 

election. At the outset it w^is a comparatively small association of simple 

people faithfully embcKlying the ideal which Chelcicky had outlined in 

his writings, cx)nducting themselves in his spirit strictly according to the 

pure Word of Christ, disdaining the world, and patiently suffering every 

kind of enmity. By the institution of its ovvn order of priesthood the 

Brotherhocxl broke away not merely from the Church of Rome but also 

from the Utraquists, and the Brethren wei-e suppressed iis disturbers of 

Utra(|uist unity by Rokycana as w’ell. It was not until later, however, 

that the Unity of the Brotherhood l>ecame an important factor not 

merely in the religious life but also in the political and intellectual 

development of the nation. 

In these circumstances, even after the signing of the Compacts, it was 

impossible for new^ vital currents to mark the life of the party of 

communion in one kind. The ecclesiastical government of this party was 

in the hands of the Prague Chapter and of adminivstrators elected by it 

or nominated by the Po{)e from the ranks of the Chapter. In the year 

1448 the Chapter had fled to Plzeil, but five years later, when tlie young 
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Ladislas was accepted as future king, it returned to Prague. Having its 

seat on the Castle Hill, it was known as the upper consistory in .contra¬ 

distinction to the nether consistory, that of the Hussites, which had its 

seat in the town below. The upper consistory, during the closing years 

of the reign of King George, when the bellicose Hilarius of Litom^fice 

was at its head as administrator, took a very active and important part 

in the religious disputes in Bohemia. Hilarius, who had Ix'en brought up 

in a Utraquist atmosphere, had spent a considerable time in Italy, whither 

he had been sent by Rokycana to secure ordination and a higher univei*sity 

training, and there he had cast off the Hussite faith of his youth and 

become one of its bitterest foes. 

The Hussite wars exercised, as we have ali*eady seen, a profound influence 

upon the relations between the royal power and the power of the Bohemian 

Estates. The great authority w'hich during these wars the Estates had 

secui’ed for themselves at the expense of the kingship could not indeed be 

maintained w^hen the land once more possessed its propt^rly recognised 

rulers, but as these rulers rapidly changed and as more than one inter¬ 

regnum intervened, the monarchy could not l)e restored to its former 

status. It was again a drawback to the most distinguished monan*h of 

this period, George of Pod(%rady, that as one of the native nobility he 

could not appejil to the prestige of his race, and that a considerable and 

powerful section of the Ik>hemian nobles, who were op|>osed to him on 

religious grounds, could ally theinsidves against him with strong foreign 

powers, in particular with the Roman Curia. In 1467 the legal relations 

between the king and the Estates were indeed fixed by a royal rescript 

on more or less the lines obtaining at the close of the pre-Hussite period, 

but l>efore long open conflict between the king and the nobles adhering 

to communion in one kind broke out once more, culminating in 1469 in 

the election of Matthias of Hungary. 

On the social organism of the Czech nation the Hussite wars left a deep 

impress, since bands of soldiers to whom warfare had l)ecome a profession 

were to be found throughout the country. These bands, which included 

not only natives of the country but also numerous soldiers of fortune who 

hewl come from abroad, never ceased to be a menace to the peaceful in¬ 

habitants. Sigismund, after his recognition as King of Bohemia, recruited 

Czech companies for the wai's against the Turks, and his example was 

followed by his successor Albert. Thus there arose in Hungary, and 

particularly in Slovakia, where Hussite troops had already made frequent 

and lengthy inroads, permanent garrisons composed of Cze<‘hs which there 

became the main support of the Habsburg power. Soon after 1440 the 

famous Czech general, .Ian tliskra of Brandys, who had been appointed the 

supreme hetman of the Habsburgs in ITpjx-r Hungary—the present-day 

Slovakia—founded a small realm of his own, and defendtxl it against all 

comers. With a mercenary army, composed for the most part of Hussite 

warriors, Jiskra, who was probably himself a Catholic, occupied the major 
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part of Slovakia, and, in alliance with him, other Czech leaders with their 

troops fought ill Slovakia in the service of King Ladislas. Jiskras 

dominion in Slovakia did not come to an end even when John Hunyadi, 

whom he refused to acknowledge, became Regent of Hungary. His power, 

however, gradually declined, and in 1462 he was persuaded by King 

Matthias to disband his armies. Many Czech mercenaries continued long 

afterwards to fight in the service of Matthias, whose famous‘‘Black Brigade 

was composed almost exclusively of Czechs from Bohemia and Moravia 

and of Serbs. Czech veterans, noted for their valour, were sought also by 

other countries, notably Germany, Poland, and Pmssia. Ihere was 

scarcely a war in Central or Eastern Europe in which Czechs did not take 

part, often on both sides, a.s officers and private soldiers. 
In other ways, too, the Hussite wars affected the social structure of the 

Czech nation. The complete overthrow of the secular dominion of the 

clergy? the advance in the economic position not only of the higher nobility 

but also of the knights, gentry, and burgesses, and the increa.sed import¬ 

ance of these latter classes in public affairs—these were long-lasting results 

of the wars. In the royal towns, which never ceased to be important factors 

in public life and, especially in the reign of King George, a powerful 

support for the royal power, there was a definite growth of municipal self- 

government. The position of the villeins and unfree peasants on the land? 

who had suffered severely from the Hussite wars, deteriorated still furiher 

on their conclusion. Although here and there a reduction of dues and 

labour services htul l)een secui’inl, in the great majority of cases these 

services werc incrcastHl after the Hussite wars in multifarious ways. The 

Hu-ssite wars likewise! paved the way for an increased dependence of the 

serfs uf)on their masters and a further limitation of their [X!rsonal freedom. 

They not only caused a decline in population but they turned large 

numbc!rs of the peasantry away from w'ork on the land to take up arms 

as a profession. In order to remedy this .state of affairs, which was 

certainly having a disastrous effect upon the economic life of the country, 

measui'es were adopted with the object of pi'eventing the migration of 

peasants from plac*c to plm^e, to check their flight from estates which were 

lying fallow^ and to bind them to the soil so that they should cultivate it 

proj'ierly and regularly and, of course, render the appropriate dues from 

it to the landlords. Thus, ali^eady in the Pcxiebrady em the foundation 

was laid for a legal restriction of the personal lilH^rty of the peasants, and 

this process was later continued. 
From a national and racial point of view the Pod^brady era saw' tlie 

triumph of the C/x'ch element in the public life of Bohemia, w'ben the 

governor, and later the king, was a man of Czech birth. Ihe Czech 

language was used in all ihe proceedings of the diets, the departments of 

government, and the courts of justice, in the provincial, municipal, and 

district offices; and all public documents were issued in that tongue. At 

the same time there was a purity and strength, a conciseness and clarity 
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about the language which it had never before attained and which it never 

afterwards possessed. 

The great expansion of the Czech language was accompanied by an 

immense growth of a Czech national consciousness, which sometimes took 

a deeply passionate form. It was tinged with sharp opposition to the 

Germans, whom the Hussite Czechs regarded as dangerous enemies 

not merely of the Word of God but also of their native tongue. 

Remembering the periods previous to the Hussite wars, when the Germans 

in Bohemia predominated and held sway in practically all the royal 

towns, frequently enjoying a priv ileged pasition there, the Czechs rejected 

German candidates for the Bohemian crown and opposed all tendencies 

to increase the German element in Bohemia. At the same time there was 

observable among them a strong consciousness of close affinity with the 

neighbouring Slav nations, especially with the Poles. IXspite the di¬ 

vergence of religious belief, the political and cultural relations between 

the Czechs and Poles were close. Again, King George, surrendering for 

his sons all hereditary rights to the Bohemian throne in favour of the 

royal house of Poland, was instrumental in causing the Bohemian throne 

to be occupied, after his own death, by one of its meml>ers. 

Now, just as in the preceding {)eriod, the religious intei’est continued 

to be the most powerful element in the intellectual life of the Czetth 

nation, an element permeating and dominating the nation, so that only 

slightly, and by degrees, did other elenients find a place there. The 

direction and the nature of this interest, as detennineil by the religious 

struggles of the past, underwent but little change during this period, 

except for the fac‘t that just at the close a current wholly hostile to the 

Hussite past was more plainly observable in contrast to the absolute 

predominance of Hussite sentiment heretofore. In the early years following 

the Hussite wars there is to be seen a contirniation, and not infrequently 

a culmination, of the literary activity of a number of Czech Hussite 

writers which had its l>eginnings in the first epoch of the Hussite movement. 

The outstanding figure among these writers is Peter Chel^icky, who in the 

early forties wrote his maturest and best known work, 7V/c Shkkl of Faith; 

this gives a most complete and systematic synthesis of his views and is 

justly esteemed as one of the most beautiful and memorable outpourings 

of the Czech mind and spirit. Master Jan Rokycana, for almost the whole 

of this period the supreme head of the Gtra(|uist Church, left some notable 

wwks including in particular an excellent collection of C'Zech sermons. 

Besides these lidherents of Hussitisni there appears in Czech theological 

literature at the close of the Podebrady period a firm op{)onent of the 

Hussite tradition, the bellicose defender of the doctrines of Home, the 

priest Hilarius of Litomc^fice {oh, 1468), who wrote slashing attacks in 

Latin and Czech on his Hussite opponents. 

Humanism, early indications of which appeared in Bohemia in the 

reign of Charles IV, was completely suppressed by the Hussite wars but 
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began to shew itself once more in Bohemia in the reign of King 

George, finding adherents especially among the nobility and the higher 

ranks of the clergy of the party of communion in one kind. A powerful 

impulse came to it from the fact that the Italian humanist, Aeneas 

Sylvius, was moved by the striking story of the Hussite movement to 

write his Hlstoria Bohemiae^ in which he gave a magnificent, albeit biased 

and classically draped, picture of the Bohemian past and especially the 

stirring struggle of the Czech nation against the Church of Rome. This 

work, which appeared in 1458 and was only at a later date translated 

into Czech, had, even at a time when the majority of the people were 

Hussite in sentiment, a strong influence upon the nation'^s conception of 

its own past. At the same time the work displayed, despite its dislike of 

Hussitisin, a vivid sense of its historical significance, and spread a know¬ 

ledge of the Czechs in the civilised world of the time. 

Taken as a whole, the Czech literature of this period, rich and varied 

in no small measure, bears witness, like other features of Czech national 

culture of the day, to a growing endeavour to renew the broken links 

with the West, without however sacrificing the great ideals of the first 

Hussite epoch. The first fruits of this endeavour appear in the reign of 

King George, and as the effort grew subsequently more intense it ac^hieved, 

at least in seveml departments, no mean success. 

It was clear on King George’s death that the choice of a successor would 

lie between two candidates only—Matthias of Hungary, and the Polish 

crown prince. Of these two, Matthias had even in the lifetime of 

George been chosen as king by Georges opponents, and held the sub¬ 

sidiary territories of the Bohemian Crown already in his power. An 

obstacle to his universal acceptance as Bohemian king, to which even 

some of the former supporters of George were ready to assent, existed on 

the one hand in the fact that he insisted upon the validity of his previous 

election and deedined to submit to a new^ one, and on the other hand 

in the negotiations which had l>egun while King George was alive 

for the candidature of Crown 1 Vince Vladislav. At a diet, convoked in 

May 1471 at Kutnd Hora, Vladislav H, then just fifteen years of age, was 

unanimously elected king (27 May). Although the close kinship of the 

Polish and Czech nations was not lost sight of, and there W'as even broached 

a scheme of a great Slavonic Jagiellonid empire to include Czechs, Poles, 

Lithuanians, and Russians, the main aim of the Bohemian Estates—a 

vain one as it turned out—was to ensure Polish aid in obtaining a satis¬ 

factory solution for the great conflict between the Czechs and the Church. 

Matthias insisted on the validity of his previous election, which was 

finally confirnied by the Pope on the day following the election of 

Vladislav, so that there were now two rival Kings of Bohemia. Poland 

joined the struggle not only because one of the combatants was a Pole, but 

also because a strong Hungarian ptirty opposed to Matthias had offered 
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the Hungarian crown to the Jagiellonids, who wei*e inclined to accept it. 

But Polish assistance failed to supply Vladislav with the reinforcements 

necessary for a speedy and successful settlement. In the spring of 1472 a 

truce for one year, which was subsetjuently prolonged, was concluded at 

Buda between the Czechs, Poles, and Hungarians. 

Matthias" position was at this juncture strengthened by the fact that 

the Papacy was definitely on his side. The new Pope, Sixtus IV, not only 

renewed the recognition of Matthias as King of Bohemia, but also 

empowered his legate to pronounce excommunication against Casimir, 

Vladislav, and their adherents, lliis did not decide the struggle, nor did 

various conferences between the contending parties convoked in hope of 

a settlement lead at first to the desired goal. 

As, at the same time, little success attended the Czecho-Polish military 

operations against Matthias, the belief gained ground in Bohemia that 

the conflict could be settled by a temporary division of the territories of 

the Bohemian Crown l>etween the tw^o rivalvS. Negotiations were opened 

at the Bohemian diet os early as 1475, but it wOvS not until 1478 that an 

agreement was secured. Matthias received not only Moravia but also the 

whole of Silesia and the two Lusatias, so that Vladislav had to content 

himself with Bohemia only for the term of his life. It was agreed that, 

should Matthias die first, all these territories were to go to Vladislav on 

payment of a sum of 400,000 florins as compensation for Matthias" heirs. 

Should Vladislav predecease Matthias leaving no heir and Matthias or his 

successor be chosen King of Bohemia, the minor provinces were to be 

united with the Bohemian Crown without any payment. Vladislav sub- 

sc:ribed to this arrangement without hesitation^ but Matthias acc‘epted it 

only after some delay and with the important addition that he should 

retain the title of King of Bohemia. The peace of Olomouc on 7 December 

1478 divided the lands of the Bohemian Crown between two rulers, 

each of whom ruled over his own territories as King of Bohemia, a 

great menace to the unity of the Czech State and nation, although the 

treaty ensured the reunion of all the Bohemian lands under the rule of a 

single monarch. 

The efficacy of these provisions was, it is true, not a little dubious. The 

sum which V'ladislav was to pay to recover the whole on Matthias" death 

was so huge that it was doubtful whether it could be fully paid. Moreover, 

it soon became apparent that Matthias was designing to secure the suc¬ 

cession to his vast dominions for his illegitimate son John Corvinus. The 

premature death of Matthias, however, who die^l on 6 April 1490, changed 

the situation at a stroke. Vladislav obtained his ambition, without paying 

any indemnity,by beingelected at Budaon 11 tJuly 1490 tosucceed Matthias 

on the throne of Hungary. The Hungarian Estates, it is true, thought 

that the minor provinces of the Bohemian Crow n should remain attached 

to the Hungarian Crown until payment of the indemnity, and as that was 

never paid, the dispute concerning it continued to the close of the rule of 
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the Jagiellonid dynasty in Bohemia. This, however, did not seriously 

affect the actual unity which the tradition of their historical evolution 

hitherto had created among the Bohemian lands, and which, in the case 

of Bohemia and Moravia, was based on the common racial and religious 

consciousness of the great majority of their inhabitants. The year 1490 

thus saw the removal of all danger of a dissolution of the Czech 
State. 

The religious danger, however, still continued. Immediately on his 

election Vladislav gave an undertaking to the Bohemian Estates that he 

would defend Bohemia in preserving the Compacts according to the 

rescripts of his predecessors, and would enter into negotiations with the 

Pope for their confirmation, and for the appointment of an archbishop 

who would observe the Compacts in their original form and acc‘ording to 

the rescripts of the kings from Sigismund to George. As he had not been 

recognised as King of Bohemia by the Papacy, in whose eyes Matthias was 

the rightful king, Vladislav could not at the outset shew hostility to the 

Utraquist party, though his leligious convictions made him by no means 

well disposed to them. None the less it would seem that even in the early 

years of his reign the party of communion in one kind adopted a bolder 

front against the Hussites. 

The Olomouc settlement of 1478 also gave them a further advantage. 

Having been acknowledged under the terms of that settlement as king by 

the party of cx>mmuuion in one kind which had previously supported 

Matthias, Vladislav henceforth shewed greater indulgence and favour to 

that party, and began to display hostility to the Utraquists. The Prague 

Chapter returned from its exile at Plzefi, which had lasted since 14*67, and 

in conjunction with the monastic Orders set about turning the people 

from allegiance to the Cup. Still more high-handed was the conduct of 

some of the nobles of the party. Although, according to previous 

agreements, the chur(!hes tliroughout the country had been permanently 

distributed between the two parties without regard to the religious per¬ 

suasions of the nobles who held the patronage, many nobles of the party 

of communion in one kind began to deprive the Utraquist party of churches 

in their patronage, drove out the Utraquist priests, and replaced them by 

priests of their own persuasion. 

All this aroused a storm of indignation among those who stood faith¬ 

fully by the Cup, and at Prague in particular the tension between the two 

parties increasetl to such a pitch that riots and affrays again occurred. 

The op[>onents of the Cup also multiplied the difficulties which the 

Utraquists enc'ouutered in getting their clergy ordained. In 1482, how¬ 

ever, the Utraquists succeeded in persuading an Italian bishop, Augustine 

Sanctorius, to settle in Bohemia, and to perform for them the episcopal 

functions for which their own Hussite ‘‘administrator’’ was not qualified. 

Thus the Utraquist party was, at least for the time being, relieved of the 

irksome lack of priests, and of the humiliating necessity of sending 
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Hussite scholars to Italy, there to beg for ordination from one of the local 

bishops. Bishop Augustine’s sojourn in Bohemia minimised the menace 

of a complete split between the Hussites and the Church of Rome, but it 

in no way encouraged their union with the Church. Since it was done 

without the knowledge of the papal Curia and against its wishes, it was 

rather a fresh manifestation of Hussite defiance of Rome. The fact, 

moreover, that a foreign bishop had not hesitated to come to Bohemia, 

to enter into the service of the Utraquist party and recognise them as of 

the true faith, filled the Czech adherents of the Cup with exultation and 

strengthened their resolve to abide inflexibly by the Cup and the Com¬ 

pacts, and to defend themselves not only against the party of communion 

in one kind but also against the king himself. 

For a complete reconciliation with the Church of Rome, which it would 

have been necessary to purchase at the priw of abandoning the Cup and 

the Compacts, there existed at this time scarcely any more readiness than 

there had been formerly in the reigns of Sigismund and George. In fact, 

the aggressive conduct of the party of communion in one kind had pro¬ 

voked increased opposition among the Hussite masses. How great the 

tension was, especially at Prague, between the adherents of the two 

parties was shewn by the great disorders which broke out in the year 1483. 

The result of these disorders was that all the three municipal b<xlies of 

Prague formed a league in 1483, in which they undertook to maintain the 

partaking of communion in both kinds by both ailults and children, the 

singing of hymns in the Czech tongue, and other rights based on the 

Scriptures, and at the same time to insist that all who desired to dwell 

among them should be of their belief. Appealing to the rescript of King 

Sigismund and to earlier documents, they forbade anyone openly or 

secretly within the precincts of Prague to administer communion in one 

kind, or to preach that there was the same measure of grace and benefit 

in communion in one kind lis in both, or to accuse those who adhered to 

the Cup of heresy. All the monks and priests who were opposed to com¬ 

munion in both kinds, as well as those inhabitants who had of recent 

times seceded from the Cup, or gone over to the ‘‘Picards,” that is, the 

Brotherhood, were at once expelled from the city. Only foreign merchants, 

traders, and artisans were left full Iil>erty, provided they did not calumniate 
those who communicated in both kinds. 

The disorders of the year 1483 and this document, which was designed 

to be a kind of fundamental law of the Prague communities for all time, 

swept away at one stroke all the advanbiges which Catholicism had gained 

in the capital by royal favour since the death of King (reorge. Prague 

became once more—not merely owing to the sentiments of the vast 

majority of its inhabitants but also in its administration—radically a 

Huasite city in which the Catholic element was thrust completely into 

the background. In vain did the king attempt to constmin the authorities 

at Prague to go back on their agreement. All he could accomplish was 
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to secure a free return to Prague for the monks and priests who had been 

expelled^ but otherwise he was compelled to acknowledge the document 

of 148S. In this dispute with the king Prague was effectively supported 

by the Utraquist nobles. Their firm stand in defence of the Cup and 

the Compacts finally compelled the party of communion in one kind to 

yield ground. ITiis enabled the two parties to come to an agreement 

in the memorable Treaty of KutnA Hora, concluded early in 1485 at a 

diet held there. Under the terms of this treaty the two parties under¬ 

took for a period of thirty-two years to observe the Compacts and the 

agreements with Sigismund regarding them, as well as the i*ecent decision 

of the diet concerning parish churches, which provided that each party’s 

rites should be maintained in their respective parishes, and that all persons 

should be able freely to receive communion in one kind, or in both kinds, 

as they wished. The party of communion in one kind thus abandoned, 

at least for the time being, their opposition to the Compacts as well as 

their standpoint that no decision on these points could be made without 

the sanction of the Pope. It was only because the Bohemian Estates 

adhering to communion in one kind, constrained by the actual strength 

of the Utraquists, ceased to consider themselves bound by the unyielding 

attitude of the Papacy and acted witliout its assent, that the Treaty of 

Kutnd Hora was possible. The revolution produced in Prague by the events 

of 1483 long checked all attempts to undermine the predominance of the 

Utnujuists in the capital—attempts which, had they succeeded, would have 

dealt a grievous blow at Hussitism throughout the whole country—and 

now, by the Treaty of Kutnd Hora, peace was maintained for three 

decades between the two religious parties, each of which was guaranteed 

its existing position. The adlierents of both parties, moreover, the 

villeins not excepted, were secured the right to be subject only to 

their own Church organisation and customs. At Prague, however, the 

liberties of the party of communion in one kind were seriously restricted 

by the agreement of the thi'ee Prague communities of the year 1483, 

which refused burgess rights to its adherents. Nevertheless, soon after 

1483, the numlxT of burgesses adhering to the party of communion in 

one kind shewed an increase, and a few years later the first monks 

again appeared in Prague. In 1496 an agreement between the king and 

the Prague authorities enabled the monks to return to their monasteries 

on condition that they did not accuse the Utraquists of heresy or carry 

the host from house to house. 

Thus, although the Treaty of Kutnd Hora was followed by a greater 

measure of toleration on the part of the Utraquists towards the adherents 

of communion in one kind, they shewed no willingness to surrender the 

Compacts or any of the points in their ecclesiastical organisation or 

customs which were an obstacle to unity between the Czech Hussites 

and the universal Church. Nor were the Hussites able to avoid friction 

with their Italian bishop, Augustine. The stern Hussite niastei*s found 



112 Growth of the Unity of the Brotherhood 

him lacking in industry as a preacher of the Word of God, and censured 

his somewhat lax morals, his mendacity and pmfanity, and the avarice 

which they saw in the ‘‘simony’’ he had introduced into the Utraquist 

party, the unaccustomed fees, fines, and the like which he had taken. 

The tension between the bishop and the Hussite consistory increased so 

much that the bishop left Prague and went to Kutn^ Hora, whei'e he died in 

1498, almost completely alienated from the consistory. I^ft once more 

without a bishop to ordain their clergy, the Utraquists attempted several 

times in the following years to obtain a confirmation of the Compacts 

from the Papacy, but never with success. The Czech Hussites remained 

cut off* from the universal Church until such time as Bohemia, under 

the influence of Luther’s revolt against Rome, entered upon a path that 

led to a complete break with the Church. 

In the meantime there was a steady increase in the religious society 

which had split off from the Utraquist party and had also severed itself from 

the universal Church, the Unity of the Brotherhoo<l. After the deaths of 

King George and Rokycana, the L-nity continued to be persecuted by the 

Utraquists, who naturally wished to check the spread of a new sect 

within their ranks. Nevertheless, the Unity early won powerful patrons, 

not only among the nobles but also among the clergy and the masters of 

the Utraquists. The rapid growth of the Unity in Bohemia and Moravia 

was facilitated by a notable revolution w'hich had taken place within the 

body itself. Abandoning the strict principles of its founder, which involved 

an absolute rejection of all secular things, the Unity aicomniodated 

itself to the requirements of actual life, and [KTinitted its membei-s to 

participate in worldly affairs by occupying all kinds of offices. This made 

it much easier for adherents to join it from among the wealthier and more 

intelligent classes of the nation, and the number of its memlx'rs taken 

from the nobility and the ranks of the more cultured increastKl. Before 

the century closed, the leadership of the Unity, whose congregations 

in Bohemia alone were then estimated at between 800 and 400, had 

passed into the hands of these “learned ” mem lid's. 

The entire era of the Jagiellonid sway over the lands of the Bohemian 

Crown was filled not only with religious conflicts but also with a continuous 

struck for power between the king and the Estates on the one hand, 

and among the Estates themselves on the other. The long struggle for 

the Bohemian crown between King Vladislav and Matthias of Hungary, 

and the subsequent division of the Bohemian lands until Matthias’death 

in 1490, were not calculated to augment the royal jiower, nor was the 

weak and undecided character of Vladislav. While the two upper Estates 

consolidated and increased their power as against that of the monarch, 

they attempted to limit the rights of the burgesses. The latter, though 

not represented in any of the supreme offices or courts of the land or in 

the king’s council, yet had a third voice in the diets, and the right to 

participate as an Estate in public aftaii-s. As early as 1479, however, the 
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suggestion was made to deprive the burgesses of this right, and in 1485 

King Vladislav himself declared that the burgesses as an Estate had no 

right to vote at tlie diet on matters which did not directly concern them. 

Among the rights of the Estates, that of passing legislation acquired 

great significance in the Jagiellonid period. This right, which had never 

been conceded to the Estates by express enactment, was exercised in 

practice partly by the collaboration of the Estates in the proclamation 

of laws and the activities of the High Court, and partly, in a negative 

fashion, by the opposition shewn by the Estates to the promulgation of 

a written code. This opposition was based partly on the unwillingness 

of the Estates to be limited in their powers at the High Court by 

any written prescriptions. After the restoration of normal conditions in 

the country, however, under King Vladislav, the Rstates themselves 

acknowledged that the rules by which the Court was accustomed to give 

judgment and the important decisions of the Court should be formed 

into a written code, as a guide for the Court The two upper Estates urged 

the issue of a code, because they desired to assure and extend their own 

rights at the expense of the royal power and the rights of the burgesses. 

The compilation of the ctwle was entrusted to commissions of the Estates 

successively appointed for this purpose by the diet. The work was printed 

and published in 1500, and after lieing ratified by the king under the 

title of the Larid Ordinance or Bohemian Constitution became the first 

Bohemian code of universal application. 

The rivalry between the two upper Estates and the burgesses shewed 

itself also in the economic sphere. The new prasperity of the towns, which 

had l)egun under George Pcxl^brady, had for a time been cliecked by the 

war with Matthias of Hungary, but it proceeded apace again when that 

war was over. Economic relations with other countries were rapidly 

renewed, and commerce and trade made a considerable advance. As early 

as the reign of George of Pod^brady the towns had succeeded in obtaining 

the prohibition of trailing in the rural districts outside the markets of 

the towns, and of the brewing and sale of beer in the neighbourhood 

of the towns, lliis w^as directed mainly against the unfree peasantry but 

partly also ^igainst their masters, the nobles, and Ixx^ime a fruitful source of 

disputes between the towns and the two upper Estates, W'ho devoted 

themselves more and more to the systematic cultivation and economic 

exploitation of their domains. 
Economic cau.ses likewise pmmpted the higher category of nobles to 

aim at a further limitation of the liberties of their unfree dependents. 

This movement culminate<l in the decision of King Vladislav in 1497 

that villeins should for ever be unable, without special permission 

from their masters, to niigmte to the towns or to the estate of another 

landlord. The decision of 1497 was entered in the land records and also 

incorporated in Vladislav’s Ordinance^ so that it l>ecame the law of the 

land. Although it introducred nothing substantially new, it is nevertheless 
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a significant expression of the steadily growing personal dependence of 

the villein element on their masters, which began even prior to the Hussite 

wars and continued after them, drawing the villeins gradually into a 

condition of serfdom. 
Parallel with the increase in the personal dependence of the villeins on 

their masters there proceeded an increase in their duties. The landowners 

were constrained to this by the declining value of money, which greatly 

reduced the value of the ordinary dues paid by the villeins. To make 

good the losses arising from this, the landowners turned more and more 

to the cultivation of the land themselves. Owing to lack of labour they 

introduced pisciculture, and frequently causwl great harm to their villeins, 

from w'hom they forcibly took land that was suitable for the location of 

fishponds and placed it under water. Thus were increased, in many cases 

at the cost of the villeins, the economic resources of the noble landlords, 

who augmented the returns of their estates by establishing upon them 

industries previously pursued only by the burgesses (the brewing and sale 

of beer, etc.). The political powder of the upper Estates, especially that of 

the nobles, thus gained a firm economic foundation. 

The triumph of the Czech element in the public life of the country 

was maintained. Soon after the conclusion of the war with Matthias it 

was provided, first in Moravia (1480) and subsequently in Bohemia (1495), 

that all entries in the public records of the realm, except the royal charters 

and rescripts, which could he also couched in lAtin and German, must be 

in Czech alone. Similarly in the towns, which mostly preserved their 

German character, Czech was the language in which the municipal records 

were kept. 

Intellectual life during the early years of the reign of Vlatlislav wajF 

marked by a gradual change from the old religious al)sorption to prac¬ 

tical and secular interests. The religious disputes within the Utraquist 

party still gave rise in this peri(Ml to a considerable number of, often 

lengthy, polemical works, but it was w'ritings of another character that 

came most to the fore. The need for the introduction of order into con¬ 

stitutional and judicial conditions in the lands of the Bohemian Crown 

gave rise to other legal works besides Vladislav’s Ordinance. Even prior 

to the close of the fifteenth ctturtury the learned master Victorin Kornel 

of Vysehrad, son of a Utraquist burgher of Chrudim and a friend of 

the Unity of the BrotherhocKl, had completed his famous work on 

Bohemian law, a splendid example of practical experience, legal perspi¬ 

cacity, profound humanistic culture, and devoted affection for the 

author’s native tongue. Humanism in Victorin Komel finds expression 

in refinement of thought, polished form, and heightened cultivation of the 

Czech language. In others, however, it produced contempt for the native 

language and native ideas, as in the case of the famous Czech humanist 

of the Jagiellonid era, Bohuslav Hasistejnsky of Lobkovicz, in whom a 

patriotism of an antique stamp mingled with humanistic cosmopolitanism 
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and manifested itself largely in a sharp criticism, touched with satire, of 

conditions in his native country. 

In the sphere of the plastic arts the slight revival that had set in 

during the reign of George of Pod^brady made further progress. At 

Prague and at Kutnd Hora in particular, the last quarter of the fifteenth 

century saw the rise of some notable Gothic buildings. The leading 

figures in Czech architecture of this period were Matthias Rejsek, a Czech 

of Prost^jov, and Benedikt Rejt (or Ried), obviously a German and 

probably of Austrian origin, both of whom were bom about the middle 

of the fifteenth century. Thanks mainly to these two men Czech archi¬ 

tecture—by its own resources and without foreign aid—once more 

attained a European level. Czech sculpture and painting likewise 

flourished considerably. Following the isolated attempts in King Greorge'^s 

reign to enter into contact with the world of art in the rest of Europe, the 

reign of his successor saw a powerful influx of foreign, especially German, 

art into Bohemia, which was obviously endeavouring to catch up with the 

rest of Europe. Before the end of the fifteenth century Czech plastic art 

attained a really high level, so that in this department Bohemia had 

already made good the setback caused by the Hussite wars, even if she 

could not lead the developments in European art as she had done at the 

close of the pi^e-Hussite era. 

The Czech nation as a whole, although in its religious life it was 

sharply contrasted with its neighbours, was again coming into closer 

contact with the intellectual and material culture around it, and was once 

more winning a very honourable place even in those departments from the 

cultivation of which it had b^n distracted by the purely religious 

interests of the Hussite era. How it was influenced by the Reformation 

and the accession of the Habsburg dynasty (1526) belongs to modem 

history. 



CHAPTER IV 

THE EMPIRE IN THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY 

I. THE AGE OF THE SCHISM 

Wenceslas had already had experience as king and imperial vicegerent 

when Charles IV died on 29 November 1378. For the first time for 

nearly two hundred years son succeeded to father as head of the Empire 

without dispute. This in itself seemed an earnest of better times for 

Germany. And the new king, though only seventeen years of age, had 

enjoyed a liberal education and the companionship of his father. Wen¬ 

ceslas is described as learned, witty, friendly in manner, swift and shrewd 

in business. He continued Charles’ building schemes and patronage of 

literature. As King of Bohemia he was for his first dozen years respected 

and successful^ But the difficulties which surrounded a monarch in 

Germany were too much for his powers. As he grew older he ap^x^ars to 

have devoted himself excessively to the ch6Lse and he then began to drink so 

heavily as to become unbalanced and violent, till he ceased to attempt 

the wearisome effort to rule in Germany, while he was unable to cope 

with the factions of his own Bohemia, and his reign ended in manifold 

humiliations. 

In Germany the main problems which awaited solution may lx? 

summarised as the Schism and the anarchy due to the alliances, arma¬ 

ments, and secret diplomacy of the leading Estates. In the ecclesiastical 

question Wenceslas did not attempt the role of impartial arbitrator, but 

continued his father’s policy of whole-hearteil support of Urlmn VI 

against the French Pajmcy at Avignon. At the Reichstag at Frankfort in 

February 1379, the king and the Rhenish Electors called upon all mem¬ 

bers of the Empire to give their adhesion to Urban. To Cardinal Pileus of 

Ravenna, who came to Prague w ith Urlmn’s offer of the imperial corona¬ 

tion at Rome, Wenceslas gave assurances that he proposed to make the 

Italian expedition as soon as possible. The project, however, remained 

unfulfilled; for later in the same year the Schism entered Germany and 

served to increase the existing anarchy. Adolf of Nassau, the de facto but 

as yet unlegalised occupant of the see of Mayence, declared openly for 

Pope Clement, from whom he received the pallium. His action should 

have received attention at the Reichstag at Frankfort in September; but 

in the absence of Wenceslas nothing was done. The Electors of Cologne, 

Treves, and the Palatinate, therefore, njet at Ober-Wesel in January 1380, 

issued a manifesto against all opponents of Urban, and wrote to Wences¬ 

las demanding that he should either govern the Empire or leave it to 

the Electors. Thus early in his reign did the king encounter the threat, 

Vol VIIn Clma vi, ][)][). 174 scei. 
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often repeated later, that he might be deposed. In March he came to the 

Rhineland, but refused to attack Adolf. On the contrary he accepted him 

as archbishop, and thus peacefully induced him to abandon Avignon and 

return to the Roman fold. 

But AdolF8 example of ecclesiastical desei^tion had been followed by 

Leopold of Habsburg, with whom it was WencesW policy to maintain 

a close alliance, and by a number of Estates on the left bank of the 

Rhine, where French influence was strong. Mercifully for Germany 

Wenceslas refused to start a war of religion, though the Schism placed 

endless difficulties in the way of royal government. He seems to have 

seriously intended to proceed to the imperial coronation, and, in reply to 

Urlmn's pressing invitations, announced his departure for Rome for the 

spring of 1380. But, in addition to the troubles of Germany, preoccupa¬ 

tion with eastern questions caused him again to postpone the expedition, 

which ultimately never took place. 

When Lewis the Great of Hungary and Poland died on 11 September 

1382, leaving two daughters but no son, he also left a succession dispute 

of the utmost importance, for which Charles IV and other princes had 

been waiting and preparing. Mary, the elder daughter, was affianced 

to Wenceslas" brother Sigisnuind; Hedwig (Jadviga), the younger, to 

Duke William of Habsburg. But neither couple was as yet married. It 

had l>een the dead king's intention that Sigismund should succeed him in 

both kingdoms, thus exalting the house of Luxemburg to domination 

over all central Euro}>e and .securing Germany's eastern frontiers. But 

there were those in Hungary who supported the claims of Charles of 

Dura/.7.o, King of Naples, of the younger line of Anjou. The Queen- 

mother flliziilx'th was a Slav and detested a German succession. The 

French royal family came forward, with the sup[)ort of Avignon, claiming 

to succeed the Angevin kings of Hungary by providing a husband for 

Mary, lastly, the Polish Estates had no intention of being governed 

from Hungary by a foreigner. Tlius great political, racial, and ecclesiasti¬ 

cal issues were involved in the struggles which follow^ed lewis' death. 

The Polish question w€us settled first, for the Poles £u:cepted Hedwig as 

their (jueen, and then forced her in 1386 to marry Jagiello, the heathen 

Grand Prince of Lithuania, who thereupon received baptism and the 

Christian name of Vladyslav. Sigismund succeeded in marrying Mary in 

1385; but not till 1387 was he able, with Wenceslas" help, to obtain 

coronation as King of Hungary and the lil)eration of his wife, who had 

meanwhile been carried off* by her mother. Thus Hungary was won for 

the house of Luxemburg, even if a powerful Slavonic Poland arose to 

threaten northern Germany. But Wenceslas had succeeded in winning 

the Danube plain for his brother only by ixuiouncing his own imperial 

coronation and by giving inadequate attention to Germany, to the exas¬ 

peration of the Electoi-s. 

Despite the eft'orts of Charles IV in the Golden Bull to stabilise the 
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public law of the Empire, various Estates attempted to secure for them¬ 

selves the independence gi'anted to the Electors. The towns and the lesser 

rural nobility maintained a constant mutual hatred; and many princes 

supported the lesser nobles in order to induce the wealthy towns to 

submit to princely government and taxation. To protect themselves the 

leading towns of Swabia and the Rhineland made leagues, which tem¬ 

porarily united and attempted to connect their unions with the powerful 

northern Hansa and the Swiss communities. In opposition arose leagues 

of knights and lesser princes. At successive Reichstags it was proposed to 

promulgate a general Public Peace, which should render the town-leagues 

unnecessary. But the towns refused to put their trust in decrees. A modus 

Vivendi was effected by Wenceslas at an assembly at Heidelberg in July 

1384, when a truce was arrangeil between the town-leagues and the 

princely alliance formed at Nuremberg in the previous year. Wenceslas 

did not, os king, recognise the town-leagues, but unofh'cially he entered 

into friendly negotiations with the towns. With them he adoptwl an 

agreement on currency (|uestions and for the plundering of the Jews, from 

whom he and they extortetl large sums in 1385. 

The peace was broken in the far south. 'To secure themselves against 

Leopold of Habsburg, four of the Swiss communities entered into an 

alliance with the Swabian town-league in February 1385. They were 

further encouraged by the estrangement between the houses of Luxem¬ 

burg and Habsburg. For Wenceslas liad been provoked by the Habsburg 

opposition to his brother in Hungary and by l^opold's continued 

adhesion to Avignon; and in August 1385 he relieved Leopold of his 

imperial office as Landvogt in Upper and Ixjwer Swabia. The encroach¬ 

ments of the Swiss on Habsburg territory eventually caused Leopold to 

attempt, with an army of Swabian nobles, the recovery of his town of 

Sempach, where he was defeated and killed in 1386'. The war, however, 

w'as localised; and in the next year Wenceslas" deputies were able to 

extend the settlement of HeidellKTg for three more years. l"his truce 

was but the prelude to a general conflagration in 1388-89. The occasion 

was furnished by the Wittelsbachs. The Bavarian Dukes, Stephen and 

Frederick, and Rupert the younger of the Palatinate, treacherously 

captured and imprisoned Pilgrim, Archbishop of Salzburg, an ally of the 

Swabian towns and confidential agent of Wenceslas. Although the king 

supported the towns and tried to keep the peace, war broke out and 

spread rapidly through Swabia and Franconia, l^itched battles were few 

and went against the towns. F^berhard of Wuilemberg scattered the 

army of the Swabian league at Dbffingen; and Rupert, the Elei’tor Pala¬ 

tine, defeated the Rhenish league near Worms. But the war dragged on, 

the princes being unable to i-educe any of the towns, while the latter were 

impoverished by the inteiTuption of their trade and the devastation of 

their rural districts. In the spring of 1389 peace was made between the 

* See mprUj Vol. vii, ( ’hap. vif, pp. 195 
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Habsburgs and the Swiss, to the advantage of the latter; and Wenceslas 

was able to gather the representatives of the princes and towns to a 

Reichstag at Eger. Here on 5 May a Public Peace foi* all southern 

Germany was accepted ^nd promulgated. The existing law was declared 

in force. General leagues of towns were prohibited, as well m the recep¬ 

tion of pfahlburger; but the towns received a concession in the establish¬ 

ment of regional courts of arbitration, each consisting of two princely and 

two citizen judges with a president appointed by the king. 

Thus the southern towns failed in their most serious effort to assert 

their ambitions against the conservative and feudal character of German 

public law. Their geographical separation from each other and their 

parochial outlook had rendered them no match for the arms and legal 

arguments of their knightly opponents. Further, many of them were 

distracted by intenial strife. Unlike the powerful towns of the North, 

they were not dependent for their prosperity on the skill and experience 

in overseas trade of big capitalists. Consequently they were the scene of 

many struggles by the craftsmen to wrest a share in town government 

from the patrician families. In the fifteenth century most of the southern 

towns expiTienced a democratic evolution, which diminished their 

extenial power and political enterprise. 

Germany's hope of law and order depended on the strength of the 

monarch; and that in turn depended on the monarch's command of the 

resources of his hereditary lands. It was, therefore, a disaster that in the 

last decade of the century Wenceslas was engaged in long and unsuccess¬ 

ful struggles with the Bohemian clergy and nobles. Soon the house of 

Luxemburg was divided, the malcontents bcung supported by Sigismund 

and by Wenceslas' cousin Jost, Margrave of Moravia and Brandenburg. 

In Wenceslas was even ca{)tured and for a time imprisoned. Thus 

the royal fxjw'cr fell into abeyance in Germany, except in so far as the 

Rhenish Electors took it upon themselves to act as a government for the 

West. Wenceslas made occasional gestui'es of authority. To Gian 

Galeazzo Visconti, dt' facto ruler of Milan, he sold investiture as Duke in 

1395, to the wrath of the Electors. In 1398 he held a Reichstag at 

Frankfort and there promulgated for the whole of Germany a Public Peace, 

which was without effect. From Frankfort he went to meet Charles VI 

of France at Rheims with a view to common action to end the Schism. 

The mad King of France and the drunken King of the Romans agreed to 

press both Popes to resign, but their joint efforts failed of any effect for 

the healing of the nations. Various plans for the deposition of Wenceslas 

at last resiilted in the agreement of the Rhenish Electors and numerous 

princes to renounce their allegiance and to set up another king. For this 

purpose they summoned a meeting of Estates at Ober-Lahnstein for 

11 August 1400. Neither Wences!a.s nor the Electors of Brandenburg and 

Saxony were present; and the towms carefully abstained from taking part 

in the revolutionary proceedings. On 20 August the Rhenish Electors 
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declared Wenceslas deposed, and on the next day at Rense they elected 
the only layman amongst them, Rupert III of the Palatinate. 

Thus Germany entered on a schism in the monarchy as well as in the 
Church. The Electors' declaration that Wenceslas had done nothing to 
forward ecclesiastical unity or to restore order in Germany was justified 
by the events of the previous ten years. It remained to be seen if his 
opponent could do any better. 

His contemporaries are united in praising Rupert’s piety, his honour¬ 
able dealing and i*espect for law; but his career gives no evidence of the 
insight, skill, and force required by the German monarch of his day. 
The record of his reign is one of the best intentions, but of complete 
failure. Unable to gain admittance to Aix-la-Chapelle, he received his 
crown at Cologne at Epiphany 1401, amid a small gathering of supporters. 
As soon as possible he set out for Italy. Wenceslas had been denounced 
for abandoning the Roman Pope and for resigning the imperial control 
of Lombardy. Rupert intended to support Boniface IX, to obtain the 
imperial crown, and, if possible, to chastise the upstart Visconti. On 15 
September he left Augsburg to cross the Brenner with a small force 
colle<*ted chiefly by his relatives. But Verona and Brescia barred the 
approaches to the plain, and he w^asted a month in a laborious detour 
through the Pustertal l>efore he was able to reach Padua. Here his 
inadequate resources of men and money forced him to halt while he 
bargaine<l with the Floi*entines for the financial help which they had 
promised, and tried to raise troops. By April he had to admit the 
humiliating fact of his failure, and on 2 May he wiis back in Munich. 
Nevertheless, he continued to negotiate with Boniface for recognition of 
his kingship. The Pope was in need of any support which he could find, 
and finally on 1 October 1403 he accorded Rupert the barren honour of 
papal recognition, though he did not fail to insist that the Electors had 
no right to depose the King of the Romans without papal {>ermission. 

The futility of Rupert’s Italian expedition diminished his slender 
chances of successful rule in Germany. He summoned assemblies in 1403 
and 1404 to eshiblish a Public Peace, but his constant demands for money 
and his inability to gain widespread recognition in the Empire caused the 
southern tow ns once more to form a general league. On the other hand 
his not wholly unsuccessful efforts to assert the royal power over his neigh¬ 
bours embroiled him with various princes of the Rhineland. In Septeml>er 
1405, Strasbourg and seventeen Swabian towns united with Bernhartl of 
Baden, Eberhard of Wur tern berg, and even John, Elector of Mayence, 
who had been the chief promoter of Rupert’s election, to form the league 
of Marbach for five years. The nominal purpose of the league was the 
maintenance of peace and order; but the members undertook to defend 
each other’s rights even against the king, of whose actions they thus took 
it upon themselves to judge. How inadequate they found Rupert’s pro¬ 
tection of the law is clearly expressed in a letter from Basle to Strasbourg: 
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“if princes and towns may not form leagues without the royal permission, 

no one will be able to enjoy the freedom which ancient custom guarantees 

to him.’’ In 1407 Ru{>ert managed to make peace with John of Mayence 

and Bernhard of Baden and to secure their promise that the league 

should not be continued beyond its original term. Even so the league 

outlived him, though it ceased to off'er any active opposition to royal 

policy. 

Rupert gained a few adherents. Among them was Reinald of Guelders, 

whose support enabled him to enjoy the ceremony of a second coronation 

at Aix-la-Chapelle. But his effective power hardly extended beyond the 

neighbourhood of the Palatinate. When the Duchess Joan of Brabant 

died on 1 December 1406, the Estates of the duchy fulfilled her wishes 

and accepted Antony of Burgundy as her heir. To Rupert’s protests at 

this violation of imperial rights over a lapsed fief they gave no answer; 

while from Bohemia Wenceslas hastily recognised the young duke and 

gave him the hand of Elizabeth of Gdrlitz together with the succession 

to the duchy of Luxemburg on the death of its holder, his cousin JoSt of 

Moravia and Brandenburg. 

Most of Germany was ceasing, however, to be interested in the claims 

of either Wenceslas or Rupert. In treaties it was being provided that the 

parties might recognise the king whom they preferred. Finally, the con¬ 

ciliar movement made Rupert’s kingship more than ever an irrelevance. 

When the cardinals of both obediences met, in June 1408, to provide for 

a General (’ouncil of Christendom to heal the Schism, they were 

overwhelmingly supported by the public opinion of Germany. At an 

assembly of princes in Frankfort in January 1409, the majority declared 

in favour of the cardinals’ project, despite Rupert’s determined loyalty 

to the Roman Pope, Gregory XII. The cardinals then approached 

Wenceslas, from whom they received assurances of whole-hearted support. 

In vain Rupert from Heidelberg commanded the Estates of the Empire to 

support the true Pope and ignore the schismatic Council of Pisa The 

Council enjoyed the approval of Christendom and the recognition of the 

great majority of German princes. Rupert was one of the negligible 

numl>er of rulers whose envoys attended Gregory XII’s farcical little 

council at Cividale. 

Despite his inability to control Germany, Rupert was still the most 

powerful prince of the Rhineland, and he was engaged in successful war 

against the turbulent John of Mayence, when he died at his castle near 

Oppenheirn on 18 May 1410. He left the memory of a noble character, 

but also of complete failure to restoi*e j>eace and order to Germany. 

II. THE EMPEROR 81GISMUND 

ITie experiment of a king from western Germany was not i^peated, and 

the Electors decided to revert to the house of Luxemburg with its wide 

possessions in the east. But who of that house was to be elected? King 
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Wenceslas, who had the Bohemian vote, was supported by his cousin 

JoSt of Moravia and Brandenburg, and by the Saxon Elector. But these 

three votes could not restore Wenceslas to undisputed kingship against 

the opposition of the Rhenish Electors. Further, the Rhenish Electors 

were divided on the ecclesiastical issue. The Archbishops of Mayence and 

Cologne stood for the conciliar Pope; while Lewis III of the Palatinate 

inherited Rupert’s devotion to Gregory XII and was supported by the 

Archbishop of Treves. The choice of the conciliar party fell upon JoSt, 

while their opponents turned to Wenceslas’ brother Sigismund, King 

of Hungary, who had hitherto kept aloof from the papal question. 

Sigismund claimed the vote of Brandenburg himself, despite his alienation 

of the Mark to Jost, and sent Frederick of Hohenzollem, Burgrave of 

Nuremberg, to exercise the electoral function. Thus reinforced, Sigismund's 

supporters acted first. The choir of Frankfort cathedral being locked by 

order of the Archbishop of Mayence, they met behind the high altar and 

elected Sigismund king on 20 September 1410. But Wenceslas had 

meanwhile agreed to support the candidature of Jost, who was accordingly 

elected on 1 October by the votes of Bohemia, Cologne, Mayence, Saxony, 

and Brandenburg, as represented by Jost himself. 

Thus during the autumn there were three German kings. But JoSt 

died in January 1411, leaving Sigismund with no serious competitor. 

The condition of Italian politics ensured him the support of Pope John 

XXIII, who was suffering the attacks of Sigismund’s enemy, Ladislas of 

Naples. Sigismund now came forward as a supporter of the conciliar 

Pope. He also made terms with Wenceslas, to whom he guaranteed the 

Bohemian kingdom and the status of German king with half of the royal 

revenues, an inexpensive generosity. The Mark of Brandenburg had 

returned to him on Jost’s death. It was with little difficulty that 

Sigismund was unanimously elected on 21 July 1411. 

The election was somewhat of a leap in the dark. Sigismund’s spiritual 

home was Hungary, at whose court he had been educated. Germany 

knew little of her new king except that he had proved himself a vigorous 

fighter in many a Balkan and Bohemian campaign and that, unlike his 

brother, he was likely to make himself felt in imperial affairs. Sigismund 

was indeed a vivid character. He had laid low many opponents in the 

tournament. He spoke s<3veral languages and, unlike most German 

princes, was a Latinist and a patron of learning. Aeneas Sylvius Piccolo- 

mini calls him “liberal and munificent above all previous princes.” He 

was certainly a man of ideas and of action, the most radical would-be 

reformer amongst Emperors before Maximilian I. He was also a dignified 

figure, with a fine sense of the dramatic. But his weaknesses were many. 

His devotion to the ladies exceeded the generous allowance conceded to 

monarchs. He could be savagely cruel. Windecke recounts that Sigismund 

had 171 Bosnian notables decapitated at Doboj, and that he made a 

captured Venetian commander cut off the right hands of 180 of his 
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fellow-prisoners and take back the hands to the doge's government. His 

dignity was apt to degenerate into vanity, his ofBcial policy to be 

subordinated to personal prejudice or the whims of the moment. Above 

all he was hampered by constant poverty, which rendered futile his 

grandiose projects and made him the accomplice of anyone with money 
to spare. 

The task that confronted a German king in the fifteenth century was 

formidable. On all sides arose complaints that the laws were not observed, 

that might was right, that no supreme power ensured peace or upheld 

justice. The towns and the nobility were divided by a deep gulf of 

suspicion and dislike. All the Estates cherished the right of waging 

private war and often practised it for frivolous reasons. Indeed they stood 

to each other in much the same relation as did the European States of 

the nineteenth century. They could at any moment legally break off 

relations with each other and have recourse to self-help, unless a special 

Public Peace {L(indfriede\ which was the fifteenth-century equivalent 

of the eleventh-century Truce of God, had been accepted by the Reichs¬ 

tag, or the Estates of a particular region, and was in operation. The 

Golden Bull had removed the territories of the Electors from the royal 

jurisdiction and made them virtually independent. The royal surrender 

of the right of evoking suits from the Electors' courtvS had been in practice 

extended in favour of many princes, lords, towns, and churches. Perhaps 

the l>est illustration of Germany's lack of governance is found in the 

institution of the Verne. The courts of the V^eme, whose sj^ecial sphere 

was Westphalia, were survivals from old folk-moots, long since restricted 

in composition to a loc^l “free count" and his assessors. These courts, 

which operated where ordinary justice failed, tried cases of perjury and 

violence, even extending their competence to heresy. The proceedings of 

the courts, though conducted in the open air, were secret, and death was 

meted out to the assessor who blabbed. But any freeman could beiioine 

an assessor of the Verne, which thus had something in common with 

modern American seci'et societies with their unofficial jurisdiction. Of 

these courts there were some four hundred in Westphalia, and the system 

had spread into other districts. A man accused before the Verne was 

required to clear himself with the support of twenty oath-helper's, all of 

whom must be assessors. (Consequently every community in Germany 

desired to number some assessors amongst its members. Augsburg at one 

time possessed thirtv-six assessor's of the Verne. The gr*eatest princes, as 

Sigisrnund himself and Frederick of Hoheirzollern, were assessors. But 

the predoniinant element was drawn from the class of free knights claim¬ 

ing to hold direct of the Empire. The verdicts of the Verne were 

pronounced in the nanre of the king, and the system was accepted by the 

kings of the house of Luxemburg as a check on the power of the greater 

princes. With its imrneirse grow^th in the fifteenth century the Veme 

deteriorated. Its courts gave conflicting decisions, and there was no pro- 
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vision for appeal. The worst abuse of the Veme became its venality, 

Assessorship and the tenure of a court were sold, and the Veme enabled 

the poorer nobility to earn a dishonest livelihood or to prosecute private 

feuds. The thing became a public nuisance. A Vemic court laid its ban 

for nine years on all the citizens of Groningen. Frederick III himself and 

his chancellor found themselves cited. The Veme had outlived its useful¬ 

ness. In 1468 Augsburg condemned to death burgesses who cited others 

before a Vemic court. With the consolidation of orderly government in 

the greater principalities the Veme was stamped out. 

For the task of creating order out of the German chaos the kingship 

suffered from many disadvantages. Its elective nature permitted the 

Electors to impose conditions upon their nominee and made easy the way 

to deposition. Successive kings had bartered away royal rights and reve¬ 

nues in their efforts to secure the crown to their families. Shortly after 

his election Sigismund estimated the royal revenue at only 13,000 florins. 

The connexion of the kingship with the Enipire had both distributed the 

attention of the German monarch over an impossibly wide area and 

introduced to a peculiar degree the disturbing element of papal authority. 

There was no traditional centre of royal govenunetit. Prague, the 

residence of the Luxemburg kings, was far removed from the Swabian 

and Rhenish towns which were the nerves of the Empire; and Prague 

was becoming increasingly Slavonic and separatist in the heat of ecclesias¬ 

tical controversy. Germany had never undergone conquest by an alien 

race, and consequently there was no ruling caste, attached to the monarchy 

and foreign to the subject population, to serve as the devoted agents 

of royalty. Local governors, supported by the particularist traditions of 

the ancient German tribes, developed easily into independent rulers. The 

nobility, the knights, and the towns were accustomed to forming leagues 

for mutual protection and self-government; and this expedient, rendered 

necessary by the weakness of the monarchy,tended to make the monarchy's 

activity superfluous, somewhat as the alliances of modem States have 

disguised the need for an international authority. Unlike the French or 

Spaniards, the Germans had not been obliged to fight for their national 

existence. Even the Hussite wars only afflicted the liastem marches and 

that for a short time, while the Magyars and Yugoslavs took the shock 

of the Turkish onslaught. The fifteenth century did indeed see the 

German frontiers pass under quasi-foreign rule. Schleswig-Holstein became 

permanently attached to the Danish Crown; and in the West the Bur¬ 

gundian power gathered many imperial fiefs under a more than half- 

French dynasty. In the north-east the Teutonic Order slowly sank into 

helplessness and ultimately held the remnant of its territory from the 

Polish king. But all these losses were far removed from the centres of 

German public opinion. Germany did not experience the unifying force 

of foreign invasion till the French monarchy began to look on the Rhine 

as its natural boundary. 
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Against these disadvantages the kingship could count some elements 

of strength, llie imperial dignity was an asset in the matrimonial 

market, a lesson which the Luxemburg and Habsburg houses took to 

heart. The control of lapsed fiefs offered opportunities for buying the 

adherence of powerful princes. Some sort of contact could be maintained 

with the provinces by the attraction which the imperial chancery and 

diplomatic service h^ for the nobility. The prevailing anarchy made the 

less fortunate classes of society look anxiously for the self-assertion of the 

monarchy; while the confusion caused by the Schism cried aloud for 

action by the secular lord of the world. 

The institution through which the king might be expected to bid for 

the support of the nation was the Reichstag. But the Reichstag, which 

was still in the process of formation, resembled neither an English Parlia¬ 

ment nor the Estates of other monarchies. It was dominated by the 

Electors, who formed a virtual oligarchy with divergent interests. 

Theoretically all tenants-in-chief of the Empire also had the right to 

attend; but in practice attendance was usually confined to princes and 

nobles of central and southern Germany. These did not form a separate 

college and were too numerous and divided to develop a corporate 

consciousness. The large class of smaller nobles and knights was habitu¬ 

ally unrepresented, though their leagues were sometimes specially invited 

to send delegates. By the opening of the fifteenth century a number of 

towns had acquired a prescriptive claim to representation, and during a 

period of crisis, such as the Hussite wars, their wealth increased their 

importance in the body politic. But usually their comparative insignifi¬ 

cance in the Reichstag was such that their adhesion to its proclamations 

was expressed in preambles, even when their agents had shewn opposition. 

The towns indeed looked on their representation only as a means of 

opposing undesirable measures, an aim which was more effectively achieved 

by ignoring the Reichstag’s decisions when promulgated. The towns had 

too nearly attained the mentality of city-states to be easily included in a 

national organisation. 

As German king Sigismund could either attempt immediately to 

exalt the authority of the monarchy, or devote himself to the strengthen¬ 

ing of his recently recovered heredibiry possession, the Mark of 

Brandenburg. For three years he did neither. He was deeply engaged in 

eastern affairs, and neither appeared in Germany nor appointed a vice¬ 

gerent; while in the summer of 1411 he alienated the Mark to Frederick 

of Hohenzollern. Frederick had abandoned the unprofitable service of 

King Rupert to make his fortune in that of Sigismund in Hungary. 

There he had prospered; and now he was placed in charge of Brandenburg, 

which the king was only to resume on payment of 100,000 Hungarian 

gulden. So successfully did Frederick cope with the unruly baronage of 

the Mark that three years later he was able to leave his wife in charge, 

while he attended the Council at Constance. In April 1415, Sigismund 
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conferred on him and his heirs the Electorate of Brandenburg, redeemable 

only with 400,000 gulden; and two years later, at another Reichstag in 

Constance, Frederick was solemnly invested with his high dignity. It is 

to be noted, as an omen of much later events, that the Hohenzollem 

obtained Brandenburg at the expense of the Habsburgs. Charles IV’s 

cross-remainder agreement of 1364 had provided for the union of the 

territories of the houses of Luxemburg and Habsburg, should either 

dynasty be extinguished. In pursuance of that agreement Sigismund had 

secured the acknowledgment of Albert IV of Austria as his heir in 

Hungary, and in Octob(jr 1411 he betrothed his two-year-old daughter, 

Elizabeth, to the youthful Albert V. Since Wenceslas was unlikely to 

have an heir, Albert V was the prospective inheritor of the Luxemburg 

dominions. But the accident of Albert's youth and Sigismund's temporary 

attachment to Frederick robbed the Habsburgs of Brandenburg and 

raised up a new dynasty of the first rank. 

During the year before his definitive election Sigismund had been 

attempting to mitigate the fate of the Teutonic Order, after its crushing 

defeat by the Poles at Tannenberg in July 1410. The days of the Order 

seemed to be numbered. But the heroic defence of Marienburg gave 

time for Sigismund, to whom the Order haul made a handsome pecuniary 

gift, to attack the Poles and induce King Vladyslav to grant the 

unexpectedly lenient terms of the Peace of Thorn (February 1411), 

whereby the Order only surrendered Samogitia. Yet the Knights could 

not recover their strength. Weakened by internal dissension, they were 

hated by the gentry and towns of their own territory, from which they 

would admit no member to their ranks. Their recent (1402) iicquisition 

of the Neumark was sure to bring them into conflict with active rulers of 

Brandenburg. Impoverished and unable to offer Sigismund more money, 

they yet refused to hold Prussia or Pomerellen of him. Claiming complete 

freedom from royal control, they could not expect royal support. The 

conversion of the Lithuanians to Christianity had robbed the Order of 

its raison d'etre as a crusading force. Slowly it sank before the aggression 

of the Poles and the revolts of its own subjects; and the standard of 

Germanism in the north-east passed from its nerveless fingers into the 

grasp of the Hohenzollem. 

Sigismund then turned to the South, announcing the need for recovering 

the lost imperial lands in Italy. With the V^enetian Republic he had 

many scores to settle. She had acquired the Dalmatian ports and so 

excluded his Hungaro-Croatian kingdom from the sea; she had extended 

her territory westward to the Mincio and so controlled the southern exit 

of the Brenner; she was attempting to absorb the Patriarchate of 

Aquileia with its high-roads from Vienna and Hungary; she had urged 

the Poles to hostility against Sigismund. The Venetian war occupied his 

attention till the five years’ armistice of April 1413 freed him to devote 

himself to a task congenial to his soaring imagination. As King of the 
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Romans he would assemble a Council of Christendom and heal the schism. 

The Council should also settle the ecclesiastical disputes in Sigismund’s 

prospective kingdom of Bohemia, and provide for the general reform of 

the Church. To appear at the Council as the first of secular monarchs, 

he at last tore himself away from Italian politics, traversed Germany, and 

was crowned king at Aix-la-Chapelle on 8 November 1414. 

The Council of Constance belongs rather to ecclesiastical than to 

national history. But events of importance peculiar to Germcmy occurred 

during the Councils session. When it was known that Frederick of 

Habsburg, Count of Tyrol, had defied the king and organised Pope 

John XXIIFs flight from Constance, he was put to the ban of the 

Empire on 30 March 1415. The unfortunate prince’s collapse was rapid. 

Some four hundred challenges poured in upon him. Frederick of Hohen- 

zollern led an imperial force to the capture of some of the Habsburg 

towns in Swabia and along the upper Rhine; another force broke into 

Tyrol; Lewis of the Palatinate invaded Alsace. Sigismund persuaded the 

Swiss confederates to disregard their fifty years’ peace, concluded with 

Frederick of Habsburg three yeai^s before, on the ground of the latter’s 

excommunication. The Berners, Lucemers, and Ziirichers each seized 

what they coveted of adjacent Habsburg territory and united to attack 

the Habsburg stronghold of Baden in Aargau. Overwhelmed by these 

disasters, Frederick suiTendered himself to the royal mercy. Sigismund 

thereupon forbade further proceedings against his vassal. But his envoys 

could not restrain the Swiss, and the fortress of Baden went up in flames. 

When on 6 May Frederick was solemnly led before Sigismund to make 

his submission, the German magnates saw such an assertion of royal 

authority as had l)een unknown since the days of the Hohenstaufen. 

Frederick’s life was spared, but his possessions were declared forfeit to the 

Empii*e. Sigismund’s treatment of this windfall illustrates his imperialist, 

non-dynastic aims. He was obliged to recognise the Swiss as imperial 

administrators in their acquisitions, but he conferred the freedom of the 

Empire on the captured Rhenish and Swabian towns and declared the 

rest of Frederick’s inheritanc‘e imperial property. Little came of all this 

plan. During Sigismund’s absence from the Council, Frederick escaped 

and re-established himself in Tyrol, where he had many friends. In May 

1418, with the help of the new Pope, he made his peace with Sigismund. 

The Swiss kept most of their winnings and Schaffhausen remained a free 

town; but Frederick recovered his other possessions. It w as evident that 

the German king could not in normal times and by his own })ower reduce 

a rebellious vassal. 'Fhe chief outcome of the incident was the increased 

independence of the Swiss. They had been accustomed to play off the 

Empire against their Habsburg neighbour. They had now refused to 

surrender their booty to the Empire. When the Empire later passed to 

the Habsburg house itself, any chance of a.sserting imperial authority 

over them disappeared. 
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Sigismund held two Reichstags at Constance, in 1415 and 1417, at 

which he developed his ideas of imperial reform. He aimed at the 

establishment of public security, the suppression of illegal tolls, and the 

reform of the currency. These were objects agreeable to the townsmen, 

to whom he looked for support of the Empire against the disintegrating 

influence of the princes. As practical measures he proposed that the 

towns should accept imperial agents to preside over their leagues, and 

that southern and central Germany should be organised into four districts, 

each under an imperial Hauptmann and each bound to assist the others 

in maintaining the public peace. These suggestions were admirable; but 

Sigismund, despite his popularity, was distrusted. When he asked the 

towns to present their petitions, they found him unwilling to attend to 

a mass of petty details. His mind was revolving distant matters, the 

Turkish menace, his promise to help Henry V of England against the 

French, his grievances against the Venetians whom at one time he hoped 

to ruin by diverting Geimany’s southern trade to Genoa. It was felt that 

Sigismund wished to plan reforms, but to le^ive others to pay for and 

execute them. The towns hesitated to commit themselves. Amongst the 

princes Sigismund\s plans found little favour. The opposition was led by 

John of Nassau, Archbishop of Mayence, and Lewis of the Palatinate, 

who made up their old differences in view of the common danger to their 

particularist interests. They joined with the other two Rhenish Electors 

to return a united answer to Sigismund’s proposals in 1417. As the 

Council drew to a close, the four Electors entered into a defensive alliance 

against the “bourgeois’’ king. Thereupon the towns drew back in alarm, 

and Sigisrnund’s plans collapsed. 

The Council’s treatment of the Bohemian reformers had disastrous 

effects upon Sigismund’s prospective kingdom. The Hussite question 

dominated Central European affairs for the next twenty years. Ali*eady, 

during the Council’s sessions, disquieting news of the progress of heresy 

had arrived from Bohemia. Sigismund’s influence had pi-evented the 

assembled fathers from anathematising Wenceslas, and moved the latter 

to attempt measures of repression in the summer of 1419. These provoked 

Hussite disturbances, which caused the unfortunate kitig to have an apo¬ 

plectic fit and die. With the resumption of the Venetian war in 1418 

Sigismund had appointed Frederick of Brandenburg to be his vicegerent 

in Germany, and had betaken himself to Hungary. As Wenceslas’ heir 

he now appointed regents in Bohemia. But the autumn saw that country 

given over to civil war. During a temporary lull Sigismund received the 

homage of the Bohemian Estates at Brno (Briinn) in December, and passed 

on to meet a Reichstag at Breslau in March 1420. 

This assembly was summoned to consider the two questions of arbi¬ 

tration between the Polish king and the Teutonic Order and of the 

measures to be taken against heresy. Sigismund was anxious to uphold 

the Order out of consideration for the Germanism of the Eletitors, and he 
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had begun to be haunted by the fear of a Polish-Czech Pan-Slav alliance. 

His verdict on the first question, therefore, was favourable to the Order, 

and Vladyslav was bidden to restore Pomerellen and Kulmerland to the 

knights. The papal legate then preached a crusade against the Hussites and 

produced a bull condemning their heresy. It is difficult to blame Sigis¬ 

mund for supporting the papal decision and launching the Empire upon 

the long tragedy of the Hussite wars. For the reform of the Empire the 

support of the Church was essential; if he wished to shew himself worthy 

of the imperial crown he must clear himself of that unfounded suspicion 

of lukewarm orthodoxy which he had incurred at Constance; Prague 

and the moderate elements among the Czechs might go over to the 

Hussites, if he shewed weakness; the cause of German civilisation, which 

seemed an essential element in Bohemian life, was at stake. 

In the invasion of Bohemia, Sigismund was joined by the German 

princes of the eastern marches, the Dukes of Bavaria, the Margrave of 

Meissen, and young Albert of Austria. Thus supported, Sigismund 

occupied part of Prague at the end of June. On 28 July he was crowned 

in St Vitus’ Cathedral with the assent of the loyalist Czechs, who, how¬ 

ever, made it a condition that the imperial army should leave the 

country. The Germans thereupon dispersed, spreading the rumour 

broadcast that a victory over the Hussites had only been prevented by 

Sigismund’s unwillingness to push matters to extremes against his own 

subjects. Once more Sigismund incurred German distrust. Nor did his 

moderation avail him with the Bohemian rebels. Without his German 

troops he could make no headway, and in March 1421 he retired to 

Hungary, where the Venetians, the Turks, and internal disputes demanded 

his presence. 

Sigismund’s chief interest was to prevent an hostile encirclement of 

Hungary, which would occur if Poland made an alliance with the success¬ 

ful rel)els in Bohemia. It w^as therefore a severe blow to him when his 

former supporter, Frederick of Brandenburg, affianced his second son, 

Frederick, to Hedwig, heirt*ss of the ageil Vladyslav of Poland, on 8 April 

1421. Frederick’s argument, that by this arrangement a German would 

soon l3e ruling in Poland and able to prevent any threat to Germanism 

or orthodoxy from that quarter, does not seem to have carried any weight 

with Sigismund, who suspected the Elector of merely desiring to strengthen 

his own position against the Teutonic Order and Duke Eric of Pomerania, 

and considered him a traitor to himself and the Empire. Thus between 

the two ablest German rulers there grew up a mutual relation of suspicion 

and antipathy which could not fail to affect adversely the unity of 

imperial action. 
In Sigismund’s absence the Rhenish Electors took the lead at a Reich¬ 

stag at Wesel in May 1421, and summoned the armed forces of Germany 

to join them at Eger for a Bohemian campaign in August. The response 

was considerable and over 100,000 men, it is said, assembled for the 
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crusade. But divided counsels and the dilatory methods of Sigismund, as 

well as the military efficiency of the Hussites, caused the expedition to 

end in a fiasco. The German host fled homewards in disorder, and the 

Hussites welcomed the Polish prince Zygmunt Korybut as their regent. 

Precisely that Czecho-Polish entente, which Sigismund had feared, had 

occuri'ed. 

Feeling in Germany was now rising against the absentee king. 

Frederick of Brandenburg, who had taken no part in the Reichstags and 

crusades of 1420 and 1421, joined the Rhenish Electors in January 1422, 

and a joint mesvsage was sent to Sigismund, telling him in effect to come 

to Germany or be deposed. Sigismund thereupon summoned a Reichstag 

to Ratisbon for July, But the Electors, not expec‘ting him to arrive, 

counter-ordered it to Nuremberg, whither Sigismund was forced to ))etake 

himself. At Nuremberg two questions had to be considered: the Bohemian 

war and the news of a Polish attack on the Teutonic Order. On the latter 

point Sigismund was able to appeal to the patriotism of the Rhenish 

Electors against Frederick, who alone showed sympathy for Poland. It 

was decided to make an offer of arbitration ; but the Order made peace 

precipitately, restoring to Vladyslav what he had lost by Sigismund’s 

arbitration at Breslau in 1420. As to Bohemia a twofold decision was 

made. A (very defective) list of the princes and towns of the Empire was 

drawn up, and each was assesssed for contribution to a mercenary force, 

to be embodied for one year. Secondly, a force of nearly 50,000 men was 

to be raised for a short autumn campaign. The command of both forces 

was given by Sigismund to Frederick, an appointment no doubt intended 

to embroil the Elector with his Polish friends. Before returning east¬ 

wards Sigismund appointed an imperial vicar for Germany. His choice 

fell on Archbishop Conrad of Mayence, to the disgust of Lewis, the 

Elector Palatine, who considered himself entitled to the position in virtue 

of clause 5 of the Golden Bull. 

All these decisions came to nothing. The towns which, as centres ot 

wealth, were most heavily assessed for the mercenary force, objected to 

publishing their resources and short-sightedly refused to undertake 

obligations which might have greatly increased their constitutional im¬ 

portance. The expeditionary force, which started in October, was not 

more tlian a fifth of the proposed size and the Elector Frederick soon 

gave up the attempt to attack Bohemia. The jealousy of the other 

Rhenish Electors caused Conrad of Mayence to resign his post, to the 

greater confusion of German affairs and the satisfaction of Sigismund, 

who did not wish to see a too powerful lieutenant ruling in Germany. 

The tension between Sigismund and Frederick was now increased by 

the death of the Elector Albert III, the la.st Ascanian Duke of Saxe-Wit¬ 

ten berg. Frederick, whose eldest son, John, was manned to Albert’s only 

child, hoped to secure the Saxon electorate for his family. But Sigismund, 

determined to prevent any further aggrandisement of the Hohenzollem, 
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hastily made over the electorate in January 1423 to Frederick the 

Quarrelsome, Margrave of Meissen, from whom he had received, and 

hoped to receive, much assistance. Frederick of Brandenburg sustained 

a further blow in 1425, when King Vladyslav, at the age of seventy-six, 

became the father of a son and thus defeated the sure hope of a Hohen- 

zollem succession in Poland. 

Meanwhile Sigismund seemed to have abandoned Germany, with its 

endless discussions and quarrels, in favour of his hereditary lands. The 

Electors, who had made the’ regent's task impossible, now proposed to 

assert themselves as a committee of regency. Meeting at Bingen on 

17 January 1424, they formed a union for mutual defence and for united 

action against heresy and any reduction of imperial territory. Although 

Sigismund, unlike Wenceslas in 1399, was not openly defied, the Electors 

clearly proposed to act in his place. But the electoral unity was short¬ 

lived. The archbishops had little feeling against Sigismund, and 

Frederick of Saxony probably only joined the union to obtain his col¬ 

leagues' recognition of his electorate. As a neighbour of Bohemia, he 

was naturally led to support Sigismund in the Hussite war. In July 1426, 

he went to Hungary and concluded an alliance with the king at Vdcz, 

promising to support the succession of Albert of Austria (now married 

to Sigismund's daughter Elizabeth and enfeoffed with Moravia) not 

only in Bohemia, but also as King of the Romans. Frederick thereupon 

received the formal investiture of his Saxon electorate in Buda on 

1 August. The union of Electors received a further and decisive blow in 

March 1426, when Frederick of Brandenburg made his peace with Sigis¬ 

mund at Vienna, abandoning the Polish policy which had so much 

disquieted the king. Sigismund gratified the Electors by transferring the 

Reichstag from Vienna to Nuremberg, and the danger of an anti-royalist 

government in Germany was exorcised. 

During 1426-27 Sigismund w€us fully occupied in repelling the Turks. 

Albert of Austria and Frederick of Saxony carried on the struggle with 

the Hussites from opposite sides of Bohemia without success. Frederick 

of Brandenburg was active in attempts to consolidate the forces of 

Germany. A considerable army, raised by the Electors, advanced into 

Bohemia, but retired from the siege of Mies (Stf ibro) on the appearance of 

the Taborite host The Cardinal Henry of Winchester, who had taken part 

in this campaign as papal legate, also attempted to pull Germany to¬ 

gether. At a Reichstag in Frankfort (November 1427) he pressed for a 

general tax to meet the expenses of a permanent force and an efficient 

organisation of government for war purposes. Despite the opposition of 

the towns, some agreement was reached. The clergy were to pay 

5 per cent, on their property, a heavy burden on an estate already taxed 

in other ways; a count 25 gulden, a knight 5 gulden, an edelknecht 3; 

in the towns every Jew should pay a gulden and every Christian a poll-tax 

of at least one Bohemian groschen (the common penny) rising in the 
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proportion of | per cent, of capital to a maximum of one gulden. For 

purposes of collection Germany was divided into five districts with a 

central exchequer at Nuremberg. And a war cabinet of six representa¬ 

tives of the Electors and three of the towns was to meet at stated intervals 

under tlie presidency of the cardinal. But the particularism of the towns 

and the passive resistance of tlie knights, who had not been consulted, 

as well as of many princes, caused this effort to fail like its predecessors. 

By 1429 the subject had been dropped. 

Sigismund wa.s still occupied with eastern politics, not unsuccessfully. 

His great object was to prevent the creation of a Pan-Slav power, by 

setting Polish Catholicism in opposition to Bohemian Hussitism and by 

the erection of an independent Lithuanian kingdom. In January 1429 

he secured Vladyslav‘’s assent to the grant of a royal crown to Vitold, 

Grand Prince of Lithuania, a diplomatic coup not wholly defeated by 

Vitold’s death in 1430 and the succession of Vladyslav’s brother, 

Swidrygiello, to the grand-principality. In December 1429 he met the 

Archbishop of Mayence, Frederick of Brandenburg, and other princes at 

Bratislava (Pressburg), and poured out to them his zeal for the Hussite 

war, his complaints of the wretched support accorded him from Germany, 

and his threatjs to resign the German crown. The two Electors insisted 

on a Reichstag in Germany, but promised Sigismund their support. 

In February 1430 Frederick of Brandenburg arranged a truce with the 

Hussites, who were ravaging Franconia and threatening Nuremberg, with 

a view to a discussion of their demands. This necessitated reference to 

the General Council which would be due in 1431, a development that 

accorded well with Sigismund’s partiality for gathering Christeiidom 

into conference under his auspices. In August 1430 he was again in 

Germany, after eight years of absence, preparing the ground for the 

Council. But the German Estates insisted on war, to be waged by the 

usual medieval army summoned for a short campaign, instead of by a 

permanent force. Despite the usual niggardliness of the towns, a majestic 

host under Frederick of Brandenburg’s command moved into Bohemia, 

only to be repulsed in disorder at Taus(Domazlice)on 14 August 1431. This 

defeat marked the end of the efforts of the Empire in arms. The military 

prestige of the princes was gone; the towns refused to part with any 

more money; feeling against the Church was rising; and fears were 

entertained lest the Hussite heresy should spread into Germany. A spirit 

of moderation, therefore, marked German opinion at the Council of 

Basle. Similar moderation by the aristocratic party in Bohemia, the 

death of Vladyslav of Poland in 1434, above all the victory of the Czech 

moderates over the Taborites at Liban (Lipany) in the same year made 

possible the compromise which ended the long wars. Sigismund was able 

to enter Prague on 23 August 1436, but only as national king of the 

Czechs. German influence in Bohemia was broken. 

After his imperial coronation in 1433 Sigismund returned to the 
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discussion of imperial reform. In September 1434, he issued a programme 

of sixteen articles, in which he revised his project of organising four 

circles to enforce the public peace and urged the necessity of reforming 

the relations of the secular and ecclesiastical powers. His proposals were 

discussed at Frankfort in December, but evoked no serious support. His 

attention was distracted by his recovery of Bohemia and by the widening 

rift Ixitween the Papacy and the Council of Beisle. One last Reichstag 

he called to Eger in Bohemia, and there was much talk of the reform of 

justice, of the currency, of the public peace, as well as of the ecclesiastical 

question and of Burgundian aggression in Luxemburg; but any decision 

was postponed and the Reichstag was dissolved (September 1437). 

Messengers from the Electors urging Sigismund to impose terms on both 

the Council and the i*apacy, under threat of severing relations with the 

recalcitrant party, found the Emperor dead. Sigismund had passed away 

at Znojino (Znaim) on 9 December 1437, after commending his faithful 

son-in-law, Albert of Habsburg, to the loyalty of the Bohemian and 

Hungarian nobles. His body was borne eastwards and buried in Magyar 

soil at Nagy Varad (now Oradea Marc). 

As German king, Sigismund had been faced with a thankless task. 

His only territorial resources in the Empire had been Bohemia and 

Brandenburg. The former had been lost to him by Hussitism; the latter 

he had conferred on the Hohenzollern, since it was too distant for a King 

of Hungary and an anti-Turk champion to control. Of the twenty years 

that followed the Council of Constance he only spent two and a half in 

Germany. If he constantly complained of the lack of German support, 

the princes as constiintly complaitjed of his impracticability and absence. 

His reign was indeed a rehearsal of subsecpient Habsburg imperial policy. 

Yet his rule had not been w ithout merit. The anarchy of Germany, if 

it had not diminished, had not increased. He had revived the prestige 

of the Empire at ConsUnce and Basle. He had saved Bohemia for the 

Empire and averted Slav dangers. He had tried to induce the towns to 

take their share in national affairs and made it cerbtin that they would 

later find a place in the Reichsbig. If the numerous efforts to reform the 

machinery of government were chiefly due to the pressure of the Hussite 

war, it was also true that he had raised the question before the war 

began. It was with sufficient justice that the author of the Reformation 

Kaiser Si^rmnds^ published soon after Sigismund's death, attributed his 

programme to the Emperor. The manift‘sto illustrates the growing 

demand for social as well as political reform, owing to the growth of 

German capitalism and the anomalies of ecclesiastic^al power. The 

writer demanded the secularisation of ecclesiastiad principalities and 

property, and the payment of salaries to the clergy; stricter discipline of 

religious houses; €K|uality of income for men pursuing the same calling; 

that no man should follow' more than one vocation; the abolition of 

serfdom, freedom of movement, and facilities for acquiring burgher rights; 
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the establishment of maximum prices for necessities of life and the 

prohibition of capitalist associations; that tolls should only be levied to 

cover the cost of maintaining bridges and roads; and that four imperial 

vicars should ensure the operation of the law in the four quarters of the 

Empire. 
111. THE HABSBURGS. 

Sigismund s successor was in many ways well qualified to fill the role of 

saviour of Germany. Albert of Austria had the reputation of a man of 

vigour who had reduced his territorial nobles to order and forced his 

towns to pay their taxes. He was in the prime of life, he was a thorough 

German, and he united in himself the claims and possessions of the 

houses of Luxemburg and Habsburg. After Sigismund’s wayw'ard 

brilliance Albert’s straightforward honesty, blameless private life, in¬ 

difference to popularity, perhaps even his innocence of foreign tongues, 

were a relief. Even a Czech chronicler says that ‘Hhough a German, 

he was good, brave, and gentle.” The circumstances of his election 

strengthened Albert’s position. Frederick of Hohenzollern was the most 

considerable figure in German affairs and, though sixty-six years of age, 

seems to liave been considered the favourite for the crown. But the 

Saxon and ecclesiastical votes went to the man who was marked out as 

the defender of the Empire’s eastern frontiers, and the crown passed to 

the house of Habsburg, not to leave it for 300 years. On 18 March 1438, 

Albert II was unanimously elected. Nevertheless the Electors tried to 

impose conditions on the man of their choice. Albert was to rtxluce the 

power and independence of the towns, to consult the Electors in the 

government of the country, to reform the Verne, to select a true German 

as his chancellor (a reference to the Bohemian chancellor, Kaspar Schlick). 

They further declared their neutrality between Pope and (Jouncil for six 

months. But Albert was not anxious for the royal dignity and had 

promised his Magyars not to accept the German crown without their 

consent. He was able therefore to reject the Electors’ conditions and 

then to accept the crown with his hands free: 

Albert was now a threefold king; but each crown brought with it 

heavy obligations. He had been crowned King of Hungary at Szekes- 

fehervar (Stuhlweissenburg) on 1 January 1438; but the Turk was soon to 

cross the Danube and to tax the whole resources of the Magyar realm. 

The Bohemian Diet had elected him their king, and on St Peter’s day 

he was crowned in Prague. But the nationalist minority rejected him 

and invited Casirair, brother of Vladyslav of Poland, to dispute the 

succession. During August and September a Polish army was in Bohemia 

and its withdrawal was followed by an invasion of Silesia. In the autumn 

Albert advanced northwards, with support from Saxony, Bavaria, and 

Albert Achilles of Hohenzollern, and drove back the Poles. An armistice 

in January 1439 enabled him to turn to the problem of defence against 

the Turks. 
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Meanwhile, after vainly trying to induce the towns of Swabia and 

Franconia to state an agreed plan of reform, Albert summoned a Reich¬ 

stag to Nuremberg for 18 July 1488. Schlick and the other royal agents 

arrived punctually to hear the proposal of the Electors, which took the 

familiar form of the division of Germany into four circles with a nomi¬ 

nated prince at the head of each, and a number of provisions against 

disorder. The royal proposal suggested six circles, each with a governor 

elected by the local estates and suboixlinated to a royal court of appeal. 

In both proposals Albert's own lands were excluded from the circles. 

Germany was to stand in loose relation to a half-foreign king, a foretaste 

of the character of Habsburg rule. But Albert's scheme was disliked by 

the princes and did not induce the towns to abandon their attitude of 

sullen suspicion either in July or in October, when Schlick also asked 

for military assistance in Silesia. Constitutional reform was once more 

postponed. But ecclesiastical reform was brought up at a third Reichs¬ 

tag, at Mayence, in March 1489. The Electors had prolonged their 

ecclesiastical neutrality, with the support of Albert and a number of 

princes. They now proceeded to action, which took the form of the 

Acceptatio of Mayence, tx, a promulgation of such portions of the 

Council of Basle's anti-papal legislation as suited the princely point of 

view, with additions and modifications. But the ^‘acceptation" was little 

more than a manifesto of policy. It was never confirmed by Albert nor 

put into general operation. Nor was ol>edience formally withdrawn from 

either Pope or Council, when those two authorities fell apart in open 

schism in June 1439. In the absence of governance, German princes 

and even the Conciliar Fathers themselves observed or disregarded the 

liberties announced at Basle and Mayence as it suited them. German 

unity was to receive no impetus from a German national Church. 

Albert summoned another Reichstag for 1 November, but before it 

could meet he was dead. He had spent the summer in vain endeavours 

to induce the Magyar nobles to co-operate against the Turks or to accept 

the help of a German host.. The fortress of Semendria and the greater 

part of Serbia fell to the Muslims, and the little Hungarian army was 

wasted by disease in the summer heat of the marshy plains of Bdeska. 

All>ert himself was struck down by dysentery and tried to recover his 

health by a hasty return to his lx?loved Vienna. But he died on the 

journey on 27 October, at the early age of forty-two. In the general 

confusion of Central Europe he had seemed the one hope of order, de¬ 

fence, and reform, and “by high and low, by rich and poor, he was more 

lamented than any prince since Christ's birth."^ 

The long reign of Albert's successor was a period of great impoi'tance 

in the development of Germany. Throughout it the public opinion of 

princes, churchmen, and townsfolk was alive to the deplorable lack of 

governance in the Empire. But circumstances rendered any remedy well- 

* VVindecke. 
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nigh impossible. The one expression of German national life, the Reichs¬ 

tag, was frequently summoned to the various cities of Franconia and the 

Rhineland; but it was seldom attended, and never dominated, by the 

sovereign, while it was paralysed by the divergent interests of the leading 

princes. Meanwhile the distant north, from the lower Rhine to the 

Polish frontier, pursued its destiny without attention to any national 

assembly. The break-up of Albert’s threefold power—Austria, Bohemia, 

Hungary—opened the way for the re-creation of strong non-German 

kingdoms in Bohemia and Hungary, whose rulers intervened powerfully 

in German afFaii*s, Germany itself was a mass of warring authorities, 

controlled not by a system of public law but by private agreements, 

interpreted not by public officials but by arbitrators chosen by the 

parties concerned. The Church, divided by the aftermath of the Con¬ 

ciliar movement or suiTendei*ed by papal bargainers to the control of the 

greater princes, was incapable of providing a framework for national 

unity. The towns, by their timidity and mutual distrust, never assumed 

the power to which their wealth and culture might have entitled them. 

Meanwhile the sovereign was far removed from the national centre of 

gravity, never relinquishing a claim or a right, but seldom taking any 

action or emerging from his retreat at Graz or Wiener Neustadt. By his 

tenacity, by his diplomatic skill, by the mere length of his life, 

Frederick III did much to ensure the permanence of the Empire in the 

house of Halisburg. But during his reign (xcrmany was in conflagration. 

The confused scrap-heap of the Middle Ages was largely consumed in the 

heat of conflict, and Germany emerged divided between a numl)er of 

independent territorial princes, soon to be made despots by the reception 

of the Roman I^aw and the complete subjection of their territorial clergy 

in the age of the Reformation; though many towns continued to enjoy 

their independence, protected by their walls, absorbed in parochial 

interests, and permanently estranged from the military caste which had 

won political power, 

Albert II had no son. His widow was with child; but, even if it 

turned out to be a boy, the Electoi's would not burden the Empire with 

an infant sovereign and a regency. On 2 February 1440, they elected the 

eldest Habsburg prince, Frederick of Styria. The towns rejoiced at the 

elevation of another Habsburg. But it was to the particularist princes 

that the election was most welcome. PVederick was but twenty-four; his 

only inheritance the poor and mountainous duchies of Styria, Camiola, 

and Carinthia, which he shared with his troublesome brother Albert VI. 

He was also guardian of the young Sigismund, heir of Tyrol. He would 

be forced to assume the role of defender of Germany’s eastern marches 

against Slavs, Magyars, and Turks, and his claims to the regency of 

Albert’s kingdoms would divert his attention from the interior of the 

Empire. Further, Frederick, though cultured, moral, abstemious, and 

intelligent, soon shewed that he was no man of action. 
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His first attention was given to the Luxemburg-Habsburg inheritance. 

Albert’s will * provided for a council of regency, consisting of his widow 

Elizabeth, the eldest Habsburg prince, three Magyar, four Czech, and 

two Austrian councillors, with Bratislava as a convenient seat of govern¬ 

ment The will was not executed. On February Elizabeth gave birth to 

a son, Ladislas Posthuinus, whom she placed under Frederick’s guardian¬ 

ship and who was duly crowned King of Hungary at Szekesfehervdr on 

15 May. But the majority of the Magyar magnates felt the need of 

vigorous leadership against the Turks and off'ered the crown to Vladyslav II 

of Poland. Civil war followed, till a truce was arranged through the 

mediation of Cardinal Cesarini in 1443. On Vladyslav’s death at Varna 

in 1444, the Magyar Diet acknowledged the boy Ladislas as king. The 

acknowledgment remained formal, however, for Frederick refused to 

surrender the care of one who was also heir of Bohemia and Austria. 

The Magyars, therefore, accepted tlie regency of their national hero, 

John Hunyadi; Fre^lerick was excluded from Hungarian affairs; and 

there matters rested for the time being. 

Nor was Frederick more successful in Bohemia. The Czech Diet, after 

conditional and fruitless offers of the crown to Albert of Bavaria and to 

Frederick himself, acknowledged young ladislas in 1443. But, as 

Frederick refused to part with his ward, the Bohemian kingdom remained 

without a head and disturbed by civil strife, till in 14^52 the Diet recog¬ 

nised the mcxlerate Hussite le^uler, George of Podebrady, as regent. 

In the hereditary lands of the Habsburgs it was only with difficulty 

that Frederick asserted his rule. The Habsburg inheritance had suffered 

division. Since 1379 Austria had l>een the share of the Albertine or 

elder line, the rest falling to the IyCH>poldine line; and the latter portion 

had been subdivided in 1411 Ixitween the Styrian and the Tyrolese 

branches. When Frederick of Tyrol died on 24 June 1439, leaving an 

heir, Sigismund, only eleven years old, Frederick saw his opportunity of 

restoring unity of government to the Leopoldine lands. He hastened to 

make terms with the Diet of Tyrol, which acknowledged him as regent 

for four years, on condition that he co-operated with a council of 

Tyrolese and did not remove Sigismund from the county. The news of 

King Albert’s death, opening out far larger visions of power, caused 

Fi-ederick to hurry off, taking Sigismund with him, contrary to his obli¬ 

gations, to meet the Austrian Estates of Pcrchtoldsdorf. From them in 

November he obtained recognition as regent till Albert’s son (if the child 

should be a son) should reach the age of sixteen. In thus obtaining the 

regencie-s of Tyrol and Austria, Frederick had defeated the ambitions of 

his brother Albert VI, to whom he was forced to allot considerable estates 

and pensions. Dissatisfied with his share, Albert VTcontinued to be a 

thorn in Frederick’s side for more than twenty years, till his death in 1463. 

’ This instrument w^as a forgery, probably the work of the Chancellor, Schlick, 

and Ulrich von Eizing. See O, Stowaseer, Ulrich von Eizing. 
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Preoccupied with disputes with his various Diets, with the insub¬ 

ordinate Austrian nobility, with the unsuccessful attempts of Queen 

Elizabeth to recover her son Ladislas, with the Counts of Cilli, whom 

Sigismund had raised to the rank of Princes of the Empire, Frederick 

did not attend to the affairs of Germany till 1442. In accepting the 

crown he had given no undertaking to join the Electors in their 

ecclesiastical neutrality, which appeared to many of the lesser est/ites, 

the inferior clergy, the univei'sities, and the towns, as no more than 

an expedient for extending the power of the greater princes. In 1441 

Frederick neither appeared at the Reichstag nor announced any definite 

policy. In 1442 he made a progress to Aix-la-Chapelle to be crownecl 

on 17 June, and returned to the Reichstag at Frankfort, at which 

much discussion of the ecclesiastical and secular anarchy of Germany 

resulted only in an ineffective edict against lawlessness. By Deceml)er 

he was back in Tyrol. 

Frederick was feeling his way carefully. Most of the Electors were 

moving towards an open declaration in favour of Btisle and its Pope. 

But Frederick, advised by his (liancellor, Sclilick, and his secretary, 

Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini, was inclined to see both his own advantage 

and the best hopes of peace and order in Germany’s recognition of 

Eugenius IV, who commanded the adhesion of the Western kingdoms. 

To prevent the Electors from openly supporting Basle, Frederick appeared 

at the Reichstag of Nuremlx^rg in August 1444, and succeeded in post¬ 

poning any decision until he should have appealed to both Eugenius and 

Basle to support the cojivocation of an impartial general council to end 

the schism. Both parties rejected the suggestion; but Frederick had 

gained time, and in December he opened negotiations with Eugenius, 

who was prepared to grant him extensive rights of ecclesiastical appoint¬ 

ment and visitation in the llabsburg lands in return for his declaration 

of obedience to Rome. By cautious procrastination and by convincing a 

number of princes of the advantages to be gained from Rome, Frederick 

succeeded at last in October 1446 in persuading the Electors to join him 

in negotiations with Eugenius. The general disgust at the protracted 

schism and tlie ecclesiastical confusion was discrediting all policies of 

defiance o{ Rome. At Eugenius' death-bed in February 1447, the main 

lines of the Papal-Gei rnan peace were laid down. The Pope recognised 

elections made during the German neutrality and withdrew the penalties 

pronounced on neutrals and supporters of Basle. It remained to make 

the definitive peace with the new Pope, Nicholas V. Frederick’s supporters, 

the Party of Obedience, led by the Elector of Mayence and the Princes 

of Hohenzollern, met the royal agents at Aschaffenburg in July 1447, 

agreed to recognise Nicholas, and left to Frederick the settlement of the 

liberties of the German (diurch and of the papal revenue from Germany. 

Meanwhile the other Electors, perhaps to sfive tlieir faces, perhaps to 

obtain French help for their various ambitions, made their peace with 
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Rome through the mediation of King Charles VII. The final concordat, 

however, was effected by Frederick in February 1448, at Vienna, in the 

name of the Electors and Princes, and marked the complete triumph of 

the Papacy over the conciliar movement. All the Estates of the Empire 

in time acceded to it, beginning with the Archbishop of Salzburg in 

April 1448, and ending with Strasbourg in 1476. But not all the victory 

went to the Pope.- The greater princes sold their adhesion at a high 

price: the exclusion from their territories of external episcopal juris¬ 

diction, rights of presentation to benefices, a share in ecclesiastical taxation. 

In this rush to join in the profits of the old system the public good of 

the Church and the Empire was ignored. The reform of papal taxation 

and of abuses, all the hopes centred in the Council of Basle, demanded 

an idealism of which the German princes were incapable. Yet in the 

universities and towns lingered a devotion to the idea of ecclesiastical 

reform. As Aeneas Sylvius wrote, “We have a truce, but no peace.*” 

The Papacy had temporarily broken the movement for reform by taking 

the princes into partnership. By doing so it increased the princely 

authority over the German Church, an authority which, two generations 

later, was to turn against Rome and, by canalising the streams of a more 

vigorous reforming movement, to establish itself in independence of both 

Church and Empire. 

The schism was not the only topic for discussion at the Reichstag of 

Nuremberg in August 1444. Besides the Turkish danger and the need 

of a Public Peace in Germany, Frederick raised the urgent (juestion of 

the Swiss. The death of the last Count of Toggenburg (1436) had 

embroiled Zurich and Schwyz in a desperate struggle for the Toggenburg 

lands. Zurich, woi’sted and empty-handed, remembered her German alle¬ 

giance and concluded an alliance with the Habsbui g king on 14 June 1443. 

Frederick hoped to recover the Habsburg lands seized by the con¬ 

federates in 14L5, while the Ziirichers saw a chance of placing their city 

at the hefid of a new league of th<i Upper Rhine. In September Frederick 

came south of the Rhine, was enthusiastically welcomed at Zurich, and 

received the tow n's homage. He refused the requests of the Confederation 

for confirmation of its liberties, unless it were willing to return to the 

fftatuff quo of the “fifty years' peace" of 1412. The result was a con¬ 

federate attack upon Zurich in 1443. For an imperial war against the 

confederates Frederick could count on the enthusiastic support of the 

impecunious nobles of Swabia. But he needed more adequate force. 

Unable to secure the help of the Swabian towns, wdiich had little 

sympathy for an attack on bourgeois liberties, or that of the Duke of 

Burgundy, to whom he had refused Luxemburg, Fi'ederick adopted the 

unfortunate expedient of demanding the loan of some 6000 troops from 

the King of France. Charles VII was glad of an excuse to rid France of 

the unruly soldiery who had fought his battles against the English. In 

the summer of 1444 the Dauphin Louis with a horde of 40,000 Armag- 
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nacs advanced through the Sundgau towards Basle. Diverted by the 

desperate resistance of 1500 Swiss who attempted to bar their way at 

St Jakob on the Birs on 26 August, the Armagnacs poured into Alsace. 

It was evident that Frederick’s allies, far from co-operating in war against 

the Confederation, intended to spoil the defenceless Rhine valley. The 

dauphin made peace with the Swiss in October, and seemed to treat 

Alsace as conquered French territory. Frederick appeared in the igno¬ 

minious character of a king who had deliberately exposed his people to 

foreign invasion, while he himself remained preoccupied with the Swiss 

war. The defence of German soil was undeidaken by others. The Elector 

Palatine, Lewis IV, co-operated with tlie citizens of Strasbourg in 

harassing the French. The news of a Burgundian agreement with the 

Elector Palatine and the fear of seeing his retreat cut off* caused Louis 

to abandon his Armagnacs and retire to France in December. He had 

vsucceeded in exporting thousatids of dangerous ruffians from France and 

depositing them in Germany. In February 1445 a treaty concluded at 

Treves provided for the evacuation of Alsace; but the infuriated in¬ 

habitants cut off* and massacred considerable numbers of the French 

troops as they retired through the Vosges. 

Meanwhile, in October 1444, Frederick had retired to Austria. His 

experience of electoral opposition at the Reichstag and the distressing 

consequences of his French alliance gave him a distaste for {personal 

appearance at the national assembly. For the next twenty-seven years 

he did not visit Germany west of his her(*ditary lands. His attempt to 

reassert the control of the Empire and of the Ifabshurgs over the Swiss 

came to nothing; but the dispute was continued until Sigismund of Tyrol, 

when allied with the confederates against Burgundy in 1474, abandoned 

the Habsburg claims. 

As the effort for conciliar reform degenerated into c^cclesiastical con¬ 

fusion, the internal feuds, from which Germany liad enjoyed comparative 

peace, blazed out on all sides. The princes looked with resentment at 

the growing wealth and power of the towns and were seldom at a loss 

for causes of dispute with each other. Peculiarly German were the 

struggles of princely houses for the acquisition of bishoprics. The 

fortunes of the house of Mors aff*ord a striking example. The earlier 

half of the fifteenth century witnessed a great extension of tlie family’s 

power. From 1414 till 1463 Dietrich von Mors was Archbishop of 

Cologne, and therefore Duke of Westphalia and Count of Arnsberg. 

His elder brother Frederick was Count of Mors, and his youngest 

brother John married the heiress of iVlahlberg-Lahr. But it was the 

Church which provided most richly for the family. Dietrich secured the 

bishopric of Paderborn for himself in 1415; and for his brother Henry 

the bishopric of Munster in 1424, and in 1442, after severe fighting, also 

the administration of that of Osnabriick; while his remaining brother, 

Walram, in 1433 possessed hiiiiself of part of the disputed see of Utrecht. 
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As Dietrich was on good terms with Duke Gerhard of Juliers-Berg- 

Havensberg, the house of Mors seemed to dominate all north-western 

Germany and to threaten the existence of the only other Westphalian 

principality of any importance, the Duchy of Cleve, whose Duke, Adolf II, 

was obliged in 1430 to surrender Mark to his brother Gerhard, a 

protege of Dietrich. Nevertheless, Adolf of Cleve maintained a vigorous 

opposition to his powerful neighbour. He forbade his clergy to pay a 

tenth collected by Dietrich in 1433, and tried to secure ecclesiastical 

independence for his duchy. Such was the position on the lower Rhine 

when Dietrich entered on a struggle with the Hansa town of Soest. 

Soest was a territorial town with no claim to independence of the 

archbishop. Dietrich was not an unsympathetic overlord, and had 

intervened in 1432 to secure to the community a share in municipal 

government, hitheiio monopolised by the patrician families. But the 

town continually encroached upon the rights of the see, until Dietrich 

took his case befoi*e the royal court at Graz in 1443. Soest, as an ancient 

Saxon town, refused to plead except on Saxon (North German) soil. 

Frederick III appointed a Saxon arbitrator, who gave his award in favour 

of Dietrich. Thereupon Soest opened negotiations with Adolf of Cleve, 

and together they declared war on the archbishop in June 1444, Soest 

transferring its allegiance to AdolFs son John. The five years of war 

which followed illustrate well the difficulty of securing any decision amid 

the fluctuating combinations of force in Germany and the practical 

limitations on all forms of political authority. Frederick III put Soest 

to the ban of the Empire and Dietrich placed it under an interdict. But 

Dietrich’s loyalty to ecclesiastical neutrality estranged him from Frederick, 

as the latter drew nearer to Eugenius IV^ In January 1445, the Pope, 

strong in Burgundian support, transferred the territories of Cleve, in¬ 

cluding Soest, to the ecclesiastical control of Rudolf, Bishop of Utrecht, 

who raised the interdict; while in July Eugenius quashed all sentences 

laid upon the territories of Cleve. The Bishop of Munster and Gerhard 

of Mark supported Dietrich, but the knights and towns of their territories 

stood for Cleve and Soest. Finally, in January 1446, Dietrich, together 

with his colleague of Treyes, was deposed, as a heretic and schismatic, 

and the two elei'torates were transferred respectively to Adolf of Cleve’s 

second son, Adolf, and to Philip of Burgundy’s bastard brother, John, 

Bishop of Cambrai. Not until he had opened negotiations with Nicholas V 

and was sure of formal restoration to his see, could Dietrich hope to deal 

with the rebellion of Soest. He then had the help of Duke William III, 

the Saxon Elector s brother, who had married Anne, daughter of King 

Albert II, and on her account laid claim to Luxemburg against Philip of 

Burgundy. Dietrich promised to support the claim, and William brought 

a fierce horde of 16,000 Czech and Saxon meR^naries across the Weser. 

Together they besieged Soest in July 1447. But hunger and racial 

animosities, as well as the resistance of the townsmen, took the spirit 
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out of the attack. The siege was abandoned and the mercenaries marched 

off eastwards. After Burgundian, ro^'al, and papal efforts at mediation 

had failed, the war was resumed in 1448. Young John of Cleve, anxious 

to end the devastation, challenged the Elector to a decisive battle. 

Dietrich refused; but, as a true shepherd of his flock, off*ei*ed single 

combat. John accepted. But Ghjrmany was denied the piquant spectacle 

of the elderly archbishop engaged in a duel; for Dietrich withdrew, 

pleading his priestly character. All parties were now financially exhausted, 

and war died down. The final peace was made in April 1449, at a con¬ 

ference at Maestricht, when Cardinal Carvajal presided and pronounced 

an arbitral award. The temtorial settlement followed the war map; and 

Soest thus passed to Cleve. The ecclesiastical authority of Cologne over 

Cleve was restored, though Dietrich’s subsecjuent efforts to tax the clergy 

of Cleve were so firmly resisted by Duke John as to give rise to the saying 

that the Duke of Cleve was Pope in his own lands. All claims to repara¬ 

tion and other outstanding questions were referred to the Pope, and so 

in time found decent burial. 

In the next year Dietrich of Cologne entered upon another wearisome 

struggle. His brother Henry died in June 1450, and Dietrich induced 

the chapter of Munster to elect his younger brother Walram on 15 July. 

But the house of Mors was now opposed by that of Hoya. Albert of 

Hoya w^as Bishop of Minden; his cousin Gerhard was Archbishop of 

Bremen. Albert’s brother John converted the chapter of Munster to 

the support of another brother, Eric, and persiuided the city to nominate 

himself as administrator of the territory on Eric’s behalf. Meanwhile the 

chapter of Osnabriick elected Albert of Hoya, who however received no 

countenance from Rome. Dietrich was strong in the papal confirmation 

of Walram's election, and in Septemljer had gained a great accession of 

strength by the purchase of the succession to Juliersand Berg from Duke 

Gerhard. This decided John of Cleve to support the Hoya muse and to 

resume his struggle with Cologne. Nicholas of Cusa vainly endeavoured 

to mediate between the conflicting parties, and the war dragged on until 

the knights and burgesses of the temtory of Mlinster, feeling that their 

interests were ignored by both sides, agreed in October 1452 to the 

compromise of Coesfeld by which both claimants to the bishopric were 

to be set aside. John of Hoya temporarily yielded to public opinion and 

withdrew from Munster. But in February 145f3 he w^as back in the city, 

relying on the support of the poorer classes and carrying out a red terror 

at the expense of the patrician families and the more substantial craft- 

gilds. The aristocratic government of the city was abrogattxl in favour 

of extremely democratic institutions, which hardly veiled John’s incipient 

despotism. Emigrant citizens laid their complaints before the Hanseatic 

league at Liibeck, and in October 1454 Munster was expelled from the 

League. Various princes joined in the struggle with little effect. In 1455 

Conrad of Diepholz, to whom Walram made over his claims befoi'e his 
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own death in October 1456, was elected Bishop of Osnabriick and re¬ 

ceived confirmation from Calixtiis III. On 22 November 1456, the 

chapter of Munster proceeded to another election. Two canons braved 

the papal disfavour and voted for Eric of Hoya; the majonty elected 

Conrad of Diepholz. Both parties appealed to Rome. Calixtus rejected 

both candidates and nominated John of Wittelsl)ach, Count of Simmem- 

Zweibrlicken. The new bishop was not only able and conciliatory, but 

was also acceptable to the Duke of Cleve. Both the disappointed candi¬ 

dates saw their supporters losing interest in their claims, and on 

23 October 1457 the feud was ended by the treaty of Kranenburg. 

Munster accepted the papal nominee; John and Eric of Hoya were 

relieved of all ecclesiastical censures and received compensation, as did 

John of Cleve. Under Bishop John’s rule Munster once more knew peace 

and order, the city coming under a mixed constitution which gave half 

the council to the patrician families and half to the other citizens. The 

long struggle had weakened both Dietrich (who also lost Juliers and 

Berg through the unexpected paternity of Duke Gerhard) and the Counts 

of Hoya; the only gainers Ix'ing the Papacy and the Duke of Cleve, who 

in 1466 further succeeded in securing the bishopric of Miinster for his 

nephew Henry of Schwarzburg. 

Meanwhile in southern Germany there were numerous cross-currents of 

strife. Many princes joined in the family feud of the Dukes of Bavaria- 

Ingolstadt and the disputes which followed the extinction of that line in 

1447, when the whole inheritance passed to Henry of Bavaria-Landshut. 

But the chief characteristic of the south German feuds was the opposi¬ 

tion of the princes and the towns. In the absence of any effective royal 

authority the many causes of dispute—rights of jurisdiction, tolls, mints, 

the debts and liighway robbery of the princes, the towns’ acceptance of 

pJhhlhiirgtT, etc.—could find no issue but in w ar. The princes maintained 

that their legal rightij were constantly being infringed by the townsmen; 

while the latter replied with bitterness that the feudal countryside was 

the scene of robbery and violence and that the towns alone provided 

security and comfort to the non-noble. In 1441 a number of Swabian 

towns formed a league for mutual defence against the dangers of the 

trade-routes, and this w'as developed in 1446 into a working confederation 

of thirty-one towns under the leadership of Nuremlx.Tg, Augsburg, Ulm, 

and Esslingen. In opposition to this movement was formed a league of 

princes, inspired and guided chiefly by the Margrave Albert Achilles of 

llohenzollern, brother of Frederick H, Elet*tor of Brandenburg. Albert 

Achilles was the perfect tv{>e of conservative and feudal prince, ambitious 

of re-creating for himself the duchy of Franconia, an upholder of royal 

authority which alone could legalise such a re-creation, contemptuous of 

the burgher class, cunning in diplomacy, delighting in war, which he 

declaimed to be adorned by arson as is Vespers by the Magnificat. His 

inextensive territories of Ansbach and part of Baireuth were suiTOunded 
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by the lands of numerous petty princes and towns and were divided from 

each other by the town of Nuremberg, which had extended its jurisdiction 

and protection far over the countryside. Nuremberg was the chief centre 

of commercial distribution in southern Germany; its urban aristocracy 

the wealthiest and most powerful. Aeneas Sylvius expressed the opinion 

that ‘‘the Kings of Scotland would gladly be housed as luxuriously as 

the ordinary citizens of Nui'emberg.’*' The mutual hostility of the mar¬ 

grave and the town led to open war in June 1449, over the behaviour of 

the Lord of Heideck, who had left the service of Albert Achilles for 

that of Nuremberg and had then added the oflfenc'e of sinking a mine in 

co-operation with some townsmen and assei'ting his right freely to do so 

as a vassal of the Empire. Towns, princes, and knights on all sides took 

part in the great “town-war*” that followed. Peasants took refuge behind 

the walls and artillery of the towns, while their villages were destroyed. 

The Nurembergers succeeded in inflicting a severe defeat on the margrave 

at the fish-ponds of Pillenreut in March 1450; but the citizen army was 

incapable of forcing a decision, while the princely forces could not carry 

the defences of the town. As the enthusiasm for war subsided, arbitrators put 

an end to various subsidiary feuds, usually to the disadvantage of tlie towns; 

but the main feud continued, for Albert Achilles would not surrender his 

conquests without compensation, and that Nuremberg refused to pay. 

The appeals made by both sides to Frederick III in 1452 were 

useless, for Frederick was then facing insurrection in his own Habsburg 

lands and unwilling to give a decision which might lose him possible 

supportei-s. Albert Achilles himself went to Wiener Neustadt, refused 

to submit to the jurisdiction of imperial officials, and forced the helpless 

Emperor to promise the formation of a princely court to decide the 

dispute. On getting rid of his unwelcome visitor, Frederick did not fulfil 

this undertaking, but commissioned Duke I^wis of Bavaria-I^ndshut to 

effect a settlement. In April 1453, the treaty of I^uf, by which Albert 

Achilles surrendered his conquests in return for a heavy payment of 

money, put an end to the war. Nuremberg remained as strong and 

independent as ever. But in one respect the “town-war” is a landmark 

in German history. It had shewn the impossibility of maintaining a 

defensive league of towns in view of the narrowly selfish policy of the 

members, many of whom had enough to do controlling the revolutionary 

aspirations of their artisans. Henceforward the towns stood on the 

defensive and refu.sed to risk the dangers of war on behalf of each other. 

When Donauworth was seized by Lewis of Bavaria-Landshut in 1458 

and Mayence by its Elector in 1462, no town moved to the assistance of 

the burgher cause. In the combinations, plans, and discussions for the 

reform of the Empire the voice of the towns w'as hardly heard. The issue 

might sometimes appear to be between imperial or princely control of 

the central government; but, with the Empire in the hands of the pre¬ 

occupied and harassed Frederick, it resolved itself rather into a confused 
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struggle between princes, such as the Hohenzollem, who nominally stood 
for the imperial idea, and others, such as the Wittelsbachs, who opposed 
theuj. Both types followed their own interests wherever they perceived 
them. The future lay with the feudal prince, armed, wary, and blessed with 
a progeny not so numerous as to cause excessive division of his inheritance. 

Meanwhile Frederick III had no peace in the Habsburg lands. The 
cost of his early struggles had caused him to pledge his meagie revenues 
for many years ahead and left him without the means to enforce his will. 
He provided for an extension of his guardianship over young Sigismund 
of Tyrol for six years from 1443; but the Tyrolese broke into revolt, 
and Frederick was forced in 1446 to agree to an arrangement by which 
Sigismund received the administration of Tyrol and the Archduke 
Albert VI that of the Habsburg territories on the Rhine. Far from 
uniting his family’s inheritance, as a first step towards a strong German 
monarchy, Frederick had embittered his brother and his nephew without 
rendering them pow'erless. In November Austria endured an invasion by 
Hunyadi and the Magyars, who demanded the person of their king^ 
I^dislas. Although Frederick received no support from Austria or from 
Germany, he obstinately clung to his guardianship, and |)eace was made 
in 1447 by the universal arbitrator, Cardinal Carvajal, who diverted 
Hunyadi to the Turkish crusade. Soon Austria turned against Frederick. 
The Austrian Estates laid the blame for the prevalent lack of law and 
order upon Frederick, whom they denounced as a Styrian who would not 
live in Vienna. They demanded the rule of young Ladislas and an 
Austrian council. Their leader was Ulrich von Eizing, who proposed to 
be in Austria what Hunyiuli was in Hungary and Podebrady in Bohemia. 
On 12 December 1451, the Austrian Diet met. Eizing harangued the 
populace and presented to the Estates Ladislas’ sister Elizabeth, dressed 
in rags and Ixjgging their help. An Austrian council of regency, with 
Eizing at its head, was proclaimed and an ultimatum was addressed to 
Frederick, then about to start for Italy to marry Eleanora of Portugal 
and to receive the imperial crown from Nicholas V. Frederick made 
haste to escape from such worries, taking Ladislas with him. He enjoyed 
six months’ peace in Italy, whencci he returned, a husband and an 
Emperor, to Wiener Neustadt in June 1452, to find that his enemies 
had made good use of the interval. The Austrian insurgents were now 
supported by Ulrich of Cilli, ladislas’ cousin and alternative guardian, 
by many Magyars, and by the Catholic Bohemians, who hoped to use 
I^islas for the undoing of Podebrady and his Hussite friends. In August 
a force of 16,000 men attacked Wiener Neustadt. Fi'ederick’s position 
was not desperate, for neither Podebrady nor Hunyadi wished to see their 
regencies disturbed by the liberation of Ladislas; and Podebrady, as well 
as a Styrian force, was preparing to advance to the Emperor’s relief. But 
Frederick never met force with force. He preferred negotiation, and at 
last brought himself to surrender Ladislas. The twelve-year-old boy was 



146 Ladislas Posthumus 

entrusted to Ulrich of Cilli, who took him to Vienna* Peace was made 

in March 1453, Frederick receiving compensation and comforting him¬ 

self meanwhile by the promulgation of Rudolf IV\s Habsburg Privilege, 

which attributed to the members of that hoiKse the title of Archduke of 

Austria and virtually relieved their territories of all obligations towards 

the Empire—a provision which did little harm to German unity, since the 

kingship remained henceforth for centuries in the Hal)sbiirg house. 

But Ulrich of Cilli found that his elforts to rule Austria autocratically 

were opposed by Eizing, the clergy, the lesser nobles, and the towns. 

In Septembt'i* he was ejected from Vienna, and a council of twelve, repre¬ 

senting the four Estates, took over the regency. Ladislas, however, had 

barely reached the age of fifteen when he asserted himself, recalled Ulrich, 

and began to undermine the position of the regents in his two kingdoms. 

These designs were chec'ked by the urgent need of opposing the great 

Turkish invasions which followed the fall of Constantinople. That event 

spread alarm throughout central Europe. St Giovanni Capistranoand other 

pi'eachers raised much enthusiasm and large sums of money for the 

crusade. But the German princes would not move. Three Reichstags in 

1454 and 1455 produced no plan of co-operation. The chainpionship of 

Christendom fell upon Hungary, and was eftecte(i by Hunyadi's heroic 

defence of Belgrade in July 1456. After Hunyadi s death and the retreat 

of the Turks, Ladislas came south to Belgrade with a small for(‘e of 

Austrian and Magyar crusaders. Here Ulrich of Cilli was killed by 

Hunyadi's son Ladislas, who represented his victim as the aggressor and 

obtained a sworn promise from King Ladislas that he should not be held 

guilty of murder. In March 1457, the king nevertheless seized and exe¬ 

cuted ladislas Hunyadi, and carried ofi* Hunyadi's younger son, Matthias 

Corvinus. 

Having thus alienated the Magyars, v^ho loved the house of Hunyadi, 

Ladislas turned to Bohemia, He had not time to fall out with Podebrady, 

for on 23 November he died suddenly at Prague. His death snapped the 

slender bonds which united the Habsburg threefold monarchy. In Bohemia 

the Habsburg claims were set aside, and the Diet elected Podebrady king. 

Frederick III, whose tlioughts turned rather to the Hungarian succession, 

abandoned Bohemia to the king of its choice, and in 1459 invested him 

with the electoral dignity. Strong in the submission of Moravia and 

Silesia and in his alliances with the Wettin and Hohenzollern princes, 

Podebrady began to play an increasingly imporbint part in the affairs of 

Germany and to enterbiin hopes of Ix3a)ming King of the Romans, the 

Emperor’s coadjutor and prospective successor. In Hungary there was 

civil war again. A Magyar Diet elected Matthias Corvinus, lil>erated by 

Podebrady on l^^dislas’ death, as king; while an anti-Hunyadi group of 

nmgnates, in February 1459, elected Frederick HI. The efforts of the 

inevitable Cardinal Carvajal eventually resulted in 1463 in a settlement, 

by which Frederick surrendered the sacred crown of St Stephen in con- 
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sideration of 80,000 ducats and the retention of several fortresses, though 

he characteristically stipulated that he should also retain the title of 

King of Hungary and that, if Matthias should die sonless, the kingdom 

should pass to Frederick or one of his heirs male. Frederick’s foresight 

and his confidence in the destiny of his house, illustrated by his monogram 

A.E.LO.U. {Aiistriue est imperare orbi univerm\ were to be justified in 

the future. For a time the great Habsburg inheritance was broken up. 

Bohemia and Hungary went their several ways. But two generations 

later both the kingdoms were to return to the Habsburg line, when a 

Habsburg Emperor ruled most of Christendom and the new world across 

the Atlantic. 

In Austria also, the death of Ladislas was followed by succession dis¬ 

putes. Sigismund of Tyrol, however, surrendered his claims to Albert VI 

in exchange for the latter’s Rhenish lands; and a Czech invasion in 1458 

caused Fretlerick and All)ert to come to terms, Frederick retaining Lower 

and Albert Upper Austria. Under this divided rule the unfortunate 

country suffered rnoi*e than ever from disturbance, which the Habsburg 

princes had not the resources to control. Unable to pay his troops 

Freflerick allowed their commanders to coin money, and Austria was 

afflicted with debased currency. This inflation, accompanied by bad 

harvests, brought on acute misery and even starvation. Taking advantage 

of the Emperor’s unpopularity, Albert dec*lared war on him in June 1461. 

In Noveml>er of the next year Frederick was being besieged in the castle 

of Vienna by Albert and the citizens, when his councillors sent a desperate 

appeal to Podfbrady. Anxious to secure the Emperor’s good offices with 

Pius II over the ecclesiastical difficulties in Bohemia and yet not to offend 

Albert whose support he needed in Germany, Podebrady responded to the 

call, and in December brought about a peace by which Frederick sur¬ 

rendered the whole of Austria to his brother for eight years at an annual 

rent, 

Frederick owed his safety to the pow^erful Bohemian, to whom he 

committed the guardianship of his son Mfixirnilian in the event of his 

own death. He nxle out of Vienna amid the derision of the populace. 

But in December 1463 Albert died suddenly. As Sigismund of Tyrol 

was then deeply engaged in a struggle with the Papacy and the Swiss, to 

whom he lost the last Habsburg possessions south of the Lake of Con¬ 

stance, Frederick bt‘came undisputed lord of reunited Austria. The 

Habsburg fortunes now began to revive. Frederick was at peace with 

Hungary; while Podebrady was occupied with the papal offensive against 

Hussitism, which led to his excommunication in 1466, the rt'bellion of 

Moravia and Silesia, and the Hungarian invasion of his territories in the 

name of the Church. Frederick’s hands were at last moderately free, and 

he was able to give some attention to the affairs of Germany. 

As the Hussite wars of the twenties had raised the question of the 

constitutional reform of the Empire, so in the fifties the Turkish triumphs 
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were accompanied by a I'evival of that controversy. The decade 1454- 

64 was fill^ with schemes, plots, and shifting alliances between the 

leading princes, ending in four years of war throughout southern Germany. 

Owing to the absence of the Emperor the main question was whether or 

not the Electors could co-operate in some scheme of national government. 

The issues were confused by many considerations. The most ardent re¬ 

formers were anxious also to resume the struggle for ecclesiastical reform 

against a Papacy which seemed determined to make good its financial 

losses in other countries at the expense of Germany. This threw the 

Pope on to the side of the Emperor in opposition to all reform. Again, 

the leading lay Elector and the head of the Wittelsbach connexion* 

Frederick I of the Palatinate, had his private reasons for opposition to 

the Emperor, whose deposition he strongly advocated. His brother, the 

Elector Lewis IV, had died in 1449, leaving a baby son, Philip. To avoid 

the weakness of a regency and with the consent of the child’s mother and 

of the magnates (there was no assembly of Estates in the Palatinate) 

Fi'ederick “arrogated" to himself the Electorate, undertaking that the 

child should succeed him and that he himself would never marry. For 

the Palatinate the arrangement was excellent; but the Emperor, who 

never surrendered any legal advantage against a possible opponent, 

obstinately refused to recognise the arrogation. This question divide<l 

the Electoi*s, since it was impossible for the Emperor and the Elector 

Palatine to work in harmony, while two Electors, Brandenburg and 

Saxony, w ould not countenance the election of another king in defiance 

of Fr^erick III, Further, the efforts of the Electors encountered the 

opposition of the other Estates, to whom tht‘y afliected to dictate. The 

towns were unlikely to show' enthusiasm for constitutional reform when 

their deputies were informed by Albert Achilles at the Reichstag of 

Frankfoil in September 1454 that they were not there to discuss but to 

olxjy, and to see that their principals provided the (juota of troops re¬ 

quired of them. Reichstag followed Reichstag; much w'as said, and very 

little done. The chief event of the assembly at Ratisbon in 1454 was the 

proposal to elect another king, the most likely candidate at first being 

Philip of Burgundy. The Rhenish Electors then united in favour of the 

Archduke Albert, but shewed how slight was their interest in the reform 

of the central government by bargaining with their candidate for an 

increase of their own princely powers. Albei-Fs candidature did not 

survive the Emperor’s emphatic refusal to countenance it. Unable to 

induce the Emperor to come to central Germany, the Electors, representel 

by Jakob of Treves, laid before him at Wiener Neustadt in February 

1455 a constitutional scheme providing for sl Reichtreginieni^ or supreme 

council, of the Emperor and his natural councillors, the lilectoi's; an 

imperial court of justice with salaried judges; and a general imperial tax, 

only to be levied after the scheme had begun to operate. But Frederick 

refused to share supreme authority, and bought out Jakob with financial 
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advantages and the expectation of the bishopric of Metz. In September 

1466, the Rhenish Electors summoned Frederick III to attend an assembly 

at Nuremberg on St Andrew’s Day, failing which they would ‘‘take 

council with another.’’ Frederick, sure of the support of Albert Achilles 

and of his own brother-in-law, the Saxon Elector, refused to budge. At 

Nuremberg the Electors declared that they would elect a king who 

should live within thirty miles of Frankfort—obviously the Elector 

Palatine. This candidature also came to nothing, in face of the oppo¬ 

sition of the imperialist party. 

The antipathy between the Wittelsbach and the Hohenzollern-Wettin 

connexions was becoming acute, and flared up over the sudden seizure of 

Donauworth by Lewis of Bavaria-I^ndshut in October 1458. War did 

not, however, follow at once, owing to attempts at mediation during 1459 

by Pius II, who was making his great effort at Mantua to organise a 

general European crusade, and by Podebrady, now undisputed King of 

Bohemia, in favour with the Pope, and prepared to play the part of “honest 

broker” in German disputes. Nothing shews the non-national outlook of 

the German princes more clearly than the widespread agreement amongst 

them from 1459 to 1461 to support this Czech, who spoke German but 

indifferently, as a candidate for the royal crown. So confident was 

PodSbrady that he tried to extract money from Francesco Sforza, the 

usurping Duke of Milan, in return for a promise of that legal investiture 

which Frederick III had steadily refused. In 1460 war broke out in 

Franconia and on the Rhine, and went all in favour of the Wittelsbachs. 

In r’ebruary 1461, Podebrady gathered both sides to an assembly at Eger, 

and the majority agreed that he should be king. But he found the 

F’lectors’ demands for ecclesiastical reform incompatible with papal support, 

while the Hohenzollern princes were at one with general German feeling 

in refusing to accept a Czech and a doubtful Catholic as their ruler. 

Podebrady’s candidature fell through, and in the summer war broke out 

again. So far as the confusion can be given sha}>e, the war may be said 

to have taken two forms—first, the support given by Lewis of Bavaria- 

landshut to Albert of Austria’s attack on Frederick III, and Frederick’s 

retaliation by nominating AU)ert Achilles and others as commanders of 

the imperial host against the Wittelsbachs; secondly, the sudden deposi¬ 

tion by Pius II of Diether, Elec^tor of Mayence, the ally of the Elector 

Palatine and the chief advocate of ecclesiastical reform, and the Elector 

Palatine’s conflict with the papal nominee, Adolf of Nassau, a struggle 

rendered memorable by Diether’s use of the printing-press when issuing 

an appeal to the German nation. In both theatres of war the Wittelsbachs 

w'ere successful, and were able to retain their conquests in Bavaria and 

the Rhineland and to exorcise the phantom of Albert Achilles’ projected 

duchy of Franconia. The treaties which restored peace in Bavaria were 

eft*ected under the auspices of Podebrady at Prague in August 1463. The 

war in the Rhineland, which ended in November, was marked by Arch- 
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bishop Adolfs sudden seizure of Mayence on 28 October 1462, when he 

expelled some 800 citizens, abolished the city’s liberties, and reduced it 

to its legal condition of obedience to his see. An accidental result of this 

severity was that the exiled citizens spread abroad in Germany their city’s 

mystery of printing. A more immediately obvious outcome was the 

triumph of the Pope in imposing his candidate on Mayence and in defeating 

the movement for ecclesiastical reform. 

In 1464 the discussions over imperial reform were resumed. Three main 

lines of provision for governance may be distinguished. PodSbrady’s plan 

included a supreme council of the Emperor himself, the Elector Palatine, 

Lewis of Bavaria-Landshut, and Albert Achilles; a permanent salaried 

supreme court; an imperial tax; and an imperial monopoly of printing. 

These were the usual suggestions, except that it is noticeable that five 

Electors, including the three ecclesiastics, did not figure in the council, 

whereas two non-electoral princes were included. Pod^brady’s council was 

based on effective power rather than on traditional claims. It assumed, 

however, the reconciliation of as yet unreconciled forces and it came to 

nothing. Lewis of Bavaria-I^ndshut meanwhile was engaged in the 

creation of a Swabian league, which should ensure the co-operation of the 

princes, nobility, and towns in maintaining the peace in southern 

Germany. This Wittelsbach project was wrecked by the opposition of 

AU>ert Achilles, who secured its condemnation by the Emperor. Thirdly, 

Albert Achilles attempted to establish a similar, but "‘loyalist” league, 

with the Emperor at its head and excluding the Wittelsbach princes. 

This scheme met with no support from the Swabian towns, who distrusted 

the Hohenzollern’s profession of peacefulness and protesttd that the 

Wittelsbach territories commanded all their northern and eastern trade- 

routes. 

It was clear that amongst the princes the balance of power and the 

mutual distrust were such that no .sidieme of effective imperial government 

could be applied to any considerable area of Germany. Frederick III 

accordingly fell back upon what seemed possible. He rea.sserted his 

authority in the Empire by a series of judicial pronouncements and sum¬ 

moned Reichstags to Nuremberg in November 1466 and July 1467, 

to provide military help against the Turks and the excommunicated 

Podebrady, and to di.scuss provisions for a general peace. The only outcome 

of the discussions was that in August 1467 Frederick promulgated 

a decree of imperial peace which forbade recourse to arms for five years. 

The next few years were indeed peaceful for most of Germany, thanks to 

the general exhaustion and to the papal resumption of the anti-Hussite 

crusades. But Frederick III was once more surrounded by difficulties. 

He alternately opposed and supported Podebrady and, after the latter’s 

death in 1471, hovered between the rival candidates for Bohemia, Matthias 

Corvinus and Vladislav of Poland; while Austria was in a constant state 

of insurrection, even faithful Styria broke into revolt in 1469, and the 
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Turks appeared in Carniola. Twice he fled from this sea of troubles, in 

December 1468 on pilfi^image to Rome in fulfilment of a vow taken in 

the unhappy days of November 146^, and in June 1471 to attend an 

unusually full Ileichstag at Ratisbon. It was his first appearance west 

of Austria since 1444, For four weeks the Reichstag discrussed his demand 

for immediate help against the Turks, and eventually only agreed to 

a general tenth for the provision of 60,000 men in the next year. In 

return Frederick put forward a scheme of imperial peace for four years. 

In opposition to the princely proposal for princely courts enforcing the 

peace over large areas, he provided that a continued policy of violence 

should be met by the armed resistance of all Estates within thirty miles 

of the offence, and that the royal court should be open to all complaints 

of violence. Further, all claims supported by violence should ipso facto 

fall to the ground. This amounted to a serious effort to outlaw war by 

flexible regional arrangements and the provision of a central court. 

Unfortunately the old problem remained. A central court unsupported 

by adequate force, while it might prevent violence amongst the lesser 

estates, could not control the great princes. Indeed a number of princes 

were exempted from the court's jurisdiction, which ensured the towns’ 

passive resistance to the whole scheme. Frederick, however, proclaimed 

the jKiace and provided the royal court with a president and six assessors, 

who should receive salaries derived from the fees of litigants. Under the 

energetic presidency of the Imperial Chancellor, Adolf of Mayence, the 

court operated with considerable eff*ect; but after his death in 1475 less 

recourse was had to it, the assessors' zeal was somewhat damped by 

the uncertainty of their incomes, and by 1480 the court had ceased to 

function. 

By that time Frederick had turned from efforts to reorganise the lilmpire 

to the true method of ensuring royal authority, the extension of the 

Habsburg hereditary domains. In the East the Turks were ever present, 

and Frederick only secured a temporary relief from Matthias Corvinus by 

recognising him as King of Bohemia. In central Germany Frederick was 

defied by the Elector Palatine and liis brother Rupert, Elector of Cologne. 

But in the west a new situation had developed. Already in 1472 the 

rumour ran through Germany that Charles the Bold of Burgundy, having 

made his peace with France, was preparing to take a leading part in the 

affairs of the Empire. Charles had only one daughter, and Frederick set 

himself by his favourite method of dynastic arrangement to convert the 

great western duchy ad maiorem Habsburgi gloriam. His diplomatic 

contest with Charles was intricate in the extreme. Charles' object was 

the kingship of the Romans, or the creation in his favour of a Burgundian 

kingdom stretching from the North Sea to the Jura. Frederick's aim was 

the marriage of the heiress, Mary, with his own son Maximilian, if it 

could he secuml without any surrender of imperial authority in the West. 

In September 1473, Frederick met Charles at Treves, but no agreement 
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was reached, and Charles proceeded to consolidate his position in the 

Rhineland, supported Archbishop Rupert against the estates of Cologne, 

refused imperial arbitration, and laid siege to Neuss (1474). The issues 

were now complicated by the general German resentment at Charles’ 

growing power, which aroused the armed opposition of Sigismund of 

Tyrol (who in 1469 had pledged the Rhenish Habsburg territories to him 

and now wanted to recover them), of the Swiss, of Rene of Lorraine, and 

of the bishops and towns of the upper Rhine; a combination supported 

by French money and encouragement. Frederick was moved by the 

Electors of Mayence and Saxony and by Albert Achilles, now Elector of 

Brandenburg, to summon an imperial army to the relief of Neuss. The 

Estates responded with unusual liberality, and the German host forced 

Charles to abandon the siege and to make peace with the Emperor. 

Charles’ subsequent attacks on the Swiss brought about what Frederick’s 

diplomacy had failed to achieve; for with Charles’ death the possibility 

of a Burgundian kingdom disappeared, while the marriage of Maximilian 

and Mary was celebrated on 19 August 1477. 

The Burgundian marriage had far-reaching consequences in the history 

of Germany and of the world. By it and by his subsequent military 

prowess Maximilian brought to the house of Habsburg the free county 

of Burgundy (Tranche Comte) and the vast wealth of the Low Countries. 

The most powerful of the princely houses of Germany was thus raised 

far above its competitors. In future the Electors could hardly refuse 

it the royal crown without plunging Germany into civil war. For the 

crown was henceforth necessary to the Habsburgs to bind together their 

widely-scattered possessions from the North Sea to the middle Danube. 

Further, the Habsburgs became the defenders of Germany on the west 

as well as on the east. Across the dead body of Charles the Bold broke 

out the age-long struggle over the frontier I>etween France and Germany. 

For centuries the ilhistriH domus Atistrtae was to be the champion of 

Germany on both her fronts, till in the age of nationalism its position was 

undermined by another princely house, less cumbered with non-German 
possessions and interests. 

Frederick’s last years saw both his deepest humiliation and his final 

triumph. Matthias Corvinus, now lord of Moravia, Silesia, and Lausitz 

(Lusatia) as a result of his anti-Hussite crusades, attacked Austria, whose 

disturbed condition invited his intervention. In 1485 he established his 

residence at Vienna and seemed almost to have recTeated the threefold 

monarchy of King Albert II. Frederick, ejected from his hei^editary lands, 

wandered poverty-stricken through Germany. In his extremity he abandoned 

his opposition to the creation of a King of the Romans and agreed to the 

election of his son Maximilian on 16 February 1486. The new king’s first 

act was the proclamation of a ten years’ public peace, and in the next 

year steps were taken to ensure support for the royal government. The 

two powers of southern Germany most hostile to control by the Empire 
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were the Swiss and the Dukes of Bavaria. Albert of Bavaria-Munich 

defied the peace and seized the free city of Ratisbon in the summer of 

1486. His cousin George of Bavaria-Landshut was a constant source of 

alarm to the lesser estates of Swabia. Albert crowned his offences by his 

seizui*e of, and marriage with, Cunigunda, the Emperor's daughter, in 

January 1487. Frederick and Maximilian in July invited the nobles, 

knights, prelates, and towns of Swabia to an assembly at Esslingen, whose 

outcome was the Swabian League, with its council, court of justice, and 

machinery for raising an armed force of 13,000 men. The League was 

for many years a leading factor in German affairs. It checked the drift 

of towns from the imperial to the Swiss system and gave the Habsburgs 

a weapon of defence against the ambitions of the Wittelsbach dukes. 

During 1488 Maximilian's Burgundian lands, far from proving a source 

of strength, necessitated the march of the Swabian League's army to 

Flandei*s, to rescue him from the burghers of Bruges and to insist on 

Flemish recognition of Maximilian as regent for his son Philip. In 

December Maximilian returned to Grermany and set about the restoration 

of Habsburg power. The dynasty seemed about to lose its only remaining 

considerable territory, Tyrol. Sigismund's mismanagement, extravagance, 

and many illegitimate children had provoked his subjects beyond bearing 

and reduced him to hopeless debt. Detesting his cousin, the Emperor, 

Sigismund had sought help from the Bavarian dukes, to whom he had 

pledged the silver mines of Schw^az and other resources and finally the 

succession to Tyrol as well as to his Rhenish and Swabian lands. By 

skilful negotiation and strong in the support of the Tyrolese estates, 

Maximilian induced Sigismund, on 16 March 1490, to surrender Tyrol to 

himself in return for a fixed income. Further success soon followed. On 

6 April Matthias Corvinus died; and his dominions were afflicted with 

the succession dispute of the Jagiello brothers, Vladislav of Bohemia and 

Albert of Poland. The Austrians were delighted to be rid of the Magyar 

domination, and Maximilian's reconquest of his native land was but 

a triumphal progress. The citizens of Vienna, who had unhappy memories 

of his father, now gave their oath of allegiance only to Maximilian. He 

then crossed the Raab and for a year disputed the Hungarian crown with 

Vladislav; but his lack of money and his controversy with Charles VIII of 

France over Brittany induced him to abandon the hopeless quest. By a 

treaty at Bratislava on 7 November 1491, Vladislav was recognised as King 

of Hungary, though,failing male heirs, the crown was to pass to Maximilian. 

The old Emperor had thus lived to see the restoration and union of 

the Habsburg lands. But his enjoyment of this sudden recovery was 

clouded by his own effacement behind his too successful son and by his 

desire for revenge on the Bavarian dukes. In 1492 the discontented 

nobles of Bavaria-Munich united with the Swabian League in opposition 

to their Duke, Albert. Frederick put Albert to the ban of the Empire 

and would have plunged southern Germany onc*e more into war, had not 
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Maximilian pacified his father by transferring to him the allegiance of 

the Austrian dominions and by inducing the Bavarian dukes to restore 

Ratisbon to the Empire and to cancel their claims on Tyrol. 

Frederick'^s continued life seemed to be only a handicap to his son. But 

it at least enabled Maximilian to gain the support of the reformers by 

promises of constitutional amendment, the fulfilment of which would be 

prevented by the old Emperor’s opposition. When Fi'ederick at last died, 

at Linz on 19 August 1493, Maximilian was left undisputed lord of all 

the Habsburg lands, but faced with the intriciite problems of imperial 

reform as well as thoseof his Burgundian inheritance,of theTurkish danger, 

and of his grandiose plans for the restoration of imperial power in Italy. 

Maximilian’s accession to sole kingship opens a new chapter in German 

history. At this point, therefore, we may pause to consider one charac¬ 

teristic of Germany in the fifteenth century, territorialism. The power 

of the German princes originatetl both in their official character as local 

officers of the Empire and in various rights of jurisdiction and military 

command, which they purchased or received from the churches, nobles, or 

towns in their sphere of influence. Territorialism was the process of 

consolidation of these various rights into a single, uniform, and exclusive 

authority over a defined territory. The process was greatly assisted by 

the ecclesiastical anarchy of the age of the Councils and by the decline 

of the feudal military system and the substitution of mercenary forces, 

the taxation for which was granted by assemblies of Estates, prepared to 

entrust the preservation of local peace to the prince. It was completed 

by the ret^eption of the Roman Law and the exclusion of papal authority 

in the age of the Reformation. The strength of the prince lay in the 

mutual hostility of the Estates. The nobles detested the townsmen and 

held to the prince from fear of peasant insunections and in the hope of 

ecclesiastical benefices for their families. The clergy looked to the prince 

for protection from the exactions of Rome and from the growing popular 

anti-clericalism. The towns were often recak itrant, especially where they 

formed part of an external league, but a prince of vigour and shrewdness 

could often find in civic disputes an opportunity to impose his authority. 

The principality became the object of loyalty,and in the interests of unity 

Kstates often insisted on the rule of primogeniture and the indivisibility 

of the territory. 

We may take as a type of territorial consolidation that principality 

which was destined ultimately to become the unifier of Germany, the 

Mark of Brandenburg. E>ederick I, the first E^lector of the Hohenzollern 

line, was not only Margrave of Brandenburg, but also lord of Ansbach 

and Baireuth in Franconia. Imperial affairs and the leadership of anti- 

Hussite crusades held more attraction for him than the prosaic task of 

creating the machinery of government in the more primitive north, 

especially when his estrangement from Sigismund wrecked his hope of 

acquiring further north-eastern fiefs. In January 1426, he made over the 
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government of Brandenburg to his eldest son, John. Under John, whose 

retiring nature and sedentary preoccupations are suggested by his nick¬ 

name of “the Alchemist,’" the Mark relapsed into disorder. Baronial 

brigandage recommenced and the towns, unprotected against Hussite 

invasions, formed leagues which defied the princely authority. The aged 

Elector therefore decided to redistribute his territories. By an act of 1437 

he assigned the Mark to his second son, Frederick, who thus became in 

1440 the Elector Frederick II. To John was given only a half of Baireuth, 

while the third son, Albert Achilles, received Ansbach and the other half 

of Baireuth. Thus the Franconian and imperialist interests of the family 

were entrusted to the vigorous Albert Achilles, and Frederick II was able 

to concentrate on his electorate. 

Frederick II was the real founder of HohenzoUern power in the north. 

So successful was his policy from the first that his peaceful succession to 

his father in 1440 passeil almost unnoticed. By skill and patience he wore 

down the insubordinate nobility, attracting them to his service and using 

them for the reduction of the more powerful towns. In the chief town, 

Berlin-Kdlln, he was able to intervene as arbitrator in a dispute between 

the craftsmen and the patrician council in 1442. He used his opportunity 

to nominate a new and more popular council, tore the seals from the 

town’s charters, and began the erection of a castle in Kolln. This sup¬ 

pression of civic independence made a profound impression, increased by 

the final destruction of the patriciate in the town-war of 1449-50. In 

dealing with the clergy Frederick shewed both piety and firmness. He 

did much to remove clerical ignorance and indiscipline. And he used his 

adhesion to Nicholas V to obtain two bulls in 1447, ordering the Courts 

Christian of the Mark not to interfere with the electoral jurisdiction, 

guaranteeing the electorate against the interference of any external bishop, 

and conferring upon the Elector the nominations to the three territorial 

bishoprics of Havelberg, Brandenburg, and Lebus. Further, he set up at 

Tangermiinde a supreme court for the Mark and laid the bases of an 

efficient administrative and fiscal system. With his reign the medieval 

confusion of authorities began to disappear from Brandenburg. 

But in external relations Frederick was not so successful. For some 

twenty years the preoccupation of his easteni neighbours left him in 

peace, and he was able to obtain a footing in I-ausitz in 1445 by the 

purchase of Kottbus, Peitz, and Teupitz, and to repurchase the Neumark 

in 1455 from the impoverished Teutonic Order. But with Greorge 

Pod^brady’s consolidation of Bohemian power and Poland’s final triumph 

in the north and her annexation of Pomerellen in 1466, Frederick found 

himself the lonely champion of Germanism in the north-east against the 

powerful Slavs whom it was his policy to keep apart. In 1464 the ducal 

line of Pomerania-Stettin died out. Frederick claimed that the dukedom 

ought by old agreement to lapse to Brandenburg. But the elder line of 

Pomerania-Wolgast, strong in their alliance with Casimir IV of Poland, 
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seized the inheritance, though they agreed to recognise Frederick’s suze¬ 

rainty. Frederick appealetl in vain to the Emperor, who resented his 

unwillingness to oppose Pod^brady and now recognised the Pomeranian 

dukes as immediate princes of the Empire. This affront was too much 

for Frederick, who attempted unsuccessfully to assert his claims over 

Pomerania by force. Discouraged by lack of military success and by ill- 

health, Frederick resigned Brandenburg to his brother Albert Achilles, 

and retired to spend the last year of his life in the more congenial sur¬ 

roundings of Franconia. 

In Albert Achilles (1470-86) the Mark again received a ruler whose 

chief attention was directed elsewhere. The new margrave only spent 

three of the sixteen years of his rule in Brandenburg, and after 1476 

confided its internal government to his son John. Nevertheless, his reign 

was marked by external expansion and internal consolidation. Supported 

by the Emperors goodwill, he was able to impose the treaty of Prenzlau 

(i472) on the Pomeranian Duke Eric, who admitted the suzerainty of 

Brandenburg and surrendered the banks of the Odei* as far north as Gartz. 

He also attempted to extend his dominions up the Oder by marrying his 

daughter Barbara to Henry XI of Glogau-Krossen, with reversion to 

Brandenburg in case of failure of issue. On the death of Henry in 1476, 

however, John of Sagan claimed the inheritance, and it cost Albert six 

years of wasteful war before he secured Krossen and its dependent teiri- 

tories. This dynastic dispute was complicated by larger issues. It was the 

period of the struggle between Matthias ('orviniis and V ladislav of Poland 

for the succession to Podebrady in Boliemia. AllH‘rt Achilles supportcMl 

the Poles, as the weaker side, and played off’ the Slav^ against the Magyars 

in the interests of Germanism. Jlne crisis came in and after 1478, when 

the Pomeranians, the Teutonic Order, the SiU^sian dukes, and the Hansa 

towns all joined in attacking Brandenburg in alliance with the con(|uering 

Magyar king. In 1478 Albert Achilles came north, raised a force of nearly 

20,000 men, and defeated each of his enemies in turn. The Mark was not 

only saved, but slightly extended at the expense of Pomerania; and 

Matthias Corvinus was checked at the summit of his power, failing to 

conquer Bohemia, though he retained Silesia, Moravia, and l^iusitz during 

his lifetime. 

Amid these distractions Allx^rt Achilles lunl little time for questions 

of the domestic government of the Mark. Neveriheless, his letters to his 

son, in which he advised the latter laboriously to seek power in Branden¬ 

burg rather than the more congenial life of Franconia, shew the greatest 

interest and pride in his northern electorate. His military necessities and 

the heavy debts of his predecessor caused him to make large demands for 

taxation. The towns resisted, complaining that he only visited the Mark 

to extract money. Albert insisted that the Mark must be financially 

self-supporting and discontinued the contributions of the Franconian 

lands; but by careful economy he brought order into the electoral budget. 
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After a long struggle he gained the support of the assembly of Estates 

for a tonnage on herrings, tar, and beer; and his son on the whole suc¬ 

cessfully forced the towns to submit to the decision of the community. 

The Elector and his son could at least point out that they were encouraging 

commerce by their vigorous suppression of brigandage and their control 

of the unruly, imjjerfectly assimilated, nobles of the Neumark. But 

perhaps Albert's chief contribution to the greatness of his dynasty was 

his famous DisposUio Achillea (1473), which served as a fundamental law 

of succession for the house of Hohenzollern. He provided that his eldest 

son should receive the electoral title and the Mark with its dependencies 

as an indivisible unit, to be subsequently inherited by primogeniture. The 

Franconian territories were allotted, also as indivisible units, to two other 

sons. For the future all younger sons might receive only pecuniary or 

e<!clesiastical provision. The unity guaranteed to Brandenburg made 

possible the vigorous growth of a State which has been primarily the 

creation of its dynasty. 



CHAPTER V 

THE PAPACY AND NAPLES, IN THE FIFTEENTH 

CENTURY 

During the Conclave of 1378, which resulted in the election of Urban VI, 

the mob outside the Vatican had shouted—“A Roman, a Roman, or at 

least an Italian.’’ In the Merchants’ Hall at Constance, in November 1417, 

the electors chose, not only an Italian, but a Roman of the Romans, for 

the new Pope Martin V, Oddone Colonna, sprang from one of the two 

Roman families, Orsini and Colonna, foremost in the city for some 

centuries past. This election of a Roman was of abiding consequence to 

the Papacy and to Rome. Colonna’s chief rival had been Pierre d’Ailly. 

It is hardly probable that this Frenchman would have made Rome his 

permanent seat. The long abandonment had, indet^d, immediately resulted 

from the Babylonian exile, yet, for more than a century l>efore, the Poj)es 

had rarely made Rome their home. Even now it was not universally 

believed that Martin would make it the seat of the Papacy. He never, 

however, hesitated, doubtful as the prospects of return appeared. From 

Geneva he passed through Milan to Mantua, whence, after four months, 

the Papal Court found its home in Florence from February 1418 to 

September 1420. 

Rome during the Schism had l>ecome a No Man’s Land, l^adislas of 

Naples had occupied it, and, had he lived, might have annexed the 

Patrimony to his kingdom. The Perugian cmidottiere^ Braccio da Mon¬ 

tone, had then seized the city, to be in turn ejectc»d by Sforza in the 

service of Joanna II of Naples. The queen made her peace with Martin, 

for he recognised her title, and she withdrew her troops. For all this he 

could not return, since Braccio, now lord of Perugia, Assisi, Spoleto, and 

Todi, blocked one of the main roads from Florence, while his troopers 

could raid the route which led through Siena. Through Florentine 

mediation Martin compromised with Braccio, who received the greater 

part of his conquests as a Vicariate, repressing in return the republican 

independence of Bologna. The road to Rome now being clear, Martin 

made his entrance on 30 September 1420. 

Since his election Martin had done little for the ecclesiastical reforms 

so urgently demanded at Constance. His difficulty was real, for the de¬ 

mands entailed shrinkage of the papal resources, while, at the present 

crisis, increment rather than decrease was required. He was forced to base 

his hopes on the restoration of the temporal power, on the creation of an 

Italian State which could hold its own against its neighbours. This, 

though a prominent characteristic of the fifteenth century, was nothing 

new. It was a return to the practice of Popes before the exile, notably 
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of Nicholas III, an Orsini, and of Boniface VIIL Nor had the Avignon 

Popes abandoned their temporal claims; Clement V had even annexed 

Ferrara to his direct dominions, a success not repeated till the last years 

of the sixteenth century. 

On a cursory survey Martin’s outlook was far from hopeful. The Papacy 

laboured under signal drawbacks, if compared with the secular It^ian 

States. It may be conceived as being surrounded by rings of concentric 

circles, each, from time to time, pressing inwards to contract its power; 

while the rulers of Naples and Milan had around them a subservient 

Council, mere agents of their wishes, the Pope was encircled by jealous 

cardinals, few of them of his own appointment, striving to extend their 

independence. If the Papacy became a State, might it not be an oligarchy 

rather than a monarcliy ? This fate it had narrowly escaped. Had the 

proposal for limiting the Pope’s power of creation been passed at Constance, 

he would have lost his chief weapon of defence. Behind the cardinals lay 

the city of Rome. Here tradition took two forms, both hostile to the 

Papacy, the one republican, the other imperial, both in a measure pagan, 

resenting the government of priests. The welcome given to Henry VII 

and Lewis l\ had proved the pride of Rome as imperial city, electing its 

Emperor in defiance of the Pope. Cola di Rienzo was but one of the 

republicans who had revived the ambitions of pre-imperial Rome. Even 

if the loyalty of the city could be assured, she was totally unfit to be the 

capital of a modern State; her civilisation was years behind that of Naples, 

Milan, Florence, or Venice. Her ancient buildings had served as quarries, 

and yet her churches were in ruins. The population, apart from the 

greater nobles, was poor and squalid. A visitor praised the ladies for their 

beauty and amiability, adding that they passed their lives in the kitchen 

and their faces shewed it. Of trade and manufacture there was none; the 

chief source of wealth was the cattle of the Campagna, the chief gild of the 

city that of the herdsmen. Ostia had long ceased to be a port of import¬ 

ance; trade {^Missed upwards to the head of the Tuscan or Adriatic gulfs. 

All roads might lead to Rome, but all were the haunts of brigandage. 

Around Rome on the Ciminian, Sabine, Hernican, and Alban hills 

were encain{)ed the great feudal houses, supporting a numerous cavalry, 

for whose operations the rolling, grass country of the Campagna was 

admirably suited. These families clustered round the two most powerful, 

the Orsini and Colonna, the former Guelf, the latter Ghibelline, but 

neither disposed to yield practical obedience to a Pope. To the north 

from near Civ ita Vecchia ran the Orsini sphere of influence, tending south- 

eastwards past Lake Bracciano, crossing the Tiber towards the little hill 

towns of AU)a and Tagliacozzo, almost east of Rome. Towards this same 

point converged the territories of the Colonna and allied houses from 

the sea near Nettuno, across the Alban hills to their capital Palestrina, and 

thence north-eastwards. 

The two families were not only rival m5ignates but the chief urban 
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nobles, the Orsini quai’tered in the Campus Marti us near the Tiber and 

conveniently close to the Vatican, the Colonna holding a strong position 

on the Quirinal, seat of the ancient imperial and modern royal monarchy. 

For long periods the Senatorship was shared by these two families, while 

one or other pulled the strings of most disturbances in Rome. Nor was 

it conducive to peace that both were frequently represented in the 

cardinalate, where they naturally took opposite sides. Thus a quarrel 

might arise across the floor of the Consistory and spread through Rome 

to distant villages in the Sabine hills, or local feuds therein might infect 

the city and the college. 

Behind the feudatories of the Campagna stood the dynasts of the 

Tuscan Patrimony, Umbria, Romagna, and the March. In each city-state 

the head of the leading house in the conquering faction had become by force 

or election its lord. Many of these were old Roman colonies with a wide 

space of territory, which lent itself to autonomy, and each was, as a rule, 

a diocese accustomed to regard itself as a separate entity. The dynasts 

varied in power from the great loixls of Este, whose rule in Ferrara dated 

from the first half of the thirteenth century, down to the lordlings of 

Camerino or Todi. Most now held the title of Papal Vicar, a system due 

in great measure to Cardinal Albomoz, who, unable to reduce them by 

force, had persuaded them to secure their de facto power by a de iure 

title. The oath of fealty and the tribute had meant little, so that on 

Martin’s arrival the Vicars were virtually independent. Among them a 

few cities, such as Ancona, preserved municipal republicanism. In two 

important cases, Bologna and Perugia, the dynastic process was still 

incomplete. Bologna wavered betw^een republican freedom, submission 

to a papal legate, and the sway of a family faction. At this moment it 

was in revolt against the Papacy, while Perugia under Braccio da Montone 

was the centre of a considerable condottiere State. 

Behind the ring of feudatories were the four Italian powers, Naples, 

Milan, Venice, Florence, three of them likely to be aggressive, Ladislas 

and even his feeble successor Joanna II had proved how vulnerable Rome 

was from the south, while in the near future it was exposed to direct 

attack by Milan from the north. The papal dominions most endangered 

were Romagna and the March. Neapolitan horse might easily ford the 

Tronto on the south; the eastern coast was open to Venetian galleys; 

Ancona, indeed, had offered herself to Venice, but strangely enough had 

been refused. Milanese mercenaries had an easy route along the Emilian 

Road to Bologna and beyond. Even less venturesome Florence pushed 

her commerce across the Apennines to the Adriatic, especially down the 

Val Lamone to Faenza, where the Manfredi were almost under her pro¬ 

tectorate. The furious factions of the hot-headed in a territory where 

men are still ‘‘more stomachy” than elsewhere, and the quan*els of the 

numerous dynasts, made Romagna the nervous centre of Italy, wherein 

all disorders were likely to germinate. Finally, in the distant Imckground 
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the European powers were now accustomed to threaten the refusal of 

supplies, the withdrawal of allegiance, the meddlesome interference of a 

General Council. 

A link connecting the several rings which were compressing the Papacy 

was found in the condottieri. These might be great soldiers of fortune 

such as the Sforza or Braccio and his successors, fighting under command 

of the Italian powers; they might be Papal Vicars themselves, such as the 

Malatesta or Montefeltri, whose courts formed the cadres of a standing 

force, capable of indefinite expansion; or again they might be Colonna 

or Orsini nobles, acting upon political parties in Rome itself, or upon the 

very college of cardinals. 

To danger from one or other, or even all, of these quarters every Pope 

of this century was exposed. How much more might this have affected 

Martin, who had slight administrative foundations upon which to build, 

no certain pecuniary i-esources, no spiritual terrors wherewith to impress 

sceptical or self-seeking Italian rulers! Yet, perhaps, a more favourable 

moment for the restoration of the Papacy could scarcely have been found, 

if only the man chosen were capable of taking full advantage. The very 

cardinals had been brought to feel that their own fortunes depended upon 

those of the Pope. Only through him could they amass benefices, or win 

provincial governorships or the wealthy offices of the Court. Papal 

patronage, indeed, throughout the century was to count for much. That 

Martin w^as a Roman made him secure of Rome, if only he could get there. 

Her very occupation by Neapolitan troops or those of Braccio made her 

the readier to welcome any Pope who could free her from such a scourge, 

could scour her streets, rebuild her churches, fill her lodging-houses, and 

replenish her shopkt^epers’ tills. 

Martin's position as Pope concentrated all the resources of the Colonna; 

they could provide him with troops and generals, and plac« a wide area 

south of Rome under his control. It is true that this very fact might 

cause trouble with the Orsini. But Martin and his Orsini colleagues in 

the cardinalate, both men of moderation, had been on unusually good 

terms. Without support from Italian powers the feudatories could scarcely 

be actively aggressive, and could be pitted against each other. The greater 

States were too busy to be troublesome. The unquestioned suzerainty 

over Naples gave the Pope an incalculable advantage in the disputed 

succession between Anjou-Durazzoandthe second house of Anjou. Filippo 

Maria Visconti of Milan was laboriously rec!Overing his father's State, which 

had been broken up into its original municipal units by condottieri or 

the old local families. Venice, traditionally friendly, had not yet begun 

to covet actual dominion in Romagna, contenting herself with commercial 

concessions and the precious monopoly of the saltpans of Cervia. Florence 

proved her active goodwill by offering Martin hospitality. She was a 

weak military power as compared with Milan or Naples, but her prestige 

at this time was relatively high, owing to her recent resistance to the 
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Visconti and Ladislas, and to the internal troubles of the two monarchies. 

European nations were full of turmoil. The Emperor became immersed 

in the Hussite wars; France was distracted by civil war, followed by the 

English invasion; England herself was before long enfeebled by a weak 

minority. Thus if the Powers could not help, they could not hinder; at 

all events the Council of Constance had proved that the Holy See had 

nothing to fear from a European Concert. 

Such were the chances open to Martin, who was the very man to use 

them to the full. Moderate, conciliatory, and attractive, he had neverthe¬ 

less an iron will, and would brook no rivalry. Practical and thrifty, even 

to avarice, he treated the Papacy as a busincvss concern. He was too 

prudent to force political openings, but utilised those which offered 

themselves with consummate skill. Fortune usually favours such a man. 

On his tomb he is dubbed Tempomm morum felicitas^ the good fortune 

of his times, but the times were also fortunate for Martin. 

Most opportune of all circumstances was the disputed succession to 

Naples, which will best be treated later from the Neapolitan side. Apart 

from this, Martin’s first success was due to Florentine mediation with 

Braccio, which cleared the road to Home. The cond^ttiere undertook the 

submission of Bologna, receiving investiture with the Vicariate of Perugia 

and neighbouring cities. This was a dangerous step for the future. Braccio 

was no mere local lordling in distant Romagna, but the leader of half the 

soldiery of Italy, entrenched west of the Apennines, imperilling com¬ 

munication with Romagna and even Tuscany. From this Martin was 

saved by the accident of Braccio’s death, an episode in the Neapolitan 

war. The Pope was now firmly lord in Umbria. Romagna was the next 

objective. Here the Malatesta were threatening to become a first-rate 

power, stretching across the mountains to Gubbio and Borgo San Se[)olcro, 

while not till 1421 was Pandolfo Malatesta evicted from Brescia and 

Bergamo, As Martin had set Braccio against Bologna, so now he countered 

the Malate.sta by the lord of Urbino. Then death once more came to his 

aid, for the heads of the lines of Rimini and Pesaro died, and disputed 

succession enabled the suzerain to confine the heirs to the earlier limits 

of the two houses. Bologna, indeed, once more rebelled before the reign 

closed, but obedience was restored by help of Carlo Malatesta, an old 

enemy of the city. 

Martin’s position enabled him largely to increase the Colonna territories. 

His nepotism recalls that of Nicholas III, the great Oi-sini Pope of the 

thirteenth century. Convenient kinswomen were married to the lords of 

Urbino and Piombino, and to the Orsini Prince of Taranto, the greatest 

noble in the Neapolitan kingdom. Martin’s brother Giordano was createil 

Duke of Amalfi and Prince of Salerno, another, Lorenzo, became Grand 

Justiciar and Duke of Alba in the Abnizzi, recently held by the Orsini. 

More substantial was the increase of the family possessions, especially 

Nettuno on the coast, Marino on the great south road, Rocca di Papa on 
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the summit of the Alban hills. Other accretions of property north of Rome 

caused friction with the Orsini, but hostility was allayed by the bestowal 

of fiefs and arrangements for profitable marriages. In Rome order was 

persistently enforced, while the restoration of the Vatican, the I^teran, 

and other buildings gave employment to the lower classes. 

Homage was done to the Renaissance by the engagement of Gentile 

da Fabriano and Pisanello, a worthy example to Martin’s successors. Even 

for the future there were brilliant possibilities. Giordano died without 

issue, but I^renzo’s son Prosper© was the obvious candidate for the Papacy, 

while for another son there was just a prospect of the kingdom of Naples. 

The only cloud upon the horizon was the conciliar question. Martin had 

bent the Council of Siena to his will, reducing rather than increasing, as 

was demanded, the authority of cardinals and bishops. In spite of his 

reluctance, however, the disasters of the Hussite war and pressure from 

the European powers compelled him to summon the fateful Council of 

Basle, The bull was sealed on 1 February 1461; on the twentieth day of 

the month the fortunate Pope was dead. 

Naples, of all States, needed the rule of a stn>ng man. Joanna II, a widow 

of forty-five, who succeeded her brother Ladislas, had no capacity or 

interest except for love. Her present favourite, Pandolfello Alopo, as 

Grand Chamberlain, controlled the finances and patronage of the State. 

The striking figure from the first is, however, Sforza Attendolo, whom 

Alopo, fearing his manly attractions for the queen, imprisoned. Of the 

Roman possessions of Ladislas, Ostia and the castle of Sant’ Angelo 

alone remained, while the road to their recovery was blocked by rebellious 

lords, who occupied Capua and Aquila. Sforza, released under pressure 

from the Council, recovered these cities. Joanna’s life became a public 

scandal; marriage seemed the only remedy, and James, the Bourbon Count 

of La Marche, of Fi-ench royal blood, was bold enough to wed her. He was 

not to be stylecl King, but Vicar General, Duke of Calabria, and Prince of 

Taranto. On his way from Manfredonia to Naples the nobles who met 

him proclaimed him king, and arrested Sforza. On the bridegroom's 

arrival at Naples in August 1415, Alopo was executed; Joanna was 

placed in close confinement; places of trust were monopolised by French¬ 

men. Popular sympathy was aroused by the queen’s humiliation. In 

November 1416 a rising headed by Ottino Caracciolo resulted in the 

queen’s release, her consort’s surrender, and the expulsion of the French. 

Sforza, set free, was reappointed Grand Constable, but at Court was 

no match for a handsome lover. The new favourite was Giovanni 

Caracciolo (Sergianni), a cousin of Ottino but his enemy. His ascendancy 

was long to last, for he had both charm and real ability of its kind. Sforza 

was prudently dispatched to drive Braccio from Home, which he now 

ruled under the title Alntae urlns defensor. He had ravaged Sforza’s 

possessions in Umbria and the March, the cause of the deadly rivalry 
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which brought both heroes to the grave. Sforza now worked round from 

Ostia to the Borgo on 27 August 1417, relieved Sant’ Angelo, and forced 

Braccio to withdraw. At this moment Martin’s election became known, 

an event of high importance to both generals. 

The favour of Sforza, as possessor of Rome, was essential to Martin. 

An agreement was soon made that Joanna should retain the guardianship 

of Rome until Martin’s arrival, while she received confirmation of her 

title. Sforza, on returning to Naples, came into violent collision with 

Caracciolo, who was forced by nobles and j^eople to withdraw. In the 

summer of 1419 Martin ordered Sfoi'za to protect Rome. Hard fighting 

between Sforzeschi and Bracceschi spread from Umbria to Romagna until 

in the spring of 1420 Martin invited Braccio to Floren(;e and reconciled 

the rivals, recognising Braccio as Vicar in Perugia. Sforza, always generous, 

had foolishly allowed Caracciolo to return to Naples, with the usual 

scandalous results. Martin shared his disgust, and together at Floreiu^e 

they negotiated with I.ouis III of Anjou, on the understanding that he 

should become Joanna’s heir and expel Caracciolo from the kingdom. 

Sforza marched on Naples, declared himself the enemy of the goveniment, 

and attacked the city at the Capuan gate. 

Caracciolo meanwhile had prepared a counter stroke. His agent at 

Rome made proposals to the envoy of Alfonso of Aragon, who was vainly 

besieging Bonifacio, a Genoese possevssion in Corsica. The king should 1h' 

adopted as Joanna's heir, receiving the Castel Nuovo and Castel d'Uovo 

as pledges on sight of the first Aragonese sa,ils. Alfonso’s cousin, Louis III, 

without any knowledge of this, reached Naples by sea in August 1420. 

In September arrived Alfonso’s Sicilian fleet, the admiral of which re¬ 

ceived the Ca.stel Nuovo, his troops occupying the town. Alfonso shewed 

no hurry. On reaching his own kingdom of Sicily early in February 1421, 

he found his Parliament, his Council, and his brother John, the viceroy, 

opposed to so dangerous a war. Notwithstanding, Alfonso made for 

Naples, there finding Braccio, who had received the titles of Prince of 

Capua and Constable, and had already been hotly eiigiiged with Sforza. 

Martin’s position was difficult. He had attached himself to Sforza 

without realising the consequences of his quarrel with Joanna. She was 

reigning wdth his consent, and yet she was employing Sforza’s deadly 

enemy, Braccio, whose loyalty to Martin was suspect. During the winter 

of 1421 he made every effort for peace, but in vain. The real pmtagonists 

were not the claimants but the condottieri. From them came an unexpected 

hope of peace. Sforza was now the weaker, and Braccio wfis tempted by 

lucrative service in the Viscontean-Venetian war. He persiuided his rival 

to make peace with Alfonso and Joanna,and then retired from the kingdom 
rewarded with the government of the Abruzzi. 

Joanna’s passion for her lover soon came to Martin’s aid. I’he lovers 

grew jealous of the masterful adopted heir. Popular feeling rose against 

the ever-hated C.’atalans. In May 1423, Alfonso arrested the favourite; 
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Joanna called Sforza to her aid, while Alfonso summoned Braccio from 

Tusciany. The latter got no farther than Aquila, which he claimed as 

governor of the Abruzzi. It was a valuable link between his Umbrian 

possessiorivs and his recent fief of Capua; but Aquila was stoutly Angevin, 

and closed her gates. In June Sforza had driven Alfonso into the Castel 

Nuovo, when the arrival of a Sicilian fleet caused Joanna to escape to 

Aversa, wheix? I..ouis III joined her, the Pope and Visconti having recon¬ 

ciled their claims. Alfonso, called away to Aragon by a shoi*t Castilian 

war, left his son Peter in command at Naples, and viciously sacked Louis’ 

town of Marseilles on his way to Barcelona. 

Braccio was still besieging Aquila; Sforza, on the march to ix?lieve it, 

was on 3 January 1424 drowned in attempting to save a trooper’s life. 

His son Francesco retired to Aversa, where Joanna confirmed him in his 

father’s honoui's. The check haxl no ill effects on Angevin fortunes. The 

successes of Louis IIPs Genoese fleet between Gaeta and Sorrento, and 

the treason of Peter’s chief rojidottiere^ the Neapolitan noble, Giacomo 

Candola, led to the capture of Naples. Peter escaped to Sicilv, leaving a 

small garrison in the ('astel Nuovo. In June a papal and Neapolitan 

force t)i*at and captured Braccio outside Atpiila. I'he savage soldier starved 

himself to death, but his troops throughout Italy held to his nephew, 

Niccold Piccinino, while the Sforzeschi were led by Francesco Sforza. 

J’he Aragonese cause siaaned lost; the two military companies found full 

employment in North Italy. Naples enjoyeil .some years of relative peace 

under the influence of Martin, whose nephew Antonio was created Duke 

of Aquila. Nowhere was the I’ope’s triumph more complete. With masterly 

opportunism he had allied himself with Joanna against Louis III, then 

with Louis against Joanna and Alfonso, and finally with Joanna and 

Louis against Anigon. At his death in February 1431 the supremacy of 

tlje Papacy over the feiKlatory kingdom seemed assured. 

Troul)le however soon arose at Naples, owing to Joanna’s obvious liking 

for Louis III, whom ( aracciolo jealously nmiovetl to Calabria. His in- 

.solence to Joanna Ixroming intolerable, she plotted his arrest with his 

liostile cousin Ottino and the Duchess of Sess^i. This they accomplished, 

and, fearing that the queen might change her mind, mercilessly killed 

him. J’he duchess now' ruled the Court, kcx^ping Ix)uis at arm’s length. 

Alfonso, se‘cdng an ofxming, anived at Ischia, and was well received by 

her, but lost the duchess’ favour by winning that of her husband. So 

he made })eace with Joanna, and sailed to Sicily, The queen, striving to 

rule through divisions, provoked war between the San.severini and the 

Prince of Taranto, setuhng ( andola and Louis to attack the latter. 

During the campaign, in November 1434, Ix)uis died. On 2 February 

1435 Joanna endai her worthless life, l)equeathing her kingdom to his 

brother Rene. 

It see med po.ssihle that the Colonna might Ixx'ome the ruling house in 
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Italy. Circumstances were fa\ourable for this. Naples was friendly and 

dependent; the Floi'entine aristocracy was tottering; Venice and Milan 

were at each other’s throats; might not Martin pass on to his family the 

power which he had acquired The new feeling of nationality alive in 

Europe, the loss of reverence for the spiritual power, would have aided 

such a solution. Cardinal Prospero was the obvious successor. But Martin 

died too soon. The cardinalate proved now, as afterwards, a fatal obstacle. 

It was easy for a Pope to become absolute in his life, but the stronger 

he was then, the weaker he was after death. He could prevent the college 

from being a ruling aristocracy, but not from l)eing an electoral aristo¬ 

cracy. The caixiinals could choose their monarch, if they could not govern 

him. 

Gabriel Condulmer owed his election to his comparative insignificance. 

Bom of a wealthy but not noble family of clotliiers who had migrated to 

Venice, he was pushed into the cardinalate under Gregory XII through 

the favour of a member of the house of Correr. He was genuinely 

religious, ascetic, and charitable, and did much to reform the C’hurch in 

matters of detail. But he was obstinate, and at times bad-tempered, 

perhaps owing to gout, from which, though a total abstainer, he suffered 

severely in the hands. The restored Papacy, in its tender growth, needed 

opportunism and adaptability, but Eugenius IN' was the greatest inop¬ 

portunist of the century. 

This pontificate was almost amtemporaneous with the (’ouncil of 

Basle, which opened four months after Eugenius I V’s accession; it dragged 

on, indeeil, until 1449, but his last act was to heal the wound, opeiuxl by 

the Council, by i*etronciling the larger part of Germany with the Papacy. 

The difficulty of the reign is to disentangle the Pope’s spiritual relations 

towards Europe from his temporal power in Italy, for they acted and 

reacted on each other. The former were affected by trivial Italian com¬ 

plications, while the Councirs action determined that of his Italian 

enemies small or great. The secular side of his reign, with which this 

chapter is concerned, comprises trouble with cardinals, Roman jieople, 

baronage, cojulottieri^ Italian States, and Eui’opean powers. 

The capitulations imposed upon Eugenius were of unusual stringency. 

The cardinals were promised complete liberty of speech, guarantees for 

their offices, and control over half the papal revenues; all important 

business must ]ye discussed with them; the Papacy must not leave Rome; 

all feudatories and officials must swear to both cardinals and Pope. The 

Papacy thus l>ecame an oligarchy. Eugenius could never entirely control 

his cardinals. Two of them sat on the Council till its close, and were 

cardinals of Felix V. Eugenius began his reign, just as had Bonifact^ VIII, 

by fiercely attacking the Colonna, whom he accused of secreting papal 

treasures. He ordered the surrender of all fiefs and fortunes granted by 

Martin, whose secretary he tortured within an ace of death. The ('olonna 

took up arms, but, after forcing the Appian gate, were driven out of 
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Rome; their palaces, even that of Martin V, were destroyed. Excommuni¬ 

cation and war in Latium followed from mid May till late September. 

Florence and Venice, whose cause Eugenius supported against Milan, sent 

contingents, which proved too strong for the Colonna, who surrendered 

their fortresses and paid an indemnity. Yet Eugenius was to pay dearly 

for his enterprise, though not so severely as had Boniface, who, in gi*eat 

measure, owed his death to a refugee Colonna. 

The Council of Basle and the Pope were soon at issue. The papal 

legate, Cesarini, and the King of the Romans, convinced that recon¬ 

ciliation with the Hussites was essential to the peace of the Church, 

summoned Bohemian delegates. Eugenius would have no truck with 

heretics, and ordered the Council to dissolve and meet again at Bologna. 

The Council refused obedience. Cesarini remonstrated with the Pope, as 

did Sigismund, who, on Filippo Visconti’s invitation, had received the 

iron crown in Sant’ Ambrogio on 25 November. He was thus in apparent 

opposition to Eugenius, the ally of V^enice and Florence against Milan. 

Events in 1432 moved rapidly. It is possible that the appeal of 

Cardinals Colonna and Capranica, now at Basle, stimulated the personal 

hostility of the Council to Eugenius, which was early a peculiar feature. 

Italian temporal and European religious causes already interacted. From 

January to Decenil)er the Council successively declared its independence, 

summoned Eugenius to attend, impeached him, and ordered him to re¬ 

voke his bull. B\)rtunately the political atmosphere was clearing. Visconti 

had offended Sigismund by not receiving him when in Milan, and by 

entangling him in hostilities with Florence and Venice, whose forces had 

shut him up at Siena, in his own words, like a beast in a cage. The 

Council was necessary to him, because peace wdth the Bohemians was all- 

important, but he disliked its radical character, resting on elements 

hostile to the Empii'e. Eugenius alone could rescue him from the hostility 

of Venice and Florence; for this and for his coronation he would sacrifice 

the Council’s complete independence. At jHjace with the Pope and the 

republics, he entered Rome in May, and, after coronation, stayed in close 

friendship with Eugenius till August. 

ITiis pa{)al>im{)erial understanding drove Visconti into definite support 

of the Council. In his service Sforza attacked the March of Ancona, while 

Fortebraccio threatened Rome from Tivoli, both calling themselves 

Generals of the (’ouncil. The Colonna and Savelli joined Fortebraccio, while 

it .seemed likely that Romagna would fall to Milan or the vondottieri. By 

November 14*33 Sforza advanced into Papal Tuscany*; Visconti was 

impudently styling himself Vicar of the Council in Italy. These territorial 

reverses forced Eugenius to concessions. He reinstated the disputed 

cardinals, and on 30 January 1434 recognised the Council as the highest 

authority. Sforza wa*^ bril>ed by the Vicariate of the March, with the 

office of Gonfalonier of the Church. This, like Martin’s cession of Perugia 

* Lt. 'rill* Patrimony north of the 'fiber. 
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to Braocio, wan a sacrifice of the future to the present, for Sforza would 

be far more daugcTous than any ordinary Vicar of local origin. Visconti, 

however, gave the Pope no rest: he sent Sforza's rival,* Pimnino, to help 

Fortebraccio. Aided by the Colonna, they produced a revolution at 

Rome, Eugenius was ordered to surrender the temporal power, and hand 

over SanP Angelo and Ostia to the people. They stormed the Capitol, 

and re-established the old republican government of Seven Riformatori 

on 29 May 1434. Eugenius with one companion escaped in disguise to 

the river bank, where a boat from an Ischian pirate ship at Ostia was 

awaiting them (4 June). Any visitor to Ostia by road can picture the 

scene. The Pope lay under a shield, while the mob, who soon realised his 

escape, peltefl the boat with stones and arrows. Some fishermen put out 

to intercept it, but, finding the pirates preparing to ram, discreetly made 

for shore. Ostia reached, he sailed for Pisa, and found in Florence a has- 

pitable home in Santa Maria Novella. The revolution was a flash in the pan. 

The people could not take SanP Angelo, and Visconti needed his troops 

in I^mbardy. Rome, without a Pope, had no visitors, and, without 

them, no livelihood. The wires of the nominal republic were pulled by 

the noblas. When in October Giovanni Vitelleschi appeared with Orsini 

troops, he was voluntarily admitted. Yet for nine years Eugenius was 

still an exile. 

From Vitelleschi's occupation of Home, papal territorial history ia 

mainly concenied, for nearly six years, with this soldier-priest, one of his 

century**8 most striking figures. lh>rn at C'orneto, a hill-town overlooking 

the Maremma, and now famous for its artichokes, he Inid, while in Tar- 

taglia’s service, destroyed the rival faction in (’ometo. He obtained, under 

the Papacy, clerical preferment, rising to the yvitriarchate of Alexandria, 

the archbishopric of Florence, and finally the cardinalate. Before his death 

he wfis suspected of aiming at the Papacy in the steps of the quondam 

soldier of fortune, John XXIII. Though his murderous brutality had 

driven the March of Ancona into Sforza's arms, Eugenuis, attracted l)y 

his virility, placed no limits on his actions. From Rome he threw his 

whole weight upon elacopo Manfredi, Prc*fect of Vico, whom he executed. 

This was the end of a famous Ghibelline brigand bouse, professing 

descent from Caesar, or Nero at the least; since Innocent III it had held 

the office of Praefectus Urbh, a title dating from the late Empire. 'Phe 

Prefect was the Emperor’s representative, safeguarding him when in 

Rome; the Manfredi had played this part at the coronation of Henry VII 

and Lewis IV. They were nominally responsible for the safety of roads 

leading to Rome, which they intermittently j)lundered. Holding the 

ctira annonae,, the control of the markets, they received, as |K^rcj nisi tea, 

rolls of bread, wine, and a sheep’s head from bakers, vintners, and 

butchers respectively. They had now become fmpal officials, riding before 

or by the Pope, clad, as was their horse, in magnificent ancient raiment. 

Nevei*theless in the Papal Chancery the term Jiliiis damnatae memonae 
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was almost as hereditary as Praefectm ahruu urbis, ITie dignity of the 

Prefecture was conferred upon Francesco Orsini, and then generally on a 

papal nipote^ but its functions were vested in the papal Vice-Chamberlain, 

a good example of the absorption of imperial or municipal authority by 

the ciirial civil service. Eugenius fooli.shly alienated the Vico estates to 

the Counts of Anguillara, who proved scarcely easier to control than the 

IVefects. 

Had Eugenius not refused the petition of the citixens that he should 

return to Home, all might have been well. In Vitelleschi's absence, a 

republican revolution broke out, supported by the Colonna and Savelli. 

Vitelleschi storined back to Home, utterly de.stn)yed the Savelli fortresses 

on and around the Alban hills, then, turning on the Colonna, captured 

Palestrina, which was more absolutely destroyed than under Boniface VIII. 

The old Vitelleschi palace at Corneto, now or lately an inn, is entered 

between tlie marble doorposts plundered fix>m the cathe<lral. l^tinm for 

generations to come did not re<‘Over from V itelleschi's devastations. 

The con(|ueror re-entered Home in triuniy)h, had the n publican header, 

Poncelletto Venorameri, torn with red-hot pincers and quartei'ed on the 

('ampo d(‘l h'iore. He reigm^l as despot, hut was pf>pular, for he had 

suppn*ssed the hated nobles and lowered pri(‘es. The Senate and Parla- 

merdo dt‘crtH‘d in his honour an equestrian statue on the Capitol by the 

hand of Donatello, with the inscription Tertiu.s a Kovmh pater patriw. 

The monument, to the loss of fx>steritv, was never raisfai. 

Vitelleschi's Homan (‘on(|nests wew followed hv a Nea})olitan camjmign, 

wdiich will iweive notice later. Eugenius had claimed Naples as a lapsed 

tief. the direc t lines of Anjou and Anjou-Diirazzo having both expired. 

Alfonso of Aragon's invasion, liowever, followed bv his sensational 

release*, after aiptuns by Vi.s<'onti, rendered necessary the recognition of 

Hene of Anjou, whom Joanna had adopU*d, and whosHi wife was holding 

Naples during his imprisonment in Burgimdv, Vitelles<-hi, after some 

successes, was forccnl to evacuate the kingdom, and joined Eugenius at 

Ferrara in January 14*88. The Pope's arrival here marks a critical stage 

in his fortunes, both temjwral and spiritual. His fliglit from Rome had 

encouniged the Council of Basle to take its extremist anti-papal measures. 

These hail estranged moderate opinion, and caus€*<l the secession of 

C^sarini and other lea<lers. 'I'he quant l over the selection of the site for 

the Council of Reunion with the Greek CJuirch was closeil in the Pope's 

favour by the Greek Emperor's con.sent to meet him at E'errara on 

4 Mait^h 14kI8. This Council wjis transferred to E^lomict? in January 1439, 

for on the temporal side the Basle E'athers wert* still the stronger. Piccinino 

with Visconti had seized Bologna, and Iniola, E'orli, and Ravenna re¬ 

volted from the Papacy. Nevertheless the success of the union with the 

GrtH*k Chur<‘h, follow'c*d by the accession of the E'^asten} Churches, 

indirectly gave prt^stige to Eaigeniiis on the temporal side, which was not 

diminislu?d hy his depasition on 2a June, by wliich act the Council of 
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Basle plunged into schism, and in November 1439 elected Amadeus VIII, 
the retired Duke of Savoy, to the Papacy as Felix V. 

IVar between Pope and Council was now undisguised. The indispen¬ 
sable Vitelleschi was set the task of recovering Bologna. To protect hu 
rear, he captured Foligno from the despot house of Trinci, putting the 
dynast and his sons to death. The Abbot of Monte Cassino, commandant 
of Spoleto, met the same fate. Vitelleschi then organised his troops in 
Roipe for a northward march in the spring. The great soldier’s sands 
were, however, running down. Florence suspected him of an intrigue with 
Piccinino for the conquest of the city, and the foundation of a tyrannis 
in the Papal States, perhaps even the occupation of the papal throne. 
The Pope’s Chamberlain, Luigicommunicated with Antonio Rido, 
captain of Sant’ Angelo, with a view to Vitellesehi’s overthrow. The 
famous bridge beneath the fortress can still recall the tragedy. On 
19 March 1441 the papal troops had crossed it en route for Tuscany. 
Their general had halted in their rear for a few last words with Rido; the 
drawbridge fell, a chain was drawn behind him, and he w'as trapped. 
Dragged fighting and wounded into the castle, he died, or was poisoned, 
on 2 April. 

The Chamberlain Luigi, also a fighting priest, took Vitelleschi's plac'e, 
commanded the papal troops in Piccinino’s decisive defeat at Anghiari 
in the Upper Tiber valley, and, rewarded with the cardinalate, l)ecame 
the master of Rome, fully as oppressive as Vitelleschi, and less popular. 
The Peace of Cavriana between Visconti and the two republics relieved 
immediate pressure, though Sforza’s marriage with Visconti\s bastard 
daughter Bianca made his position in the March more dangerous than 
ever to his sovereign. On 2 June 1442, Alfonso's capture of Naples and 
Ren^s flight to Provence caused Eugenius to turn a complete somersault 
in foreign policy. He deserted the two republics for the two monarchies, 
and declared Sforza a rebel to the Church, while Venice and Florence 
strove to protect him. The treaty with Alfonso wa.« finally concliulwl on 
6 July 1443. Eugenius made his entrance into Rome, where the 
Chamberlain had executed all dangerous citizens, on 28 September, His 
return to Rome was fatal to the Council, and the summons to the 
Council of the Vatican rang its knell. The Papacy had recovered its 
centre of gravity. Basle might be on a level with Ferrara and Horence, 
but what was the Pope at Lausanne to the Pope at Rome? The possession 
of Rome was nine points of the law. 

Absolute peace was not as yet. Sforza lost the cities of the March till 
Jesi alone was left, but the death of Piccinino, now the Pope’s friend, was 
a serious loss, for Annibale Bentivoglio caused Bologna to revolt and it 
was not recovered during the Pope’.s reign. A not unimportant diminu¬ 
tion of papal territory was the mortgage of Borgo San Sepolcro to 

^ The sunianne of Scarampo, by which the Canliiial-Charnberlain is usually known, 
has no authority. See P. Pasc^hini in Memorie HoTriche forogiulien, vol. xx. iii. * 
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Florence, in the days of alliance. The mortgage was never redeemed, and 

so Borgo, a strong position on the high-road to Urbino, and facing 

Anghiari across the Til>er, is still iingeographically in Tuscany. In 1446 

Sforza shot his lost bolt. Backed by Florence and the (Jount of Anguil- 

lara, he marched for Rome. The b^irons did not rise, and he was forced 

back upon Urbino. V isconti, hard-pressed, and near his death, called his 

unfilial son-in-law to his aid. Sforza left the March for Milan; thus 

Eugeni us by a stroke of fortune recovered the valuable province which he 

had so perilously pawned away. 

In Italy Eugenius had emerged with fair success from troubles with 

his rebellious capital, the Cam[>agna nobles, the ccrrulottwri^ and the 

four greater {xjwers, thougli Venice and Florence were still estranged. 

His relations with European fK)wers depended on the vicissitudes of his 

quarrel with the C'ouncil, which l)elongs to another chapter. Bohemia 

was still outside the fold, but, in spite of the violent hostility of the 

French party at Ihisle, the attitude of the king was friendly. Through the 

agency of the EnifKuor the? olx^ilience of the greater part of Germany 

was restored to Jhigenius on his deathbed. On 23 February 1447, he 

died. 

l.ong residence in Morence had widened the intellectual and artistic 

outlook of the ascetic V enetian Pope. In Tuscany the chissical revival 

was an absorbing interest; thc‘ Papal t^hancery and the humanistic aris¬ 

tocracy l)ec4une merged. On the Pope\ return to Rome the professional 

Florentine humanists were tempted to the Vatican. A papal secretariate 

became a regular reward for ehissic’al learning. The union with the 

Greeks also gave a stimulus to Grc*t‘k studios, es{K*cially to the Platonic 

side, when'ot the chief exponents, Gemistos Plethon and Hessarion, w’ere 

present. The latter, created cardinal in 1439, was henceforth a centre for 

Grt^ek learning. The Florentine visit also marks an interesting moment 

in the revival of the vernacular, and especially the living force of Dante. 

In 1441 a com}x?tition was announced for poems in Italian, for which the 

humanists of the Curia were appointed judges; they could not decide be¬ 

tween the four l)est candidates, and so declared that the prize lapsed to the 

Papicy, at which there was much discontent. Tuscan artists also followed 

Faigtmius to Rt>me. The great iron gates of St PeteFs were wrought by 

Filarete after the model of those* t)f (ilulxTti, which Eugenius had seen 

set up, as lie had also witnessed the em tion of Brunellesclii's dome. The 

marvellous papal tiara was the work of Ghilx.'rti. Fra Angelico was 

employed in the Papal Chapel at the V atican, while Pisanello continued 

the frescoes Ixegun under Martin V. Eugenius was buried in St Peters, 

but his effigy was ixmioved to San S^ilvatore in l^uro and set in a later 

Renaissaiice monumei 11. 

The wish of the Colonna to make the Papacy a family appanage now' 

almost succeeded. One vote more wh)u1<1 have made Prospero Colonna 
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Pope, and Capranica stood second. The ai'istocracy of the cardinalate was 

just too strong. Choice fell upon Tonnnaso Pareiitucelli of Sarzana, 

youngest and humblest of the college, to which he had btilonged less than 

three months. He had been tutor to the Strozzi and Albizzi families, had 

arranged Cosimo de** Medici^'s library in San Marco at Florence, and then 

steeped himself in theology at Bologna. Acting as secretary to Cardinal 

Albergati in his travels, he became one of the European brotherhood of 

letters. He succeeded his patron in the bishopric of Bologna, and, in his 

memory, took the name of Nicholas V' as Pope. His outwardly simple 

habits concealed two most extravagant passions, building and book¬ 

collecting. Early in life he said that, if he were ever rich, these were the 

only objects on which he would care to spend. Tlie elubilee of 1450 soon 

gave him the w^ealth be desired, and he spent it to the full. 

For the Papal States, with Rome still seething with republican volitions, 

the Campagna devastated, and Bologna in open revolt, peace was the first 

essential, and Nicholas was pre-eminently a man of peace and compromise. 

General political conditions w^ere in his favour. The Visconti succession 

war drew all fighting forces northwards; Alfonso, who, during the con¬ 

clave, overawed Rome from Tivoli, marched oii Tuscany. Sfor/a, having 

won Milan, lost interest in the March, thus relieving the Papacy from 

further Venetian encroachments in Roiufigna. Bologna was pacified by a 

cjuasi-republican constitution, and later by the tactful rule of the (ireek 

l^ssarion, who had no party prejudices and devoted himself to restoring 

the decadent univei'sitv. The despot families in Romagna and I bnbria were 

gratified by vicariates: the turbuhmt nobles of the ('am[)agna were (pheted, 

the Ck)lonna restored to their possessions, and even iVilestrina was onc*t* 

more rebuilt. 

Abroad, Frederick I IPs interests, territorial and imperial, pledged him 

to complete the treaty signed with Kugenius; the dissi<lent princes. 

Bavarian, Saxon, and e[)iscopHl, returned to olxslience. The (.’onconlat 

of Vienna, thanks to the work of Piccolomini and (’u8<a, acting respectively 

for Empire and Papacy, was confirmed at Rome in March 1448. 

Frederick III had the Council driven from Basle to Ivausanne. Charles VII 

induced Felix to resign, and Nicholas built a golden bridge for his retirts 

ment. The Council in April 1449 saved its face by electing Nicholas, as 

though the }?apacy were vacant. 'J'he last papal schism ended in time for 

the triumphant Jubilee of 1450. 

Nicholas was now free for the work which he had most at lu^art. His 

pontificate has the merit of a definite policy, and that not unworthy. The 

Papacy has won some of its chief triurn [)hs, riot by originality of concejjtion, 

but by adaptability, by turrung a current of thought springing from other 

sources into its own channel, regulating or deepening its flow. Nichohis 

was no bookworm living in the past; he was eminently modernist. His 

manhood was spent among the leaders of the new literary and artistic 

movement. The Papacy mu.st not linger in the stiHing atmosphere of 
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Scholasticism and Canon Law; it must blaze the way to tlie sunny, airy 

heights of the new learning, Florence had hitherto been the capital of 
intellect; Rome must now take her ancient imperial place as the centre of 
power, at least in aii and letters; Rome could only lead by adapting 

herscdf to new conditions. Tliis was a reasonable, practical policy, which, 

but for the want of continuity in the electoral papal system, might have 

been consistently developed. Nicholas gather^ round him artists and 

scholars whom he had known at Florence. 

Eugenius had introduce<l the humanists into the Curia for the prac¬ 

tical purposes of the (Jhancery or diplomacy, where a florid Latin style 

was indispensiible. Nicholas, rather a scholar than a stylist, required more 

permanent services than the composition of briefs and speeches. His 

humanists found their place in the Library; most were utilised for the 

ambitious series of translations from Gr€H‘k authoi>, in which Poggio and 

Filelfo, Deceinbrio ami Guarino, Valla and Manetti took a part. It was 

strange that one with so high a religious standard should read and even 

reward the obscene invt‘ctives of Filelfo, stranger still that he should admit 

into the innermost circle I^renzo Valla, who in Alfonso^ service had 

pulverised the very ioundations of papal temporal power, and shaken 

ease^ntial articles of belief V alia, however, w'as no vvindl)ag humanist but 

at onaf a genuine critic and constructive scholar; the Vatican stall would 

have been incomplete without him. Nicholas panloned his principles for 

his prosi’, and Valla pcnkebsl them with his perquisites; the temporal 

power, if theoiriically a fiction, was an agreeably remunerative fact. 

Le.^s aniply rewanled l)ut mon‘ interesting for posterity were the 

artists whom Nicholas brought to Home. AmoTig them weix* Fra Angelico, 

Hos.>elIino, BuonHglio, ('asbigno, and Gozzoli, perhaps Piero della 

Francesca and Hramantino. l..cx)n Rittista Allx?rti formed a link between 

the literary and arti.stic groups; to him prol)Hb!y the stdieme for the new^ 

St Peter's w»is due. If Koine was to l>e the world's capital, the Vatican 

should 1k‘ its citmlel. The Po[X‘ would convert the whole much dilapidate 

I..eonine city into a temple, a f>alac*e, and a fortress. Thrt'e arcadt^l avenues 

were to run from a s[){iciou> stjuare in front of the Bridge of Sant' Angelo 

to open out into another facing the Vat lain and the new Basilica The 

plan was never com|)leted, t)ut Nicholas may claim to Ix! the founder of 

the new St Peter's, the new Vatican, and its new Library. Old classical 

ruins were s\vej)t away for the sake of their materials, and the dismantling 

of the old St lVter'> w as begun. Rome must move w ith the times, not cling 

to a cumbrous, sentimental past. 

Rome was now reailv for the most speidacular event of the reign, the 

visit of Frederick III for his marriage and coronation. The king, esc*orted 

by two papal legates, met at Sii*na his attractive and well-dowered fianc^^ 

1^‘onor of l\)rtugal. Tnable to rei*eive the iron crowi] at Milan, he begged 

Nicholas to crown liim with it on 16 March. Then followaal the royal 

marriage, and thive days later Frederick received the imperial (rowii in 
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St Peters, the first Habsburg and the last Emperor to be so honoured*. 

After a visit to Naples and a short stay at Home, he was called home by 

dynastic troubles. Not unimportant in the history of the Papal States 

was his grant, to Boi-so d’Este of Ferrara, of the two imperial fiefs, the 

duchies of Modena and Reggio: the Estensi were long to find it hard to 

serve two suzerains. 

In 145S the sunshine of Nicholas V\s reign was overcast with clouds 

which never lifted. The conspiracy of Porcaro was the outcome of fer- 

mentation under Eugeni us; he was intimate with all the men of letters 

of his day, and steepecl in the earlier principles of Valla. Roman humanism 

took a dangerous direction. Not content with the style of the (’lassies, it 

drew lessons from their subject-matter. Pardoned by Eugeuius, he Inid, 

during the Conclave, inveighed against the government of priests and the 

slavery of Rome. Nicholas made him governor of Anagni, but his un¬ 

governable tongue caused an honourable exile to Bologna, where he 

hatched his plot. Rome should be a republic with himself as Tribune. 

As with C'Ola di Rienzo, the costumier was a noticeable element in the 

play. Porcaro carried a golden chain, wherewith to secure the Pope. The 

Vatican stables were to be fired, the cardinals sei/.ed, and, on i-esistanee, 

killed. Loot was dangled before the less humanistic conspirators. Porcan/s 

disappearance from Bologna led to the discovery of the plot. His house 

was surrounded. Sciarra the soldier cut his way out by the front door, 

Porcaro escaped by the back. He was found in a dowry chest, on the lid 

of which his sister and a lady friend were sittii\g. The last scene wils 

tragic, the viise en schw still effective; Porcaro was hung, dresst^l in a neat 

suit of black velvet, from the parapet of SanP Angelo. The conspiracy 

caused more sensation than it deserved. Porcaro had some sympathy. 

Infessura, Secretary to the Senate, wrote: ‘‘So died that lover of Roman 

weal and lil>ei’tv, for the freedom of his fatherland frofii slavery.'’ Machia- 

velli later took a cooler view: “His intention might lx* by some applauded, 

but his judgment will lx* by everyone condemned." Then* was an un¬ 

pleasant strain of the C atiline in the blood of the (’ato, from whom 

Porcaro claimed descent. 

The conspiracy alarmed Nicholas to an inordinate extent. Physically 

timid, he lx*canie suspicious and morose, in sinking contrast to his previous 

easy good-fellowship. It is reported that de})ression tempted him to have 

recourse to restoratives, which doubtless aggravated his gouty symptoms. 

The disastrous year, 1453, closed with the capture of (k)nstantinoj)le. 

This forced Nicholas into prominence; he e(juip{x*d a fleet and circularistxl 

Italian and European powers, but could promote no enthusiasm. 'Poo ill 

to do more for a crus^ide, he died on the night of 24 5 March 1455. He 

was buried in St Peters, wlience l^ius V removed his monument to the 

Vatican (irotto. If the character and work of Nicholas 1h* txkeii in 

combination, he may lx* regarded as tlie !x\st Pojx* of tlie century, llie 

* C harles was crowiie<l Emperor at Bologna. 
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irritability and «elf-8ufficieney of the succesHful scholar are small blemishes 

to set against the decalogue of virtues with which his friend Vespasiano 

da Bisticci ci'edits him. 
The Conclave of 1455 was unusually international, for, as against seven 

Italians, it comprised four Spaniards, two Frenchmen, a Greek, and a 

Ruthenian. Of the absentees two were French, two Germans, and one 

Hungarian. Once again Prosper© Colonna and Capranica were the 

favourites, but both weie baulked by the Orsini cai*dinal, backed by Nea¬ 

politan influence. The cardinals tided over the difficulty by electing a 

Pope whose age and infirmity would make him a nonentity; they forgot 

that old men are more selfish and more obstinate than younger ones. 

Calixtus III, Alonso de Borja, Bishop of Valencia, of Catalan and Valencian 

origin, was seventy-seven or n»ore, and an invalid. Other qualifications 

were virtue and legal learning. As a diplomat, he had served Martin V 

in closing the schism in Aragon, and Alfonso in his settlement at Naples. 

Calixtus had two [>assions, the crusiule, natural in a Spaniard, and his 

family. Both u'erc doubtless exaggerate<l by senility. If it is a libel that 

he dispersed the library collecteil by Nicholas, it seems true that the 

jewelled bindings wen^ torn off*, and the scribes, translators, and literary 

hangers-on discharged. Calixtus had no use for the Renaissance; his 

leiiming was purely legal. Art suffered as did literature. Rome should no 

longer l>e Christendonrs artistic and literary centre, but its arsenal and 

dockyaixl. A considerable fleet was built on the Tilx'r, with Eugenius IV’s 

fighting canlinal, Luigi, now Patriarch of Aquileia, in command. Its 

slight successes sufficed only to stir tlie Turkish hornets' nest. Alfonso's 

fleet, raised by a crusade tithe, was employed against Genoa; the ships 

built by C'harles VII were reserved for use against Naples. Demands for 

a tithe from Germany gave the anti-papal party a pretext for insisting 

on the reforms promised at Constance and Basle. Venice evaded the 

demmid, Florence refused it. France and Burgundy were watching each 

other, England wtis absorlxd \n civil war. Hungary alone stood in the 

breach at Belgiwle,and Skanderbeg in the Albanian mountains. Belgrade 

at least owed its salvation partly to the Papacy, for its heroic rescuer, 

Hunyadi, relied on the fierj' eloquence of Capistrano and the adminis¬ 

trative skill with which the Spanianl, Cardinal Carvajal, organised reliefs 

at Buda. Hunyadi's death, however, soon after his victory, took the life 

out of the defence, and the clouds were at their darkest v\ hen ('alixtus 

himself died. 

Calixtus was right as to the reality of the Turkish danger, j.)erhaps even 

as to the jxossibility of conjuring it. But he hiul neither tact nor sympathy; 

he would listen to no advice, and therefore got no aid. His nepotism 

provoked chirk suspicions os to his motives. He conferretl cardiiialates on 

his young nephews Rodrigo and Luis, and created Rodrigo's brother, 

Pedro, Prefect of the City and Vicxr of the great fiefs, Ternicina and 

Benevento. llie Catalans, hated in Ital}, w hen Dante warned King 
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Rot)ert against their ra[)acious poverty^ now dominated Rome, held the 

(Castle of Sant’ Angelo, and swarmed in all the papal fortresses. One of 

the reasons for Calixtus Ill’s election had Ix^en his close connexion with 

Alfonso, but throughout his Pa|)acy there was one long quarrel, while in 

Roman politics he had swung away from the Orsini to the (Vdonna. When 

Alfonso died, leaving the kingdom to his bastard Ferrante, Calixtus 

spumed the engagements of Eugenius and Nicholas, and declared the 

kingdom lapsed on the ground that Ferrante was a supposititious child. 

Few' doubted that Calixtus meant to bestow' Naples on Fedro, just as 

Pedro’s brother Alexander VI coveted it for Caesar JJorgia, 

The lied on w^hich the old Pope had passed most of his pontificate was 

now obviously to become his death-bed. Every where the populace was 

rising against the Catalans. Pedro was forced to sell Saiit’ Angelo to the 

cardinals, and on (> August 1458 fled to Ostia, wlienee a Neapolitan ship 

carried him to ( ivita Vecchia, where he died. On the evening of Pedro’s 

flight Calixtus endt‘<l his sicklv it'igii. Rodrigo, more courageous than his 

military brotlier, had returned to Rome to watch him. In this nephew 

Calixtus left a dnmnom haardUm to Italy and the Church. 

On Joanna’s death in 1485 the Neapolitans resolved to have tlieir say, 

adding to the Council a committee of nobles and citizens, and hoisting 

the papal banner. Deputies were sent to Hems lait found that the Duke 

of Burgundy had captured him during the Lorraine Succession war. 

Alfonso at once revived his elaini. Many barons, headed hv the Duke of 

Sessa, resenting the pretensions of the Neapolitans, promised support. 

The Prince of Taranto, liaving eluded his mortal enemy, ('andola,surj)rised 

C-apua. Alfonso from Ischia joined in an attack on (iaeta, llu‘ kev position 

on the coftst, as Capua was cm tlie Roman road. J'he town, held by a 

Genoese garrison sent by \ isconti, was bomlH'd and starved to I lie last 

extremity, when a Genov^se fleet appeared. Alfonso’s squadnm put out to 

meet it, but was annihilated off the Isle of Ponza on 5 August 1485. 'Phe 

king was captured with his brothers HezuT and John, ^big of Navarre, 

Taranto and Sessa, and most of the Sicilian and Aragonese nobility. 

Peter alone escaped with two ships. Visconti sent secret orders that 

Alfonso with Taranto and Sessa should I>e brought by way of Savona to 

Milan, and the other captives landed at Genoa. At the first interview 

Alfonso pei-siiaded Vdsconti that resistance to French intervention in Italy 

was their common interest. A treaty w'a.s formed; Alfonso’s brothers were 

.sent to Aragon to raise troops; Peter was ordered to meet him at I.a 

Spezia. 

Visconti paid dearly for his generosity. I’lie Genoese, detesting their 

old Catalan foes, revolted from Visconti, becoming henceforth the main 

resource of the Angevin dynasty. Peter, sailing from Sicily, surprised 

Gaeta, almost deserted owing to plague, and brought Alfonso back in 

February 1436. Meanwhile, in Octoljer 1435, Rene's wife Isabella was 
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rapturously received at Naples. Alfonso was now fighting south of Naples, 

where the support of the Counts of Nola and Caserta protected his right 

flank against attack from Apulia. Isabella’s fortunes were very low, when 

help came from an unexpected quarter. Eugeni us IV, himself an exile, 

sent Vitelleschi to her aid. He relieved the faithful Angevin city of 

Aquila, and reached Naples. Alfonso called on Taranto to join him at 

Capua. Vitelleschi intercepted the prince and captured him. The Roman 

Orsini, who formed the flower of Vitelleschi's force, insisted on the release 

of the head of their house. Taranto promised to serve the Pope, though 

not personally, owing to his affection for Alfonso. The Angevins must 

almost have won, ha^l not dissensions played a larger part than arms. 

Candoia quarrelled with Vitelleschi for hoisting the papal flag on con¬ 

quered cities, on which Vitelleschi macle a truce with Alfonso. Isabella 

reconciled her generals, with the result that Alfonso escaped with a few 

cavalry from a surprise attack, losing all his treasure and war material. 

Again the generals quarrelled, Candoia retiring to the Abruzzi, Vitelleschi 

eastwards to amass treasure from the wealth of Apulia. Here Trani, fearing 

his plundering troops, besieged its own Angevin garrison. Alfonso sent 

galleys to bombard the castle, while Taranto was secretly raising the 

province. Vitelleschi, scenting a trap, set sail for Ancona, where later 

he joined Eugenius at FeiTara. From this moment Aragonese fortunes 

revived, mainly through Taranto’s support, though Candoia succeeded to 

Vitelleschi's troops and stores. 

On 18 May 14S8 Rene, released from captivity, arrived at Naples. 

Henceforth, until Alfonso’s final victory in 1442, fighting was continuous, 

the Angevins usually predominating in the Abruzzi, Alfonso in Apulia 

and the ncighlKuirhood of Naples. Rene wandered far and wide to 

replenish his sieve-like treasury, while Alfonso, in a direct attack on Naples, 

lost his sou Peter, The Castel Nuovo, which had been held for him for 

eleven years, soon afterwards surrendered. This was more than balanced 

by the death of Giacomo Candoia, whose son had neither his patriotism 

nor his military genius. Had not Giacomo s service been practically con¬ 

fined to Naples, he would have ranked high among cx)ntemporarv condoU 

tierij from whom he was distinguished by his wide hereditary estates in 

the Abruzzi, his love of learning, and contempt for titles. 

It was a sign of coming defeat that Rene sent his wife and children 

home. He himself was holding Naples, when an entrance by an aqueduct 

was betrayed. After hard fighting he escaped by the aid of Genoese ships 

on 2 June 1442. Fighting continued in the Abruzzi and Apulia against 

Antonio C’andola and Giovanni Sforza. Alfonso beat their combined 

forces near Sulmona, and his generous treatment of C’andola did much to 

enhance his popularity. The remaining Sforzeschi possessions in Apulia 

and the Abruzzi were picked up in detail, Aquila being the last city to 

surrender. In a Parliament held at Benevento Alfonso was recognised 

as king, with succession to his illegitimate son Ferrante, who became Duke 
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of Calabria, The Castel Nuovo was allowed to capitulate by Rene, who 

retired to Provence, disgusted with his adventure and all concerned in it, 

Alfonso’s entiy to Napk»s in February 1443 took the form of a classic 

Roman triumph. His reception was exuberant, illustrating the old 

tradition that the Neapolitans alwavs welcomed the last newcomer. 

Alfonso’s military success profoundly altered his foreign policy. Recog¬ 

nition by his papal suzerain became a necessity. He could no longer use 

Felix as a stick wherewith to beat Eugenius. The Pope’s chief aim was 

now to eject Sforza from the V^icariate of the Mai ch, which, under black¬ 

mail, he had conferred upon him, while Sforza had been Alfonso’s chief 

enemy in his contest with the Angevins. Thus Eugenius granted investi¬ 

ture to Alfonso’s legitimised son Ferrante, on condition of service against 

Sforza and abandonment of Felix. 

Throughout the confused period from 1443 to the death of Eugenius 

in 1447 Alfonso stood firm to the papal alliance, which intermittently 

included Milan. His objects were to prevent Sforza’s consolidation of the 

March, an excellent base for the recovery of bis Neapolitan possessions, 

and also to save Visconti, hard pressed by Florence, Venice, and Sfoi*za, 

from appealing to Rene or Charles V^II. He could have acted more ef¬ 

fectually but for the shifting policy of Visconti, who did actually in 1445 

intrigue with Rene and the French. The Bracceschi were now’, as of old, 

the constant allies of the Aragonese, while Sforza was Ixd’riended by 

Venice and Florence, the latter alwavs faithful to Anjou. Federigo of 

Montefeltro, who succeeded in 1444 to Urbino, was usually, though not 

always, for the Brtic’ceschi, while Sigismondo Malatesta favoure<l Sforza, 

Twdee campaigns alternated with attempts at peace. In 1444 Fraiuew'o 

Piccinino, marching to co-operate w ith a Neapolitan flet‘t, which was at¬ 

tacking Ferrno, Sforza’s headcjuarters, was totally defeated at Montolmo, 

a disaster which probably contributcid to his gallant old father s death. 

In 1446* it became clear that Visconti was losing, for in September the 

Venetians were across the Adda, and threatening Milan. Sforza, on 

receiving a pathetic appeal from his father-indaw, hesitated Ixdween the 

retention of his remaining possessions in the March and the prospect of 

succession to Milan. Alfonso was eagerly .seeking to pi’oinote the recon¬ 
ciliation, when, in February 1447, Eugenius died. 

Alfonso, (piartered at Tivoli, had kept order in Rome during the 

Conclave at which Nicholas V w’as elected. Pope and king wenj at once 

on the friendliest terms in their (lesii*e for peace. Sforza, liaving listenwi 

to Visconti’s appeal, was bought out of his last f)ossession, Jesi, by 

Alfonso, and marched for Milan on 9 August 1447. Bc‘h)re he reached it, 

Visconti died. Milan was at once rent Ix^tween Sforzeschi and Brm’ceschi 

factions, which again had thenr background in Naj>les. d’hc sur[)rise was 

a claim to the duchy by Alfonso, under a will executed by Visconti; it is 

remarkable that the Aragonese Hag at once Houtt?d from the* (’astello. I'he 

alleged will is one of history’s riddle.s. A summary of tlie will exists, 
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but even that is not original In view, however, of Visconti’s romantic 

friendship for his former captive, his hatred for Sforza, and his recent 

correspond(?nce with Alfonso expressing his wish to abdicate, it would be 

unsafe unreservedly to reject its existence. 

Alfonso naturally became involved in the Seven Years’ War for the 

Milanese succession. The prime enemy was Sforza, whose fortunes must 

be decidcjcl in l^mbardy, where the Neapolitan king could not effectively 

intervene. When, however, Cosimo de’ Medici gave support to Sforza, 

Alfonso directed an attack on Tuscany. He picked a quarrel in 1447 with 

Rinaldo Orsini, lord of Piombino by marriage with the Appiani heiress. 

This and the succecHling war of 1452-54 seem to have little importance 

among larger issues; yet for Alfonso the capture of Piombino had a direct 

interest. For light-draft galleys the sheltered Imys north and south of the 

peninsula secured a double refuge in a harbourless line of coast. In con¬ 

junction with his kingdom of Sardinia, he would have a basis for attack 

on Genoa, or on Corsicii, his old objective, while an Angevin {>a.ssage from 

Marseilles to Naples would be endangered. Alfonso obtained aid from 

Siena, an alliance which remained a rec urrent item in Aragonese policy, but 

the Florentines proved the stronger. Neapolitan galleys entered the port, 

but the land attack failed, owing to the skill of Sigisrnondo Malatesia in 

Florentine service. The net result w as the occupation of the Isle of Giglio, 

off the Ai gentaro promontory, and Castiglione della Pesc:aja, a Florentine 

dependency opposite Elba, together wdth a vague suzerainty over Piom¬ 

bino. rhis latter Ix^came efiwtive after the death of Rinaldo and his 

widow, w lien Emanuele Orsini, one of Alfonso's closest friends, succeeded. 

Tlu* war fought in 1452, in allianc*e with Venice against Florence, 

brought Ferrante, who commanded, no great cre^dit. A disturbing factor 

in 1453 w'as the arrival in Lombardy of Rene, on Florentine invitation. 

His liope was to promote peace l)etw'een V enice and Sforwi, with a view" 

to an invasion of Najiles, but, on finding that this peace was made w iihout 

his cogni.sance, he rapidly w ithdrew . Not a single pow er really wished for 

French intervention; all were war-weary. Yet Alfonso n'fused to join in 

the treaty of Lcxli, U'cause he resisted the surrender of Castiglione. 

Finally, on Cosirno’s assurance that all proposals for Fmich intervention 

were at an end, he agreed to the treaty in 1455, reserving his frecxlom of 

a<*tion against Genoa and Rimini. His suhstM|uent attack on Genoa was 

most unfortunate, for the (*ity was forced to accept a French protectorate, 

and (’harles MI sent Rene's son, John of Calabria as governor. It also 

brought trouble with the Papacy. Nicholas V 's successor, Calixtus III, 

though an Aragonese subject, resented this war as withdrawing Alfonso's 

fleet from servit^e in the crusade, w hich was the old Spaniard's monomania, 

"rhe siege was still in progres.s wlien, on 7 June 1458, Alfonso died in 

Naples of malaria contratded while he was hunting in Apulia. 

All dcHluctions made, Alfonso's reign was a great one. He ruled both 

kingdoms of Sicily; he had added to Naples by papal grant the long- 
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disputed fiefs of Termcina and Benevento, His military career, though 

chequered, was distinguished by audacity and rapidity of movement; his 

courage, combined with generosity to the conquered, struck the imagination. 

A passion for learning and a love of splendour revived the traditions of the 

Angevin Court at its best; this was calculated to attract the j^eculiarly cen¬ 

trifugal nobility to the seat of power. The settlement of the kingdom was 

difficult. Alfonso relied, not only on Catalan mercenaries, but on nobles of 

rank from his Spanish and Sicilian States, and these must berewai*ded. Thus 

a fresh stratum was superimposed on the conglomerate of Norman, German, 

and Angevin feudalism. Chief among the newcomers was Indico d'Avalos, 

who was married to the Marquess of Pescara's heiress, and whose de¬ 

scendants amply repaid the Aragonese dynasty for its founder's generosity. 

This, however, caused a rupture with the Count of (’otrone in Calabria, 

whose loyal service raised hopes in him of the Pescara inheritance. His 

wide estates were confiscated, but his personal wealth enabled him to play 

a peaceful part at Court, to reappear hei'eafter. The Prince of Taranto, 

to whom Alfonso chiefly owed his success, received such acci*etions to his 

power that he overshadowed the ('rown, causing suspicion in Alfonso and 

his heir. Another expedient was intermarriage with the higher nobility. 

Ihus Ferrante was married to Taranto's favourite niece, and Alfonso's 

natural daughter to the Duke of Sessa, with the principality of Hossano 

as her dower. Alfonso, however, realised that his dynasty mainly msted 

on international diplomacy; Ferrante's daughter liConora was engfiged 

to Sforza's third son, and his heir, Alfonso, to Ippolita Sforza. All four 

w^ere young children, but it was a token of the common intei^^st of the 

tw'o dymasties in resistance to the house of Anjou and Orleans, 

Alfonso's instincts were autocratic, though not so obvious as those of 

his heir, which c^use^l resentment before his accession. A strong standing 

army was contemplated, but did not become operative until the follow ing 

reign. Wide administrative changes were made in favour of centralis^ition. 

The old property tax, payable in six rates, which had Ix^en farmed, was 

replaced by a universal hearth tax, in return for a corre.sponding measure 

of salt, based upon a census periodically renewed. The toll on cattle 

moving between the lowlands of Apulia and the upland pastures of tlie 

Abruzzi, always one of the Crown's chief resources, was phiced under direct 

control. Judicial reforms brought the sul)je<*ts nearer to the (’rown, though 

Alfonso was forced to enhance the independence of the gnaitT barons hv 

granting full criminal justice, hitlierto very sparingly conceded. For the 

last three years power was falling into Ferrante's hands, for Alfonso, tin-d 

out with campaigns and the supervision of his several kingdoms, sur¬ 

rendered himself to the gratification of his tastes and sense.s. 

Hie Conclave of August 1458 was .short but exciting, for election lay 

between a French and an Italian candidate, the latter backed by Milan 

and Naples. Cardinal Estouteville, Archbishop of Rouen, of royal blood 
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and enormous wealth, attended the second scrutiny in possession of eleven 

promises, one short of winning. He himself had to read the votes drawn 

from the chalice on the altar. To his horror, Piccolomini headed the list 

with nine. The method termed Accession was then adopted. After long 

delay Horgia voted for Piccolomini, and then another acceded. One more 

vote was needed. The veteran Prospero Colonna rose, w^hereon Bessarion 

and Estouteville tried to drag him out, but he shouted: “I vote for the 

Cardinal of Siena and make him Pope.” Thus ^neas Sylvius Piccolomini 

became Pope, taking the title of Pius II in honour of his classical name¬ 

sake, the Pious ^1^0008. 

More has l>een written on Pius II than on all the Po{x*sof the century 

together. Of this abiding interest his personality must be the secret. 

There is a note of tragedy in his death, but there is no striking episcxle 

in his career. His reign is of less importance than those of Martin \", 

Eugenius IV, or Sixtus IV; in the encouragement of art and letters 

Nicholas stands high alx)ve him. Yet his fascination is always fre.sh, 

and biographers jostle round him. The main interest is neither political 

nor (ecclesiastical, but always j)ersonal; he was intensely human, a man 

who might have lived in any ag€‘. Posthumous fame he owes, no doubt, 

to his literary gifts. He was, perhaps, the l)est man of lettei*s and the 

Ix'st speaker who ever wore the tiara. His vei^^atility was marvellous: he 

was pcxt, sacred and profane, es.siiyist on education, rhetoric, and horse¬ 

flesh, a novelist .so improper that his work was early translated into all 

Europt^an languages, gi‘ographer, historian, ajid, alK)ve all, diarist. His 

baffling character puzzled his contemporaries, and its ingredients have been 

disput(*d ever since. 

So also is his success a puzzle. Others have climbed from a position 

equally lowly to St Peter's chair, but have usually pushed up through 

one of the great Religious Orders for talents which naturally procure 

promotion—saintliness, learning,administrative capacity. ^Eneas had none 

of these* (jualiflcations; the looseness and shiftiness of his earlier life were 

;igainst him till his very death. He belonged to no Order, he wtxs emi- 

n(^ntly individualist; he won his way by personal cjualities. He had not 

really the genius to mould circumsta!K*cs, nor, perhaps, even the stuff* to 

flght them. He infiuencwl others by his power of language, but he was 

rather tlie receptive mc'dium than the motive force. The imf)ulse came 

from stronger natures or stronger circumstances. His success was the 

victory of style, of rhetoric, of the new' diplomacy, of une<pialled ex[x*rience 

in international complications. That his negotiations turned largely on 

ecclesiastical (juestions was fortuitous; he complained himself of the 

obstacles which theology threw in the way of diplomacy; he had in fact 

reached the Papacy thi*ough the coiilhses of the Imperial Chancery. If 

im[)ression was the key to his character, expression was his ladder to 
SlKX'l^SS. 

ITie interest in the Pojx s secular career has exceeded that in his pon* 
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tificate, but for this the reader must be referred to his biographers. The 

essentials are, however, his long service for the ('ouncil of Basle, in which 

he rose to the highest secretarial rank, his desertion of its democratic fj,nd 

anti-papal principles for the views of the German neutrality party, and 

then, in the atmosphere of Vienna, his conviction that the two monarchies, 

papal and imperial, must lean upon each other. Under the guidance of his 

friend and patron, the Chancellor Kaspar Schlick, he became the chief 

agent in the reconciliation of the Empire under Eugenius and Nicholas. 

At Vienna too he met the tw^o apostles of the crusade, (vcsarini, whose 

friendship he had enjoyt^d in earlier days at Home, and Carvajal. From 

them he derived his passionate belief in the necessity of a crusade, and 

his close knowledge of East European conditions. 

From his election Fins made tlie crusade his chief object, but for four 

years was hampered by the Neapolitan succession war, whicli rt‘acted on 

the Papal States, connecting itself with raids by Piccinino, revolt of 

Sigisinondo Malatesta of Rimini, trouldes with (.’olonna and Savelii, wild 

disorder in Home itself. At Ins accession Piccinino, inspired by Naples, 

was occupying Assisi and other places, part of the State once held by his 

kinsman Bracvio. Pius, however, had formed friendship with Sfor/a and 

Ferrante when he had accompanied Frederick III on his wedding visit 

to Naple.s. I'nable to leave for the crusade congress, to be held at 

Mantua, while Ferrante's succession was unsettled, hc‘ recognised liis right, 

but without {)rejudice to other claimants. Hem's envoy had to admit 

tliat his master (‘ould not aid in the expulsion of Piccinino from papal 

territories, which was at the moment the vital issue. 'Phe condottlcre did 

by Ferrante's orders w ithdraw, after Pius had starttsl for Mantua. The 

bull summoning all princes to a congress had lK*en issuwl in OctolKT 

1458. In January 1459 he left Home, mucli to the citizens' disgust, and 

arrived at Mantua on 27 May. Here his reception was liearty, ils it wiis 

at Perugia and Ferrara, hut Siena received him coldlv, he forced the 

bourgeois government, the Nine, to admit the gt^utry, his ow'n chuss, to 

office. Florence was polite but non-committal; Cosimo was conveniently 

ill. The temper of the Holognese w'as .so ugly that an escort of Milanese 

cavalry was recjuired. The congress opened on 1 June, but was disap¬ 

pointing from the first. Disaffection, almost amounting to mutiny, spread 

among his very cardinals. No European sovereign arrived, and only 

Ferrante sent representatives. At length in August came a brilliant 

embassy from Burgundy, followed by Francesco Sforza in {Hu\son. The 

first real session was held in Sej)teiida*r, and Pius left Mantua in January 

1460. Results were nugatory. The Emperor thwarUal 0{>erations l)v laml, 

claiming Hungary from the elected king, Matthias ('orvinus. The Germans 

did endorse a previous promi.se made to Ni<*holas, and perhaps the most 

interesting visitor was Allx^rt Achilles of Hohenzollern. France, offeiuUxl 

by Pius’ support of Ferrante, refused all aid; H(‘nc utilised a fleet raised 

for a crusade to land his son in Naples. Sforza, jHTsonally friendly, 
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disliked the project; Venice made impossible conditions for a fleet; 

Florence, nervous for her Eastern trade, would make no public engage¬ 

ment. The Turk was left to overrun the eastern shores of the Adriatic. 

In August 1459, open rebellion (described in detail later) broke out 

against Ferrante, and Rene's son John came to the rebels' aid. Next 

summer the king lost hisarmy at the RiverSarno,and Pius' vassals, Federigo 

of Urbino and Alessandro Sforza, were beaten in the Abruzzi. Pius thought 

Ferrante’s cause hopeless; only Sforza's entreaties and Ferrante's bribes 

kept him firm. One nephew, Andrea, received Alfonso's former conquests 

in Tuscany; Terracina, always in dispute, was ceded to Pius and occupied 

by Antonio Piccolomini, who then married Ferrante's bastard daughter, 

becoming Duke of Amalfi and Grand Justiciar. In 1460 Sigismondo 

Malatesta had been added to the Pope's enemies. Pius had reconciled 

him, when in sore straits, to Federigo of Urbino, mulcting him of 

Sinigaglia and Mondavio for the papal benefit. Sigismondo now broke out, 

recovered these towns, and beat Federigo. Pius shewed real determina¬ 

tion; he regarded the semi-pagan lord of Rimini as both a spiritual and 

temporal enemy. His effigy was solemnly burnt at Rome, and Pius fought 

on until Sigisrnondo's defeat was complete. He was allowed to recover 

Rimini, w^hile Novello, his brother, held the other family fief of Cesena; 

both fiefs were, however, to revert to the Papacy on failure of legitimate 

male issue. 

Rome had never forgiven Pius for his departure; there was no trade 

and little public onler during his absence. A band of genteel hooligans 

took advantage of the confusion. Their head was Tibur/io, whose fatlier, 

Porcaro's brother-in-law, had lost his life in the Conspiracy. He gave 

a p)olitical, republican complexion to social unrest. He was in touch with 

Malatesta and Piccinino, and obtained from the Savelli a base at Palombara 

in the ('ampagna. While the Colonna conspired with the Savelli in the 

south, Everso of Anguillara raided Roman territory from the north. 

From the Sabina Pic^cinino threatened Rome, the gates of which Tiburzio 

was to secun^. In October 1460 Pius realised that his long absence must 

end. Escorted by cavalry lent by Sforza, he entered Rome. Tiburzio, 

riding in to release a comrade, was greeted with cries of ‘‘Too late, Too 

late." He wa.s captured and executed, but until July 1461 the Savelli 

held out in Palombara. Whenever Pius left Rome, and he was seldom 

there, discontent broke into disorder. 

If Pius was neither popular nor successful in Rome, he surpassed any 

other Pope in his knowledge of the territory between Rome and Siena. 

He loved the country with a quite modern passion; his life at times was 

a per{>etual picnic, which makes delightful reading in his Commentaries, 

His kindline8.H enabled him to allay the rancorous party hatred which 

cleft every town in Umbria and Papal Tuscany. His one great artistic 

feat was the creation of his native village C'orsignano into a township, 

named Pienza, with piazza^ cathedral, episcopal palace, towm-hall, and 
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public well, and the Piccoloinini palace commanding all. The cardinals, 

little appreciative of country life, were expected to build palaces. This 

little toy town still remains intact, the very epitome of Renaissanc^e 
structural art. 

In 1462--6S the Pope’s plans for a cioisade t(M)k shape. Circumstances 

were now favourable. The c^elebrated discovery of hIuiii at Tolfa in papal 

territoiy gave prospects of large profits. The Turks now possessed the 

mines in Asia Minor on which Europe ha<l relied. Small quantities^ 

indeed, existed in Ferrante’s dominions, and when Pius requested the 

Christian powers to give Tolfa the monopoly of supply, some friction was 

caused. The Neapolitan war was ending to the disadvantage of the 

Angevins. The Doge Prospero Malipiero, who had consistently promoted 

peace, was dead; the Turkish attack on Venetian colonies, and their 

conquest of Bosnia in 1463, were forcing Venice into war. Peace between 

the Empei-or and Corvinus enabled her to conclude an offensive allianc'e 

with Hungary against the Turk, Skanderbeg was fighting successfully in 

Albania, whei*e the little ports would be valuable for a landing. Dan¬ 

gerous illness frightened Philip of Burgundy into engaging to fulfil early 

promises. Such a combination, with the aid of Genoa and Ferrante, 

would have been formidable. The Pope’s determination to head the 

crusade excited enthusiasm among the middle and lower classes through¬ 
out Europe. 

With March 1464 chilling winds set in. Louis XI, always an inveterate 
enemy, forbade the Duke of Burgundy to fulfil his \ow, and Philip, now 

recovered, was glad of the excuse. Sfor/a, after long excuses, detached 

Genoa. The Fxench cardinals, always violently opfx>sKl, worked upon 

their colleagues; in the Papal States themselves tithes and contributions 

were refused. German crusadei's flocked into Italy Ixeforc arms and supplies 

were ready. When Pius left Rome, he <ould rely on no aid whatever 

except from these crusaders, a Venetian fleet under an unwilling doge, 

and the possibility of meeting Corvinus at Ragusa, It was a mad enter¬ 

prise, but the fault was that of Europe at large, for Pius had devoted all 

his health, wealth, and tnlents to making the crusade a substantial i*eality, 
and of its necessity later European history is the prcKxf. 

As a forlorn hope Pius took the Cross; he would shame European princes 

into following. The actual campaign would be farcical, were it not 

pathetic. A river barge contained the handful of cardinals and secretaries. 

The very first night, Pius was too ill to leave it. The drowning of a single 

boatman upset the champion who was to lead the hosts of Europe to 

death or glory. leaving the waterway, the little party struggled over the 

Apennines under a scorching sun, dropping one and then another from 

fever or white feather. The curtains of the Pope’s litter must be drawn, 

that he might not see craven crusaders flmrking homeward. Arrived at 

Ancona, from the bishop s palace on the headland Pius saw' no Venetian 

fleet. Below was gathered a riff-raflT of crusaders, clamouring for food, 
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selling their arms to buy a passage home, men whom the Pope could only 

pay with indulgences, which many of them sorely needed. Meanwhile 

across the narrow sea the greatest soldier-statesman of his age, the Sultan 

Mahomet II, stretched out his hand against the Christian republic of 

Ragusa, which cried for help. A septuagenarian cardinal and two ill-found 

galleys were all that the head of Christendom could offer. Day after day 

fever fought against the will. At length Pius was carried to the window 

to see the Venetian fleet sail in, a majestic fleet with the world’s first 

admiral, the doge, on board, but a doge so sceptical that he sent his 

d<K!tor ashoi’e to discover whether the Po{>e was ill or only shamming. 

Pius proven! his good faith by dying within the second day. 

The cm.sade was a lias(X), and this was the result of European politics. 

Pius IPs diplomacy, which had won him the tiara, ended in almost 

general failure. This w-as, perhaps, due to the impressionable side of his 

chanicter. His papacy has an antiquarian flavour. He seemed to be 

playing at lieing a Po{>e of old, though he was sufficiently in earnest. Just 

as his curiosity was excited by every relic of ancient Rome, so his whole 

nature wna impresstKl by the claims and glories of the Papacy, which, in 

the words of Hobl)es, was none other than the ghost of the decease^l 

lioman Empire, sitting throne<l upon the grave thereof. For Pius the 

Papacy was no petty Italian principality, but the world ruler. Nourished 

in the democratic atmosphere of the ('ounci!, he became the stoutest 

assertor of Papal wSupnainwy' o^ er all powers temporal or spiritual. Of this 

his bull Execrabilhs of January 1460, condemning all \vho appeal to 

a Council to the {xmalties of heresy and treason, is the most positive 

expression. In its own day a bi’niuvi fuhieny an unexploded bomb, it has 

since Ix^en trt*asured in the papal armoury among the mo.st effective weapons 

of the extremest ultramontane claims. With this new idealism he lost 

his di[)lomatic acumen, and faileil to realist? facts. ITiis was the secret of 

his failure w ith Ix)uis XI, with Gwrge Ptxlebrady of Bohemia, even of 

his heroic championship of the crustide. His troubles with these kings 

concern mainly their res[>ective countries, and t'an only be touched on 
here. 

Charles VII had protested against the bull ExecrahUis\ his death in 

July I4f>l seemed to give Pius an easy victory. In December lx)uis XI 

annulled the Pragmatic Sanction. Home was triumphant until it ap- 

{)eared that its practical alK)lition depended upon the Pope’s abandonment 

of Fen'ante. Ixniis con.spiix?d witli Pius’ enemies in Germany, dissuaded 

Philip of Burgundy from the crusade, coquetted with Podebrady’s idea of 

a secular crusade, headed by the French king, in opposition to the Pope's 

traditional supremacy as champion of Chnstendom. 

The relations w ith Pod^^brady were equally disappointing. Both Pope 

and the elective king were genuinely anxious for conciliation. The latter 

had l)een crowned by Catholic bishops, and tenderc?d his obedience. He 

held that he was no heretic, that his position under the Compacts of Basle 



186 Pius and the German Church 

corresponded to that of the French king under the Pragmatic Sanction, 

Pius would be content with nothing less than the abrogation of the 

Compacts, while Pod^brady realised that this would alienate the majority 

of his subjects, to whom he owed his crown. One of Pius’ last acts was 

a bull denouncing Pod^brady and his kingdom for heresy and schism. 

In Germany alone did Pius meet with any success. This was due to 

persistency in principles, which lost him the friendship of other States. 

In these too he had to deal with national ideals and strong rulers. His 

long German experience had taught him that it was always possible to 

divide his most dangerous opponents, the great nobles. He had the un¬ 

failing support of the Emperor, who had a tenacity and diplomatic sense 

which were to serve him well in his chequered career. The centres of 

disturbance were Mayence and Tyrol, which became linked by Gregory 

of Heimburg, a clever, patriotic, unmannerly German, who, after publicly 

insulting Pius at Mantua, became attoniey and irritant for his enemies 

in turn, passing from the Pope’s former pupil, Sigismund of Tyrol, to 

Diether of Mayence, and thence to Podebrady. The quarrel with Sigis¬ 

mund, inherited from Calixtus, was claused by Nicholas of Cusa, Bishop 

of Brixen, who forced upon his diocese the reforming principlt^s of Basle. 

He chose as object lesson the aristocratic nunnery of Sonnenburg. 

Sigismund, as its protector, violently oppose<l him, in the face of excom¬ 

munication, appealing to a Council, for Pius the deadliest of offences. 

This might have been a storm in a tea-cup, liad Sigismund not joined the 

disobedient Elector of Mayence in a revolt which spread through Germany. 

This lesser quarrel was only closed by the Emperor after th(‘ deaths of 

Cusa and Pius. 

The larger conflict arose on a disputed election for the see of Mayence 

between Diether and Adolf of Nassau; it then lx*came involved in the 

gi'eat war between Hohenzolleni and Wittelslwichs. The Pope’s legate, 

the fiery old Bessarion, threatened the princes, creating the impression that 

the Crusade tithe was compulsory. Both parties joined against Pope and 

Emperor; all Germany clamoured for a Council, ami was ready to revolt 

against bt)th spiritual and tenjporal heiuls. Pius sent agents who dis¬ 

counted Bessarion’s wild statements, and played upon the invariable 

divisions between the princes. He then deposed Diether and I'ecognised 

Adolf, whose capture of Mayence, in Octobt*r 1462, was the deciding 

factor. Rupert of Bavaria, Archbishop-elect of C'ologne, negotiated a 

peace in October 1464. Thus Pius could claim that he hmi triumphed 

over his German enemies, though this was mainly due to other agencies. 

Pius II is, without question, one of the most living figures in papal 

history. Yet it cannot be claimed that his was a great pontificate. He 

added slightly to the extension of the papal territorial authority, and 

through his incessant intervention in European affairs, and especially in 

his support of the Aragonese dynasty, left the prestige of the Papacy 

higher than his immediate predecessors. His nepotism and provincial 
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favouritiBm have been much condemned. He filled high places with his 

nipoti^ as was natural in a Pope always poor and saddled with peculiarly 

prolific relations. His chief favourite, Antonio, was enriched at the expense 

of Naples, not of the Church. The cardinalate bestowed upon Francesco 

Todeschini-Piccolomini was justified by his election to the Papacy in 

succession to Alexander VI. Posts large and small were monopolised by 

his fellow-citizens, who were at least superior to the hated Catalans of 

Calixtus. The Sienese wei*e unpopular, but so were the inhabitants of 

every Italian State with every other. 

Pius, as Pope, is described as a little man with back somewhat bent, 

and a scanty fringe of hair, prematurely white. A pale face was lit up 

by smiling eyes, which, however, could flash fire, if his hot temper were 

aroused. His health had always been weak; gout he described as quite 

an old companion. Yet in spite of pains in head and feet, or acute agony 

in the waist, he never shirked work or refused an audierjce; the only sign 

w'as a twitihing of the mouth, or the pi‘essure of his teeth upon his lip. 

Whatever his faults, Pius had real distinction, a brave heart in a feeble 

frame, and an ideal none the less high for Ixdng hopeless. 

The cardinals utilised the vacancy to frame capitulations more stringent 

than ever in limitation of papal autocracy, and then elected Marco Barbo, 

nephew of Eugenius IV. He was a wxalthy Venetian, trained for business, 

but tempted by prospects of high promotion under his papal uncle. Gossip 

said that he wished to bike the name Formosus, which, however, might 

be taken to refer to his handsome face and figure, of which he was 

notoriously vain; so he contented himself with the title Paul II. lavish 

in hospitality, kindly in word and deed, shrinking from the suffering of 

men or animals, he was deservedly popular. Once Pope, he determined to 

gather into his own hands the threads of curial power, to introduce 

workmanlike centralisation. He reilrafted the capitulations in a mon- 

artdiical sense, covered the text with his fair, fat hand, and forced the 

cardinals to subscribe. Ih^ssarion struggled against this, but the stout¬ 

hearted ('arvajal alone resisted to the end. In spite of this opening, hit 

relations w itli his caixlinals were fairly good, for he w'as just and generous 

As a sop, he increased the dignity of the college; the red biretta and the 

damask mitre, hitherto confined to the Pope, were now’ granted to cardinals, 

and the poorer members were subsidised. Paul fully appreciated the work 

of those who hatl opposed liim, such as lkjs.sarion and Carvajal, the flower 

of a somewhat blemished flock. 

If Paul w^ould not submit to an oligarchy of caidlinals, still less would 

he tolerate a repulilic of letters. A secretarial bureaucracy had grown up 

in the College of Seventy Abbreviators. It contained many leading 

humanists and others who had bought their seats. Paul broke up its 

independent monopoly, re\storing its control to the Vit'e-Chancellor. This 

was never forgiven, and has injured Paul's reputation throughout all time, 

for Platina, who l)ecame papal historian, led the counter-attac^k in a 
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violent letter and was put to tor*ture. The malcontents organised themselves 

in the home of Poniponius I^etus, the most extreme of antiquarian hu¬ 

manists, into the so-called Roman Academy. In view of the actions of (Jola 

di Rienzo, Poi*caro, and even Tiburzio, this affectation of old Roman re¬ 

publicanism might take a dangerous political and anti-Christian com¬ 

plexion, The club, suspected of a conspiracy against the Pope's life, was 

raided by police; three of the four alleged ringleadei-s ffecl, and the unlucky 

Platina again paid the penalty. Theiv was no strong evidence of con¬ 

spiracy, and the prosecution was dropped. Members of the club bore old 

Roman names, vapoured against the government of priests, were pagan 

in their cups, making libations to heathen deities, and disbelieved in the 

immortality of the soul. They stood outside the shadow of ever-widening 

papal power, and were hostile to it. Their heresies were, indeed, affecting 

the upper classes throughout Italy, the papal feudatory, Sigismondo 

Malatesta, being a striking example. Paul, unable to sjieak I.>atin, was 

not a man of letters but of business, to whom the coiu eited humanists 

were repugnant in their }K)ast that princely reputations were at tlieir 
disposal. 

With the Roman people Barbo, as cardinal and l*ope, was poj)ular. 

A true Venetian, he had the sense for colour and inagnitieence which was 

beginning to make his native city the show-place of Italy. PauK as 

Nicholas V, would make Rome a worthy capital, but with a more popular 

aim. His palace, at the bottom of her chief street, if severe without, was 

gorgeous in every internal detail. The piazza into which the strtM.it 

expanded was, as that of Sau Marco at Venice, to 1)(‘ the centre of Roman 

life. Lately an open-air garage for the distribution of trarncars, it w as then 

the scene of Carnival sports and Gargantuan baiupiets. Paul initiattsl 

the celebrateil races down the ( orso, >inee named after them, to the 

winning posts by his palace. ^Ihe huge processions were secularised, 

becoming a met!ley serious and humorous, pagan and Christ ian. Paul fnrni 

his loggia would scatter .small coins, and laugh at the games till his sides 

ached. Great care was devoted to sanitation, to control of the food supply, 

and to the codification of .statutes, judicial and financial. This latter was 

somewhat at tlie expen.se of municipal independence, for, in finance, the 

Vatican government was superseding that of tht- Capitol. PauFs }>erM)nal 

tastes coiTesponded to his pulrlic ostentation. He lovcsl line clothes, and 

wman expert collector of jewels, taking his choicest gems to Inarwith 
him, as a child his toys. 

Huiing this leign the Orsiui and Colonna were comparatively quiet. 

Public security was assured by the overthrow of the house of Anguillara^ 

which coined false money and kept the Roman-I'uscan frontier in uproar' 

Paul was guilty of no secular ncpoti.Mn. In his hopes for papal exmnsion’ 

he suffered a serious di.sappointment. The chiefs of the two Malatesta 

branches of Rimini and Cesena died without legitimate male heirs, and 

their States should have la[)sed to their suzerain. Sigisrnondo's clever young 
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bastard, Roberto, who was in papal service, offered to enter Rimini and 

restore it to the Church, but, once there, he kept it for himself. A general 

Italian war was only prevented by the panic caused on the Turkish capture 

of Negropont, but Paul hod to submit to a rebuff*. Among feudatories 

his favourite was the genial Borso d’Este, who by a pc^rsonal visit obtained 

his heart's long desire, the title of Duke of Ferrara. With the Italian 

powers Paul was usually on polite terms, except for fret^uent rubs with 

Ferrante, once leading to minor hostilities. 

Euro{>ean relations were more eventful. The reign l>egan in friction 

with lx>ui8 XI, but the king played fast and loose with the Pragmatic 

Sanction, which was finally annulled to Paul's great satisfaction. The 

Emperor Fre<lerick proved his friendship by another visit to Rome, where 

the rival universal Powers played the somewhat humorous part of twin 

brothers, walking hand in hand, and changing sides at intervals. Paul 

contributed largely to the efforts of Hungary and of Skanderbeg in 

Albania, but the crusade hung fire, in spite of the loss of Negropont, 

second only to that of Constantinople, as deciding the predominance of 

the new Turkish navy in I x;* van tine waters. The conflict w’ith Pod^brady 

wfis a legacy from Pius II. Paul entered into it w ithout .scruple or reserve, 

finding willing allies in the Emj)eror and Matthias of Hungary, both of 

w hom covetal Bohemia. Paurs own scheme was the disintegration of the 

kingdom into principalities. He floodtKi the country wuth fanatical or 

disreputable crusaders, hut made no grt^at headway. Podebrady was, 

indeenl, foree<l to abandon liis ideal of a Czech hereditary kingdom, and to 

recommend the succession of the Poli.sh prince Vladislav, who, though 

a (atholic’, acceptetl llie Ctracpiiit [x>litical system. In March 1471 he 

die<l,and Paul was left to dwide lietween Catholic claimants. His sudden 

death, on 28 July 1471, relieved him from this dilemma. 

By Alfonso's death, Naples, though officially stvled the kingdom of 

Sicily, was again s(»pMrated from the Island, as also from Sardinia and the 

Aragone.se kingdoms, which all fell to his brother John. Ferrarite's 

siua^ssion seemed insec ure, John's son Clmrles, on hearing of his uncle's 

illness, had slippt^d awav from Rome to Naples. His claim would find 

sup|>ort with the Catalan officials and mercenaries, and from several 

bamns, who feart'd FeiTante's anti-feudal policy. He, however, rode the 

towns, finding acceptance with the people, who greeted him the re 

a proof that in him the Aragonese dynasty was Italianised. C'harles 

Haile<l away, followed by an exodus of Catalans. Complete recognition 

ensuetl, Ferrante remitting taxation and promising to confine offices to 

Neapolitans. His triumph w as only apparent. The Prince of Taranto, 

disappointed in Charles, tunied to John, wdio, fully occupied wdth Catalonia 

and Navarre, supfK)i*ted Ferrante's muse. Calixtus, how'ever, as has been 

seen, repudiated Ferrante's claim. 

Fenante's general position seemed favourable, for C'osimo de' Medici 
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and Sforza sti'ongly supported him, disliking the French occupation of 
Genoa. Ferrante prudently withdrew his Ix^sicging fleet, hoping to re¬ 

concile his old enemies, already tired of the French. The issue was 

simplified by Calixtus IIFs death, for Pius II was well disposed towards 

Ferrante. Meanwhile, however, baronial troubles had begun. Candola 

and the town of Aquila raised rebellion in the Abruzzi. In Apulia, 

Taranto played a double game, exacting concessions, and using them 

against Ferrante. In Calabria the Marquess of Cotrone, restored to his 

possessions on Taranto's petition, stirred up baronial revolt, while there 

was a peasant outbreak against taxation. These movements were sup¬ 

pressed by Av'alos, Campobasso, afterwards notorious, and by Ferrante in 

person. Cotrone s arrest during negotiations was a foretaste of Ferrante's 

future methods. All this time Taranto intriguetl with John of Calabria, 

who, in October 1459, sailed with Genoese ships for Na|)les. His fleet, 

ill-equipped, failed here, and was returning, when John w'as welcomed at 

the mouth of the Volturno by Ferrante's brother-in-law, the Duke of 

Sessa. Rebellion blazed up in the Terra di l^voro, the Abruzzi, Apulia, 

and Calabria. Campobasso deserted to the barons; Piccinino, disgusted 

by Ferrante’s peace w ith Pius against all his Aragonese traditions, invaded 

the Abruzzi; Cosiiiio's influence alone prevented a large Florentine subsidy 

to John. 

The war which followed is characteristic of Neapolitan campaigns. The 

movements in Calabria and the Abruzzi were generally distinct, while the 

main forces marKcuvred Ixtween the JVrra di I^ivoro and Apulia. The 

objective w’as often the ct)ntrol of the cattle tolls on the Apulian-Abruzzi 

frontier. Thus in 1460 Ferrante thrust himself Ixtween these provinces 

to secure this source of rev(‘nut*. Then he ( ounter-niarched to (Japua to 

meet the papal contitjgenl, and crusli Sess^i. John h)llowed him, and 

Ferrante, now- the stronger, nad him at the Ri\ (‘r Sarno, ejist of \*esuvius. 

The Angevin fleet was beaten at the mouth of tlu' river; the nobles were 

drifting towards Ferrante; in a few^dav.s Avalos with his Afnilian arinv would 

have joined. But Ferrante, short of inonev and supplies, risked a surprise; 

his troops plundered; tlie Angevins rallied, and Ferrante's force was 

annihilated; the king escH[x*d to Naple.s on 7 duly with only tw'entv horse. 

A fortnight later Piccinino l>eat Ferrante's allies, Alessandro Sforza and 

the Count of Urbino, at San Fabiano, which laid Apulia open. Ferrante's 

strongest supporters, especially the San.severini, deserte<l him. John might 

have taken Naples, but for wasting time in trying to starve it by exx upying 

the neighbouring towns. Ferrante and his queen raised money by fair 

means or foul. The story tells that the latter s#it at the gate or paraded 

the streets with a collecting box, and that she journeyed to Taranto, 

disguised as a friar, b) }>ersua<le her uncle b) join the royalists. Ferrante 

indeed placed reliance on the widening rifl Ixtww^n the prince and John. 

Yet he was so hard pressed that he thought of surrendering his kingtlorn 

to his uncle, John of Aragon, now only too willing to accept. This 
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alarmed the Italian powers, who realised the danger to Italy from Spain. 

Pius was kept true by the territorial concessions and bestowal of family 

honours, before mentioned; yet he long wavered under pressure from 

Ix>uis XI, who, succeeding in 14«61, offered to annul the Pragmatic 

Sanction, if he would support the Angevins. 

The war now went in FeiTante'’s favour. Sfor/^a lent him his best 

general, Roberto Sanseverino. In Apulia Skanderbeg, having crossed from 

Albania, created a useful diversion. The barons swung from side to side, 

until the Sanseverini definitely joined the king, which brought over 

Calabria and the Salerno peninsula. The toums often preferred royal to 

baronial rule. Sforza renderefl signal service in provoking revolt in Genoa 

against the French; John found it difficult to obtain supplies and naval 

support. The decisive battle was fought in the autumn of 1462 at Troja 

in Apulia, where P'errante and Alessandro Sforza beat John and Piccinino, 

The Prince of Taranto, long lukewarm, changed sides, and soon after died, 

wheiimpon his huge estates reverted to the Crown. Piccinino returned to 

Aragonese service; Sessa brought the Term di Lavoro back to obedience. 

Curiously enough, John's last success was the lx?traval to him of Ischia and 

the Castel d'Uovo. Rene joined him from Provence, but, on recognising 

the hopelessness of the cause, both sailed home. The king had profited 

by his continuous occupation of Naples, wliencte, acting on interior lines, 

he could strike north, south, or east, as occasion served. 

Ferrante now had twenty-one years of undisputed rule. His first act 

was to cntraj) (Vindola and Sessa, in defiance of the capitulations. He then 

enticed Piccinino to Naples, and executed him. The condottiere had 

married Sfoi7:a's natural daughter Dnisilla, but her father, under whose 

guarantee he went, was susptH!ted of complicity. His guilt is still a subjec‘t 

of dispute. Ippolita Sforza was on her way to marry Alfonso, but her 

journey was suspended; to outward appearance, the Neapolitan-Milanese 

alliance w’as endangered. VV^ith the death of (^asirno de Medici, Francesco 

Sforza, and Pius II, Ferrante lost his closest friends. Galeazzo Sforza and 

Piero de' Medici held, indet*d, to the Triple Alliance, but I'aul II, as usual, 

reversed his predecessor's policy, insisting upon the Neapolitan tribute 

remitted by Pius in consideration of civil war expenses. Ferrante, in 

I'eturn, demanded back the county of Sora, temporarily occupied by Pius, 

and aided the Orsini in holding the city of Tolfa, which commanded the 

papal alum mines. The Triple Alliance was tested by the mysterious 

campaign of Bartolomeo Colleone and the Florentine exiles, with the 

suspected approval of Venice. Ferrante reinforctKl the Milanese and 

Florentine fon*es by a large army under Alfonso. Golleone's progre.ss was 

chet'ked by the Iwittle of Molinella, near Imola, and Paul brought about 

a general peace in 1468. Next year, however, he was in actual collision 

with the allies in his quanel with Robeilo Malatesta over the occupation 

of Rimini. In this campaign Alfonso supported Paul's enemies. The 

shoc’k caused by tlie Turkish capture of Negropont in May 1470 brought 
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peace, Piero de" Medici had died in the previous December, an event 

destined to alter the relations of the Italian powers. In July 1471 Paul II 

himself died. 

On 9 August 1471 Francesco della Rovere, General of the Franciscan 

Order, was elected Pope by eighteen cardinals, all Italians,except Bessarion, 

Borgia, and Estonteville. He was an unexceptionable candidate. Born 

of humble parents living near Savona, he owed his rise to his own ability 

as scholar, university lecturer, and preacher. The Eastern question was 

still prominent, and, to further a crusade, Bessarion, Borgia, and Barbo 

were dispatched on missions to the several European powers. All three 

completely failed, Bessarion dying on the way home. Pope Sixtus IV was 

really in earnest; the sums expended were large, the Papal-Venetian fleet, 

sailing to the levant under Cardinal Carafta, mustered 89 galleys. Early 

successes w^ere considerable. Smyrna and Satalia in Anatolia,through w hich 

contact might be gained with the Turcoman Uzun Hasan, were captured. 

Then followed the invariable dissensions: Neapolitans, having quari-elled 

with Venetians, sailed away; with winter Papalists and V'enetians jmrted 

company. A second failure in 1478 and the defeat of Uzun Hasan con¬ 

vinced Sixtus that a crusade was im{>ractienable without active supj)ort 

from all Italian powei*s, and that these, however friendly, despised the 

Papacy as being weak and non-military. In striking contrast to his 

pi*evious career, he determined to make it strong, to place it on a level 

with the four greater powers as an armed temporal State. 

To this policy the obstacles were numerous. '^There was no subordinate 

expert council, no secular court to dazzle the populace, no sons and 

daughters wherewith to buy alliances, no reliable generals, such as the 

Neapolitan princes, to lead potential papal armies. The territories under 

direct control were scattered and difficult of access. Not only the most 

important cities, Ferrara and Bologna, were now ruled by families osten¬ 

sibly independent, but Faenza, Forli, Pesaro, Urbino and Rimini, Perugia 

and Citta di Gastello were held by citizen despots, while Ravenna was in 

the claws of the Venetian lion. Worse than all, the whole country, north, 

east, and south of Rome was held by the Oreini and Colonna, or families 

attached to them. How then was Sixtus to form a consolidated 

State? 

His answer was the adoption of a methodical nepotism; his nephews 

should personify the princes of a ruling house. Recent Popes had given 

fiefs and cardinalates to relations, but had not converted nepotism into 

a regular administrative system, and an engine for expansion. Sixtus 

would revert to the policy of Boniface VIII, though he lacked the close 

grip upon his nephews which that masterful Pope exercised. It has been 

thought that, from time to time, Piero or Girolamo Riario, or Giuliano 

della Rovere, held the real control; the Pope's inordinate affection for the 

two former early led to the iKdief that they were his sons, but for this there 
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is no evidence. Yet Sixtus possessed much intellectual force, he had never 

been a reclust*, and had ruled over his Order. 

The first essential was to subordinate the oligarchy of cardinals to the 

monarchy. This was lx?giin, in defiance of the capitulations, by the 

elevation of Piero Riario and Giuliano della Kovere. youths without 

reputation or experience. The college was then packed with seven or 

eight relations or obscure Genoese satellites. Piero had the congenial task 

of creating a secular Renaissance Court. "Phe Pope could not yet dine 

with ladies, nor ride out with a suite of mummers, musicians, race-horses, 

and sporting dogs. This function Piero, friar though he was, understood 

to perfe<!tion. His enb.itainment of liConora, Ferrante's daughter, on 

her way to marry Ercole d'Este, was a five days' wonder. On Whit-Sunday 

after mass a drama on Susannah and the Elders was presented as suitable. 

All Rome delighted in the brilliant s{)ecUicles, the lack of winch made 

priestly rule unpopular. Piero publicly Hauntefi his chief mistress sparkling 

with jewels from head to slippers. No one could better i^'present the 

Papacy abroad. He travelled in princelv style to Milan, Mantua, and 

Venice, always the gay popular spendthrift, with })owx‘rs of persuasion, 

personal or {>ecuniarv. Whether he had real ability is uncertain, for his 

pace w^is too ffist to stay; dis.sipation killed him at the age of 28 in 

I)eceml)er 147b, His position piissed to his cousin (iiuliano, serious, 

purposeful, and dignified, who could suibihly dispense public hospitality, 

wliile concealing his private vices. 

For marriage alliances Sixtus utilised hi.s lav nephew^s. Leonardo della 

Rovere, created Prefect of Rome, wedded a bastaid daughter of Ferrante. 

Girolamo Riario, now the PojKi's chief favouiite, witlioiit any of his 

brother's charm, was a greedy, brutal vulgarian, brought up in either a 

groceiT shop or a notary's office*. To him was given Galeazzo Sfoi'za's 

illegitimate daughter, the celebrated ( aterina. As a marriage settlement 

Sforza sold to Sixtus his possession of Iniola, a papal fief. Giovanni della 

Rovere made a match ultimately of more substantial value than those of 

Leonardo and Girolamo; he won the daughter of Federigo of Urbino, 

whose prt'stige tis soldier and statesman far sur})assed his material wealth. 

As his son died childless, the lowlv house of della Rovere succeeded the 

Montefeltri, who boasted the bluest blood in Italy. 

Sixtus at his accession was on tlie best terms with the members of the 

Triple Alliance. Papal favour was essential to Feirantc's monarchical 

authority over his baromige. Thi.s explained the gift of his peculiarly 

plain and stuj)id daughter to the Popes nephew. Sixtus remitted the 

tribute with its arrears, the boi»e of contention under Paul II, contenting 

himself with the receipt of the customary w liite palfrey. Ferrante visited 

Rome during the Jubilee of 1475; he began to regard papal friendship 

as even more important than adhesion to Florence atid Milan. Tlie rift 

in the Triple Alliance probably originated in the sale of Imola to Sixtus. 

Florence had pixviously arranged the purchase of Imola. She was always 
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sensitive as to the towns on the high road south of Bologna, for the 

Af>ennine passes, which led to these, were the outlets for her Adriatic 

trade. Hitherto Sixtus had showered favoui*s on the Medici, appointing 

them as papal bankers, and granting special concessions in the alum trade 

of Tolfa. He had even aided in suppressing the revolt of Volterra. Imola 

changed all this. Sixtus transferred his banking account to the rival house 

of Pazzi, which had financed the purchase. Ivorenzo refused to admit to 

the see of Pisa his personal enemy Salviati, whom the Pope had nominated. 

Mobilisation of Florentine troops at Borgo San Sepolcro, when Sixtus 

was punishing his recalcitrant feudatories hard by at Citta di Gastello, 

was regarded as a hostile act. Finally,Sixtus was drawn by Girolamo into 

a plot for the overthrow of the Medici. He protested indeed that he 

would have nothing to do with murder, shutting his eyes to the inevitable 

consequences of success. Almost insensibly Italv l>egan to split into 

opposing leagues. Lorenzo turned to Venit‘e,the Adriatic rival of Naples. 

Milan, much weakened by the assassination of Galeazzo Sforza and the 

feeble guardianship of his heir by his mother. Bona of Savoy, relied upon 

Florentine support. Yet there was no general wish for war, which might 

not have ensued but for the atrocious attack upon the Medici brothers, 

in which Giuliano was assassinated. For participation in this crime 

Salviati was flogged and hanged. I.orenzo, having escaped murder, w^is 

punished by excommunication, Florence by interdict. 

The war which followed broke up the Triple Alliance. Sixtus and 

Naples took the field against Florence, Venice, and Milan. The chief 

papal feudatory, the Duke of Ferrara, and the chief papal city, Bologna, 

sided against their suzerain, Siena, as usual, against Florence. Sixtus had 

good fortune in securing the services of Federigo of T^rbino. Ferrante 

had little direct interest in war beyond his close tie to Sixtus, He had 

not, however, forgotten old Tuscan ambitions,and remembrance was quick¬ 

ened by suspected Florentine de.signs on Piombino. More definite was his 

hostility to Venice, especially in relation to Cyprus, which she practically 

ruled through Caterina Cornaro, widow of the last legitimate Imsignan. 

Ferrante coveted the island for a bastard grandson betrothed to Charlotte, 
bastard of Lusignan. 

Papal and Sienese territory formed an excellent base for attack on 

Florence, and the papal and Neapolitan troops were on the frontier before 

defence was organised. Angevin help was not now forthcoming, though 

Louis XI made strong, if resultless protests. He had ecclesiastical disputes 

with Sixtu.s, and rubs with Ferrante over a y)rojected intermarriage, while 

Ferrante's son Frederick was at the Burgundian Court. The first year’s cam¬ 

paign ended in favour of the assailants. Ercoled''Este,Ferrante’s son-in-law, 

in command of the Florentines shewed no alacrity for attack and little for 

defence. Venice gave little aid, but Milan supplied a fine young general, 

Gian Giacopo Trivulzio, afterwards so famous. During the winter time, 

Ferrante employed Galeazzo’s exiled brothers, Sforza and Ludovico, and 
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their cousin Roberto Sanseverino to overthrow the Milanese government 
in Genoa. In command of the sea, they threatened Pisa, and drove 
Florentine commerce from the Tuscan coasts. 

When the main campaign reopened, a promising attack on Perugia 
was nullified by Carlo Fortebraccio'^s death, and successes in Sienese territory 
by quarrels between the Mantuan and Ferrarese contingents. Successive 
blows then fell on Lombardy. Cardinal Giiiliano played upon the piousand 
predatory instincts of the Swiss, who poured down to Bellinzona. Ludovico 
Sforza, now Duke of Bari by his brothers death, and Sanseverino 
passed into the Po valley and raised revolt against Bona. Ercole d'Este 
and the Marquess of Mantua marched north to stem the tide. Ercole 
persuaded Bona to restore Ludovico, who soon reduced the regent to 
impotence. On the very day of Ludovico^’s entry into Milan, Alfonso and 
Federigo of LTrhino won a decisive victory over the weakened Florentine 
army, storming its central position at Poggio Imperiale on the Elsa. The 
rout was only stayed at Cas(;iano eight miles from Florence, which Alfonso 
could probably have entered, had he not delayed to besiege Colle. The 
little towirs stout defence demoralised his army, while Urbino was in¬ 
valided home. Alfonso granted a three months’ truce in November, with 
which the w ar was really over. I^)renzo, still refusing humiliating surrender 
to Sixtus, threw’ himself on Ferrante’s mercy. His pei*sonal charm won 
a generous peace, published on 25 March 1480 at Florence, Naples, and 
Rome, though against the w'ill of Sixtus. 

Victory lay with Naples. Yet Ferrante had made two grave mistakes 
in policy. To gain temporary advantage over a former ally, he encouraged 
the revolt of Genoa, his natural enemy, and then allow^ed Sforza to over¬ 
throw the Milanese regency. Thus he first weakened Milan, and then 
planted theix* a ch‘ver jKlventurer, who was to cause his dynasty’s ruin. 
Alfonso, disconcerted in schemes of Tuscan conquest, lingered near Siena, 
aiding the wealthy citizens to overthrow' the popular government, becoming 
thecentreof thepleasiux^-loving Sienese soc*ietv,and the favourite gcxlfather 
of the republic’s Imbies. Siena might have beijonie a Neapolitan protectorate 
but for the startling news that Otranto had Wn captun^d in August by 
10,(KK) Turks, while large .supporting forces were gathering in Albania. 

Italy wiis panic-stricken; Sixtus prepared for flight from Rome. But 
the Turkish numl^ers were exaggerated, and, w hen the truth w as known, 
the invariable slackness and disunion reappeared. xVlfonso w ith difliculty 
raised 8000 men for the siege. Florence insisted on the restoration of 
places ce<it^d to Siena; Finlerigo of Ilrbino’s prcvsence at Otranto was 
urgently required, but he was detained by Girolamo Riario s occupation 
of Forli and his desigrrs on Pesaro and Faenza. The siege met with 
scant success. Otranto was won and Italy saved by the death of Mahomet II 
and Bayazid’s disputed succession. The garrison, weakened by w ithdrawal 
and disease, surrendered in September 1481 to Alfonso, who enlisted many 
captured Janissaries in his army. 



196 The war of Ferrara 

One war breeds another; the Ferrarese war was the offspring of 

Sixtus I\ s attack on Florciir’e. Venice resenttnl lA)renzo’s action in 

making peace with Naples, while Sixtus could not forgive Ferrante for 

assenting. In 1481 Girolamo schemed at Venice for the expulsion of 

terrante and the conquest of Ferrara for V^enice. Ercole d’Este had 

married terrante’s daughter, w hich the Venetians ill-liked, and a quarrel 

was picked on the rights of the Venetian consular court in Ferrara, and 

the manufactui'e of salt in the Coinacchio liagoon in defiance of V'^enetian 

monopoly. The old Triple Alliance, reconstituted, took up the challenge. 
Venice engaged two first-rate generals, Hoberto Sanse\'erino, who had 

quarrelled with Ludovico il Moro, and Rolierto Malatesta, Federigo of 

Urbino commanded the allies, who planned an attack on Venice’s w'estern 

province, a direct tissault on Rome bv Alfonso and the Colonna, the 

restoration of Niccold Vitelli at Cittii di Castello bv Flomice, and the 

capture of I'orli from Girolamo Riario. Ferrara was soon in difficulties : 

tederigo of Urbino died there in Septeml^er, the fertile Polesina wa.s lost; 

Sanseverino forces! the Po, establishing a permanent post at Ponte 

Lagoscuro; the Stradiots raided to the w^alls of Ferrara. But the Pope 

also had his troubles. \ itelli recovered C'astello, ^Perracina fell to the 

Neapolitans; Cardinal (tiiiliano’s party pressed for peace. Sixtus im¬ 

plored Venice to send him Malatesta. Fortune at once tunu‘d. Malatesta 

on 21 August destroyed Alfonso’s army at Campo Morto in the Pontine 

Marshes. Ihis was, however, a one man’s victory; (he conqueror die?d of 

malaria, contracted in the marsh(*s; the papal coast was still at the mercy 

of the Neapolitan fleet. It bec'ame clear that Venice would Ive the only 

gainer by the war, and would be a fnr mon‘ dangerous feudatory in 

Perrara than the P.stensi, By (diristrnas Sixtus had come to terms with 

PeiTante; by bebruary theyiiadruple Alliance against \ eniia* was complete, 

wdth Bologna and Mantua supporting. Venice did not lose heart,. San¬ 

severino attacked the Milanese, hoping to raisi* revolt agKir)st Ludovico 

in favour of Bona and lier son. Ferrara, bombed and starved, w^as in dire 

distress. In July, however, the tide turned again. Alfonso pushwi San- 

severino b^ick from the Bergamasqne and Brescian provinces to Verona, 

while Ert'ole d’Este in person di*ove the Venetians out of the vital post at 

Steilata. Venice, almost exhausted, appaled to Charle.s VIII, Louis of 

Orleans, the LnqxTor, and the Turk. Once more her fortunes flickered 

up. In May 1484 Gallipoli and other Apulian ports were taken, and in 

July success was won at the very gate.s of P’errara, after which Lorenzo 
de’ Medici advised Ercole to surrender. 

Peace was already in the air, and on 4 August it was dtK’lared. The 

terms of the treaty of Bagnolo were based on general restitution, with 

the exception of the Polesina, ceded by P^cole to Venice, who, as was 

said, had bribed the mediator Ludovico Sforza. Sixtus, who h^ been 
left out of the final negotiations, learnt the result on 11 August; he 

indignantly protested, and died next day. There is therefore some 
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evidence for the tradition that {>eace killed the Pope who had lived on 
war. 

In the sphere of Art, Home owes more to the lowly family from Savona 

than to any other papal houst^,for Julius II did but continue the work begun 

in his uncle's reign. The Sistine Chapel, built from 1473 to 1481, and ex¬ 

pressly designed for internal decoration, brought together a group of artists 

such as the modem wor-ld has never seen. Tuscany and Umbria contributed 

Ghirlandaio, Botticelli, Ro.sselli, Signorelli, and Perugino with his pupil 

Pinturicchio, while from Forli came Melozzo. The Chapel walls are the 

very (juintessence of Renai.ssance art, spoilt only by the destruction of 

three of the fifteen panels to make room for the writhing nudities of 

Miche langelo, which replace the key of the whole design, the Ascension 

with the kneeling figure of the founder, Sixtus. Sixtus also built the ad¬ 

mirable churches of Santa Maria della Pac'e and Santa Maria del Popolo, 

the latter the family church, with its monumenis showing the Rovere em¬ 

blem, thi‘ s}>rig of holm oak w ith its acorns. The church of San Pietro in 

V'incoli begun by Sixtus, and thatof Santi Apostoli by Pietro Riario were 

lK)th completed by Julius II. In the former was the splendid Ascension by 

Melozzo, burnt in 1711. The right bank of the TilxT was glorified by 

tile rebuilding of tlie Hospital of Santo Spirito, one of the walls of which 

descrilxd scenes from the Pope's life, by the erection of the Ponte Rotto, 

and by the broad Via Sistina, lemfing froiii Sant' Angelo to the pkizzaoi 
St IVter's. The streets of Rome were widened and paved, its squares 

o|>ened out in preparation for the Jubilee; the fountain of Trevi once 

more gave fresh water to the city. In the neiglibourhood two of the most 

interesting Renaissance castles, Ostia and Genazzano, were built by 

Sangallo for (liuliano. 

The Popc^'s own bronze monument, now in St Peter's, was exec uted in 

1493, on Giuliano's order, t)y Antonio Pollaiuolo, who, w ith \ en»cchio, 

had employment under Sixtus. His real cnonunient, liowever, is AKlozzo's 

fresco, removed to c'anvas and now' in the \'atic‘an, shewing Sixtus seated, 

handing to the kneeling Platina ilie keys of the Library, and facing his 

nephews Giuliam», Girolamo, and Ciiovanni, w ith a young iViar by his side, 

singularly resembling him, now^ thought to Ix^ his great-nepliew Raf)hael 

Riario. J'his collection of portraits, purporting to i)e such, and not 

scriptural or cla.ssical subjects, in a {xn'fec t setting of Renaissance archi- 

teitture, marks a most impi)rtant stage in lifteenth-eentury portraiture. 

The new' election apparently lay between the three powt'rfu] iiipoti of 

( alixtu.s, Paul, and Sixtus. Barho's \enetian origin we?)t against him, 

and neither Borgia nor Rovere was cjuitc* strong enough to carry his own 

election. The result was a corrupt compronuse to elect a cypher. Battista 

Cvb(> was a kindlv, self-indulgent GencK^se gentleman of tine appearance, 

but for blinking eyes. As Pojk* Innocent Mil he openly acknow ledged an 

illegitimate son and daughter of his layman days. Rovere, who.so tool he 
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became, was, it was said, Pope and more than Pope. The reign opened 

amid violent fights between Orsini and Colonna. Rovei'e protected the 

latter, and, for a time, the two great families reversed their usual roles; 
the Ghibelline Colonna as the Pope’s allies prepared to invite the French 

or Rene, while the Orsini championed the Neapolitan cause, bringing the 

Pope into the extremity of danger. 

The Neapolitan war was the outstanding event of Innocent’s reign. 

Rovere had never forgiven Ferrante for his desertion in the Florentine 

war. Innocent himself inherited Angevin sympathies, his father having 

fought under old Rene. Ferrante in June 1485 sent the usual white 

palfrey to Innocent, but withheld the tribute, on the ground of expenses 

incurred at Otranto. The Pope angrily returned the mount, and looked 

for allies against the defaulting king. These were easily found in his own 

kingdom. Alfonso’s military success had turned his vainglorious head. 

He urged his father to apply the squeezing of the sponge to his secretary, 

Petrucci, and his financial adviser, the Count of Sanio, who had amassed 

fortunes at royal expense. On returning to Naples in 1484 he had arrested 

the Count of Montorio and the heirs of the Duke of Ascoli. The gi*eater 

barons, including the chief Crown officials, Constable, Admiral, Chamlx’r- 

lain,and Seneschal, with Giovanni della Rovere, Duke of Sora, conspired 

with Petrucci and Samo, appealing to Rome for aid. Ferrante himself 

was all for peace; his financial straits were desperate, his debts to 

Florentine merchants enormous. War would stop the sale of grain to 

Rome; Innocent might seize the cattle tolls between the Abruzzi and 

Apulia; Rene of Ix)rraine would probably press the Angevin claim with 

French support. He still trusted his ministers, employing them in nego¬ 

tiations with the nobles in August 1485. His set^ond son Frederick inter¬ 

views^ the barons, who wish^ him to succeed his father. The Italian 

powere were averse to war. Venice merely allowed her general Roberto 

Sanseverino to take service at Rome. The sympathies of Sforza and 

Lorenzo de’ Medici were with Ferrante, but were academic, though Sforza 

later allowed Trivulzio and the Count of Caiazzo to give some aid. 

On 30 September Aqiiila expelled the royal garrison, quartered against 

the city’s privileges. Yet on 2 October Petrucci and Sarno brought news 

that the barons had accepted terms, the chief being that Frederick should 

marry the Seneschal’s daughter and receive the great fief of Taranto. 

Aquila returned to temporary obedience. The so-called peace of Miglionico, 

nicknamed Mai Consiglio, was of service to Ferrante as rlividing baronial 

interests, just when Innocent was prepared for war. In the ensuing w^ar 

the barons played no ac-tive or united part. From 30 October it took a 

scrambling character. Alfonso with Ferrante’s close friend, Virginio 

Orsini, fought Sanseverino north of Rome, threatening Perugia, aiul 

joining Trivulzio in Tu.scany. The other princes defended Apulia and 

the Abruzzi against Giovanni della Rovere, who gained contact w ith the 

'arons at Venosa. Genoa declared for Innocent, and in March 1486 
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Cardinal Rovere went thither to obtain aid from Rend His departure 

and a partial victory by Alfonso at Montorio on 7 May, which laid Rome 

open, proved decisive. The Romans clamoured for peace, which was 

urged by Sforza and Ferdinand of Atagon. Cardinal Borgia was now too 

strong for the French party in the Curia. Aquila i*evolted from the Pope. 

Peace was made at Rome on 11 August 1487. 

Ferrante had made concessions which he never meant to keep. He 

engaged to pay the papal tribute; the barons were dispensed from duty 

of attendance at Court; Aquila might make choice between king and 

Pope. This last question was decided by Ferrante’s occupation of the 

town and slaughter of the leading papalists. In May 1487 Petrucci and 

Samo were executed; the greater nobles, caught in a trap, met a similar 

fate; Antonello Sanseverino and the heirs of the Prince of Bisignano, 

almost alone, escaped to Venice. Huge estates were swept into the 

treasury; the monarchy seemed stronger than it had ever been. Friendly 

alike with the Colonna and Virginio Oi-Hini, Ferrante seemed to hold Rome 

in the hollow of his hand. With his son-in-law Matthias Corvinus of 

Hungary he had threatened a Council for Innocent’s deposition, and 

Matthias was organising an attack upon Ancona. Hard by, a local 

adventurer, Guz/one, had introduced a Turkish garrison into Osimo, the 

ancient walls of which were almost impregnable. Rovere was away in 

France; the feeble, vacillating l^ope did not know to whom to turn. 

I..orenzo de’ Medici saved him, partly from a genuine desire for peace, 

partly from his long-deferred hope of a cardinalate for his son Giovanni. 

Arrangi'inents were made for the marriage of Lorenzo's daughter Mad- 

dalena with the Pope’s son Franceschetto Cybo. I^renzo’s bribes, sup- 

[X)rte<l by Ludovico Sfor/a’s troops, got rid of Guzzone and his Turks. 

Alliance with the Medici entfiiled friendship with the Orsini, so closely 

connected with them by marriage. All this was deeply resented by Rovere, 

now iKmt upon French and Angevin alliance. 

('ybb’s marriage took place in Novemt>er 1487, and yet Innocent’s 

position was scarcely improvt^d. In April 1488 Girolamo Riario was 

murdered in Forli by his nobles. The Pope w ished to annex his defs, but 

Girolamo's widow, Caterina Sforza, stoutly held the castle, and, under 

Florentine pressure, he was forced to admit her son’s succession. Faction 

fights at Perugia led to tlie expulsion of the Oddi by the Baglioni, much 

to papal disadvantage. At Faenza Galeotto Manfredi was murdercxl by 

his wife, FrHnc*esca l^ntivoglio. Florentine aid w^as again invoked; the 

Medici were becoming the controlling power throughout Romagna. 

Bologna in 1489-90 recognised Giovanni Bentivoglio as princeps et 

columen of the republic. Southwards, Ancona was flying the Hungarian 

banner. The Papal States were falling to pieces. Innocent vainly apj>ealed 

to Italian and foreign powers, threatening to withdraw the Papacy from 

Italy. Suddenly he de<‘laml for Ferrante, making peace in January 1492, 

and marrying his grand-daughter Battistina to Alfonso’s bastaixl, Luigi 
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d’Aragona. The price was the guarantee of the succession of Alfonso and 

his heir, which evoked emphatic protests from the French Crown. On 

25 July Innocent died. These two reigns are notorious for the unwhole¬ 

some growth of the cardinalate, due to the policy of Sixtus and the want 

of it in Innocent. Sixtus had packed the college with nipoti to obtain a 

secure majority. But the changes in his political alliances necessitated 

the grant of hats to the Italian or foreign powers in favour. The nominees 

of Milan, Naples, France, or Spain, would naturally be men of wealth, 

influence, and a definite foreign policy. Innocent thus succeeded to a 

cardinalate of contending pei*sonalities, each with a clique of poorer and 

less important colleagues. He increased this body, in defiance of the 

capitulation.s, notably by the promotion of Giovanni de’ Medici, a boy of 

thirteen, though not fully recognised till ten years later. The danger 

now was, not the union of the curial oligarchy against the Pope’s monarchy, 

but the factions l^etween the several groups, over which a feeble Pope had 

no control. Each great cardinal was a pope in himself, with his own 

fortified palace and garrison, his own connexions among the Roman 

nobility, his own foreign policy. They divided among them, in spite of 

tradition and protest, all the chief Roman benefices, poisoning by factions 

the life of the populace at large. Rome was rarely in such a corrupt and 

lawless condition as under Innocent, for the central authorities of the 

Vatican and Capitol had no power. Secularisation of manners and 

morals was complete. Innocent added to this by the public recognition 

of his two children. He was the first Pope to dine with ladies, and this 

at the marriage of his grand-daughter l^eretta Usodimare to the Marquess 

of Finale. Another wedded Ferrante’s bastard grandson, the Marquess 

of Gerace. 

A curious incident in the reign was the purchtise of Sultan Havazid’s 

brother Djem, a refugee with the knights of Rhodes. The rulers of 

Hungary and Spain, the Soldan of Egypt, and Venice, would gladly have 

bought him from the Grand Master, Pierre d'Aubusson, upon whose French 

estates he was living. Innocent, however, bribed the owner with a cardinal’s 

hat. This was a profitable investment, for Bayazid paid a large annuity 

for Djem’s safe custody, adding a bonus in the gift of the lance reputed 

to have pierced the side of Jesu.s, which was received at Rome wfith much 

ceremony, and no little scepticism. Innocent was relieved of the responsi¬ 

bility for a crusade, for Bayazid promised peace with Christendom during 

his brother’s detention. He made attempts to poison Djem, but the 

Vatican officials were watchful, and Djem survived his papal gaoler. 

Innocent’s monument by Antonio Pollaiuolo is in the new St Peter’s. 

Of his interest in Art Rome shews little trace, for his garden house, the 

Belvedere, was later converted into the Museum of Sculpture. This was 

decorated by Mantegna and Pinturicchio, the latter’s work including the 

views of Italian cities, which would have been priceless to posterity. 

The reign of Innocent’s successor, Alexander VI, belongs to another 
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book, but for Naples the new era opens with the death of Ferrante. A 

breach between the Aragonese dynasty and the nephew of Calixtus seemed 

inevitable, but Ferrante was bent on peace. He bribed Alexander to 

desert the Milanese alliance by the marriage of Alfonso’s daughter Sancia 

to Jofr6 Borgia. When the French envoy reached Rome to demand in¬ 

vestiture of Naples for his master, he met with unqualified refusal. Yet 

Ferrante’s troubles with Alexander were not ended. In one of his last 

letters to Fenhnand of Aragon he complained that it was his fate to be 

harassed by every Pope, and that it was impossible to live at peace with 

Alexander. Worn out by anxiety and age he died on 25 January 1494. 

Alexander after all adhered to the Neapolitan alliance, and his refusal to 

annul Innocrcnt VIIFs investiture of Alfonso rendered inevitable the great 

French invasion, which was to change for centuries the life of Italy. 



CHAPTER VI 

FLORENCE AND NORTH ITALY 

1414-1492. 

The death of I^adislas of Naples (6 August 1414), wrote a contempo¬ 

rary Florentine, ‘‘brought release from fear and suspicion to Floi-ence and 

all other frt^e cities of Italy^'" For the remainder of the century the 

unification of Italy under one ruler lay outside the range of practical 

politics. The treaties by which Filippo Maria Visconti, in the early 

yeai's of his rule in Milan, recognised the rights of Venice over Verona 

and Vicenza, and fixed the rivers Magra and Fanaro as the boundaries 

l)etween “I^mibard power and Tust'an liberty,’’ are typical of the spirit 

which inspired the relations between the Itnliaii States for the next eighty 

years. Florence, Milan, and Venice each pursued a policy of exjmnsion 

and consolidation within their respective spheres of influence, strong 

enough to check attempts at hegemony on the part of any single power, 

and at the same time forced to take account of the clearly defined 

interests of their neighbours. 

Florence at this time was from many points of view at the zenith of 

her power and wx*ll-being. Her banking activities permeated the civilised 

wwld; the quantity and (piality of her clotli ensurtxl her supreimicy in 

the wool-trade; the acquisition of Pisa (140(5) and I^^ghorn (1421) o|)ened 

out to her new opportunities for maritime commeri'c; Ghiberti was at 

work on his first set of bronze doors for the Baptistery, and Brunelleschi’s 

dome was rising over the Cathedral. Confidence in the regime which had 

n)ade Florence great, and faith in its aipaeity to endure, inspired the 

revision of the statutes which was carried out in 1415. Nothing in the 

pages of this document suggests that the foundations of the republic 

were, in fact, already undermined, in that the solidarity of the patrician 

class, and with it the motive force in the working of the commune, had 

vanished from the life of the city. For purposes of government Florence 

was divided into Quaiimi, which in 1343 had replact^d the earlier Sexti^ 

and each Qm^iitre was further sulxlivided into four GonfaUm'r, the 

representation of these fractions of the commune in ecjual niimlxTs 

formed an essential element in the composition of all councils. The 

monopoly of political power lay with twenty-one trade-gilds, the fourteen 

Aril Minori and the seven Aril Maggiori l)eing represented on the chief 

rnagistmcics, from 1387 onwards, in the proportion of one to four. This 

further reduction of the power of the lesser gilds, after the settlement of 

1382 ^ is one among several insbuices of a tendency to narrow the basis 

of government, bred of the fear and suspicions of the leading citizens in 

‘ Buoninse^ni, D., Storia deUa dttd di Firenze^ p, 7. 
^ See mpra. Vol. vii, (’liap. ii^ p. 
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whose hands for good or for ill the destinies of Florence lay. The Sig- 

noria, composed of the Gonfaloniere di Giustizia and eight Priori^ were 

elected by lot from bags {horse) filled from time to time with sets of 

names of those qualified for office and representing Quartieri and Arti in 

their due proportions. Save for the check placed upon it by two advisory 

bodies, the Collegia the authority of the Signoria during its two-months** 

tenure of office was practically unlimited, and embraced every sphere of 

government. When serious questions were at issue, it was customary to 

summon the leading citizens to a pratica \ the debates which took pleure 

at these informal gatherings shew that, whoever might hold office at 

the moment, the right of a i^ecognised group of ottimati to be consulted 

on the policy of the republic was undisputed. The two principal 

legislative councils were the CormgUo del Popolo and the Consiglio del 

Comvni\ this last alone among the constitutional bodies not being 

confined to members of the gilds; their functions were limited to voting 

without discussion upon the proposals laid l>efore them by the Signoria. 

On rare occasions a Parlamento of all the citizens was summoned to the 

Piazza by the ringing of the great bell, but the symbol of democracy had 

tiecome the means by which the party in powder obtained authority to 

impose its will upon the community, llie consent of the Parlamento w^as 

sought for the erection of a balia, or commission of reform, and for the 

delegation to it, for a limited period, of the full powders inherent in the 

commune. During the lifetime of the halta the ordinary constitution was 

suspended; it legislated without recourse to the Councils, and appointed 

AccoppiaUni^ who refilled the election bags and usually received authority 

to nominate the Signoria and other magistracies a mono (i.e. not by lot), 

for a fixed term of years. Outside the main framework of the constitution 

lay numerous committees appointed, for the most part, by the Signoria. 

Of these the most important were the Otto della gnardia^ a c^ommittee of 

public safety, the Set della Mercantanzm^ a board of trade and court for 

commercial tmcs w ith w ide international functions, and ih^ Died di Guerra 

e Pace^ a temporary committee the appointment of which was tantamount 

to a declaration of w ar. 

The constitution of Florencx" as defined by law was a not unworthy 

embodiment of the ideal of liberty and concord and justice which 

inspired her citizens. Its most obvious defect, its complication, sprang 

from an honest attempt to give due recognition to all classes and 

interests, and, so long as the patrician class remained united, its will 

prevailed amid changing committees, while short tenure of office enabled 

each individual popolaiw to contribute his share to the work of govern¬ 

ment. But Florence, in words which Machiavelli plac^es in the mouth of 

Hinaldo dWlbizzi, was “a city in which law^s are less regarded than 

pei*sons\^ Despite much lip-service rendered to public spirit, capitalism 

was destroying the gild organisation, and rival merchant groups sought 

* htorie fioreiitine, Bk. iv, 



204 The ascendancy of the Albizn 

to capture the machinery of government in their own intei'ests. The 

ottimati were divided among themselves, and the preservation of unity 

depended in practice upon the ability of an individual to substitute the 

authority of a single will for that of the citizen class as a whole* 

So long as Maso d’Albizzi lived, the quarrels within the circle of the 

ottimati were not allowed to come to the surface. Rich, able, and attractive, 

and endowed with the spirit of cAvilta which enabled him to cloak the 

substance of power under the manners of a citizen, he ruled Florence in 

the interests of his family and of the Artv della Lann^ with which its 

fortunes were associated. Yet his supremacy was not nmintained without 

drastic purging of the election bags and prolonged pei’secution of his 

opponents, the Alberti. With his death in 1417, and that of Gino 

Capponi four years later, the divisions within the ruling circle l)ecame 

formidable. Niccold da Uzzano possessed unrivalled authority in the 

councils and a true patriotism; yet he was growing old, and the only 

method which he advocated for holding the oligart hy together was to 

nan’ow it still further. Of the younger generation, Rinaldo d'Albizzi was 

a man of high character and conspicuous talent, but he lacked the gifts 

which had enabled his father to control the city without seeming to do 

so; an idealist rather than a politician, he disdained to court popularity 

or to manipulate the constitutional machinery in order to establish his 

authority, and dreamed of a Florence in which all citizens were cK|ual and 

offices were awarded according to merit alone. At once touchy and over¬ 

bearing, he was inevitably a foinenter of discord, and the friction Ixd wwn 

himself and Neri Capponi brought strife into the inmost centre of the 

oligarcliv. In 1423 the outbreak of war with Milan made plain the weak¬ 

nesses of the govemment, its ineffective diploinacty, its failun; to provide 

a revenue commensurate with its exf>enscs or to convince the majority of 

citizens that its members wen* not deriving fiei'sotnd protit from the war. 

The institution of the CVi/a.v/o in 1427 was an important step towanis 

the regularisation of taxation and its removal fn>tii the sphere of party 

politics. Every citizen w^ls called upon to make a return of his property, 

movable and immovable, income being reckoned as seven fx^r cent, of 

capital; after an allowance of two hundred Horins for each member of the 

household and other recognised charges had been deducted, a tax of one 

half per cent, was imposed on the capital thus assessed. For all its merits, 

the new system Ixcarne a source of fiiscord. An attempt to impose it 

upon the subject cities produc(*fl rebellion in VolteiTa, and, wuthin 

Florence, the rich were aggrieved by the heavy burden laid upon them 

while the poor were enraged at the realisation of how lightly wealth ha<l 

escaped hitherto. During these years the prohhnn of civic unity was 

prominent in the deliberations of responsible citizens, Gino ('apponi was 

not alone in deploring tlie practice of carrying on the w ork of government 

outside the Palazzo Vecchio, in the business-houses and at the supper 
tables of influential men, as derogatory to the Signoria and an incentive 
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to faction. Groups of citizens were summoned to the Palazzo to swear on 

the Gospels that they would lay aside enmity and think only of the 

honour of the republic, and it became necessiiry to suppress the religious 

confraternities as centres of political agitation. Eventually the I^x contra 

acandalosos (1429) provided for a special committee to undertake a bien¬ 

nial denunciation of factious citizens, with power, in conjunction with the 

Signoria, to impose sentences of exile or disqualification for office. Such 

a remedy was worse than the disease; as Giuliano Davanzati truly said, 

in one of the numerous pratiche held on the subject, “the root of this evil 

which torments us is in our hearts*.’’ 

The war with Lucca (1429-33) sealed the fate of the oligarchy. It 

began as a military adventure of doubtful honesty in which the voices of 

those who wH>uld have opposed it were drowned amid the popular clamour 

for conquest. It ended in disaster for the Florentine arms, the day of the 

final battle being kept by I.ucca as the festival of her vindicated liberty 

so long as the republic lasted. Rinaldo d’Albizzi had been among the 

most ardent promoters of war, and for three months he was actively 

engaged in the fighting as one of the Florentine Commissaries. After 

days s{>ent up to his waist in mud, the miseries of sleepless nights 

enhanced by accusing letters addressed to him by the Dieci^ he returned 

to Florence to find a scapegoat for his misfortunes in the person of 

Cosimo de' Medici. The precise part played by Giovanni de’ Medici and 

his son Cosimo in the years which preceded the Medicean supremacy 

cannot easily be determined. It is clear that they were influential, but 

ow ing to tlieir delilxTate abstention from politics the direction in which 

their influence was exercised is difficult to trace. The democratic tradi¬ 

tions of his family and his own great wealth rendered Giovanni suspect 

to the oligarchy, yet they found no cause to attack him; indeed their 

efforts were chiefly diretded towards securing his co-operation. His 

attitude towards the Cataato shewed unwillingness to oppose a measure 

which wa.s popular w ith those less wealthy citizens who looked on him os 

their friend, mingled with a natural absence of enthusia.sm for an impo¬ 

sition which, with a single exception, fell more heavily on himself than on 

any other citizen. Before his death (1429) he had won for him.self a 

reputation for wisdom, benevolence, and public .spirit, and by strict 

attention to business he htul laid the economic foundations of Medicean 

greatness. In the course of the war with Lucca the prestige which 

Cosimo enjoyed in the city became more apparent. His cousin Averardo 

was a prominent member of the war party, but Cosimo, on his own 

shewing^ only supported it because he considered that the honour of 

Florence had lK‘come involved. He won the gratitude of the hard-pressed 

government by his loans and, cus a meml^er of the Died and of the 

embassy which negotiated peace, he increased his reputation for states- 

* ComrnMoni di Rinnldo degli Albizzi^ m, 507, 23 February 1431. 

^ Letter to Averardo de* Medici, 4 February 1430, ibid. 350. 
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manship. To Rinaldo, eager to be first in Florence, Cosimo’s seeming 

indifference to power and popularity, and the case with which they came 

to him, could not fail to be a sour(*e of bitterness. After Uzzano'^s death 

the two stood out as rivals for supremacy, and in September 1433 Rinaldo 

launched his attack upon Cosiino in the Signoria. He was accused of 

being one of the principal authors of the war, and of endeavouring, as 

his family had endeavoured from 1378 onwards, to bring the city under 

the Medici yoke, ^‘desiring rather to live according to their own perverse 

wiir** than to bow to the laws of the republic*. Cosimo returned to 

Florence from his estates in the Mugello on the summons of the Signoria, 

and on 7 September he found himself a prisoner in the Palazzo Vecchio, 

His enemies had the situation in their hands, but they failed to make use 

of it. A month of delay and discussion followed, in w hich it wa*s hoped 

that Cosimo’s business would he ruined by his enforced absence, but which 

he used to buy himself support. When he exchanged his prison for exile 

in Venice, the prompt intercession of the V enetian republic on his behalf 

was not without its eff*ect in Florence. Rinaldo took no steps to extend 

the power of the halta which had secured his victory, and on its expiry a 

Signoria favourable to the Medici was elected. At the eleventh hour 

Rinaldo attempted to secure himself by means of a coup (THaty but l\)pe 

Eugeni us IV, who was resident in Florence at the time, persuaded him to 

disband his forces. Meanwhile a Parlarncnto was summoned and a new 

balia received authority to undo the work of its predecessor. The l>an on 

the Medici was removed, Rinaldo and his sons went into exile, and, on 

5 October 1434, Cosimo returned to Florence amid the acclamations of 

his fellow-citizens. 

When the miserable reign of Giovanni Maria Visconti in Milan (1405^- 

12) was cut short by his assfissination, the great duchy ruled over by 

his father was in fragments. The chief cities had set up de^spots from 

among their own nobility, or had been seized bv mercenary captains. 

Giovanni V^ignati w'as lord of I^odi and Piacenza, Cabrino Fondulo ruled 

in Cremona, Benzoni in Crema, Rusca in (’omo; one of the late duke^s 

condottieriy Pandolfo Malatesta, was in possession of Brescia and Bergamo, 

while Facino Cane, the captain-general of the Milanese forces, not only 

held Alessandria, Tortona, and Novara, but had made liimself arbiter of 

Milan and its duk(‘. The lack of organic unity in what had appeared, ten 

years earlier, to be the most highly centralised state in Italy received 

spectacular demonstration. Meanwhile, internal anarchy was fornentel by 

external enemies who sought to makeprofit out of the misfortunes of Milan. 

ITie Sw'i.ss descended upon the Val d'Ossola and the V'al I^^vantina; the 

Marquess of Montferrat made himself master of Vercelli, and the Marquess 

of Este of Parma and Reggio. Sigisrnund, King of the Romans, cherished 

designs for a revival of imperial power in Lombardy, and as a means to 

* Fabroni, A., Magni Coami AJedicei VitUy Vol. n, 75. 
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this end took under his protection the descendants of Bemab6 Visconti 

and other rivals to the authority of the new duke. On his brother's death, 

Filippo Maria Visconti was virtually a prisoner in his castle at Pavia, 

while the leading Ghibelline family, the Beccaria, controlled the city in 

co-operation with Facino Cane. He was not yet twenty, feeble in health 

and highly nervous in temperament; yet this morbid recluse, who was 

reduced to a state of panic by a thunderstorm and shunned contact with 

his fellows, was endowed with strength of purpose and brain-power which 

enabled him to perform a feat of statesmanship of the highest order. 

Beginning with Pavia and Milan, he extended his authority over the 

cities of the duchy one by one, until his dominions stretched from the 

Sesia on the west to the Mincio on the east; the recovery of Parma and 

Piacenza brought Visconti power south of the Po; on the north the Swiss 

were forced to yield up their conquests, and the keys to the Simplon and 

the St Gotthard passes were once more in Milanese hands. The conquest 

of Genoa crowned a decade of achievement and, in 1426, Sigisraund set 

the seal of imf)erial approval on what had lx?en accomplished when he 

invested Filippo with the duchy of Milan, renewing the privileges which 

had \yeeti enjoyed by his father. 

Ability and good luck, force and diplomacy, fraud and legality, all 

played their part in the work of reconstruction. Facino Cane's death, 

coincident with that of Duke Giovanni, was a stroke of fortune of 

which Filippo made full use by marrying his widow’, and succeeding 

through her influence to the control of her late husband's cities. The 

military successes of these veal's were largely the work of Carmagnola, 

whose asvsociation with Filippo had begun in Pavia when the former 

vf&a one of Facino Cane's captains, (^arinagnola's part, however, con¬ 

sisted mainly in reaping the fruit of his master’s diplomacy. The ducal 

registers of the period shew* the thoroughness and variety of Visconti's 

diplomatic methods; he treated alternately with the victim of the 

moment and with his chief enemies, playing on their fears and am¬ 

bitions and luring each in turn into hus net. He was never so dangerous 

as when he appeared to lye conciliatory, and both Giovanni Vignati and 

Cabrino Fondulo learned that investiture, with the title of count, with 

the city which owned them as loni was the first step towards the for¬ 

feiture not only of their city but of their life. When a city was taken 

over, procurators were at once sent to receive oaths of fealty from repre¬ 

sentatives of the commune, and from the leading citizens, while the forces 

of a strong central organisation wei'e directed towards the conquest of 

particularism. Communal liberties and individual rights were over-ridden, 

but Filippo was wist* enough not to think himself to be infallible, and to 

take advice on local questions from those better informed than himself. 

Although the extent of his dominions made it imperative to delegate 

power to local officers, trusted servants of the diike watched over their 

proceedings and checked their extortions. The rural population was pro- 
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tected against the oppressions of cities and feudatories and, if need be, 

Filippo found favour with his subjects by associating himself with their 

grievances against his own officials. The party rivalries which were still 

acute in the majority of Lombard cities often afforded a means for the 

establishment of ducal authority. When this was accomplished, the central 

government became a mediator between factions, encouraging marriages 

between rival families, and providing for the election of an equal number 

of Guelfs and Ghibelliries to the city Councils. In 1440, however, media¬ 

tion gave place to suppression, and a general decree was issued forbiddiiig 

the use of party names and ordering elections to be made on considerations 

of merit alone. Intimate as was his association with the dominion, the 

duke**3 first care was for his capital. Under his rule Milan increased in 

wealth, population, and industry until she bt^came one of the leading 

cities of Italy. Above all he was an excellent financier, and one of his 

most consj)icuou8 merits was that of prompt payment for work done. 

He introduced salutary reforms in taxation, superseding the capricious 

and interested valuations of special commissions and doing much to 

mitigate the burden which heavy expenditure and the numerous exemp¬ 

tions, which he found it necessary to grant, undoubtedly imposed upon 

his subjects. When the Venetians invaded the Milanese, in 1446-47, they 

were struck with the signs of pn)sperity which greeted them. Com, 

wine, and oil abounded, the people {)os.sessed silk and silver, they fared 

sumptuously and did not know what war was^ The testimony of his 

enemies confirms the general impression derivt^d from internal sources of 

the beneficence of the rule of the last Visconti. 

Amicable relations between Milan and Florence did not long survive 

Visconti's acquisition of Genoa. His ambitions in Liguria ran counter 

to the maritime interests of Pisa, and, by an invasion of Romagna, he 

enteretl a sphere which was as vital as the western sea-board to Florentine 

commerce. In 1423 Florence declared war, and from that time fighting 

was almost continuous up to the peace of Lodi in 1454. These years 

constitute the heroic age of the Italian condotticre. From the victory of 

Alberico da Barbiano and his ('ompagnia di San Giorgio over the French 

forces which were threatening Rome in 1379, native Italian companies 

rapidly established their ascendancy. Alberico's camp became the cradle of 

the condottiere system; here Braccio da Montone and Muzio Attendolo— 

nicknamed Sforza—received their military training and formed one of 

those soldier friendships which persisted through lifelong rivalry in 

the field; from thence they went out to found the two most famous 

among Italian schools of soldiery, and to l>equeath to future generations 

of Bracceschi and Sforzeschi their peculiar loyalties, traditions, and 

methods. As the native profession of arms developed, all classes and all 

parts of Italy contributes! to its ranks. Members of the lesser feudal 

nobility and younger sons of great houses made up the larger proportion 

‘ Da Soldo, C;., Annalrn Brixiani, in Muratorij Rer. Ital. Script. (Ist edii) 841. 
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of the condottieri^ but among them were peasants such as Carmagnola, 

lords of cities such as Gonzaga of Mantua and Malatesta of Rimini, and 

ecclesiastics, among whom Cardinal Giovanni Vitelleschi is an outstanding 

example. Umbria produced Braccio, the Piccinini, and Gattamelata; 

from Romagna came Sforza, Niccolo da Tolentino, and Agnolo della 

Pergola, and as the century advanced there was hardly a Romagnol lord 

who did not hold a condotta from one of the larger States. Facino Cane 

was a Piedmontese, dal Verme and Colleone were Lombards; scions of 

great Roman and Neapolitan families—Orsini, Colonna, Sanseverini— 

fought as mercenary captains in North Italy while retaining their 

character as southem feudatories. Of recent years condottiere warfare 

has been rescued from some of the contempt which tradition has cast 

upon it. There is abundant proof that the Italian soldier of fortune 

brought to his profession scientific study of the art of war, technical 

skill of a high order, and boundless enthusiasm. Among the battles of 

the period remarkable both for fierceness and heavy casualties is the 

contest between ( -annagnola and the Swiss at Arbedo(June 1422), which 

demoUvstrated the superiority of Italian arms over a power whose military 

reputation stood high. Pusillanimous captains, campaigns fought only 

in summer, bloodless battles are recognised to be the legendary offspring 

of Machiavelli's invective rather than the products of history. Neverthe¬ 

less the system could not fail to be expensive and politically unsound. 

Forces were niultif)lied for no other reason than that a ruler could not 

affbnl to leave efficient captains free to be bought up by his enemies, and 

the payment of amdotte taxed the resources of even the wealthiest of 

States. Provision of quarters, in the intervals of campaigns, was a serious 

problem for prince and captain alike. Filippo Maria Visconti, who under¬ 

stood the art of shifting the responsibility for evils which could not be 

avoided on to the shoulders of others, ordered that troops should as far 

08 possible be assigned quarters in the fiefs of the condottUriy in order 

that they, and not tlie ducal officers, should have to deal with the com^ 

plaints of the inhabitants against the depredations of the soldiery. When 

a condoituTC acquired a State of his own the problem of quarters found 

a permanent solution, but from henceforth he had the interests of two 

States to serve, and, >vhen these clashed, his first concern was not for his 

employer but for himself. Apart from political considerations, moreover, 

the system had inherent weakne.sses which made its disappearance only a 

question of time. From the condottiere sUindpoint war was a fine art, an 

opportunity for the exercise of individual virtik\ the heavy cavalryman 

was of its essence and, until late in the century, the use of fire-arms, save 

in siege warfare, was looked upon with something of the disfavour ac¬ 

corded to shooting foxes in a hunting neighbourhood. Thus the develop¬ 

ment of artillery and the inci*easing importance of infantry created a 

revolution in the art of war to w'hich tlie system was incapable of 

adapting itself. It collapsed with the French and Spanish invasions, 
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in common with much else that gave character and distinction to Italian 

life. 

Two campaigns in the Romagna brought disaster to the Florentine 

foi'ces. Thereupon embassies were sent to Venice to plead that her 

interests, no less than those of Florence, demanded that the course of the 

Visconti viper should l>e checked. Their arguments were reinfoix'ed by 

those of Carmagnola, who had quari'elled witli Visconti, chiefly owing to 

the determination of the latter that he would not be saddled with a 

second Facino Cane. In the spring of 1425 he came to Venice, there to 

play what was, in his own opinion, the determining part in her det;ision 

to declare wai. The hour had struck, however, when Venice could no 

longer- ignore the menace to her mainland dominion created by the 

growing power of Milan, From the death of Gian Galeazzo Visconti she 

had been free to conquer and consolidate her territory east of the Mincio 

without hindrance from her western neighbour. Hut, although advocates 

of peace might declar-e that the hills of the Ven>nese wei'e the natural 

frontiei's of Venice, it was unlikely that Visconti, who had not hesibited 

to break the terms of his agreement with Florence when it suited him, 

would acquiesce in this opinion indehnitely. Thus arr extension of Visconti 

power to the Adriatic came once more witliin the hounds of possibility, 

and this for Venice, with a nobility which htul invested largely in estates 

round Padua, a commercial system demanding five ac^tvss to the Alpine 

passes, and a population drawing its chief supplies of corn, win(‘, wood, 

and fresh water from the mainland, could only mean disaster. Moreover, 

the subjugation of Genoa had brought Visconti into conflict with Venice 

in the Levant, where he was active in the promotion of Genoese com¬ 

mercial interests, in alliance with the lairk, to the detriment of the 

Venetians. Under these circumstances the dangers of fxjacc were at least as 

great as those of war. 'Fhe words of the Dogt* h’rancesco Foscari turned the 

sc^le against the peace part\ in the \ enetian Senate, and on S l)ecend)er 

1425 an offensive league with Morent-e was signt-d. 

The two first campaigns of tlie war resulte<l in important territorial 

acquisitions for Venice. In 142() she won Hreseia, and in Octolxu' 1427 

Carinagnola'.s victory a Maclodio sec ured for iier Ifergarno and a frontier 

which touched the upper waters of the Adda. At this point her advance 

was chtvkc^d by (arrnagnohrs failure to take (Hanona, and the conquest 

of the whole line of the Adda to its conjunction with the remained an 

unrealised ambition for another seventy years. During these c>ampaigns, 

Niccolb Piccinino, the recognised leader of the Bracceschi, and Fraruvsco 

Sforza, who had succeeded his father as head of the rival s<’hool, fought side 

by side in the Mijane.se forces. At their closer, Francesco Sforza s[>ent tw'o 

years in a Milanesii prison, while ('arnuignola was summoneii to Venice 

for trial and execution a.s a traitor. Tlie dispassionate progress of Venetian 

justice, with its sifting of evideiuv and its ruthless judgment, contrasts 

with the caprice of the despot who threw Sforza into prisoii onsuspicion^and 
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released him in order to betroth him to his daughter. In 1438, war be¬ 

tween Milan and Venice blazed up again with peculiar fierceness. Piccinino 

led the Milanese, Gattamelata and Colleone fought for Venice, and in 

1439 Sforza, twice disappointed of his bride, became captain-general of 

the Venetian armies. Visconti had at last succeeded in winning over the 

Marquess of Mantua, and hoped, with his aid, to drive the Venetians from 

their conquests west of the Mincio. The centre of the fighting was Lago 

di Garda, a triangle enclosed on two sides by hills and guarded at its 

southern base by the Mantuan fortress of Pes(;hiera. With the southern 

route barred to them, the Venetians could only retain contact with Brescia 

and Bergamo by cmssing the lake or by circuitous marches through the 

northern hills. Their exploits and those of their opponents form the sagas 

of catidoitiere biographers, which they tell with a wealth of classical 

allusion and infec‘tiou8 enthusiasm. Both sides launched a fleet on the 

lake, the Venetian ships being transported on rollers over the hills from 

the Adige in mid-winter, a remarkable feat of engineering for which a 

Venetian naval officer — Niccolo Sorbold—was responsible. Piccinino 

succeeded in destroying the enemy fleet, and then sailed up the lake 

to find himself surrounded by Sforza’s army near Riva. Thereupon he 

made his es(*ape through the enemy lines, tied up in a sack on the 

shoulders of a stalwart German, and tamed out a surprise attack on 

Verona. Sforza followed in hot pursuit and retook Verona three days 

after its fall. 

In the following year, the Venetian fleet establishetl its supremacy on 

the lake, Peschiera fell, and Bi'escia and Bergamo were relieved. Meanwhile 

Piccinino ramie a diversion on Tuscany in conjunction with the Florentine 

exiles, to l>e defeated bv a Florentine-Papal army at Anghian (J^9 June 

1440). Some sixty years later I.ieonardo’s art was engaged to crelebrate 

thivS victory, which secured Cbsimode’ Medici's ascendancy in Florence and 

led to the incorporation of Borgo San Sepolcro and the Casentino in the 
Florentine dominion. Piccinino's purpose had been to draw Sfoi'za away 

from lionilmrdy, and w hen this faiknl he returned to attack him near the 

Adda. If he had given himself wdmle-heartedly to fighting, his victory 

might have Wen decisive; but his chief concern was to force the Duke 

of Milan to give him Piacenza, as ‘‘a place of his own’^ in which he 

might spend his declining years. Other capttiins made .similar requests 

until Filippo, in disgust, tunned to Sforza, offering him the hand of 

Bianca Maria Visconti with Cremona and Pontreinoli as dowry towns, if he 

would mediate between Milan and Venice. So tlie long-deferred marriage 

took place, and the peace of Cavriana was published (10 December 1441). 

It lasted only until Filippo repented of his action and tried to rob Sforza 

of the towns which he had recently bestowed upon him. The Venetians 

rallieii in Sforza's defence, and in 1446 they crossed the Adda and came 

within sight of Milan. Old and ill, with his financ'es enibairassed, Filippo 

pleaded W peace; when this was ixifused, he sought aid of Alfonso of 
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Aragon and Charles VII of France in turn, and finally threw himself on 
the mercy of his son-in-law. Despite the quarrels and betrayals of twenty 

years, both Filippo and Francesco realised that in the last resort their 

interests were ide^itical. The security and integrity of the Milanese State 

was vibil to both, and neither would allow the other to be ruined. So 

Francesco gave secret orders that no Venetian soldier was to be allowed 

inside Cremona, and left his own vanishing dominion in the March of 

Ancona to come to his father-in-law’s aid; on his way he heard that 

Filippo Maria Visconti wa^ dead (13 August 1447). 

The fate of Milan now lay on the knees of the gods. Frederick III 

claimed the duchy as a lapsed imperial fief. Aragonese troo[)s were in 

possiission of the Gastello, armed with a document in which Filippo named 

Alfonso of Aragon as his successor. Charles VII, eager for Italian ad¬ 

venture, had responded to Filippo’s appeal for aid In .sending troop.s to 

occupy Asti; these proclaimed Charles of Orleans, the son of Valentina 

V^isconti, as the rightful heir. The hopes of all aspirants to the throne 

w'ei*e, however, frustrated by the proclamation of the Ambrosian Republic. 

A committee of twenty-four Captains and Defenders of Iala3rty were 

chosen from among the leacling families to rule tlie city, the ancient 

Council of Nine Hundred confirming the election. Within Milan the 

republic carried all Ix^forc it. Visc‘onti\s captains threw in their lot w'ith 

the citizens and drove the Aragonese from the Casteilo, which was itself 

destroyed together with many of the ducal registers and tax-hooks. Rut 

the subject citie.s .shewed no inclination to .support the iu‘w regime, and 

Venice Ixlied the professions of friendship w hich she made to the sister 

republic by occupying Piacenza and Lodi. Faced by the necessity oi 

continuing the war, the Defenders of LilxTtv invited Francesco Sforza 

to take service with them. Sforza was naturally ill-pleased with the turn 

of events in Milan, but his power to take life as it comes stocxl him in 

good stead now, as at other crises in hi.s career. He entered the service 

of the city wdiich he had hoped would receive him a.s duke, and for the 

next fourteen months fought with conspicuous siic'cess against Venice. 

When the Defenders of Liberty were about to make peace Ixhind his 

back, he forestalled them by himself changing sides. N\)t quite a year 

later (September 1449), Venice and Milan combined ^igainst Sforzx in tlu* 

belief that they would thereby force him to accept their terms, hut he 

defied their expectations and carried on tlie war single-handed. At this 

supreme moment of his career he gambkxl with fortune. He knew that 

he could not fight Milan and Venice together for long, but he also knew 

that the iVmbrosian Republic w as tottering tow an!s its fall. He plaved 

high, but he played with judgment and hi.s goocl luck did not desert him. 

The Ambrosian Republic failed in re.spect of tw o problems of outstaiiding 

importance, the maintenance of order and unity within the city and the 

conduct of the war. A shrunken dominion and a too hasty abolition of 

taxes rendered the financial problem acute, and the nec€^s.sity of im- 
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provising organs of government, in the place of the ducal council, led to 

a multiplication of committees which stood in the way of efficiency. 

Operations in the field were hampered by the mistrust with which the 

republic quite reasonably regarded its ca{)tain-general, yet the reverses 

which befell Milan after Sfor/a’s desertion shewed that it could not do 

without him. Within Mihm, the root cause of difficulty lay in the lack 

of cohesion among the citizens. Party feuds divided the nobility; the 

people were only united in their opposition to the nobles; although 

individuals had risen to wealth and eminence in commerce, there was no 

dominant merchant aristocracy or any one group strong and united enough 

to rule the city. When the tale of inisgovernment was at its height, and 

Sforza's Ixisieging army had reduced the city to the last extremities of 

want, the mob attacked the Court of Arengo, where the Defenders of 

Liberty were in session, and drove them from office. On 25 February 1450 

the assembled citizens agreed to invite Sforza to enter the city as ts lord. 

Thert^upon he loaded his soldiers with bread to distribute to the starving 

people and rode in at the Porta Nuova to Ije acclaimed as the successor 

of the V isconti. 
Francesco Sforza\s establishment of his authority within the duchy 

followed naturally and without any real difficulty upon his rec'eption in 
Milan; the more urgent problem was to secure peace with his enemies 

and recognition l)y the Italian powers. His accession was the sigtial for 

an offensive alliance between V'enice and Alfonso of Aragon, who both 
saw their ambition.s with regard to Milan vanish with Sforza's success. 

Against this he could set the personal support and friendship of Cosimo 

de" Medici. Although a considerable section of Flomitine opinion would 

liave remained faithful to the Venetian alliance, othei's, and (’osimo among 
them, held that during the recent wars Tuscan interests had been unfairly 

subordinaU*d to those of Lombardy, and that Florentine money had been 

expended in adding to V^enetian territory when the prosj>eritv and security 

of Florence demanded that the power of Venice should checked. Even 

before Visconti's death Cosimo had made up his mind that a strong Milan 

was the suiest guarantee against Venetian domination, and that Sforza 

possessed tlie ability to hold the duchy together; so he secretly advised 
him to come to terms with his father-in-law and gave him financial and 

diplomatic support throughout his struggle for the throne. The desertion 

of Vtniice, to whom Cosiino's personal debt was great, exposed liim to the 

vengeance of his late ally and to tlie criticism of Ins fellow-citi/ens. Yet, 

in his opinion, the expulsion of Florentine merchants from Venetian and 

Neapolitan territory, and the heavy expenditure incurred on Sforza's 

behalf, were not too large a price to pay for the maintenance of a balance 

of power in North Italy, and CosinuVs opinion was the determining hictor 

in Floremtine policy. Owing to Co.simo\s niediation, an alliance was effected 

between Sforza and Charles VII of France, who was pei'suaded to make 

the Angevin claims on Naple.s, rather than those of Orleans on Milan, 

i6 
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the object of French enterprise, and sent Rene of Anjou to Sforza\s aid. 

Francesco’s need was too ^reat, at the moment, for him to be able to 

choose his allies, but he was opposed on principle to the encouragement 

of French intervention. Milan, as he himself said, was destined to serve 

both as the gateway of foreign princes into Italy and the barrier which 

lay across their path. After the removal of Rene’s disturbing presence 

he was determined that the gatew^ay should remain closed. Thu.s Cosimo 

and Francesco each made their individual contribution towards the new 

orientation of Italian policy which was effected during these yeai*s. Cosimo’s 

resolve to stand behind Milan was proof against the war-weariness of 

Florence and the attempts of Venice to draw him into a separate peat*e. 

Francesco, while at one with Cosimo in his determination to maintain 

friendship with France, was primarily responsible for overcoming the 

traditional tendency of Florence to combat her Italian rivals by bringing 

French princes into the field against them. By loyalty to one another, 

and a readiness to he guided by each other’s judgment, tht'v furthered 

the propagation of a new ideal of national peace and unity in the face 

of foreign enemies, of w hich the firstfruits were seen in the proclamation 

of a general league l>etween the Italian powers in h'eliruary 1455. 

The peace congress which met in Rome during the wint(!r of 1453-A 

failed to reach a conclusion, but Venice, to whom freedom to (‘oneentrate 

her whole strength on the Turkish problem was of vital importance, found, 

meanwhile, a more effective means of settling her differences with Milan. 

It was apparently at the suggestion of Paolo Morosini.a Venetian Sav'to 

di IVrrqferma^ that Fra Simone da ('amerino. Prior of the Augustinians 

at Padua, w'as sent privately to Francesco Sforza to treat of peaces I’ra 

Simone was an enthusiast in his cause and, as a V enetian subject and the 

confessor of the Duke and Duchess of Milan, he was spiXTiallv (pialified 

for his task. As a result of three separate visits which he {mid to Milan, 

the vexed question of frontiei's w'as decidtxl by the cession of (Tcma to 

Venice, the orilv substantial addition to her territories after over seven 

years of fighting, d'hese terms w’ere embodied in the Peace of I^odi 

(9 April 1454), and in August of the .same year a defensive league between 

Milan, Florence, and Venice was concluded. On its ratification, repre¬ 

sentatives of the three allied powers journeyed south to carry through 

the last stage of the negotiations bv securing the inclusion of the Papacy 

and Naple.s in the league. Alfonso of Aragon provtxl the most serious 

obstacle to union. His alliance wdth Vi.sconti in 1435, when a Genoese 

naval victory brought him a prisoner to Milan, had bt‘en the signal for 

the revolt of Genoa from Milanese rule, and from that time he had sought 

to use north Italian dissensions for his own advancement. The solidarity 

of the northeiTi powers destroyed his hope of becoming in fact what the 

Milanese ambassador named him—the cock of Italy; only after re|:>eated 

* Cf. Antonoui, F., Jm pare di J^odi ed i segreti maneggi ehe la pre^mrarono. {Arch. 

Star. Lornfj., 1930, pp. 233 sqq.) 
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effort* on his part to divide them did he consent to decrlare his adherence 

to the league. The treaty, in the final form in which it was ratified by 

Nicholas V, bound the five chief States together for twenty-five years 

against any power, whether Italian or foreign, which might attack them. 

Each was pledged to contribute specified military forces for mutual de¬ 

fence, and, in case of naval warfai*e, financial aid was guaranteed to Venice 

by her colleagues. The allies each named their adherents, with the result 

that, but for Alfonso’s ill-advised refusal to include Genoa and Sigis- 

mondo Malatesta of Rimini, the league would have embraced every power 

in Italy. Questions had arisen with regard to the position of the Emperor, 

and as to the inclusion of foreign powers, such as France, Burgundy, and 

the Spanish princes but in the end the league was expressly limited to 

Italian rulers and Italian territory, a provision which a/lds some interest 

to the inclusion of the Swiss ConfEKleration and various Trentino lords 

among tlie adherents. A .special machinery was set up for dealing with 

quamjls within the league, each of the five principals appointing repre¬ 

sentatives to act as conservators of the peace, with power to arbitrate 

between disputants and to determine the nature of the help to be given 

to an offended member, if recourse to arms could not be avoided. Both 

as a genuine eflbrt after [>eace and in view of its definitely national 

charac^ter the treaty is of considerable significance. If the system which 

it elalx)rHted only existed on paper, and the peace which it secured w^as 

neither absolute nor of long duration, it set up a standard which influenced 

Italian diplomacy during the next forty years. It bears witness to a factor 

in the politics of the century which persisted amid deep-seated rivalries, 

territorial and commercial, to a sense of nationality striving to express 

itself, and a recognition of common ideals and common dangers tran¬ 

scending the particularist interests of the several States. 

Alfonso of Aragon followed up his insistence ujmn the exclusion of 

Genoa from the league by a declaration of war which had the effect of 

throwing his enemy into the arms of France. In spite of Sforza’s efforts 

to j)reserve her independence, Genoa once more recognised French suze¬ 

rainty and welcomed John of Anjou as her governor, just a month l>efore 

the death of Alfonso raised anew the NeapolitAii succession question. With 

Genoa in his hands, Charles VII conceived of conquests which should in¬ 

clude the estalfiishment of the Angevin in Naples and the substitution of 

Orleans for Sforza in Milan. The failure of his schemes is due in large 

measure to the adherence of the chief Itiilian powers to the principles of 

the lefigue. Florence cited her obligations to it, and the fact that her 

colleagues were pledgc<l to make war on her should she break them, as 

the reason of her refusal to send help to Anjou; Venice turned a deaf ear 

to French requests for her support, saying that she w ished to he at peace 

with all the world. Sforza sent his brother to aid Ferrante of Aragon, and 

himself lent a hand in the overthrow^ of French rule in Genoa, Faced by 

this solidarity among the Italian powers, Ix>uis XI decided, soon after 
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his accession, that his path to ascendancy in Italy lay in the conquest not 

of territory but of men. Already personally friends with Sforza, he de¬ 

termined to attach him to France by investing him with Genoa and Savona. 

In 1464, Sforza, true to Pius IPs conception of him as one who always 

got what he coveted most, crowned his victorious career by entering 

Genoa as lord. 

Cosimo de’ Medici died in August 1464, and Francesco Sforza in Maix'h 

1466; the disappearance of these two protagonists of Italian peace and 

unity could hardly fail to create an atmosphere of unrest, especially as the 

latter was succeeded by a self-willed young man with little of liis father's 

perspicacity and the former by an invalid. The Pope took Galeazzo 

Maria Sforza under his protection, but Venice, when challenged on her 

unfriendly attitude towards Milan, replied that the Italian league no 

longer existed—Sfoi*za had broken it by accepting the lordship of Genoa. 

In Florence, the question of the renewal of the Milanese alliance was at 

issue between Piero de' Medici and his opponents, and when Piero vin¬ 

dicated his determination to abide by his father's policy, the exiles fled 

to Venice to thrown their weight into the opposite scale. Some ten yeai-s 

earlier Jacopo Piccinino's attack upon Siena had shewn the power of the 

unemployed condottiere to act as a destroyer of the |Km*e, and the present 

situation tempted Bartolomeo Colleone to seek a territory at the expense 

of Milan and Florence. He was officially dismissetl from the service of 

Venice in order that he might serve her the better, while Federigo of 

Urbino wa.s sent to oppose him in the name of the league. A spectacular 

but indecisive contest took place at La Molinella on July 1467, wlien 

after ten hours' fighting the two commanders shook hands and congratu¬ 

lated each other on coming unhurt out of the conflict. Colleone's ambitions 

w^ere, however, foiled by his failure to secure a victory in the field, and 

the general peace which followed marked a further success for the policy 

of the league. Thereupon Colleone withdrew to his (-astle of Malpaga 

to .spend the last years of his life in cultivated splendour. 

VVhen, in December 1469, I^renzo de' Medici, Piero's son, assumed the 

direction of Florentine politics, he found Italy wrapped in profound j>eaee 

to which the underlying hostility Ixitween Milan and Venice seemed to l>e 

the only serioas menace. In the circumstances, wisdom dictated the cultiva¬ 

tion of friendly relations with the latter power, and in 1474 Lorenzo's efforts 

resulted in a league between Milan, Florence, and Venice, which the Papacy 

and Naples were invited to enter. But the precedent of twenty yeai’s 

before was not cairied to its conclusion: instead of a general league, there 

followed an alliance between Ferrante and Sixtus IV; Italy was divided 

into two camps each viewing the other with suspicion, if not with hos¬ 

tility. It is not easy to account for this change of atmosphere nor for the 

fact that, four years later, a personal quarrel l)etween Sixtus IV and the 

Medici set all Italy ablaze. Perhaps the most serious cause of tension was 

the constant activities of France in Italian politics. Louis XI was prompt 
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either to sow discord between the Itlilian powers or to act as arbiter 

in their quarrels, if his influence could thereby be increased or the circle 

of his adherents enlarged; thus the temptation to use France as a weapon 

against enemies at home was irresistible, and the knowledge that her 

power lay behind some transitory combination of Italian rulers gave it 

an importance which it would not otherwise have possessed. During 

these years Louis XFs relations with Florence, Milan, and Venice were 

peculiarly close; this alone was enough to arouse the fears of Naples, and 

to incline Fenante, who had his own rivalries with Venice in the Medi¬ 

terranean, to make common cause with the Papacy. For some time past 

Sixtus IV’s activities in the Papal States had run counter to Florentine 

interests, and in particular the establishment of Girolamo Riario as lord 

of Imola had been eff*ected against I^renzo s wishes in a sphere of in¬ 

fluence which he looked upon as peculiarly his own. His retaliation took 

the form of measures calculated to ruin the Pazzi bankers, who had 

financed the sale of Imola, and when to their grievances were added those 

c)f Francesco Salviati, the papal nominee to the archbishopric of Pisa, 

whom Lorenzo liad prevented from taking possession of his see, the 

material for the Pazzi conspiracy was to hand. On Easter Day 1478, in the 

cathedral of Florence, Giuliano de’ Medici fell a victim to the conspira¬ 

tors, hut Lorenzo atlded to his offences against Sixtus IV the crime of not 

Ixung murdered, and the hanging of Archbishop Salviati by the infuriated 

mob furnished a pretext for ecclesiastical censures against Florence and 

eventually for a declaration of w'ar. Although j^ractically every Italian 

State was involved and every soldier of rc^piite had a share in the fighting, 

the real issues w ere decided by the diplonmis rather than by the soldiers. 

Ferrante helped to bring about a change of government in Milan, whereby 
Ludovico Sforza, the friend of Naples, supplanted Bona of Savoy and 

Simonetta as regent for Duke Gian Galeazzo. Ludovico’s rise to power 

was hailed by Lorenzo de’ Medici as a stepping-stone towards the recon¬ 

ciliation with Naples which he had come to regard as the salvation of 

Florence. Louis XFs diplomacy had been active throughout in support 

of his allies, and in Novemljer 1479 his ^igent in Naples reported that the 

king w’as disposed to yield to his plea for peace \ Thus Lorenzo made his 

famous joiimey to Naples w hen the ground w as already prepared, and his 

persuasive charm, cou{)led with the logic of the situation, turned Ferrante 

from an enemy into a friend. Sixtus IV could not fight on alone, and in 

1480 peace was restored, only to l)e broken two years later by the com¬ 

bined attack of the Pajmcy and Venice on Ferrara. Once more foreign 

intervention exercised a predominating influence on the course of the war. 

The Spanish monarchs entertxl the fray as the allies of their Neapolitan 

cousins, who together with Milan and Florence took arms in defence of 

* Le Hoy de Sicile est dispose de complaire au Hoy eii la requeste qu'il luy a faite 

par moy pour la paix d’ Italic. ’’ Cf. IVrret, Histoire deff relatiom de In France arrc 

Venicej vol. ii, p. 192. 



218 Peace policy of Lorenzo de' Medici 

Ferrara, and their activities were in part responsible for Sixtus IV’s change 

of sides. Finding herself isolated, Venice, who had already taken the 

Duke of Lorraine into her service, issued a double invitation to France: 

Louis of Orleans was sounded on his intentions with regard to Milan, and 

the French Crown was urged to undertake an expedition in support of its 

claims to Naples, This manoeuvre had its desired effect. On 7 August 

1484 peace was signed at Bagnolo, and the fertile district of the Polesina 

passed from Ferrara to Venice. 

During the years which followed, the tension between the Italian powers 

was seldom if ever relaxed. All were aware that the only means of averting 

foreign intervention lay in ceasing to quarrel among themselves, yet each 

looked with suspicion on his neighbours and courted opportunities of 

advancement afforded by another’s weakness. The strongest influence on 

the side of peace was undoubtedly that of Lorenzo de’ Medici. When the 

allied powers met at Cremona in 1483, to lay their plans against Venice, 

his sound judgment and conciliatory temper won for him golden opinions. 

Florence, from her character as a small non-military State dependent on 

her commerce, had most to gain from peace, and to the task of smoothing 

over quarrels, and isolating them when they could not be prevented, 

Lorenzo devoted his skill and energy during the yeai s of life that remained 

to him. But for him the Barons’ war in Naples might easily have led to 

a general conflagration. In 1488, a year of assassinations in Romagna, 

he constituted himself thechampion of the despots—CaterinaSforzaRiario, 

Astorre Manfredi, Giovanni Bentivoglio—determined that rebellion in 

their cities should not give occasion for the increase of papal or Venetian 

power. He established complete ascendancy over the mind of Innocent VIII, 

and did his utmost to restrain Ludovico Sforza, restless and untrustworthy, 

prone both to give and to take offence. Everywhere and at all times he 

proved himself the pivot of the Italian State system. Nevertheless, it is 

doubtful whether, had he lived,he could have saved Italy from catastrophe. 

The divergence of interests between the chief States was too fundamental 

to be remedied by diplomacy or to render the balance of power anything 

but a transitory substitute for political unity. Lorenzo himself did not 

hesitate to excite the anger of Milan by taking possession of Pietrasanta 

and Sarzana in the midst of his work for peace. Only deliberate avoidance 

of armed intervention on the part of Louis XI and Anne of Beaujeu had 

prevented any one of the quarrels of the last twenty years from culmi¬ 

nating in a French invasion, and the breach between Milan and Naples 

proved fatal, not because it afforded a unique opportunity for interven¬ 

tion, but because Charles VIII was now determined to make use of it. 

In April 1492, the Florentine agents in Paris and Lyons sent alarming 

accounts of Charles VIII’s hostile intentions with regard to Naples and of 

his secret understanding with the envoys of Milan. This was a situation 

with which Lorenzo’s foreign policy was not framed to deal; a breach with 

France would defy the tradition of centuries and deprive the declining 
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Florentine wool-trade of its best market, yet to aid France in an attack 

on Naples would be to destroy the unity among Italian powers which 

Lorenzo had devoted his best energies to maintaining. Perhaps fortunately 

for his reputation as a diplomatist he died a few days before the letters 

reached Florence. 

With the return of Cosimo de’ Medici to Florence in 1434 the republic 

was destroyed as surely as when in some north Italian commune the 

citizens, with a semblance of legality, conferred supreme power upon a 

despot. Here no official delegation of authority took place, and Cosimo, 

his son, and grandson, while they held Florence in the hollow of their 

hands, lived and died as private citizens. The task to which they devoted 

themselves with consummate success was, on the one hand, the evolution 

of constitutional forms more nearly corresponding with the conditions 

which in fac‘t prevailed, and on the other, the rendering of their rule 

acceptable to citizens who gloried in tlie name of liberty and hankered 

after their vanished powws of self-government even while they consented 

to their loss. Cosimo’s first care was to break up the oligarchy, and to 

create in its place a new governing group composed of no one class or 

interest but of his personal adherents. For the next sixty years the ruling 

faction in Florence were neither inagiiaii nor popolani^ Nert nor Bianch% 

but Palkjichi, who made the Medici balls their rallying cry and, unlike 

the factions of an earlier age, had little to fear from any opposing group. 

The listof proscriptions which followed Cosimo’s return included the leading 

families in Florence. Rinaldo d’Albizzi and his sons died in exile, as did 

Palla Strozzi who, although a member of the bcUta which recalled Cosimo, 

was banished as a potential rival. Prominent patrician families were 

penalised by being made grandly and others of the grandi were granted 

rights of citizenship. Neri Capponi, who according to Cosimo possessed 

the best brain in Florence, remained powerful and independent until his 

death; but the murder of his friend Baldaccio d’Anghiari, a captain of 

infantry, who was thrown from the window of the Palazzo Vecchio when 

Neri was enjoying the full flood of his popularity as conqueror of the 

Casentino, was perhaps intended as a warning that he too was dependent 

upon Cosimo’s goodwill. Later events added to the number of the exiles 

who went to seek new homes and fresh commercial openings in Italy and 

abroad, cherishing their hostility to the Medicean regime but impotent 

to injure it. 

Meanwhile, for those who remained in Florence, support of the 

Medici brought opportunities for money-making, a system of taxation 

capable of adjustment to their interests, and a virtual monopoly of 

political power. An increasing number of citizens enlisted whole-heartedly 

under a leadership which promised fulfilment of the two ends which lay 

nearest their hearts, the exaltation of their family and of their city. Until 

1480, the control of the Medici over the organs of government was main- 
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tained through the prolongation, on one pretext or another, of successive 
balie^ which provided for the nomination of the Signoria and other magis¬ 
tracies by a comn)ittee. These, however, were emergency measures of 
limited duration, and the demand for a return to the time-honoured 
system of election by lot was too insistent to be disregarded. When election 
by lot was revived, it produced results unfavourable to the dominant party; 
names of friends of the exiles and lukewarm supporters of the Medici were 
drawn from the election bags, and proposals were brought forward which 
hampered despotic control. An attempt to revert to normal methods, 
after the Italian league of 1455, culminated in the chief constitutional 
crisis of Cosimo\s rule. In 1458 the champions of liberty secured a renewal 
of the CataMo, and a proposal sent to the Councils for the creation of a 
new balia was thrown out. The movement was supported by St Antonino, 
Archbishop of Florence, who wrote a letter in his own hand, which he 
caused to be affixed to the door of the cathedral, urging the citizens to 
cling to their right of voting in secret. A gathering of leading citizens 
thereupon passed a vote of censure on the archliishop and decided to force 
through the government proposals. Cosimo, however, contrived to 
remain in the background and to leave to Luca Pitti the championship 
of an unpopular clause. A halia having been secured by recourse to the 
Parlamcnto^ it proceeded to appoint Accoppmtori with the duty of 
nominating to the chief magistracies for seven years, and to institute a 
new Council of a Hundred, chosen from the supporters of the Medici, to 
advise on all matters of State with special responsibility with regard to 
finance. This victory for the dominant faction was marked by an attempt 
to add to the dignity of the Signoria; the Piion dtile arti became Priori 
di lihertii when one more stage had been reached in the destru(!tion of 
Florentine liberty. Lorenzo had to await the reaction which followed the 
Pazzi conspiracy for his first real opportunity of modifying the constitu¬ 
tion in the direction which he desired. The reforms of 1480 set up a 
permanent Con.siglw di Setiatda, consisting of tliirty members chosen by 
the Signoria of the day and forty others chosen by the original thirty; 
membership was for life and vacancies were filled by co-optation. Two 
important committees, the Otto di Pratuui which conducted foreign affairs 
and supervised the military forces, and the Dodici Procuratori which regu¬ 
lated finance and commerce?, were appointed by the Settanta from their 
own number, as were the Accoppiatori who selected the Signoria. These 
changes, says Rinuccini, liimsclf a member of the haUa which effected 
them, ‘‘^contained much that was contrary to the practice of self-govern¬ 
ment and to the liberty of the people^.’’' Although respect for republican 
principles is reflected in the provision that the powers of the Settanta 
must be renewed every five years, its institution marks the final victory of 
the new oligarchy; the Signoria itself ceased henceforth to be the most 
coveted office in the republic, and served rather as a training school for 

’ lliimcciiii, A. , Hicordi^ p. 
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the Settanta^ which was the sole fount of administrative authority. It 

remained now for Loi'enzo to emancipate himself from the control of his 

own supporters by a further concentration of power. In 1490 the nomi¬ 

nation of the Sigrioria was entrusted to a committee of seventeen of which 

liorenzo was a member, and which received wide powers to act in the 

interests of the State. Rumour was persistent that Lorenzo only awaited 

his forty-fifth birthday in order to have himself made Gorifaloitiere di 

Giudizia for life; this would have placed the coping-stone upon the des¬ 

potism which had been in process of evolution since 1484, but he died 

when he was still within a few months of becoming eligible for the official 

headship of the republic. 

The financial administration of the Medici was the aspect of their rule 

which found least favour with their fellow-citizens. Cosimo s progressive 

income-tax was arranged with great technical skill, and with respect for 

small incomes, but the use which he made of it to despoil his enemies 

overshadowed its merits. Lorenzo, on the testimony of his great-nephew, 

‘'■was not very good at businessneither the affairs of his own bank 

nor public finance held the first place in his interest. His raids upon 

the state dowry fund earned for him severe condemnation, and his 

tampering w ith the coinage, on the introduction of white qnattrini in 

1490, was perhaps the most unpopular act of his government. The finan¬ 

cial problem was, however, aggravated by declining prosperity. Florentine 

pre-eminence in the w'oollen industry was no longer assured; competition 

w^as robbing her of the monopoly of her technical processes, and new in¬ 

dustrial centres rivalled her in commercial enterprise. The export of cloth 

fell considerably during the course of the century, and the Arte della Lana 

employed less labour. A tendency to play for safety and invest in land 

made capital difficult to obtain for business purposes; trade depression 

made itself felt in all classes. The acquisition of Pisa and Leghorn did 

indeed enable Florence to develop her own mercantile marine. Harbour 

works were carried out and galleys equipped, under the auspices of the 

conmles mans^ and Florentine ships made successful voyages to England 

and the Levant. But the opportunity for maritime enterprise in the 

Mediterranean came too. late to be used with real profit, and foreign 

trade was hampered by l estrictions on shipping in the interests of Floren¬ 

tine vessels. In these circumstances, and when the activity of Florence in 

Italian politics added daily to the expenses of government, it is not 

surprising that taxation was both heavy and insufficient for the re¬ 

quirements of State. The money spent by private citizens on building 

and the arts suggests indeed that the burden imposed was not crushing. 

The rule of the Medici not only added to the Florentine dominion, 

but did much to weld the territory together. Pisa was wooed from the 

contemplation of her economic subjection to Florence by the prospect of 

winning fresh laurels as the intellectual centre of the Florentine State and 

^ “ Discorso <li Alessandro de’ I’azzi/’ Arch. Star. Lomb. i, p. 422. 
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the official seat of the university. l^)renzo was himself a member of the 

governing body of the university and spared neither money nor trouble 

upon its development. When a dispute over the ownership of an alum 

mine goaded Volterra to revolt, it was Lorenzo’s initiative which seized 

the opportunity to reduce the city by force of arms and rob her of the 

last remnants of communal autonomy. The sack which followed was a 

misfortune which his wisdom could only deplore; more characteristic of 

his methods of reducing a subject city to obedience are his purchases of 

estates in the neighbourhood and the acquisition of a Volterran abbey 

for his son Giovanni. Giovanni’s benefices, scattered at strategic points 

over the territory, were regarded as a means of accumulating landed 

property for the maintenance of the family fortunes, and of cmiting 

centres of Medici influence where they were most needed. His elevation 

to the cardinalate, at the age of thirteen, is the crowning instance of the 

exploitation of his calling in the interests of State. When the young 

cardinal took up his residence in Rome in 1492, the Medici, like the 

Sforza and the Gonzaga, had their own representative at the (’uria, ex¬ 

horted by his father to serve as a chain binding the Papacy to Flor(‘nce, 

and to use every opportunity of benefiting his citv and his house. The 

inclusion of natives of the subject cities among their personal adherents 

served a double purpose with regard to the consolidation of Medici power. 

Devoted servants, like the Dovizi of Bibbiena, created a focus of loyalty 

to the Medici in their own homes, while they .strengthened their control 

over the governing circle in Florence. The tale of rebellion and loss of 

territory which followed the fall of the Medici shews the value of the 

personal link which they created in holding the component parts of the 

dominion together; at the same time it marks the failure of their efforts 

to transform it into a single State. 

The prestige enjoyed by the Medici, and their friendly relations with 

the princely families of Italy, contributed alike to the pride and the 

pleasure of the Florentines. F’rom 1439, when Gosimo as (kmfaloniere di 

Giudizia welcomed Pope, I^atriarch, and Eastern Emperor to Florence 

for the Council, a stream of great people flowed through the city, to lodge 

for the most part at the Medici palace and to provide occasions for 

feasting and pageantry in which all had their share. The May revels of 

1459, when Pius II stayed in Florence on his way to the Congress of 

Mantua—the festivities included a tournament, a wild beast show, and 

a ball, at which sixty young couples chosen from tlie best dancers in 

Florence disported themselves in the Mercato Nuovo—helped to dissipate 

the ill-feeling aroused during the crisis of the previous year. The tour¬ 

nament which celebrated Lorenzo’s engagement to Clarice Orsini, and the 

visit of the Duke and Duchess of Milan to Florence in 1471, which sur¬ 

passed all previous efforts in magnificence, stand out among a succession 

of splendid merry-makings. Yet, while they entertained and were 

entertained as princes, the daily life of the Medici was true to the spirit 
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of dvilta, Franceschetto Cybo was struck with the contrast between the 

banquets which he had enjoyed as a guest and the homely fare which he 

shared with the family as a son-in-law. The Medici palace in the Via 

Larga, although already in Lorenzo’s day a treasure-house which 

strangers in Florence sought permission to visit, was not the seat of the 

government, nor was it a court where men of genius were brought together 

at the will of a prince. It was one of several no less sumptuous homes of 

citizen families, in which a group of like-minded friends were given wider 

opportunities for cultivating the gifts and pursuing the interests which 

were common to hosts and guests alike. Niccolo Niccoli, Marsilio Ficino, 

Michelozzo, Donatello, and Fra Angelico were Florentine citizens and 

Cosimo's personal friends, and it was with and through them that he 

rendered his chief services to the Renaissance. He chose out Marsilio, the 

son of his doctor, and provided for his training as the high-priest of 

Florentine Platonism; he supplied Donatello with models from the antique 

which inspired his sculpture; Michelozzo was the chief agent for the satis¬ 

faction of his passion for building; Niccoli and Fra Angelico represented 

the scholarship and the mysticism which made their twin appeal to his 

mind. The work which Michelozzo executed at San Marco includes under 

one roof the library in which Niccoli’s books were available for public use, 

and the cell to which Cositno was wont to withdraw from the world and 

where Fra Angelico has painted the figure of St Cosmas kneeling at the 

foot of the cross; it is a witness to (Josimo's identification with the fulness 

of life in the Florence of his day. 

Lorenzo grew up in the atmosphere which his grandfather had 

helped to create; he was the pupil of the scholars and philosophers 

whom Cosimo delighted to honour. To the men of the Laurentian age, 

Poliziano, Botticelli, and their fellows, he was less a patron than one 

of themselves, inspired by a common vision and striving to give in¬ 

dividual expression to it in his art. His power lay in the spontaneity 

and absorption wuth which he threw himself into every kind of 

human activity; his poetry has won for him a place among the great 

names of Italian literature; he was foremost alike in a carnival riot or in 

a Platonic disputation, a master in the world of imagination no less than 

in the world of politics. Moreover, his affections spread beyond the walls 

of Florence to the life lived in the Medici villas dispereed over the Tuscan 

countryside, where he had his hawks and his horses, where the Medici 

Iculies saw to the oil and the cheeses, and Cosimo talked of farming as if 

he never did anything else but farm. Steeped in the traditions and 

prejudices of their fellow-citizens, and sharing their experiences, it was 

possible for the Medici to direct the government of Florence with the 

slightest appearance of despotic authority; but unfailing tact and cease¬ 

less attention to detail were necessary in order to keep the balance true. 

Cosimo must take care that his dearest schemes were put forward in 

einother’s name; Lorenzo must receive instructions from the Otto when 
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he set out on a diplomatic mission, and address the Signoria in language 

appropriate from a servant of the State to its official head; Piero's tact¬ 

lessness and lack of geniality imperilled his position during the five years 

of his ascendancy. In Italy as a whole, Medicean diplomacy was able, for 

a time and in a measure, to satisfy the desire for unity without running 

counter to separatist instinct. Within Florence, Medicean personality 

made possible the rule of an individual under the forms of a republic. 

Such a system had in it all the elements of impermanence and compromise. 

Its achievement was to give, to Florence and to Italy, an interlude of 

peace in which the spirit of man was set free to create for itself a wonder¬ 

land of beauty, more enduring than the political framework from which 

it sprang. 

Francesco Sforza and his successors claimed to rule Milan in virtue of 

powers conferred on them by the people. At the opening of his reign, a 

general assembly of citizens, composed of one member from each household, 

invested Sforza with the duchy, and confirmed the capitulations to which 

he had previously pledged himself. Although the right of the commune 

to delegate its authority to an individual or group, by the grant of a halia^ 

for a limited time and purpose, was universally recognised in Italian law, 

it is doubtful whether Milan, or any other city, was legally entitled to 

commit suicide by a permanent surrender of its functions. Consciousness 

of a defective title explains Francesco's efforts to obtain a renewal of 

imperial investiture and, when these failed, his suggestion that the Pope 

should confirm him in his possession of Milan, tiegligente impeiatore- 

His internal government rested upon a system of monarchical centralisa¬ 

tion tending towards the destruction of the communal institutions which 

were in theory the source of his authority. On his accession the two 

branches of the ducal Council, the Comigllo di gimtizia osiA the Consiglio 

secreto, were revived, as were Visconti's two finance committees. For the 

conduct of foreign affairs, he relied chiefly upon Cecco Simonetta, who 

had been his secretary during his condoUiere dsiys; the confidence enjoyed 

by this upstart Calabrian in matters of State was a constant source of 

grievance to the Milanese nobility. Francesco was more uncompromising 

even than the majority of his contemporaries in his vindication of the 

sovereignty of the State. The capitulations of 1450 provided for the 

suppression of private jurisdictions and immunities within the duchy, and 

forbade subjects to accept titles or privileges from Pope or Emperor 

without the duke's consent. With regard to the Church, he did not 

hesitate to plead necessities of State as an excuse for helping himself to 

the revenues of vacant benefices, and he obtained from successive Popes 

the right of nominating to bishoprics and abbeys within his dominions. 

In 1460, Pius II consented to the establishment of an office, with its own 

register and in charge of a bishop devoted to Sforza’s interests, to examine 

applications for Milanese benefices and ensure that the successful can- 
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didates were acceptable to the secular power. In Milan itself and in 

Pavia and Cremona, cities with which Francesco’s personal connexion was 

close, his rule was popular. Benefactions such as the Ospedale Maggiore 

and the Martesana canal, together with the simple family life lived in the 

midst of their subjects by the duke and duchess and their eight children, 

mitigated the discontent caused by high taxation and the building of the 

Gastello Sforzesco. In the outlying cities of the dominion, however, 

disaffection was rife. An inquiry into the state of the duchy made in 14f61 

shewed that in the majority of the subject cities the local nobility was 

definitely hostile, and that ambitious neighbours, such as Borso d’Este 

and the Marquess of Montferrat, were prompt to encourage the malcon¬ 

tents. The fact that Francesco and his son thought it necessary to 

maintain an organised system of espionage upon the daily doings of 

Bartolomeo Colleone indicates their consciousness of the instability of their 

rule. The accession of Galeazzo Maria and his marriage to Bona of Savoy 

brought an increase of magnificence to the ducal household, especially 

after its migration to the newly built Castello. Galeazzo was a villain, 

but he was by no means an inefficient ruler; he spent freely, but he 

balanced his budget, and his murder during the Christmas festival of 1476 

was prompted by purely private discontents. The vengeance taken by the 

citizens upon his murderers suggests that Milan as a whole had no serious 

objection to his rule. His seven-year-old son was recognised as duke under 

the guardianship of his mother, while Simonetta carried on the real work 

of government, Simonetta’s tendency to lean on the Guelfs produced a 

revival of faction within Milan, The Ghibellines revolted and were sup¬ 

ported by the duke’s uncles; from their exile they intrigued against the 

government, until Ludovico profited by a quarrel between Bona and 

Simonetta to win admission to the Castello and to become henceforth 

the arbiter of the duchy (7 September 1479). 

The ascendancy of Ludovico il Moro saw the complete development of 

princely rule. Within a year of his return, Simonetta was brought to the 

scaffold, and his fall cleared Ludovico’s path for the overthrow of the 

instrumentii of his own rise. Prominent Milanese nobles were deprived of 

their seats on the ducal council; Bona went into forced retirement; even 

Roberto Sanseverino, the companion of Ludovico’s exile, was not per¬ 

mitted to enjoy the fruits of the victory which he had helped to win. The 

Comiglio secreto^ which had been active under Simonetta, ceased to be the 

chief organ of administration. Its members, while holding office at the 

pleasure of the duke, were drawn chiefly from the native aristocracy and 

possessed some degree of independence. Their place was taken by 

secretaries, dependent upon Ludovico alone, each of whom had charge of 

one of the various departments of government—justice, finance, foreign 

affairs, and the Church. The Council of Nine Hundred met twice under 

Galeazzo Maria, and confirmed him in possession of the duchy, but it had 

no place in Ludovico’s system. In 1494, when the death of his nephew 



226 The Renaissance in Milan 

from natural causes apparently saved him from the trouble of murdering 

him/ he produced the diploma of investiture which he had bought from 

Maximilian and ascended the throne as a vassal of the Empire, The 

development of the duchy during the splendid years of his domination is 

the measure of the power of a single will to transform the State. His 

unfettered authority enabled him to gather round him the most distin¬ 

guished of Renaissance courts, and to stamp every side of life and every 

corner of his dominion with the impress of his personality. He possessed 

in full measure two of the most outstanding qualities of the Renaissance, 

the spirit of scientific enquiry and sureness of artistic judgment. His 

peculiar genius is seen in town-planning and irrigation works, in efforts 

to stamp out the plague, and in improved methods for the cultivation ot 

the vine and the mulberry. It inspired the promotion of mathematical 

studies which brought Luca Pacioli of Borgo San Sepolcro to his court. 

It guided the choice which he made of Bramante of Urbino and I^eonardo 

the Florentine to be his friends and fellow-workers. 

Under II Moros auspices, Milan reaped in full measure the harvest of her 

natural resources and of the strong government beq ueathed toherby the Vis¬ 

conti. Until the della Seta received its statutes from Duke Filippo,the 

silk industry had been carried on by individuals in their own homes, with a 

limited output of inferior quality; now it employed 20,000 operatives and 

formed one of the main sources of revenue. The Milanese armourers, at 

the height of their fame and prosperity, celebrated II Moro's marriage by 

lining the principal street of their quarter with a double row of lay figures 

clad in specimens of their craft. International commerce was facilitated 

by the maintenance of consuls at the chief European centres; numerous 

German merchants had establishments in Milan, and Milanese houses were 

represented in German cities as well as in London and Bruges. The 

peculiar contribution made by Milan to Renaissance art is due in large 

measure to the patronage of the Sforza duke.s. From 1450, the twogi’eat 

Visconti foundations of the Cathedral of Milan and the Certosa of Pavia, 

no less than the Gastello Sforzesco, became schools of architecture and 

sculpture, where native craftsmen gained fresh inspiration from the 

Florentines introduced by Francesco. Ludovico employed Bramante not 

only in the capital but throughout the dominion, and in close association 

with Lombard masters whose tradition he absorbed and transformed. 

Francesco brought Foppa of Brescia to Milan to become the dominant 

influence in painting until the advent of Leonardo. Native artists may 

have suffered from the overmastering effects of Leonardo‘’s genius, but he 

found here opportunity for the exercise of his manifold gifts, together 

with an atmosphere of understanding criticism which enabled him to 

^ See Bridge, J. S. C., A History of France from the death of Louis XI, Vol. ii, 
pp. 135-40 (Oxford, 1924), for a summary of the evidence with regard to the circum¬ 
stances of Gian Galeazzo Sforza’s death, and the case against Ludovico's responsibility 

for it. 
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work at his ease. The chief glory of II Moro’s court is that it provided 

the setting in which Leonardo’s art was brought to perfection. The 

marriage of Gian Galeazzo to Isabella of Aragon in 1489, and that of 

Ludovico to Beatrice d’Este two years later, while adding to the gaiety 

and brilliance of the court, introduced into it a spirit of faction which 

was to prove the source of its destruction. The two women were 

first cousins and alike clever and self-assertive, yet Isabella’s primacy as 

duchess was wrested from her by Beatrice. Gian Galeazzo acquiesced 

readily in his uncle’s domination, apparently preferring it to that of his 

wife, but she, consumed with the desire to rule, filled the Gastello with 

her lamentations and urged her relatives in Naples to come to her aid. 

Meanwhile the Guelf nobility and all other elements of opposition to 

Ludovico’s rule found in championship of the rightful duke the rallying 

point of their discontents. Gian Giacopo Trivulzio, a prominent Guelf, 

had already left Milan for Naples, and his presence enabled foreign foes 

to join hands with rebels at home. Conscious of his vulnerability to attack, 

Ludovico turned to France, hoping no doubt that a threat of French 

intervention would serve, as it had done in the past, to avert a crisis. In 

so doing, he destroyed the foundations upon which, from the days of the 

last Visconti, the power of Milan had been built. Milan as a barrier against 

French invaders was the surest guarantee of Italian liberty. Milan as 

the ally of Charles VIII opened the flood-gates to foreign domination. 

The development of princely rule in Florence and Milan had its counter¬ 

part in the smaller Italian States. During the course of the century, Este in 

Ferrara, Gonzaga in Mantua, Bentivoglio in Bologna, Montefeltro in 

Urbino, and other lesser lords of cities, modified their constitutional position 

in a monarchical direction, won for themselves a place in the world of Italian 

politics by marriage alliances and attention to diplomacy, and vied with 

each other in the transformation of their courts into splendid homes of the 

Renaissance. Among these the Este lords of Ferrara occupied the first 

place. A strategic position, long standing as rulers, and conspicuous ability, 

gave them an importance in fifteenth-c^entury politics out of proportion to 

the extent of their dominions. Leonello,the pupil of Guarino and the friend 

of Pisanello and Leon Battista Alberti, made f'errara famous in the history 

of learning and the arts. Borso obtained investiture of his fiefs of Modena 

and Reggio from the Jimperor, and in 1471 was made Duke of Ferrara 

by Paul II. At home he proved himself a master in the art of government, 

and won for himself a reputation for justice and benevolence which 

enabled him to concentrate power in his own person amid the enthusiasm 

of his subjects. Ercole, through his marriage with Leonora of Aragon 

and other family connexions, and the resident envoys whom he kept at 

the chief courts, wielded no little influence over the politics of his day. 

His daughter Isabella, who went to Mantua as a bride in 1490, was 

heir to his tradition; there, from her cabinet filled with the artistic 
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treasures of her choice, she manipulated the threads of Italian diplomacy 

and steered her relatives through the troubled waters of the foreign 

invasions. The position of the Este was perhaps more stable than that 

of other Italian rulers, hut their hold upon Ferraia was menaced by the 

pretensions of Venice and the Papacy and by rivals within their own 

family. Ercole was not sure of his throne until he had sent Leoncllo’s 

son to the scaffold and made the streets of herrara run with blood. 

When the Gastello of Ferrara was at its gayest and most hospitable, 

the morrow held no certainty for the Ix^st loved among Italian princes. 

In comparison with Fen*ara, both Mantua and Urbino were small 

and poor States; their rulers were soldiers by profession, dependent both 

lor their revenues and their political importance upon the power to sell 

their arms to others. It is significant of the opportunities for ad¬ 

vancement which the profession of arms afforded that the Gonzaga ])alace 

at Mantua, enlarged and Ix^autified out of all recognition by its iifteenth- 

century owners, and tlie palace built by Federigo of Montefeltro at Grbino 

were among the most stately dw'elling-houses of the age, Imp(‘rial in¬ 

vestiture as Marquesses of Mantua and marriages with German princesses 

gave to the Gonzaga lords of the period a close connexion witli the 

Empire, which they used to augment their authority and inffuence. Their 

association with Urbino began when Federigo was a fellow-pupil with 

Ludovico Gonzaga and his brothers and sisters in \ ittorino da Feltre s 

school, and was strengthened by matrimonial tic s ami (‘ommon tastes and 

interests. Federigcfs high character and gifted f)e]\sc)naiity, together with 

the charm of his mountain home, make him the most perfect re})rc‘seii- 

tative of the Italian profession of arms; his death during the war of 

Ferrara marks the close of amdottwre warfare in its most characteristics 

phase. The rule of the Bentivoglio in Bologna representol a despotism 

of a different kind. Giovanni I was recognised fis dorainus when he 

seized supreme power in 1401, but his successors were only the leading 

members of a city magistracy; Nicholas Vs capitulations (1447) con¬ 

ferred sovereign poweis upon legate and commune acting jointly. 

Nevertheless, Sante and Giovanni II exercised an authority which 

differed little in practic^e from that of their neighbours; they carried 

on an independent foreign policy, often in direct opposition to the Papacy, 

and within Bologna the position of the legate is summed up in Pias IPs 

aphorism, qui verius ligatus appcllari potuitK'''' 

Interchange of visits and a steady flow' of correspondence kept the 

ruling families of Italy in clo.se touch with one another, and they acted 

as a unifying force in politics, which served the interests of tlie individual 

citizen. Offices of every kind, from a professorial chair or a post aspode/tid 

to a bank-clerkship, favours such as facilities for collecting debts or 

release from imprisonment, were solicited by one lord from another on 

behalf of his subjects w ith unremitting energy and eloquence. Although 

' Commentarii, p. 56. 
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these requests were as often refused ^is granted, the citizen who had no lord 

to plead his cause must have suffered under grave disabilities in his 

dealings with other States. The despot, in short, was an antidote to local 

exclusiveness, and his activities fostered a belief in his own existence as 

necessary to the well-being of the community. To this belief the tenets of 

humanism lent their support. In its reverence for the past and in the 

homage which it paid to the authority of the expert, it stood for the 

principles of discipline rather than for those of frt^edom. The pursuit of 

learning and the arts offered a means whereby men might be turned from 

thoughts of self-government, and find fresh forms of self-expression in 

place of their stifled political activities. Princely rule was exalted as the 

sphere in which rnarfs manifold powers could alone find complete develop¬ 

ment. Thus the teaching of current philosophy, no less than the trivial 

incidents of daily life, enabled despiitism to strike fresh roots and to 

undermine the traditions of liberty. At the same time, the tendency on 

the part of the despots to seek ir.vestiture from Pope or Emperor preserved 

the conception of the medieval Empire, and threw the aegis of feudal 

tradition over the evolution of the modern State. 

When despotism prevailed throughout Italy, and even the republics of 

Siena and Perugia fell beneath the control of a single citizen before the 

close of th(‘ century, Venice alone remaim^d a strong and well-ordered 

republic. Her position at the Ix^ginning of the century and her history 

during its course have lx‘en authoritatively treated bv Dr Horatio Browned 

It must suffice here to indicate* the characteristics which separate her from 

the general trend of Italian political development. Ami<l the failure of 

communal iirstitutions to meet the recjuirements which circumstances 

demanded of then), the Venetian constitution stands out as an example 

of effi(*ienev and adaptability which responded to every n(*(‘d as it arose, 

and allowed no power outside* itsedf to su[)pl(‘m(*nt its .'^liortcomings. 

I'he Ma^f^ior Con^si^iio^ since the famous serraUi of P297, was limited to 

the Venetian patriciate, numlK»ring at this time some fifteen hundred 

members; yet no antagonism existed t)etween its members and tho.se of 

the plebeian classes, wlio found adeejuate staqjc fortlicir |)()litica] activities 

in the civil .service, and honoured a government which was carried on in 

their interests. The Maggior ConMifflio was the source of all authority 

in the State, but it understood the art of delegating its powers, and was 

content to concentrate uj)on its elective functions, leaving the work of 

legislation to the Pregadi or Senate. The Collegio was the executivt* and 

initiative body, consisting of the heads of government deparments (.Vrti ?/ 

di Temi fVrwm, S<wii da Mar) and of six Saril Grandly one of whom 

performed what were practically the functions of [)rime minister for a 

week at a time. Council, Senate, and College were presided ()\er l>v Iht' 

Doge and his six C^ouiuillors. The Doge (amid not act apart from his 

’ C(ir)ihri(i(^e Modern llLstory, \’ol. i, ( hap. vin. 
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Councillors, but he alone among Venetian statesmen held office for life; 

thus the advice which he tendered was formed by ripe experience and his 

position as visible head of the State ensured him a respectful hearing. In 

1310 the Consiglto di Died was instituted “to preserve the liberty and 

peace of the subjects of the republic and protect them from the abuses 

of personal powers” For all its wide discretionary authority, it did not 

supersede the constitution as the creation of a balia supei-seded it; 

elected in the Grand Council for six months at a time, it formed part of 

the ordinary machinery of government and was subject to constitutional 

control. Admirable as were the constitutional foi*ms of the republic, it 

was not these which differentiated her most sharply from her neighbours, 

but rather the spirit which animated her political life. When Savonarola 

instructed the citizens of Florence on the manner in which they could 

contribute to the perfecting of popular government, he bade those called 

to any magistracy or office “love the common good of the city, and laying 

aside all individual and private interests have an eye to this aloneIt 

was the glory of Venice that she trained her sons to obey this precept and 

that the whole-hearted devotion of every Venetian to the service of the 

republic was expected and rendered. The oligarchy was animated by a 

common will and purpose, and any signs of independence on the part of 

an individual or group were ruthlessly suppressed. Moreover, the peculiar 

history and position of Venice contributed to the maintenance of unity 

between all classes. Isolation from the main current of Italian politics 

saved her from their devastating factions. The temperament of the people, 

bred of the soft air of the lagoons and a seafaring life, rendered them 

amenable to discipline, and turned their skill and energies towards the 

practical and the technical rather than towards agitating problems of 

politics and philosophy. The Church was never allowed to become a rival 

to the authority of the State. The economic interests of patrician and 

plebeian were centred in a single commercial system which it was the chief 

concern of the government to foster. Thus the republic drew its strength 

from the combined energy of its citizens, which constituted a reserve force 

from which it could meet the heavy demands made upon its endurance. 

At the opening of the fifteenth century Venice had reached the full 

measure of her powers; her constitution was fixed and her commercial 

and colonial system was elaborated, A period of almost uninterrupted 

warfare, with the new responsibilities which her conquests brought, formed 

the supreme test of Venetian greatness, and of the principles upon which 

the republic was founded. In 1484, the mainland dominion of Venice 

stretched from the Isonzo and the Adriatic, to the Adda, and from the 

Alps to the Po. The system of government established in the subject 

territory strove to preserve local autonomy and at the same time to bind 

the cities to Venice by the benefits which her rule conferred. Each city 

^ Capitolnre dei Capi del Cons. X, da leggersi ogni prirno giomo del mese. Konianin, 
III, 54. Trattato circa il reggimento e govtemo della citta di Firenzcy iii, 2. 
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retained its own constitution,its council being presidedoverby the Venetian 

rettore or podeda^ who, together with a military officer, acted as repre- 

sentativevS of the republic. In Vicenza, where the tradition of liberty was 

strong, anziani, elected by the citizens, had the duty of watching the 

rettore in order to prevent breaches of Vicentine laws and custom. 

Commissions were sent from time to time to all subject cities in order to 

enquire into the conduct of the rettore and hear complaints. Taxation 

was light and mainly indirect, and Venice won general respect from what 

Harrington has termed “her exquisite justice.'” If the local nobility 

chafed under her control, and the neighbours who were stripped of their 

territories thirsted for vengeance, the lower classes were unwavering in 

their allegiance. The strongest vindication of Venetian rule is that, 

with a few exceptions and save for a brief interval, the cities which 

fell to her during the fifteenth century remained under her in peace, 

prosperity, and contentment for three hundred years. In addition to 

her pre-occupation with the mainland, Venice was engaged in a losing 

battle for the maintenance of her supremacy in the Levant. Although her 

successes in naval warfare against the Turk during the early years of the 

century enabled her to secure a respite from hostilities and free trade and 

navigation in 'rurkish dominions, the fall of ('onstantinople entailed 

heavy loss of property and tlie disapfiearance of the supremacy which 

she had hitherto enjoyed in tlie Black Sea. From 146S-79 she fought the 

Turk single-handed witli a courage which refused to be daunted by 

reverses. She emerged from the struggle with depleted revenues, and 

losses of territory for which tlie acquisition of ('yprus afforded only 

partial compensation. Despite the prolonged strain to which she was 

subjected, however, \ enice had energy to spare for all that promoted 

the prestige of the city and the wxdlbeing of its citizens. She secured 

the removal of the seat of the Patriarch from Grado to the capital, 

and further strengthened the control of the republic in mattei's of 

eccle.siastical jurisdiction and appointment to benefices. Various im¬ 

provements were introduced into the judicial sy.stem, and a permanent 

commission was set up to visit the prisons and ameliorate the lot of the 

prisoners; a ministry of public health was instituted; the arsenal was 

enlarged. The Venice which Philippe do Commynes visited in 1494 amazed 

liim by its magnificence. Churches, monasteries, gardens, set in the midst 

of the watei^s, palaces faced with white marble from I stria, gilded filings, 

ciirved mantelpieces, gondolas made gay with tapestries, claimed his 

admiring attention. “(’Vst la plus triomphante cit6 quej'aye jamais vue, 

et (jui fait plus d'’honneurs a ambassmleurs et estrangers, et qiii plus 

sagement se gouverne, et ou le service de Dieu est le plus solemnellement 

faith’^ His words bear witness to the worth of Venetian achievement, 

and to the power of tlu' spirit of the commune which had not ceased to 

animate the life of the city 

Memoirea, Bk vii, ( hap xvii 



CHAPTER Vll 

FRANCE: THE REIGN OF CHARLES VII AND THE 

END OF THE HUNDRED YEARS’ WAR 

Thk death of Charles VI on 21 October 1422 was an event of little 

signihcance in itself, but infinitely important in its consetjuenees. The 

sovereign who thus disappeared from the stage had for a long time had 

no personal part to play. But the circumstances attending the succession 

to him upon the throne of France created an entirely novel situation. 

In this setting, a wholly gloomy one for France, the third ac't of the 

Hundred Veal’s’ War opened; from 1422 to 1453 was to he unfolded, 

amid the changing fortunes of the great struggle, a secjuence of events 

stirring and decisive for the destiny of the West. France* was to be the 

prize of an intensely dramatic contest, in which its existen(‘(‘ as a nation 

was at stake. In a most critical state at first, at one moment almost des¬ 

perate, it made one of the most marvellous recoveries in history; and, 

finally, it came triumphant out of this terrible ordeal, the most formidable 

that it encountered throughout the ages, and emerged from so many 

misfortunes a new France, bruised and exhausted, hut intact in all tjssen- 

tials, organically sound and convalescent, and ready to plav in modern 

Europe an active and a preponderating part. 

It is interesting to note, at the moment when tin* wretched career of 

Charles VI came to an end, the impression produced by tliis event on his 

contemporaries. All the evidence is in agreement on tliis point. It was 

one ot complete iiidifferenci* among the princes and iiohles; hut, on the 

other hand, of sincere emotion and of disinav among the ])eop!e. 

princes and the lords regarded Charles VI as a irseless creature, who 

had in some sort outlived him.self and whose existence was a nuisance, 

an obstacle to the realisation of the political combinations thev had 

devised. The Court was impatient to see upon the throne of tin* Valois 

the little Henry VI, already King of England and heii* to France. In 

fact, “heir to France” {hacren Framiae) had been the title borne hy 

Henry V from the time of his marriage with (’harles VTs daugliter ( ’athe- 

rine of France until his death, and from him Henry VI had inherited 

the title, which gave him formal guarantee for his expectancy of the 

succe.ssion, Ihe Dauphin Charles, son of Isabella of Bavaria and reputed 

illegitimate, excludc‘d from all right to tin* crown, banned as the guilty 

author of the assassination of tin* Duke of Burgundy, John the lA*arless, 

on the bridge of Montereau, was a wanderer in France, and the late king’s 

entourage considered his cause as adjudg(‘d, as lost. While Cliarles VI 

was alive, it might still he questioned whether article 6 of the Treaty of 
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Troyes in 1420 was to be enforced*. Now that Charles VI was dead, thi.s 

extraordinary deviation from the true course of succession was realised 

with the greatest ease and without resistance. As soon as the funeral of 

Charles VI was over, the English king, in spite of his tender age, was 

immediately and solemnly proclaimed. 

Thus was accomplished the transference of the crown of France to the 

house of England. The union of the I^ncastrian Henry V with Catherine 

cloaked this transfei'erice with a semblance of legality; but it was none 

the less a direct contradiction of the decision of the French barons in 

1828, and the solemn function of 1422 testified, as the result of the 

English victory, to the military collapse of France. 

Now, while Court, princes, and grandees looked on unmoved at this 

|)resumptuous transference of the crown which went so directly counter 

to past history, it was (juite otherwise with the people; the honest masses 

w'ci e stT-angely moved by the sadness of this grave occurrence. The people 

of France, of Paris above all, grieved bitterly on the new^s of the poor 

mad king's death; at Ids funeral there were open manifestations of the 

j)opular feeling. Tins was very characteristic of their mood. It must not 

Ik) looked upon as a mere outburst of emotion; it denoted the strain of 

apprehension, of anxiety, which gripped the minds of all true Frenchmen 

at this turning-point in their country’s history. What the man in the 

stri‘et at Paris was lamenting as the funeral cortege piissed along its w^ay 

was both the prince who was named tlie Well-Beloved’’and also the 

national cause which was felt i<» have died with him. 

There is, in fact, no more sombre date in the history of France than 

the year 1422. It was not rnendv defeat, misery, civil war oppressing 

meids minds; the very soul of the country was in agonv. The dread of 

the unknown hung over the future; there was no long(‘r any certain con¬ 

stitution, any firm idea from which the hope of l>etter ildngs might spring, 

France, in the course of its monarchical evolution, had come to associate 

its sentiment of national!tv with tia* tradition of kingship; and now% at 

this moment of complete change, when, '*‘in spite of all efforts and 

all the blood that luid been shed," the erowui of France was united to 

that of lOngland, the Ixavildcnal Frenchman asked himself where he was 

to bestow that loyalty to a king which was so indispensable for the ease 

of the individual conscience. Was this I'higlish kftig, thus solemnly pro¬ 

claimed, tlie king by right? Or did not the law' of succession, standing 

above the caprice of policy and the chance of military or diplomatic 

encounters, rather summon to the tlirone him wliom thev had long know n 

oHicially, and whom many still spoke of beneath their breath, as the 

dauphin, Isabella's son, Tharles? As against the answer officially given 

* It is useful to recall here the actual text of this article: Jterii est acconle que 

Uiutost a[>res iiostre trespas et deslors en avant, la eouroniie et royauiue de France 
avecques tons hoirs droi/ et a]q>artenanees deniounont et seront jMO-petuehuneiit de 
nostre tilz le roy Henry et dc ses hoirs." 
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by the Court and dictate<l by tlie Treaty of Troyes, product of the 

coalition of the unworthy queen with the Burgundians and the Lancas¬ 

trians, was there not also another answer, that of the Arinagnacs, who 

abided by the fundamental principles of the Salic l^w and the pei'son 

of the dauphin, a prince forsaken, but become king now by his father's 

death? Opposed to eac;h other stood the partisans of Henry and the 

partisans of Charles, and among them, on both sides, there were some 

who were convinced of the legitimacy and right of their cause, others 

who were perplexed by doubts; while in between came the great multitude 

of the undecided, the indifferent, and the dispirited. The best minds were 

afflicted by a problem of conscience. Just as the Church had suffered and 

still was suffering from its schism, owing to the multiplicity of Popes, so 

now France was suffering from a duplication of royal authority. 

Then, as to the division of the country between Henry VI of England 

(who should have been Henry II of Fraiu'c) and Charles VII. Territorially, 

there was no comparison between them. The victories of -Henry the 

part played by the house of Burgundy in alliance with that of Lancaster, 

the apparent validity of the Treaty of 'IVoyes, the title of hcurcs Frarwiae 

borne in turn by the husband and the son of Catherine—all contributed 

to create a position of manifest preponderance for the English party. In 

1422, indeed, the English controlled the greater part of French soil. 

They held Normandy and (luienne, the old Plantagenet fiefs re-won by 

Henry V; they held Picardy, Ciiampagne, the lie de France, also con¬ 

quered by the same prince; they profited by the adhesion and suppoi t of 

the house of Burgundy, wliich possessed, in fief from tlie Crown of France, 

Flanders, Artois, and Burgundy proper, not to mention its imperial fiefs, 

the L)w Countries and Franclie Comte; they had the suzerainty over 

Brittany. Paris, at once the head and the heart of the French kingdom, 

was theirs. The great institutions of State, the Parlement, the IJniversitv, 

recognised, like the Court, the authority of King Henry. 

On the other hand, the provinces in the centre—Bc'rry, the Orleanais, 

Touraine, Poitou, Anjou—remained faithful to Charles; and there were 

others too, here and thei-e, east, south, and west—Dauphine and Provence 

in the Empire, Auvergne, I^nguedoc, and lastly La K(Kdielle and [)art 

of Saintonge. These scattered provinces, forming no coherent group, 

constituted the sum total that remained to the disinherited prince, who 

from 1422 onwards, however, may properly be called Charles VII. 

It was at Mehun-sur-Yevre, that noble castle })iiilt and beautified by 

his great-uncle the Duke of Berry, brother of Charles V, that he learnt 

on 24 October the news of his father s death. At first he made no move. 

But on SO October, on information that steps were being taken at Paris 

to settle the question of the succession to his prejudice, he followed the 

advice of those who were in his immediate entourage and assumed the 

title of king at Meliun. In the ciestle chapel he caused a funeral service 

to be conducted to the memory of the sovereign who had just passed 
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away; All Saints Day came immediately afterwards, and he was careful 

to perforin with royal pomp the duties prescribed for this great festival 

of the Church. Thus the new reign was inaugurated. “The king of 

Bourges,’’ as he was commonly known, stood in the lists against the king 

of Parish And the chronicler Jouvenel des Ursins applies the term Fran- 

coys-Angloys to those who cried: “ Long live Henry, King of France and 

England.*” “ Renegade Frenchmenbecame the more usual name for them. 

So there were two kings and two obediences—two Frances. Leaving out 

of account the Burgundian territories, which were spared by the war, and 

apart from the losses and ravages wrought by physical violence or by the 

moral upheaval, it would be true to say that the same desolation afflicted 

the provinces administered from Paris as those administered from Bourges. 

In short, the two Frances were plunged, to the same depth, in anarchy. 

Bands of Annagnacs were still at large in the provinces of the English 

obedience; unemployed mercenaries, known as routiers or itcorcheurs 

(a most expressive name, which tells its own tale), were coming and going, 

heedless of frontiers, robbing, massacring, torturing, and living on plunder. 

Ruined churches, a devastated countryside, terrorised towns, universal 

misery, famine, monetary disorder, high prices, unemployment, dislocation 

of the social framework, crime unpunished and multiplying, inhuman 

atrocities, a return to barbarism and the evil instincts of the most savage 

ages—these were the characteristic features of the crisis created by the 

Hundred Years’ War and the troubles which it brought in its train. At 

the moment when the most grievous stage of this period of prolonged 

ordeal began, all the causes of suffering were crowding upon one another 

and reaching the height of their effect; the constant tragedies of this 

awful time form the material for the stories of the chroniclers. The 

picture they give is one of tlie deepest gloom; and the unanimous agree¬ 

ment of all the contemporary literature makes it impossible to doubt 

that the colouring of the picture is absolutely realistic. 

Besides the accounts of the chroniclers there is also the evidence of the 

charters'^, which are even more eloquent for being impersonal. They 

reveal the ghastly intensity of the crisis: there are contracts which deal 

only with waste land; acts of a later date in which the lord enfranchises 

his serfs in order that after so many lost years they may have a l)ettei 

heart for work; an account-book in which the head of a family has noted 

down, in matter-of-fact language that is therefore the more impressive> 

the successive catastrophes which have l)efallen his home; wills in which 

the ruin of families can be seen and almost felt by the reader. The 

ferocity of the nomad bands has left its mark on the language, in that a 

detail of military equipment has owing to them become the source of the 

^ Pierre de Feiiiu (p. 104), “...Ainsy y avoit en France deux roys, e’est as^avoir le 
roy Charles et le roy Henry, lequel roy Henry se nommait roy de France et d’Eng^le- 

terre.” 
The most impressive d(Kmmentis are to be found in tlie collection of Pere Denifle. 
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precise modern significance of the word brigand*/’’ Fortified towns 

stood out as islands amid the wav^es of armed men battering upon them, 

but even they suffered equally with the countryside. Overcrowded with 

refugees, each of them was transformed into a beleaguered city in which 

means of livelihood were scarce and precarious, the mortality was terrible, 

famine and disorder almost incessant. Even in Paris the documents 

reveal a lamentable situation. The Bourgeois de Paris ^ gives us some of 

its features: “ When the dog-killer killed any dogs, the poor folk followed 

him into the fields to obtain the Hesh or the entrails for fo(xl...they ate 

what the swine disdained to eat.’" And the same author sums up in these 

words the crisis of which he has been telling the story: I do not believe 

that from the time of Clovis, the first Christian king, PVance has ever 

been so desolate and divided as it is to-dav.” These are not the exaggera¬ 

tions of a pessimist, but the expression of oik' who is meticulously stating 

the facts. Never, in truth, since the beginning of the French monarchy, 

had the country undergone a crisis, both material and moral, of such a 

character. 

Exhausting as was the physical crisis, the moral crisis was even more 

severe a strain. For French patriotism, wdiich had given new life to France 

at Bouvines, and had restored it to health after its constitution had been 

vitally impaired by the Treaty of Bretigny, might have been the .salva¬ 

tion of the France of 1422. But on what was patriotism to depend in 

this hour of dismay? Patriotism was inconceivable unless founded uf)on 

kingship; loyalty to a prince was the inevitable form for national sentT 

nient to take. Now two princes were at the same time claiming to he the 

lawful ruler, and between them everyone, l)efore the l)ar of conscience at, 
any rate, had to make up his mind. 

For the modern Frenchmaii no hesitation is possible. Charles VII. the 

son of ("harles VI, was the true king. But f\)r the men and women of ttie 

fifteenth century the situation was much more difficult to resolve. The 

Burgundian party had spread the report of the possible, or even probable, 

illegitimacy of the dauphin, (^ueen Isabella's reputation provitled onlv 

too good a basis for this, and she herself had justified it hv accepting the 

Treaty of Troyes. Precision was given to the rumour bv those who made 

out Charles to be the son of Louis of Orleans, lover of his sister-iri-law 

the queen; this was affirmed, for instan(*e, by the author of the Pastorakt, 

The act which removed Charles from the succession proceeded from 

Charles VI, the Well-Beloved. The exclusion of Isalx‘lla's son was recog¬ 

nised by the constituent bodies at Paris, by the Parlement and the 

University; this had a natural effect upon men's minds. Vet, was this 

action on the part of these venerable bodies the result of conviction and 

a clear conscience, or was it not rather due to constraint, to resignation, 
or to submi.ssion in the face of force 

* liri/jandinr wits n rout of loall. 

Journal d*un UonnjeniH <h> fUiri.s^ j>. p. i.‘,i ; pp. ia4 
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At any rate, the fact that he was recognised as king by the governing 

classes in Paris, by the Parleinent, and by the University, gave Henry a 

presumptive right which mode an impression upon the worthy provincial 

peasantry. Instinctively, however, they revolted against it. How many, 

then, were questioning their consciences, anxiously, in {perplexity, having 

lost their bearings in face of this novel and distracting problem of the 

two kings who disputed the realm between them ? 

So much for the material and moral picture of the France of 1422. 

The next task is to shew what sort of men they were who faced one 

another in the lists, to contrast the kingship of Paris with the kingship 

of Hourges. 

Henry VI peisonally did not count at all. He was an infant, and a 

sickly one. Boin on 4 December 1421, he was not even a year old when 

the crown of Fiance by inheritance from Charles VI was placed upon the 

frail head which already bore the crown of England by inheritance from 

Henrv V'. llie guardianship had been offered, on Henry V"s death, to 

the Duke of Burgundv, but he hod refused it; and it was the Duke of 

Bedford, Henry V's brother, w ho took over on the accession of his nephew 

the regency of the kingdom of 1‘Vance. Bedford was a fine soldier and an 

able statesman, tint in manner he wiis haughty, hard, and quick-tempered. 

He made, in truth, a serious and painstaking effort to remedy the evils 

from which tin* provinces subject to iiis authority w^ere suffering; it was 

his delib(‘rate policy to render the English occupation as mild as {possible 

and not to injure the inhabitants^; he laboured sincerely to assure the 

normal functioning of government, and even to inqprove it. He suppres-sed, 

to tlie lH‘st of his aliilitv, brigandage in Normandy, the typical province 

of the English obedience; Thomas Basin speaks of 10,()00 persons hanged 

in one year. This iigure, liowever, is evidence both of the duke's severity 

and of the intensity of the evil. As Basin also shews, the English regent 6 

care for the Normans did not {irevent them from cordially detesting the 

English. 

Administrativelv, Ikalford did what he could and deserves that credit 

should Ik* given to him for the nut hods he employed. He iiiqiroved the 

coinage, siiiqilified and puritital the {irocedurc at the Chatclet at Paris, 

created a faeiiltv of law at Caen, and grante<i ou a considerable scale 

remissions of taxes to impovt rished towns. But his {>olicy was everywhere 

confronted bv a [>as^i\e resistance; he was tricked by the psychological 

factor. 'I'hough iu law subjects of tlie Lanciistrian dynasty, the French 

servixl it against tlieir will. Bedford had to exact a strict oath from 

’ Sec tlie inter(‘stiiii’ dm-nnients publislied by Miss B. J. H. Rowe, IHscipline in 

the ]\’orman (iarhaona under Hedjhrd, TdlR. \ ol. xevi, lUdl, pp. Ul4sqq.). 
Bedford, moreover, was continuing the policy of the prece«liiig reign. Cf. A. New- 

hall, Uenrp's ))olicy of coiuiliation in I^ormandy, 1417--2 (.-tfuiiwnary Essays in 

nu'dieval history hy students o/t'hnr/es Haskins, 192^, p. 200). 
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ecclesiastics as well as from laymen. At every moment he learned of 

possible, even imminent, defections. He had to make use of threats to 

obtain the voting of supplies by the Estates of Normandy or Champagne. 

Now, his task did not consist only in giving life to the conquered provinces 

and keeping them in their allegiance; he had also to conquer for his nephew 

the provinces held by those who were called in his camp “the Dauphinois.’*' 

Dauphhiois was the name given in the English North to the partisans 

of Charles, who were sometimes also dubl)ed by their adversaries with the 

old name of twenty years before, “ Armagnacs.'*' Charles" supporters had 

no objection to the former name, since, as he had not been crowned at 

Rheirns, they still designated him by the title of “dauphin."* Indeed, 

Joan of Arc was hei’self to greet him at Chinon as “gentle dauphin."' 

Charles had not the personality to thrill those who adopted his cause, 

and he displayed none of the attributes of a leader. He is among the 

least pleasing of historical personages. His character delies exact definition. 

He acted in a vague and colourless manner at first; though he declared 

himself king in it was rather, it would seem, in order to satisfy his 

entourage than because he had the consciousness of being cast for a great 

role. He was listless, and on the morrow of his proclamation at Mehun- 

sur-Yevre, appeared to be sunk in a deep apathy. This young man of 

twenty, faced with so many difficulties, seemed to be unequal to the task of 

surmounting them. He was like a child, heedless, letting men and things 

go their own way; in the absence of a firm hand everything was being 

allowed to drift. 

What, then, is the explanation of this insensibility, which intensified 

the existing gravity of the situation and cast its gloom over the whole of 

the fii*st period of the reign C ’harles, though he was no man of distinction, 

was not without capacity. He proved himself, in the second half of his 

career, to be a capable administrator; and though a large share in this 

must be assigned to his ministers, he cannot be denied all credith But he 

had failings which were very harmful to him,especially in the critical circum¬ 

stances in which he commenced his reign. One personal characteristic w as 

his lack of any .soldierly instincts, in which he resembled his grandfather 

Charles V; this military defect was a serious matter for a prince whose 

kingdom was attacked, invaded, and in part occupied by the enemv, at 

a time when fighting was continuous and force seemed the onlv arbiter. 

Besides this, Charles was slow to develop; he was late in reaching maturity. 

At the age of twenty his character was still unformed; he was naive, 

timid, shallow, heedless of the seriousness of his circumstances and the 

grave duties they imposed upon him; living a hand-to-mouth existence, he 

was accessible to all comers and became subject to influences often of the 

most harmful kind. As ill luck would have it, around this inexperienced 

^ His surname “the Well-Served” shews, however, that according to general 
opinion his fellow-workers played the chief part. 
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youth, deserted by his family, there prowled a troop of low adventurers, 

who were greedy after their own personal gain and unaffected by the vital 
issues of the day. 

C'harles VII has often been accused of premature debauchery and dis¬ 

sipation at the beginning of his reign. It is necessary to make a stand 

against these un just accusations, which were the inventions of his enemies. 

'Ihe sources studied by the Marquis du Fre.sne de Beaucourt^ give the lie 

to these malicious rumours. The king of Bourges appears in the sources 

as a pious and devout prince, much attached to his wife, Mary of Anjou, 

but somewhat under the thumb of his energetic and imperious mother-in- 

law, Yolande of Sicily I If we take the evidence of reliable documents 

only, we find neither luxury nor pleasure dominating his Couil; the im¬ 

pression we get is rather of poverty and distress. In 14J22, the year of his 

accession, he had to put his jewels in pawn and in particular his finest 

diamond, known as “the mirror'*"; he had to borrow from one of his cooks 

{(jnnur) in April 1428, and he was unable to pay tlie wages of his servants. 

Many other equally good examples could Ix' cited to she>v the wretcliedness 
of his state I 

The most serious factor was the absence of a strong personality at the 

central point of resistance to Bedford, (’harles V^II was dominated at first 

by a triumvirate composed of the president Lou vet, Tanguy du Chatel, 

and a petty nobleman named Frotier. Then it was the turn of Arthur de 

Richemont, dliird in order came the too lengthv period of the egoistic 

La 4 remodle. To all these men ("harles was little more than a cipher. His 

protracted adolescenc€% his delayed manhood, was not the only reason for 

Ills npathy. There was a deeper psychological cause for his weakness and 

his repugmince to face responsibility and decision. Me was doubtful about 

his birth, whether he was legitimate or no; this problem which disturbed 

liis subjects w as a torment to himself. Besides, the crime of Montereau had 

broken his spirit; the crushing responsibility laid on his shoulders when 

he was declared to lx the author of the assassination of John the Fearless 

had deeply impressed itself upon his mind. And the distress of his youth, 

when he htui been renounced by his family, had added to his depression. 

In him had been extinguished the taste for living and reigning. It luxded 

® In Iiis Huioirr de Charles F//, ii, iTT sqq, 
Ilip w'idow of Louis 11, Duke of Anjou and clainiant Najdes (Sicily). 

^ (’liarles had to refrain from buying new shoes, as he was unable to pay hi-^ shoe¬ 
maker, and to he content with liis *‘viek honzel” (tjuicherat, Frocc*, iv, ^25). The 
poet Martial d’Auvergne Vigil/es du Boy Charim 17/, i, o(>) tells how : 

“ Ln jour que t.ia Hire et l*otoii 

le vindrent veoir pour festoyeineut 

n’avoient qn’une queue de moutoii 
et deux poulets Unit seulement,'’ 

It is clear that the resources of the unhappy kin^ of Bourges allowe<l him an 

existence that W'as very modest for a fifteenth-century king. One day it hapjjened 
that his treasurer Regnier do Bouligny had only four crow irs in tlie chest (Quiclierat, 
IhrociSy III, B/)). 
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time to raise him from the depths again. And while he waited fora spark 

of hope or a ray of truth to lighten his darkness, the king who should 

have issued his call to France did nothing of any avail. So far from 

directing events, lie let himself be led by them. 

It wa;?, indeed, very difficult in the circumstances to react against the 

English occupation. How ever, if the impulse wius to spring from another 

than the king, that impulse when it came was to be the more intense, 

spontaneous, and irresistible. But, in the meantime, the patriotism latent 

in the French, the national sentiment whicii ua> to save lioth king and 

kingdom, was displayed in a merely negative tonn; the only sign that 

revealed the popular instinct, hostile as always to a foreign occupation, 

was the stubborn passive resistance of those Frenchmen wlio inhabited the 

provinces that were in English hands. Renegade Frenchmen, whole¬ 

heartedly attached to the Lancastrians, were the exception; most of the 

inhabitants shut themselves up, as it were, in their sliells, and witlioiit 

committing as a rule any overt act of jebellion, met the conciliatory and 

well-meaning policy of tlie energetic Bedford vvitli a blank enmity, a 

heartfelt antipathy, which denoted a fixed determination lu'vei’to surrender. 

At times, too, the voice of loyalty was already to lie heard in t he north. 

Toiirnai, a Burgundian town, on Charles VFs death sent a deputation to 

Charles VIE, This was a rare, if not a unicjia'’^ inslanc(', but it was symp¬ 

tomatic; one would look in vain for an instance ol‘ the opposite, of a 

spontaneous rally to the English side ‘'•j)ar de la la Loire,'" It is a s aliiable 

point to note, for it helps one to understand whv, in spite* of appearances 

to the contrary, the future was better assured for tht' king of Bourges 

than for the king of Paris. It little profited the son of lleni\ \ that lie 

could boast the more regal state and that the eonslituent bodies were in 

his train. He was a usurper legitimised, and the officials w ere too fulsome 

in their recognition of him for tlieir sentiments to be sincere. When they 

sought to give an appearance of reality to the rights of their king, these 

Parisians were trying to stifle their own doul)t^; many of them, however, 

kept thinking of the imprescriptible and inalienable rights of tlie lawful 

race of national kings, and it is to be noted that the line in the modern 

opera, “Never in France shall reign an English king,'" was no fiction, but 

an actual utterance of the time. It is to be found in the trial of (iuillanme 

Prieuse, Superior of the Carmelites at HlK‘ims, wlio was brought to justice 

for using suspicious language; “he said...that never had Engli.shman been 

King of France, and never should be WliatTouniai proclaimed and 

Rheims was whispering, many were thinking without daring to breathe it 

^ ‘^Veuttcjiir le dauphin puur roi,” says the f'hroniqur dr Tournai (Manpiis du 

Fre.sne de Heaucourt, Hlsioirr de (Jharles t7/, n, U). 

ill the charter granted to 'J'ournai, Charles V71 himself recalle*! the town’s 
loyalty: ^‘deinouree cornnie toute seule des parties de par de la la Seine." See, too, 
the case cited below of Prieuse at liheirns. 

^ Ibid, ri, 5(). 
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aloud, and in the Lancastrian provinces were looking forward to the day 

when they would have the right to give expression to it. Everywhere, in 

fact, a latent patriotism was working during the worst years for the king 

of Bourges, and it was he that already was virtually the true king of the 
whole of France. 

“At this date the English sometimes took a fortress from the Armag- 

iiacs in the morning, and then lost two again in the evening. Thus went 

on the war accursed of God."'‘ Tliis passage from the Joianal (Fufi Imir- 

geovt deParis^^ an invaluable source for the light it throwson contemporary 

opinion, admirably sums up the military history of the early years of 

('harles VIFs reign. They are confused years, years of bitter struggle 

bet ween the two parties who were contesting the possession of France; 

years marked by trifling episodes which cancelled each other out: the 

capture and recapture of castles, a company here and there surprising a 

conipany of the enemy, warfare of a purely local character but taking place 

simultaneously everywhere, and with no other result than to increase the 

general misery and year by year to make the demoralisation more intense. 

Fiom the accession of Charles \TI to the coming of Joan of Arc, a war 

that lacked any pleasing or redeeming feature may be divided into three 

periods, all of them (juite short. In the fii*st, the Faiglish had the 

advantage; in the second, the cause of the king of Bourges seemed to be 

improving; finally, in the third period, this fleeting hope vanished and 

it appeared that the resumption of the initiative by the English must 

prove decisive. 

Wliat gave the I^iglish their chief advantage in the first period was 

their close accord not only with the Duke of Burgundy in the east and 

north, but also with Duke John VI of Brittany in the west and with 

Count John I of Foix in the south. John VI of Brittany and his brother 

the (\)unt of Richemont constituted an important and eflective menace 

to the king of Bourges; and this was the more effective since Charles, 

though secure in the firm loyalty of the tow n of Toulouse as well as of 

Languedoc, had to j)rotect himself in that region against John I of Foix, 

who was similarly aided by his brother. Count Matthew' of Comminges. 

Dominating Bearn and the territories attaching to it, the house of L'oix 

was a formidable power in the south-w'est; Charles' j)artisHns had difficulty 

in maintaining thiMuselves at Bazas. On the other side, the Earl of 

Salisbury and John of Luxemburg ranged at will over (’hampagne and 

the region of the Ardennes. The Count of Aumale, with a small body of 

adherents of the house of V'alois, did defeat the English leader Suffolk 

in Maiiu^ at Iai Gravelle on 26 Se^ptember 1423. But this victory had no 

morrow. For the Count of Aumale was himself overwhelmed and slain at 

the battle of Verneuil on 17 August 1424. 

V^erneuil was an unlucky day for the king of Bourges. The striking 

^ V. ItM). 
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victory won by Bedford seemed to signalise the military triumph of the 

English party. It w as the most important English success since Agincourt, 

and it makes a fourth in the series of great French disasters in the 

Hundred W'hi*s" War. Verneuil almost ranks as an ecjual with Agincourt, 

Poitiers, and Cvccy, 

It was not any sudden outburst of energy on the part of Charles VII 

that originated the improvement w hich marks the succeeding period. The 

reasons were wholly external and foituitous. The ambition of Bedford’s 

brother, the Duke of Gloucester, who w ished to play a part on the Con¬ 

tinent \ provoked a coolness betw'cen the Courts of England and Burgundy. 

At the same moment, the house of Brittany and the house of Foix severed 

their ties with Bedford. These various events resulted in a revival, though 

of rather an artificial nature, in the fortunes of the king of Bourges. It 

was over Hainault that a difference arose between the Duke of Gloucester 

and the powerful Duke of Burgundy, Philip the Good. Philip in umbrage 

withdrew his support from the English and dissociate<l himself from their 

interests. A similar change of front took place in Brittany also. Riche¬ 

mont, the brother of Duke John VI, went to Chinon and on 7 March 14J^5 

re<‘eived from Charles VII the sword of the Constable of France. He 

immediately conducted an active campaign against the l.ancastrians in 

Brittany, Normandy, and Maine. Finally, John I of Foix was won over 

by the office of Lieutenant-General of Languedoc and changed sides, 

passing with his brother the Count of Comminges into the camp of 
Charles VIL 

Richemont was now the most influential figure at Cliarles’ Court; he 

appeared to be an ac(]uisition of the first importance, and his successes were 

most encouraging for the future. But Bedford had succeeded in settling 

the dispute about Hainault, and in preventing Burgundy from abandon¬ 

ing the English alliance. The regent was skilful enough to set against 

Richemont the Earl of Warwick, wdio wars given the high-sounding title 

of “Captain and I<ieutenant-(ieneral of thekingandtheregcntthroughout 

France and Normandy.'’ The Bearnais, in the service of the Count of 

Foix, reached the banks of the laiire; but they contented themselves 
merely with pillaging the countryside. 

Then came the third period, the period of disillusionment. Jealous of 

La Tremoijle, C harles NJFs new favourite, Richemont confined his activi¬ 

ties to Brittany. Warwick took heart again, and achieved the cajiture of 

Poritorson on H May UJ27. Finally, the Earl of Salisbury arrived with an 
English army to lay siege to Orleans. 

It is essential to appreciate the full significance of this siege of Orleans. 

In tile first plat'e, th(‘ F>nglish were attacking a town whose ovcTlord, 

Duke Cliarles of Orleans, had beiMi a prisoner in their hands since 

Agincoiirf, his rigfits being t^xpressly guarded by treaty; theieforc the 

Liighsh go\ciiiment was committing a breach of signed agreements. At 
Sec iii/ra, ( 'trap, x, p. Cluip. xi. p. ;J90. 
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the same time, it was disregarding the customary practice of feudal and 

chivalric l)ehaviour: in the fifteenth century it was regarded as a definite 

rule that no attack should be madii upon the domain of a lord while he was 

a prisoner. Salisbury was perhaps attracted by the tovvirs importance as 

the key to the line of the Loire. At any rate, his attack upon it was looked 

on as a moral outrage, and not only the citizens of Orleans but the 

people of France also were infuriated by it. 'Fhis explains both the heroic 

and impassioned resistance of the defenders, and also the stir that their 

resistance aroused. Orleans became in everybody s eves symbolic. Some¬ 

thing was needed to quicken the latent patriotism in France into life; and 

that something was provided by the siege of Orleans. 

"rhere were indeed other heroic exploits calculated to maintain tlie 

spirits of the Valois party; for instance, the magnificent defence of Mont- 

Saint-Michel, that proud fortn^ss which never yielded to the English. But 

there was a great difference between the resistance of Mont-Saint-Michel 

and that of Orleans: the former excited the feudal element only; in the 

case of Orleans the emotions of a whole people were aroused. If the English 

triumphed over Orleans, if the gallantry of its inhabitants who had justice, 

as it seemed, and right on their side was proved to be vain and useless, 

then surely it was plain that the King of England was the true King of 

France and that resistance to him was a crime. In the simple minds of 

the perplexed Frenchtnen the notion of a judgment of God took shape, 

and in an agony of suspense tiiey looker! for the signs of it in all the events 

that attended the siege of the devoted city. The English felt that the 

resistance they eneountercHl had a special significance, an exceptional 

importance, and they redoubled their efforts. E\en after Salisbury had 

bi*en killed and Talbot had taken his place, though the assaults ordered by 

the new commander failed, as had those of his predecessor, against the 

invincible heroism of the defenders, the be.siegers did not lose heart; they 

counted on famine to break the valiant resistance of the inhabitants. At 

the Court of Charles VII also, thei'e was a confused idea of the gravitv of 

the crisis, and that it might possibly be the deciding one. In a vague w ay 

they realised that something must lie undertaken on behalf of the loval towui 

in its hour of danger; and a bodv of troops from Auvergne, under the 

command of (Charles of Bourbon, Count of Clermont, was dispatched 

against the besiegers. 

('harles of Bourbon learnt that a I'onvov of provisions under the charge 

of Fastolfe was on its way to the English camp; and he planned to inter¬ 

cept it. But the Auvergnats w^ere defeated on L2 lu bruarv 1429; the 

battle is known in history as “the battle of the lurrings," because the 

provisiorj-train attaeked, w hich w'assave<{ by the English, consisted mainly 

of barrels of red herrings destined to feed the English cam}) during the 

season of Lent. After “the battle of the herrings"Tt appeared impossible 

to save Orleans, and it can Ik' taken for granted that in s})ite of all the 

heroism displayed by the inhabitants and by their leader, Jean deDiinois, 
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the most valiant of Charles VIPs captains, the courageous town would 

finally have succumbed, had it not been for the intervention of eloan of 
Arc. 

There is no more astounding or more moving story in history than 

that of Joan of Arc, the peasant girl who became the commander of an 

army, saved her country from mortal danger, and herstilf died a martyr 

for her religious and patriotic faith. 

JoaiP was born in the hamlet of Domremy in the duchy of Bar, on the 

borders of Champagne and Lorraine, a district over which the King of 

France claimed an absolute right, which, however, was disputwl. Whether 

belonging to Lorraine or to Champagne, Joan regarded herself as a 

Frenchwoman^. Her father, Jacques d'Arc, had by his wife Isabella 

Romee five children, two of whom were girls; »Ioan was the youngest, 

and W41S known in the family as Jeannette. She was j)robably born on 

G January 1412, though the actual year is uncertain as the heroine herself 

was not absolutely sure of her fige. The child of lowly but comparatively 

well-to-do peasants, Joan received no education; she could neither read 

nor write, but was employed in household tasks, was expert at sewing 

and s[)inning, and as the youngest child of the house regularly took the 

animals to pasture. She was, to use her own descriptioti of herself, 

‘‘a shepherdess.^" Joan was most sincerely pious. In her environment 

the misfortunes of France and of its king made a profound impression. 

Situated on one of the main highways, Domremy caught the echo of all 

that was happening. The ‘‘great sorrow'" of the kingdoiii was the subject 

of every conversation. Joan was evidently enveloped in this atmosphere 

of distress which tortured the soul of France, and naturally the hope of 

escaping from the haunting dread of irremediable tlefeal was present in 

every pious heart. Tiie shepherdess of Domremv was about thirteen years 

old when, for the first time, a supernatural voice made itself heard to her 

in her fatheFs garden, coining from tiie right, from the direction of the 

church; the voice was accompanied by a briglit light, and it told her to 

Ixi of good conduct. The child was thoroughly frightened, until she 

realised that the voice came from Heaven. Afterwards the visions becanu* 

more frequent, more definite, and more urgent: 8t Michael appeared to 

her, as a knight, surrounded by angels; and two saints, St Margaret and 

St Catherine. The celestial voices Imde Joan set out for France, and when 

* The documents of the two Proch (lier condemnation and her rehabilitation) 

provide practically our only (*vidence for the childh(»od and early life of .loan of 

Arc. 
" J'he Mysth'f* da sirgt; (tOrlvaiiH makes Joan say : 

Quant est de Tostel de mon pere, 
11 est en pays Barrois 
Honneste et loyal Fraig-ois, ” 

{IUh\ iuM. 1801), p. 81)8.) 

Cf. La natimialitt' de Jeanne d'Are {Intermediaire Vol. nxxxri, 1820.) 
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Orleans was l>esieged they revealed to her that she would deliver the 
town. Joan resiste<l, but for five years the visions continued, becoming 
more and more insistent, to dictate her mission to her. At last she 
acknowledged that the will of God was irresistible and that she must 
accomplish it She held out to her saints a ring given her by her paj’ents 
which bore the inscription Jhcm Maria; the saints touched it, and the 
young girl, her hands in theirs, took the vow of virginity. Henceforward, 
her mind was decided, to ol)ey Heaven whatever might befall'. 

But she was at a loss how to carry out the order of Heaven. She 
went to Burey, near Vaucouleurs, to a cousin of her mother, Durand 
Lassaid, whom she called uncle, and with him she went, in the month 
of May 1428, to Vaucouleurs to visit the nearest royal captain, Robert 
de Baudricourt. He only laughed at her, and advised Lassart to box her 
ears and take her home to her parents. 

Ihit meanwhile the war was coming nearer. Enemy scouts appeared 
in the distiict, and a panic seized upon Domrc»ny. Joan wcait a second 
time to Baudricourt. ddie ca[)tain in his embarra.ssment sent her to Duke 
Eharles of Lorraine, who (juestioned her and made her a small present. 
Sh(' retunuxl to Baudricourt and spoke to him with such ardour and 
conviction tliat he decided to send her to the king. He gave her a letter 
for the king and a sword for herself; some of the people* of V aucouleurs 
l)ought her a maiTs suit of clothes and a horse; an escort of four men-at- 
arms and two serving-men accompanied her, and she started for Ghinon 
wliere ('harles VII wiis then residing. This was towards the end of 
hel)riiarv 1429. The journey lasted eleven days, and at midday on fi Alarch 
the shepherdess of Doniremy arrived at Chinon and dismounted at a 
modest hostelry in the town. 

From one of her halts, Sainte-Catherine de iMci’bois, Joan had dis- 
patcluMl a letter to the king announcing her coming and notifying him 
that she "'knew of several good things touching his l)usiness^"' Alreadv 
the rumour had spread in Orleans that a young shepherdess, called The 

was coming to the king in oi’der to raise the siege and conduct 
the king to Rheims'. An attempt was made to (piestion Joan before 
admitting her into the castle, but she refused to reveal anything until 
siie had seen tin* king; and he at last consented to receive bel t \\d>ile 

' She luTsclf declared at her trial : 1‘uisqne Dieu le coniniaiidoit, il le coio eiioit 
faire; eui-elle eu cent j>cre.s ct cent meres, ent elle etc tille d(* roi, (jiTelle fnt parti 

(juaiid nicme. * 
- Jean's iuterr(*itratory of 27 February 14J1 {Prnrts, ed. (^>uicheral. \ol. 

pp. 7o ti). 
* IhuL \'<)L III, p]). 21. 

^ C harles \‘1I had always hoped for a supernatural int(‘rventioii in his favour: 

“triujours cspcriint avoir aulcun MH-ours de la g^race de Dieu et coinrneiuonint que 
certJiines femmes avoient fait merveille, comme Judith ct autres’' {Phrojnijue dv 

n^urnaij. His hesitation to receive Joan did not denote scepticism. It was derived 
from mere prudence ; he was afraid r>f being made the victim of some trick or a snare 
of the Devil (C^uicherat, Apvr^ ws rwuwatuv fiur Omtoirv. de Jeanne d'Are^ p. JO). 
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she waited, full of anxiety, Joan prayed to God to send her “the sign of 

the king."’ She came to the castle, and though the king, modestly clad, 

effaced himself among the lords who filled the vast hall, she went straight 

to him, saluted him familiarly with the title “gentle dauphin,” and at 

once made known to him the object of lier mission: “1 am come with 

a mission from God to give aid to you and to the kingdom, and the King of 

Heaven orders you, through me, to be anointed and crowned at Rheims, 

and to be the lieutenant of the King of Heaven who is the King of France 

After a private interview with Joan, the king retunu'd to his courtiers, 

his face alight with joy. It has been suggested that Joan had shewn him 

a “sign” of her mission, which has remained a secret. But this supposi¬ 

tion does not seem necessary; the truth is no doubt much more simple. 

Joan had declared to the king, in the name of God, that he was the true 

son of (Jiarles VI and the lawful heir. On the night of All Saints Day 

1428, Charles VII, seeing his kingdom gradually passing away from 

him, had entered his oratory and had implored God to succour him if he 

w'as truly a king's son. Joan gave the answer to tfie (piestion put bv the king 

to God; and one can imagine his feelings when they were alone together 

and he heard himself addressed by thi’ ins[)ired Maid in the following words: 

“I tell you on the pari of Messire [Our Lord ) that you are true heir of 

France and King's Son^” Momentous words, indeed! For, humanly 

speaking, the problem of (’harles' birth was insoluble. Thanks to Jt)an of 

Arc, the problem was solved by divine aid. Mysticism came in as an 

essential agent in the making of history. To believe in Joan was to 

believe in tlie right of (diaries VII, and .so the paralysing floubt wdiich 

clouded the minds of Frenchmen disappeared, and the spiilt of loyalty, 

that is to say of patriotism in the only form conceivable in that age, was 

released from its prison. No longer wxne tliere two kings in France. Tiic 

scaffolding of the Treaty of Troyes w^as falling down; did a prince of the 

Lancastrian house continue to call himself “King of France and England,"' 

he was only repeating the empty formula of Edward III. 

Joan, too, gave formal expre.ssion to the political conse(juences w liich 

resulted from her revelation; she issued her famous letti!r to the King of 

England and his lieiitonants, summoning them to evacuate the kingdom 

which belonged to the Valois heir, Maria^, King of England, and 

you Duke of Bedford, who call yourself regent of the kingdom of ITance; 

William de la Pole, Earl of Suffolk, John de Talbot, and you Thomas, 

Lord Scales, who call yourself lieutenant of the Duke of Bedford—give 

way to the King of Heaven over His royal lineage, render to the Maid 

sent by God, the King of Heaven, the keys of all tlie good towns wliicli 

you have taken and ravaged in France. She is come, too, from God, the 

King of Heaven, to proclaim the royal lineage; she is full ready to make 

peace, if you will give way to her, so that you will restore and repay 

^ ProcA'Sy ihid. in, 103. 

Marquis du Fresne de Beaueourt, llintoire (Ihurks F//, 20i), 
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France for that you have had her in your hands. As for you, archers, 

squires, gentles, and others who stand before the good town of Orleans, 

go you away, in God^s name, to your own countries....King of England, 

if you do not so do, I am a leader in battle, and in whatever place 1 shall 

come upon your people in France, I will make them to go out, will they 

or will they not....And do not have it in your mind that you hold the 

kingdom of France from God, the King of Heaven, the son of Saint Mary, 

as King Charles, the true heir, will hold it; for God, the King of Heaven, 

wisheth it so, and He is revealed by the Maid...*.'’ 

An ecclesiastical enquiry, cronducted at Poitiers by a commission presided 

over by an archbishop, the Chancellor llegnault of Chartres, had decided 

in favour of the truth of Joarfs mission. She was then sent to Tours. 

There she fornjed her household, consi.sting of a chaplain, Jean Pa.squerel, 

a s(piire, Jean crAulon, her own two brothers, two men-at-arms, Jean de 

Met/ and Jean de Poiilengy^ two pages, Ixniis de Contes and Raymond, 

two heralds, Arnbleville and Guyenne. She had a suit of armour made 

for her, sent to Sainte-Catherine de Fierbois for a miraculous sword, and 

commissioned a Scottish painter, James Power, to paint her a standard, 

a banner, and a p'luion. Thus e(jnipped and Ix^come, as she had said, 

‘‘‘a leafier in battle,’' she took over the command of a relieving army, 

7000 to 8000 men, the supreme effort of the king of Bourges, Joan 

succeeded in passing a convov of provisions into Orleans on Wednesday 

A j)ril, and immediatelv afterwards she herself entered the town. From 

this moment the Bastaid of Orleans, Dunois, the valiant defender of the 

valiant city, iKdieved in the Maid's mission^ She it wa.s who dire<.*ted the 

sorties. She electrified the defenders, .spread discouragement among the 

l>esiegers, and with the moral and mystical factor on her side won success 

after success. Feeling tliat his troops were wavering, Talbot gave the 

order for retreat, after nin<dy days of siege. On Sunday 8 May Orleans 

was delivered. 

The deliverance of Orleans, by reason of the symbolic character of the 

siege, made a profound impression. Predicted and accomplished by the 

Maid, this lilxTation appeared as a decisive proof of her divine mission, 

and hencefor\^ard the truth of all that she announced followed logically, 

(’harles VII himself notified the miracle to the towns in official manifestos, 

and a postmpt to the letter preserved at Narbonne makes exprc?ss mention 

of the part played by the Maid 

‘ Procegy ed. Quicherat, v, 1X5. 
Joan hiul said to Dunois: ‘^(’’<^'1 Dieu qui, a la requete de Saint Louis et de 

(Jiarlem/qnie, a pitie de la ville de Orleans, ne voiilant pas que les Anglais eussent 
a la fois le corps du due d’Orleans et sa ville” (Priteeg^ ed. Qiiieherat, iv, 219); and 
Dunois ree.alled it at the rehabilitation: “D’apres tout ee qui vient d’etre dit, il 
])arait hien au dit seigneur que tle^nne et sou fait, dans ces evenements, etaient non 

des homines, mais bieu de Dieu ” (ibid, in, 7)* 
/Voci'/r, ed. Quicherat, v, 101-4, with this sentence in the postcript: “La 

l^ucelle qui a toujours etc eii persoune a raccomplissenieiit de toutes ces choses.” 
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Charles was still to Joan only the “gentle dauphin’' so long as he was 

unconsecrated. To cause the heir of (’harles VI to be consecrated at 

Rheims was to affirm triumphantly his royal right. For the Maid, 

Rheims, coming after Orleans, was the second and perhaps the last stage 

of her mission. But it looked like madness to traverse an immense stretch 

of territory and to go through I^incastrian France in order to accomplish 

a religious ceremony. Charles and his Court hesitated. Joan, by her 

resolute conviction and her tranquil assurance, ovei-came all resistance. 

The Duke of Alen(,on, one of the most ardent in her support, collected 

a royal army and put in train operations designed to ‘‘sweep the river 

Loire.” The P’rench army carried the bridge-bead of Meung on 15 June, 

captured Beaugency, and thanks to a fiery charge by La Hire won the 

brilliant vic^tory of Patay on 19 June; 2000 of the enemy were slain, and 

among the prisoners were Talbot, Scales, and other English nobles, while, 

according to the accounts, only three Frenchmen lost their lives. The 

march to Rheim.> became a triumphal progress, and on Sunday 17 July, 

in the cathedral for which this honour was reserved, was celebrated with 

all the traditional pomp the most moviiig coronation in history. Joan of 

Arc stationed herself with her standard at the foot of the altar dining 

the ceremony. “When the Maid saw that the king was consecrated and 

crowned, she knelt down, all the lords being present before him, clasped 

him round the legs and said to ium,shedding warm tears the while: ‘Gentle 

King, now is fulfilled the good pleasure of God, who willed that I should 

raise the siege of Orleans and .should bring you to this city of Rheims 

to receive your holy anointing, .shewing tliat you are true king and he 

to whom the kingdom of France ought to belong'.’” For the first time, 

Joan gave Charles the royal title; to every true believer he was lience- 

forward King of France. 

It seems certain, in spite of what has Ix'en said to the contrary % that 

Joan of Arc at one time considered her mission as accomplished at 

Rheims. She said to Archbishop Regnault of ( Jiartres: “(L)d will that 

I may be able to retire, to go to serve my fathei* and my mother, to look 

after their Docks with my sister and my brothers who would be so happy 

to see me again.” But she had arou.sed too much admiration, too much 

enthusiasm^ Whether owing to pressure from her comrades-in-arms or 

to a fresh intervention of her voices—for on this the evidence is obscure 

* /Vo/rjp, ed. (^uicherat, iii, IBO. 

“ Marquis du Fresue de Bi‘aucourt, ii, 2.‘K)sqq. 

^ Tlie people named her tAiigrliquc. The poet Alain Cliartier sang her praises 

in these words: “() fille vraiment extraordinaire! Tu ne vieiis pas de la terre, tu ok 

descendue du (’iel—Tu es digne de toute louange et de tout honimage, tu es digne 

des hoimeurs divins; tu es la lumiere du royauine, Teelat des denrs de lis, le soutien 

non-seulemerit de la France, main de la chretiente !” {ProvcHy ed. Quiehenit, v, 135). 

From all sides came proofs of the general trust in Ijer. I’he Caj^Umh of Toulouse 

wanted the Maid to he consulted as to the best means of solving the monetary 

problem which was causing economic distress (Antoine 'Fhomas in Atmaien du Midi^ 

I, 232). 
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—she decided to remain in Charles'* service. Then, however, her mis¬ 

fortunes began. Paris, which had been expected to rise to the occasion 

and to expel the English on its own initiative, made no move; doubtless 

Bedfoid’s precautions were too good. Negotiations entered into with the 

Duke of Burgundy achieved no positive result; his accession would have 

l)eeii decisive, but he held himself open to the best offer from either 

side. Meanwhile, the prestige of the king after his coronation at Rheirris 

had risen so high that the towns on his route vied with one another 

in admitting him—C’orheny, Vailly, Laon, Soissons, Chateau-Thierry, 

Montmirail, Provins, La h\‘rte-Milon, Crepy-en-Valois, l^gny-le-Sec, 

Compiegne, Senlis, Saint-Denis. Bedford certainly was avoiding battle, 

which the French were offering. But the English cause was very much 

on the down grade, and Charles penetrated to the immediate approaches 

to Paris. To win the capital would Imve been the culmination of his 

triumph; »Ioan, backed by the Duke of Alenyon and the Count of 

Clermont, wanted to make the attempt. But in the unsuccessful assault 

of 8 September she was unluckily wounde<l in the thigh by a shot from 

a crossbow'. In leqjuital, Charles VII ennobled her, and included in the 

patent of nobilitv botli her family and the descendants of her sister and 

brothers. The king, liowever, w'as beginning to waver. His strength w'as 

overtaxed by so ra])id an effort; the acceleration of pace did not suit his 

temperament. Above all, he was lending too ready an ear to the insinua¬ 

tions of tile ignoble courtier. La Tremoille, who was basely envious of the 

ascendancy of Joan. Me refused to listen t*' her counsel of immediate 

action, and imposed upon her a rest of some days, thereby compromising 

the success of the campaign which had been so well conducted up to this 

point. W^hat Joan had feared was coming about. On the way to Chalons, 

actuallv Ixd’on' the coronation, she had said to a ploughman from her 

village who had come to greet her: fear one thing only—treasonh'" 

She took up arms again, however, since she could not resign herself to 

idleness. She fought minor engagements at Melun and Lagny, and 

around (’ompiegm?, wliicli the Duke of Burgundv was trying to invest. 

It W'as under the walls of thjs town that, on the evening of 24 May, she 

was captured in the course of a sortie; slie had been beaten back and 

found herself unable to re-enter within the walls, as the gate bad been 

shut either of deliberate malice or meren thoughtlessly; she was thrown 

down and taken prisoner, and had to surrender to the bastanl of 

Wandonne, a vassal of John of Luxemburg wlio was commanding on 

l)ehalf of the Duke of Burgundy. Taken first to the castle of Beaulieu in 

Vermandois, and afterwards to John of Luxemburg's castle of Beaurevoir, 

she was the object of a series of coufused ne^gotiations, the principal 

agent in which was the Bishop of Beauvais, Pierre Cauchon, a tool of 

Isabella of Bavaria and a de\oted adherent of Bedford. Finally, Joan w as 

sold to the English for tlie sum of 10,000 gold crowns. 

^ Proci'tfj ed. Quicliemt, ii, 423. 
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An English escort conducted the prisoner by way of Arras, le Crotoy, 

Saint-Valery, Eu, and Dieppe to Rouen, where she was shut up in a 

tower of the fortress of Philip Augustus known as the Vieux-Chateau. 

The task of guarding her was entrusted to John Grey, a squire of 

Henry \Ts bodyguard, John Bernwoit, and William Talbot. The F^irl of 

Warwick was in command at Rouen, and Henry VI was brought to the 

Norman capital as a precaution in case of a rising. 

The suit instituted against Joan of Arc was conductt'd by a tribunal 

of the Inquisition presided over by Cauchon, in whose diocese she had 

been taken prisoner. Driven from his see of Beauvais by the advance 

on Rheims and Paris, he pursueil at the same time both his personal 

revenge and his political ends. The University of Paris, submissive to 

English and Burgundian interests and hostile to Joan through jealousy 

arising from the favourable judgment of the clergy of Poitiers, interveiuKi 

in the suit. The proc*edure was probably correct in form, but was 

vitiated by the fixed determination of the court to arnve at a condem¬ 

nation. The least that can be said is that some of the devices employed 

were mean and odious; for instance, the trick of restoring to the prisoner 

her masculine attire in her (“ell in order to accuse hei* of clothing herself 

again in it. Now, in spite of the one-sidedness and Uie cowardly com¬ 

placency of the judges, in spite of the frecjiient duplicity and the insidious 

nature of the questions put to her, no document is more to the credit of 

the heroine than this moving ret*ord of her examination. Her answers 

provide the most striking evidence of her sincerity, her nobility of soul, 

her clear common sense, the purity of her faith, and the ardour of her 

patriotism; the I'ejmrt of the proceedings is full of those historic^ utterances 

on which has been sustained the cult devoteil by France to the noblest 

figure ill its annals h 

A year of cruel captivity did not break the courage of this choice 

spirit. That she had a moment of weakness on 24 May 1431, the day of 

the scene at the cemetery of Saint-Ouen, is very doubtful. She was ill at 

the time and probably did not understand at all the subtle formula which 

was read to her and to which she had to give her adhesion, couched as it 

was in deliberately equivocal language. Moreover, it was possibly a mere 

manoeuvre, to jastify the ultimate condemnation. However that may be, 

on the morrow of the abjuration, real or pretended, Joan re-aflirrned all 

her former statements and wiis then declared a heretic and relapsed, and 

was condemned to the stake. On hearing this iniquitous sentence, she 

said: ‘‘I appeal to God, the great Judge, on the grievous wrongs and 

^ 'fhe other members of the tribunal besides Cauclion were either partisans or ter¬ 
rorised. 8aint-Avit, Bishop of Avraiiches, dared to say: choses douteuses Ton 
doit toujours recourir au I’ape et an ( ’oncile (ienerar'; his opinion was not recorded 
in the proceedings, and, on the pretext that he had plotted tiie surrender of lloueii 
to C-harles V'll, he was imprisoned the following year. This example will serve to 
shew' how' little freedom was permitted to the judges and the 4'orrupt nature of the 
whole proceedings. 
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injuries that have been done to me.” And she said to Cauehon: Bishop, 

through you 1 am dying....You promised me to put me into the hands of 

the Church, and you have let me fall into the hands of rny enemies.” On 

the pile erected in the old market-place at Rouen, on 30 May 1431, Joan 

was tied to the stake, bearing on her head a mitre with this inscription 

upon it: ‘‘heretic, relapsed, apostate, idolatress.” She endured the awful 

agony with fortitude, in a spirit of ecstatic exaltation, protesting to the 

last her innocence and proclaiming that her voices were veracious. She 

expired with the cry “ Jhesu !” 

J'he remains of Joan of iVre were thrown into the Seine. Now, con¬ 

trary to the expectation of those who had demanded her death, this 

tragic end did not annul her work; it consecrated it. Joan PAngtlicjue 

has had tlvc* same apotheosis as the saints, men and women, whose story 

the people heard in sermons, whose heroism they viewed with ad¬ 

miration above the doors and the columns of their churches, and whose 

adventures they read in the “Golden I..egend.” To confess one's faith and 

die a martyr's death was to give the supreme })ro<)f of the CJiristian 

verity. J'he execution of Joan of Arc was the demonstration not, as her 

enemies imagined, of the falsity, l)ut of the truth of her mission. The 

French peopl(‘ in their multitudes henceforward regarded Joan as a sainF 

and all lier words as prophecies. 

Charles Vll might have taken advantage of this movement of the 

national conscience; he might liave directed it and raised it to a higher 

plaiie. This his lethargy [)revented him from doing. So long as Joan's 

enemy, l.a Tremo'ille, was alive, (Jiarles was little more than a figurehead, 

incapable of initiative. La Tremoille w^as assassinated in 1433 by a squire 

of the Constable Richemont. J'he latter then took charge of the government, 

supporlwl by the king's mother-in-law, Volande of Sicily, and by her son, 

Charles of Anjou. The English by this time had recovered, and Riche¬ 

mont could only proceed by the laborious method of coiK^uering bit by 

bit the provinces still held by the English. Tlie story of this process, also, 

is di.sconnected, intricate, and confused. Further, the means employed 

were feeble; what the ardent faith of a Joan of Arc would ha\e achieved 

in a few months, it took a mediocre king and his generals years to 

accoinplisli. 

The prime factor which decided the fate of the English domination in 

France was the reconciliation of (diaries V’ll with Philip the Good. The 

very year of floan's death, w hether or no he was affected l)v remorse, the 

Duke of Burgundy entered into negotiations w ith the king. They were 

protracted, but, they culminated at hist in the 'Preaty of Arras of 

' llie ( atbolic (liiirrh <li<l net go ]>eyond the rehahilitalion of tlie tifteeiitlj 
ctMitiiry (see infra, p. until the tw’entieth century. Joan of Ar<‘ was heatihed hy 

Pius X on IH April and canonised by Benedict XV on ‘J May 11)20. It was in 
the twentieth century also that France instituted a national festival of Joan of Arc 

(hy a law' of 10 «Iulv 1020), celebrated each year on 8 May and carried on to the 
follow injy Sunday in memory of the liberation of Orleans. 
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21 September 1435. The duke devised an excuse for abandoning the 

English: he suggested papal mediation between the claims of the French 

and the Fnglisli dynasties, and, on the refusal of the hiUglish to accept 

this arbitration, declared himself released from all obligation to the house 

of LiiiK!aster. By the Treaty of Arras, Charles VI I disavowed the crime 

of Montereau, offered reparation for the murdei*, and ceded to the duke 

Auxerre, the Auxerrois, Bar-sur-Seine, Luxeuil, the “Somme towns" 

(Peronne, Montdidier, Koye), Ponthieii, and Boulogne-siir-mer; a clause 

reserved to the Crown the riglit of repurchasing the “Somme towns’"; 

but tlie duke was exempted for life from the obligation of homage to the 

king. The conditions were hard, hut no price was too high to pay for 

such an accession of strength, w hich tilted the scales completely in favour 

of the Valois. 

From 1435 onwards everything went awrv for the ICnglish. After the 

death of Bedford (15 September 1435) a breach arose between Henry VPs 

surviving uncles, Gloucester and Beaufort. The subji‘ct population every¬ 

where w^as seething with discpiiet. No longer, as before tin* appearance of 

Joan of Arc, was it a matter of passive resistance; it was now a continual 

state of conspiracy. Paris was in agitation. Bands of h'rem'hmen pene¬ 

trated everywhere. On all sides there were revolts and surprise attacks. 

Richemont, Dunois, Barbazan, Jean de Bueil, and others too, at the head 

of small foi'ces, wx^re assisting the inhabitants in eacli locality, ranging in 

every direction, even as far as Normandy. The Daufdun Louis went to 

the help of Diepyx^, w'hich w^as in revolt. Richemont enttavd Paris on 

13 April 1436, and Charles VH could justly w rite that the Parisians them¬ 

selves had turned the English “out of the town.'' And now, as he became 

more and more convinced of his right and of the truth o\' th(‘ Maid's 

mission, C’harles' courage grew. His mind, slow to mature, was achieving 

its balance. Possibly his mistresses, each in her turn, Agnes Sore! and then 

Antoinette de Maignelais, assisted in this evolution; in any case, royalty, 

gaining in strength and convinced of its ultimate trium})h, w as launching 

out upon a laborious task of administrative reform. The series of great 

Ordonnanccs, the full extent of which will be mad(‘ evidi ut later, had 

already commenced. 

The exhaustion on both sides was such that they agreed to accept papal 

mediation and to sign the truces of Tours on 16 A[)ril 1444; by 

successive extensions the truces lasted until 1449. It was arranged that 

King Henry \ l should marry Margaret of An jou, tlie niece of the Queen 

of FranceV The truces of Tours worked mainly to the advantage of 

^ Margaret was the daughter of Rene of Anjou, “ the good king KentV’ brother 
of Mary of Anjou, who had married (’harles VIJ. I'he Angevin marriage was a token 
of reconciliation between the l.,ancastrlans and the Valois. Hut in England Margaret 
was held re.sponsihle for the disasters w hich followed and for the lo.ss of the conti¬ 

nental posse.ssioii.s of England. She did, indeed, exercise a d<uninant influence over 
a husband wlio was unlit to reign. The charges against her And a?i echo in Shake¬ 

speare, Second Part of King Henry Vf Act i, Scene 1. 
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France, where, as w ill be* seen shortly, tin* w ork of reconstruction proceeded 

systematically. Hostilities were resumed in 1449 iis a result of English 

intervention in llrittany against the new duke, Francis I, who after his 

accession in 1442 had done homage to France and taken up arms in its 

favour. Following on the capture and sack of Fougeitjs by Fraiu;ois de 

Surieiine, a captain in the English service, the king revived the tactics of 

diaries V, allow ing his captains to operate against the Fhiglish in Brittany 

while making no official breach of tlie truces. But Normandy was in a 

continually inci*easing state of ferment, and its population appealed to 

the French. An assemblv held by the king on 17 July 1449 at the castle 

of Hoches-Tranchelion, near Chinon, decided that this appeal must be 

answered and Normandy freed. In less than a year the province was 

con(|uered; the salient ft^atures in the campaign which effected this were 

the recapture of Rouen ( the Duke of Somerset surrendered it on 29 October 

1449, and the king made his solemn entry on 10 December), the victory 

of Formigny on 15 Api il 1450, and the fall of dierboiirg on 12 August 

1450. The concpiest of Guienne,the last province remaining to the English, 

{)roved to be a more troublesome undertaking. Bordeaux was recovered 

for the lii*st time* on 12 fFuue 1451, and Bayonne opened its gates on 

20 August following: butl^albot recaptured Bordeaux on 2J Ootoberl452, 

a]id it was only the defeat and death of the valiant Englishman at the 

battle of Castillon on the 17 July 1450 which made j)ossible the final ac- 

(piisition by the king of Bordeaux (19 October) and with it the possession 

of the whole of the south-west. Henceforward, Calais alone remained to 

the English; and this was inaccessible to the Fiench, because it was 

surrounded by Burgundian territory, which could not be violated by 

them. 

Now^ that he was definitely the victor, (diaries \T1 caused com¬ 

memorative medals to be struck in honour of his troops. These medals, 

struck at the IVris mint, perpetuate tht' memory of the reconejuest of 

Normandy and Guienne and the expulsion of the English from Franceh 

But (diaries did more than this. Once in possession, at Rouen in 1450, 

of the documents of Joan of Arc’s trial, he ordered an investigation, 

from which resulted the suit of rehabilitation. I’he venlict was given on 

7 duly 1456, and annulled the first trial as irregular in its constitution 

and its procedure; a tardy but a just reparation, and a splendid epilogue 

to the Hundred Years’ War whi(4i w^as now at last at an end”. 

Jdie })eri{>d occupied by tlu‘ third phase of the Hundred Years" War 

is one of exce])tional interest in the internal development of France and 

’ I'hese medals, wliich produced a great effect, as the mention of them by Alain 

(’Imrtier sluwvs, bore a legend in Latin recalling the military effort that had been 
achieved and the success tliat liad been won. Examples of them can be seen at Paris 
in tlie Bibliotbe(|ue Nationale, (Cabinet des MtMailles. 

No treaty brouglit the Hundred Years’ War to an end. For certain consequences of 

this negative fact, see infra, p. 257. 
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the elaboration of monarchical control. In the epoch of the decisive 

struggle which rescued it from the English, France came to see in the 

Valois monarchy the living and concrete })ersonifi(‘ati()n of itself. 

Charles VII, to Joan of Arc and her contemporaries, stood for the country. 

‘"God wills it so"'; and with this all the utterances of the heroine, through 

whose mouth the voice of France itself was speaking, were in accord. 

This national charac ter of the legitimate monarchy w;is consecrated by 

military happenings and during a struggle for inde|)endence. It resulted, 

accordingly, that, in order to assure the triumph of the king, its champion, 

no sacrifice was too great for France to make. King and monarchy had 

the people behind them. Tliere could be no serious (juestion of discussing 

the respective rights of sovereign and nation, since the one was fighting 

for the other. There is no disputing the orders of the person to whom 

you look for salvation. Once Joan of Arc was gone, the Hundred Years 

War could oidy be brought to a conclusion c*omj>letelv favourable to 

France, provided that the country was willing to consent to a great 

military effort. So the needs of the war dictated tlu' rnilitarv reforms of 

Charles VII, and such reform at such a time must in the main be the 

expression of the aim of the body politic. 

The truces of 1444 are exceptionally important from this point of view. 

The English king signed them to avoid the loss of all his possessions; he 

obtained a breathing space for a few years. Ihit Charles \’I1, who also 

needed a breathing space, })rofited by the iX‘spiU‘ to retx)ver his strength 

and to prepare the delinitive success of iiis arms. Tliis was the occasion 

for the commencement of tlie noble series of Ordonnaucc.s which will be 

de.scribed in detail. But lirst it must be noted that the military effort 

implied financial lesoiirces; so financial reform was a nec(‘ssary accoin- 

panimentof theeff'ort. Financial reform in its turn also bi’ought the govern¬ 

mental system into play. In the I’esult, t here fore, the monarchy emerged 

from its great trial fai- inoie powerful than it had been at the beginning 

of the crisis. Such was the gtmeral notion imdtulving I he work of intei'iial 

reconstruction which was accomplished under (Jiai-les \ II; it is necessary 

now to describe its essential featurest 

The Constable Kichernont appears to desei-ve tlie chi(‘f cnxiit for the 

great militiiry ndbrm which marked th<* reign; at any rate, it was under 

his direction that it was piit into ex(a’ution. This reform may be ngarded 

as having been accomplished in three stages: the first, which pieceded 

the truces and occurred in 14b9, aimed ai the n'pression of the abuses 

committed by the niilitary; tlie second, in the year 1145, consisted in the 

1 Apart froii) tlie role played hy Ilieheinont on tln^ military side, it is impossihle 

to know' what share of the credit must he given to the king or to each ol' his collaho- 
rators in the administrative work of the kingdom. Among the influential personages 
in the second half of the reign may he mentioned : Dunois, liueil, Raoul de Gaucourt, 

Jean d'Estouteville, Pierre de Breze, »Ic*aii and Gaspard Ihireau, Guillaume ( oiisiiiot 
and lastly, until his fall, Jacipies ( uMir, as will he shewn later. 
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formation of com>pagnie,s (Tordonnance\ the third, in 1448, was marked 

by tlie creation of the Francfi-Archers. 

The Ordonnance of 1439 had been tentatively anticipated by the 

Ordonnances of 1431 and 1438, which were limited, however, to a 

repetition of (Charles V\s regulations on the same subject. The abuses 

committed by the military were one of the scourges of tlie time. But the 

Ordimnance of 1439 had a much wider range than any of its predecessors. 

It inaugurated, in fact, a regular military discipline. By it the regulations 

introduced by Charles wcjre revived and reinforctxl. The captains of 

Companies wore forced to hand over to the ordinary justice any soldier 

under their command who was charged with an offence against the law. 

The right of levying troops or causing them to be levied was henceforward 

reserved to the king alone. Finally, companies of 100 men were re¬ 

established; and, moreover, upon each of these companies was imposed a 

special garrison-duty, from which it was forbidden to move wdthout royal 

autliorisation. Such was the first stage of military reform. The ol)ject 

was to bar the employimmt of armed forces by private initiative, to [)re- 

vent it from being, as it were, a private concern; it had the result of fixing 

the companies as garrisons in definite places, and so of bringing to an end 

the scourge of soldiery ranging at will. 

The second stage of reform followed upon tlie truces of 1444. At this 

date, since the truces were renewable, tliere was a temporary pause in the 

conffief between England and France. This fact gave rise to a serious 

problem—what was to bei^ome of the Companies in time of peace Briefly, 

the problem with which the government of Charles VII was thus con iron ted 

Wits tlie same that Charles \ and Du Guesclin had had to solve in the 

previous century; with this difference, however, that in the fifteenth 

century it was it question not onlv of preventing the excesses of the idle 

soldiery, but also of })reserving for France an army in preparation for the 

day, for which due reckoning wiis being made in advance, when hostilities 

would l)e lesumed. In these circumstances, it was the policy of the king 

and his Constable to eliminate the dangerous elements and to preserve 

thos<‘ tiiat were sound, liy the hrst case, (diaries \ II essayed remedies 

analogous to I lie famous Spanish expedition of the fourteenth century, 

lie dispatched a foi’ce of ronticf',s\ under the command of the dauphin, 

the future King {.ouis XI, with tlie avowed objeet of assisting the 

Emperoi* Frederick III against the Swi.ss; in the course of tiiis campaign, 

the young [irince's troops won a victory which caused considerable stir, 

the victory of St Jakob (26* August 1444)t ddie Swiss were definitely 

deleated, but on the French side many roni'nrs lost their lives —in both 

respects a gain to the royal policy. In 1444 also, Charles \ II laid siege 

* Set* fcupra, Vol. vu, Cliap. vij. 202. Tlie tlaupliiii's anny had as its principal eoin- 
rnaiider one (d' the best captains in the Frenrli service, .lean de Biieil. The battle of 
tlie leper-hospital of’St .lakoli was foug^ht near Basle, hut the dauphin t(ud\ no part in 
it himself (Marcel 'I'liihault, Jm jruuratir dr Ia/ius .V/, p. XS\ Tuetey, Lr,s t>orrhrurt( 

noun ('hdr/m i’JI, i, 2,‘iO .‘ir)). 
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to Metz, and though lie failed to (*aptiire it, the Companies engaged in 

this Lorraine adventure were in the eoiirse of the campaign purged of 

their more inflammable elements. 

There remained the second of the two objectives—to find a means to 

preserve in the service of France, instead of sacrificing them in battle or 

disbanding them, the better elements in the C’ompanies. First of all, in 

order to purge these heteiogeneous troops, tlie government decided to 

remove the evil characters. A complete amnesty was granted to all those 

with a crime on their conscience who retired voluntarily from the pro¬ 

fession of arms. Thus the undesirables were eliminated. The remainder— 

the l^etter, or at any rate the less bad, elements — were retained and were 

incoi’porated in companies of a new format ion 

The organisation of these new companies—the third stage in the 

reform—was the object of the celebrated Ordonnance of 1445. It is 

most unfortunate to have to record that this do<‘nment is lost; the exact 

date, even, is unknown. All that can be said is that it was published in 

February or March, at Nancy. It is possible, however, to reconstruct 

almost completely the text of it, by making use of the subsecjuent 

Ordonnanres^ which repeated it with some additions and amendments, 

and also by means of tlie information supplied by the chroniclers, notably 

bv Mathieu d'Escouchy and Thomas Basin. 

In broad outline, the king aj)pointed fifteen captains, each with the 

command of a hundred lances; there were in all, therefore, 15(K) lances. 

By “lance"’’ was meant a tactical unit composed of six men and six horses. 

The personnel of the lance consisted of a man-at-arms, a coutUwr \ a page, 

two archers, and a page or vahi ; in some (a)jnpanies the last-named was 

replaced by a third archer. The captain recruited his men himself, but 

he had to exact from each of them an oath to be faithful to the king and 

to fulfil the terms of the Ordonnance. FiVery member of the ( ompany 

had to be present at the inspections {montrcfi) lield by royjil officers. Tin* 

companies thus organised were officially known as “Compegnies de TOr- 

donnance du roi**" or, more succinctly, “Compagnies d"()rdonnance/" 

The principle of the garrison, wliieh had already l>een adopted, was 

maintained and in 1445 was put into definite operation. 'l"he “(’ompagnies 

de rOrdonnance du roi"" w^re assigned theii-stations and were distributed 

among the provinces. So, for example, Poitou received 130 lances, 

Saintonge 60. l^Jiter, changes were made in the original geographical 

distribution of the Companies, especially after 1453, that is to say, wlien 

the conflict with the English had come to an end. Now, though there 

were garrisons, there were of course no barracks. The soldiei's were 

billeted on the inhabitants, who, however, could free themselves from 

this burdensome obligation by the payment of money instead, a sort of 

composition-tax; this was known as the tailk rfcv gens crarmeH. Con¬ 

temporary chroniclers are unanimous in praising the reform and recording 

^ Le. a soldier armed with a knife. 
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its successful results. Thus Chastellain* boasts of Charles VITs work for 

peace. The reform, indeed, had the double effect of creating internal 

order and of forging an eff*ective weapon for the purpose of a possible 

future war^. 

The term '•‘standing army*’*’ is usually employed to desciibe the military 

force which was created by the Ordotinmues of Charles VII; it is necessary, 

however, to l)e clear as to the exact significance of this terin. Iti enacting 

the regulations which have been descrilxid and the supplementary ones 

wdiich followed, neither the king nor his Constable had in view the 

creation of permanent companies, properly so called. Tlieir object was 

simply to keep mobilised the soundest troops of which they disposed at 

the time of the truces, so as to have them in readiness at the moment 

when hostilities should l)e resumed. But, as it happeried, the Hundred 

Years" War came to an end in 1455 without the interposition of any 

treaty. No guarantee exisU‘d tliat the war would not bt? resumed; fresh 

outbreaks were always possible^ That is why the Companies w^ere retained. 

Henceforward they were to continue indefinitely. Thus the hif)grapher 

of Uichemont, M. Cosneau, could justly write that, if ('harles Vll did 

not actually create a standing army, he did at any rate create what 

became a standing army. 

'riie Ordonnamr of 1445 only applied to a part of the kingdom, the 

country of Ijingue dWil. It needed therefore to be completed, and this 

was done by the institution of 500 lances for Languedoc {Oi'damumce of 

144()); consecjuently 500 lances in the South were added to tlie original 

1500, bringing the total number of lances to SiOOO. There were also some 

additional companies, less well paid or at any rate less well ecpiipped. 

Little is known as to their organisation; in the texts they are called 

“j)etites payes,""‘’‘mort(‘s payes,"" or “compagnies de la petite ord on nance."’' 

8o far only mounted corps had been instituted, (diaries V II and Riche¬ 

mont wished to create an infantry as well. This object was attained in 

the third sbige ot‘ reform. By an Ordonnamr published at Montils-les- 

Toui's on 5i!8 April 1448, the FraJics-AyxherH were instituted. The French 

monarchy already employed companies of archers or cross-bow men, 

associations of which were formed in towns. In the fifteenth century the 

“noble art of shooting with the bow"" was all the fashion. Undoubtedly 

the patriotic ardour aroused by “the English peril"" had contributed 

greatly to the popularity of this pursuit, which became a favourite sport 

* “ Fit (I’une infinite de ineurtriers et de larrons sur le tour d’une main g-ens re'solus 
et de vye honneste; mist hois et forests, murtrieres, passages, asseures,...toutes villes 
paiHit)les, toutes nations de son royaiime trainjuilles.” ( hastellain, Chnmiquey Bk. ii, 
C’h. xliii (Oeurre.'?, ii, IB4). 

- At the beginning of the reform the w-ages were paid, in part at least, in kind. 
This 'I’homas Basin explains as due to the distressed c(»nditions of tlie time. 

® The house of York, no less than the house of Rincaster to which it succeededj 
might have renewed the war on the C-outincnt. Cf. ( 'almette and IVrinelle, l.ouin XI 

et CAngleterre, Introduction. 
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witli the youth of the towns, whose example was followed by smaller 

places; a force available for use had thus come into being of its own 

accord. Naturally the successful employment of archers by Edward III 

of England coukl not be unfamiliar to Frenchmen. In 1425 the Duke of 

Brittany had formed a body of infantry in this way, composed of ‘^folk 

of the commonalty.'' Charles VII determined to outdo this Breton ex¬ 

periment, which was of course familiar to Richemont. The king's intention 

was to operate on a grand scale, and to establish a powerful infantry by 

mobilising the archers from the parishes. This was the source from which 

the Ordotnuaice of 1448 drew to produce the Francs-Archer's^, I'he name 

of ‘‘Free Archers"' was deriv(*d from the right atbiching to them of 

exemption from taxation. The herald Berry says, in fa(‘ti, that the king 

“freed them from paying anv of the subsidies current in his kingdom"; 

and the same chronicler explains the method practised for the recruiting 

of these foot-soldiers: “it was ordered to all hoUHs in the kingdom, each 

in his own right, to choose in each hailHuffr and parisli and to hike 

therefrom the most skilful and suitable." The Ordonnamc of 1451 

introduced some modifications in the arrangements originally made for 

the levying of the archers. Instead of the uniform system of one archer 

from every parish vvhati^ver its size, it seemed to he more equitable and 

practical to fix one archer for every fifty hearths. I'he equipment of the 

archer was at his own expense, oi\ in cases of poverty, at the expense ol 

the parish. The choosing of the archers was done by the (ins or tlieprcr’o/!. 

They took an oath, and their names were entered on a roll, a duplicate 

of which was sent from every baUUa^e to the central authority. At first 

posted among the feudal levies, the Francs-Archers wer(‘ soon formed 

into a separate corps; and they were made up into companies, probably 

one for each hailUage, F'^ach company-commander received a salary of 

120 livrcs toui'nois^ and was entitled further to 8 livres for expenses. 

'I'lie cross-bowmen of the town bands, which liad been formed already in 

the time of Charles V, weie united to the archers from the parishes. It 

is diffic-ult to estimate the exact numbers of the infantry force that was 

raised in this way. The figure of 80(K) men, divided into 16 companies 

of 500 archers, has been suggested; but no conteinporary document makes 

it possible to arrive at so precise a calculation. 

Several acts in (diaries VII's reign were designed towards the perfecting 

of the old, the feudal, army. I'he most characteristic of the OrcUmnanccs 

issued with this object appeared shortly after the expiration of the 

Hundred Years' War, dated 30 January 1455. The king instructed the 

nobles to inform him as to the following they maintained, and announced 

that he would assign to each a payment proportionate to the importance 

^ “Vouloiis et ordfmiioiis pimr le plus aist* «*t a iiioins de charge pour nos subjects, 
(jue en chascune paroisse de nostre royauine aura ung archer qui sera et se tiendra 

continuidlemeiit en hahillement suffisant et arrne de sallade, dague, espee, arc et 
trousse, jaque ou hougue de hrigandine, et seront appellez les Francs-Archers.'* 
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of his following. The sums fixed upon, which were not to difFer appreci¬ 
ably from the average rates previously in force, were briefly as follows; 

per month, a man-at-arms received 15 francs, a coutUkr 5 francs, an 

archer or cross-bowman 7i. Genoese and Scottish archers reinforced, 

under Charles VII, the national troops of France. The brothers Bureau 

had particular charge of the artillery, which by the end of the reign had 

become a considerable and a formidable arm ; there was both light artillery, 

with its chara(;teristic weapon the piece known as conleia^rine or serpemtine^ 

and heavy artillery, composed of homhanle.s. These pieces, especially the 

bomhardes^ were christened after the fashion of ships; some of them w^ere 

of vast size, encircled with strong hoops of iron. The stone (‘annon-balls 

which they discharged weighed 100 to 150 lbs. Already in Charles VIFs 

time the cannon were mounted on gun-carriages, and cannon mounted 

on wheels had also made an appearance. However, the rate of fire w^as 

still very slow, and scarcely more than two cannon-balls could be discharged 

per liour. 

'Fhe fleet under Charles VII was used to sup[)ort the army and to 

protect tlie coasts. Though France relied in the main on the assistance 

of the Castilian fleet—there was a traditional friendship between the two 

countries and, since the acc'ession of the Trastarnara dynasty, an alliance 

w hich was renewed from reign to reign—Charles \’II realised the necessity 

of having a naval force at his disposal. 'I'lie Frencli king had ships of 

war of his own, and he* also employed merchant vessels, wdiich he put into 

fighting trim, accjuiring them from their owners in return for the payment 

of an indemnity. 

Jac'ques C(eur, the greatest man of business of the (*entury, flttefl out 

for the purpose of his own commercial ventures, of w hich something will 

be s>iid later, a private flotilla; it was complete!v ecpiipped, however, and 

consisted of seven vessels sailing under the flag of the Virgin. He obtained 

from (diaries VII a license to raise crews bv pressing vagrants as .sailors; 

thev were knowm as his caimans^ and he was also allowed to hire convicts. 

In return for the.se advantages, Cdeur put his fleet at the king's disposal, 

much in the .s^nne W7iy that the captains did w ith their Companies liefore 

the military reforms, (’anir-s nejihew, tJean de Villages, was in command 

of his uncle's vessels^ Besides the .ships Ixdonging to the king or put at 

his disposal by their owners, the part played in naval matters in the 

fifteenth century by the corsaii*s must not be left out of a(‘eount. Their 

operations, moreover, w'ere not limited to wartime, although the king 

could make use of them. In practice, every time that a crime at sea 

remained unpunished and unre(]uited by the government responsible for 

the offender, the injuixid party received from his sovereign letters of 

maixjue authorising him to recoup himself at the expense of any of his 

aggre.ssor's compatriots, wuthout btdng liable to an action of law^ in con- 

secjiiencc. 

^ I.4iter, Louis XI purchased Villages’ fleet (147B). 
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The military effort was, as has been seen, conditioned by the problem 

of finance, 'i'he monarchy could only meet the expenses of the national 

defence by instituting a reorganisation of its finances. So, side by side 

with the military Ordonnances of Charles VIFs reign there went a noble 

series of financial Ordonnarwes^. 
In the course of the civil war in C’harles VTs time, the monarchy had 

surrendered its right to impose taxes; this wits the evil fruit of the 

policy of competition for popular fayour which had followed the death of 

Charles V. Charles VII w^as not content merely to re-establish the old royal 

right. He went farther, made royal taxation permanent, and effected a 

complete remodelling of the financial regime. Hy tradition a distinction 

was made in the royal revenues between the “’ordinary finances,"'* derived 

from the domain, and the “extraonlinary finances,"'’ derived from taxes, 

dues, and subsidies. Now', w'ar had affected the domain to such an extent 

that the “ordinary finances,"" of which it was the source, were* almost 

exhausted'^. Clearly, in order to bring these ruinous wais to a favoural)le 

conclusion, money must be found. It was to the “extraordinary finames,'" 

therefore, that recourse had to Ik? made. For this a new' financial organi¬ 

sation w^as indispensable, and it c^iine about as tlie result of a s(*ries of 

financial OrcUmnances following one another in succession from ]44ri 

onwards, of which the most important was the Ordoyinancr of Nancy of 

10 February 1445. This remodelling left intact the fundamental distinct ion 

between the “ordinary finances"' of the domain and the “extraordinary 

finances"" consisting of impositions {gabelles^ aidt\s\ taillrs). This distinction 

is clearly marked, and there weiv two separatt' budg(‘ts, as tlu're were 

also two financial adininistraticms. The domain itself was eotnposed of 

two parts, the mutable and the immutable domain; the return from tlie 

former was irregular (sealing dues, cutting of woods etc.), that from the 

latter was fixed (perpetual <|uit-rents, for instance), d'o the receipts fiom 

the domain were charged not only the costs of the upkeep of the domain, 

but also general expenses of government, such as the })ay of tlie haillis and 

of other officials of the hailliages. The “extraordinary finance's" coinjirised 

three essential classes of revenue. I'he gahvlle was a tax on salt, wliich 

was almost analogous to the employment by the modern Frencli Stide of 

the monopoly of tobacco, but wu'th this difference, (hat the Frenchman of 

to-day is at libt'rty to refrain from the consumption of tobacco wliilc the 

purchase of a definite amount of salt was obligatory under the monan hical 

regime. Aidt* is a generic term to denote dues levied on the sale of 

* The following is the list of the great financial (Jrdonnnncvs of the reign: ( rfioiinaiires 
of Saumur, 27 September and 25 NovemVier 1443; <)rdminuncv. of Nancy, 10 Felfniarv 
1445 ; Ordonnance of Sarcy, 10 June J445; Ordonnartre of ( hahuiN, 12 August 1415; 
Ordonnance of B<>urges, 20 November 1447; to wliich must he added those of' Mehun- 
sur-Vevre, 23 December 1454, and of C3nnon, 3 April 1400. 7'he financial <donnaucea^ 

like the military Ordonnances w hich we possess the text, figure in the Orand Rccuei! 
des Ordonnavas dcs rois de France. 

2 The Ordonnance of Saumur of 25 September 1445, referring to the domain, aay^ : 
^^il est veuu en ruiiie et comme en noii-valoir.'’ 
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commodities. Taille implies a direct tax assessed on the basis of landed 

property. It was in regard to tallies that Charles VII made his chief inno¬ 

vations. 

It can be asserted that mainly by virtue of taiUes the kingdom raised 

the sums necessary for victory. The taille^ which hitherto had retained 

its exceptional character, was converted into a regular and permanent 

tax; it was now, in fact, levied every year. Formerly the monarchy had 

had to assemble the States in order to obtain a vote for what was held 

to he an extraordinary imposition. Under the cover of one-sided and 

ambiguous votes, obtained, for the purpose of the war, from assemblies 

mainly of notables and of local Estates, the annual levy of the taille came 

at last to be made purely and simply by virtue of the royal authority. 

This usurpation, which brought into being a new right, was accomplished 

without any difficulty, because the sacrifice imposed by the sovereign 

upon his subjects had its justification in the public welfare. The point 

has already been made, that no Frenchman could dispute his gold or 

his blood when the king, the incarnation of the country, claimed it 

manifestly for the great cause of the lil>eration of the realm. So, the 

formality of a vote from the States General fell into oblivion. The king 

fixed each year the rate of the tailks simply by letters patent decided on 

in his Council; and it came about that, as the practice went on, he 

even augmented the rate by “increases of taille!''' Towards the end of 

(’harles V’lFs reign, the revenue from the taille reached the sum of 

1,J^00,000 lh>7'es Umrnois while the maximum amount provided by the 

total of the royal impositions, though it had already grown considerably, 

never exceeded the figure of 1,800,000*. 

Even more than taxation, the financial administration underwent 

important reorganisation under Charles VII. Two parallel services 

functioned side by side, the one for the domain, the other for the “extra¬ 

ordinary finances.'*" The revenue from the domain was known as the 

trhor and its administration was entrusted to four irisoriers de France^ 

each of whom w;is at the head of a district entitled his charge (longue 

dVil with Paris as the headcjuarters, Languedoc with Montpellier, 

Normandy with Rouen, Outre-Seine with Tours); there were also terri¬ 

tories lying outside these charges^ the administration of which will be 

described later. The t?'horiers de France were overseers or administrators, 

but with no responsibility for the accounts; they handled none of the 

receipts and they made no disbursements. These duties were entrusted 

to recevenrs ordinaircs and to the changenr du trhor; this official, with 

his seat at Paris, acted as a centre for the revenue which came in from 

the provinces and was assisted by a contralenr du tresf)r. In the provinces 

lying outside these charges^ that is to say, the provinces reunited to the 

domain after Charles VIPs reorganisation, the regime prior to the reunion 

* Commynes, ed. ("almette, Vol ii classiqtw^ de fhietoire de France, 
fa«c. 6), p.‘220. 
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was allowed to continue; in practice, however, this regime differed little 

in its method of functioning from that of the charge^*! described above. 

For the administration of what were still known as the “extraordinary 

finances’’ France was divided into gentraliUs. The ghi^ratix des Jinames 

corresponded to the trhoriersde France in the domain, and like them were 

managers and administrators; they also were four in number, and the 

four ghth'olUes had the same name and the same areas as the charges. 

The functionaries, however, who corresponded to the receveurs ordinaires 

bore various different names. For the receipt of tallies and aides the 

ghieralite was divided into elections,, each with two dns at its head, as¬ 

sisted by a procureur royal,, a gt effier,, a receveur de la taille^ and a receveur 

des aides. Further, some provinces had neither Hus nor elections. Those 

were the ones in which the Estates had survived, as will be shewn later; 

in these provinces the Estates themselves continued to assess the taxes 

which in theory it still rested with them to vote. Hi us was settled the 

classic division of France into “pays d’^^tats” and “pays d’elec-tions.” 

The service of the gabellcs was particularly complicated. As a rule the 

two principal agents of this administration were known as gremiicr and con- 

tr6leur\ in Languedoc there was at the head of the service an official with 

the title of vlsiteur general des gabellcs. The returns from the “extra¬ 

ordinary finances” were i-endered to the headquarters of each ghttralite,, 

into the care of the recevetir general (or genHul\ who was assisted by a 

staff similar to that which handled the receipts from the domain. 

This financial regime with its duplicated machinery was obviously 

cumbersome to manage. Actually, from 1450 at any rate, there was an 

J^Aat general des Jinances,, and so a measure of co-ordination between the 

two financial services. This J^tat was under the supervision of “le roy et 

messieurs de ses finances,” which meant a kind of superior commission 

consisting of the tresoricrs and the generaud'\ from this was to evolve at 

a later date the unification of the financial system. 

Ihere remained the regulation of disputes. Charles VH created a 

chambre du tresor and a chambre des aides \ finally, he instituted a chumbre 

des coraptes {Ordonnanee of Mehun-sur-Yevre of 23 December 1454), 

which had the duty of che(!king and overhauling all parts of the financial 

machinery. From this sketch it will be seen that Charles VII endowed 

France with a new and a coherent financial system, just as he also 

endowed her with an army worthy of the name. 

The ecclesiastical organisation was also subjected during this reign to 

extensive and lx)ld changes, thanks to a celebrated and important act, 

the Pragmatic Sanction of Bourges (1438). The abuses of the fiscal 

system of the Papacy, aggravated by the Great Schism, aroused in fifteenth- 

century France a wide-spread revival of Gallicanism. The Schism at an 

end, a concordat had been concluded between the French Court and 

Pope Martin V in 1418, to last for five years. The five yeai*s expired in 1423, 
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and as no arrangement had been concluded in the interval, Martin made 

a one-sided settlement of tlie problems in suspense by a constitution of 

13 April 1425. The chief difficulty arose over the collation to benetices, 

owing to the rights associated with a vacancy and the choice of a new in¬ 

cumbent; the Pope disposed of vacant benefices during eight months of 

the year. In spite of the protests of the clergy, Henry VI and the Duke 

of Burgundy accepted this arrangement. Charles VTI was more inclined 

to Gallican ideas, but, fearing to j)Lit Rome on the side of his enemies, 

he dissembled for some time. Negotiations entered into with Martin V 

led in 1426 to the signature of the Concordat of Genzano, which was 

almost identical with the bull of 1425. As soon as Martin was dead, 

(diaries VII reopened negotiations with his successor Eugenius IV^ After 

the recovery of Paris in 1436 the French Court was able to take a firmer 

line, while Eugenius IV, on the other hand, was in a weaker position 

owing to his conflict with the Council of Basle. Charles convoked a great 

assembly of the French (diurch to meet at Orleans on 1 May 1438; on 

5 June its sessions were transferred to Bourges. The Bishop of (astres, 

Gerard Mac*het, the king^s confessor, played the leading role at the sittings, 

at which twenty-five bishojrs and numerous otlier dignitaries were present; 

the Archbishop of Tours, Philippe de Co(4.quis, distinguished himself by 

his attacks on the abuses of the Curia. The assembly adopted most of 

the decrees of the Council of Basle, while amending some of them, and 

a Statute of the French Church was passed in the form of a “Pragmatic” 

issuing from Bourges and dated 7 July 1438. 

The term “Pragmatic,” borrowed from the phraseology of the ()ld 

imperial rescripts, was used in an entirely specialised sense, of a solemn 

settlejnent of ecclesiastical affairs by the civil governments No precedent 

could legally be invoked; the so-called Pragmatic of St Louis was a 

forgery ^ By virtue of this statute, the Pope was to have the right only 

to nominate to those benefices in which a vacancy was created at the 

Homan CJourt. Most of the sources of papal revenues from France were 

abolisheil; the monarchy established under its aegis a Galilean Church. 

Eugenius IV naturally resisted, and his successor Nicholas \ did the 

same. But further assemblies of the clergy in 1450 and 1452 confirmed 

the statute of 1438. It was not until after the death of Charles VII that 

the Papacy was able to obtain from the French Court the renunciation 

of the “Pragmatic,” which had introduced a system so completely to the 

advantage of the monarchy. 

The other institutions of medieval France did not btar so deeply the 

impress of the i^dgn of (Charles VII as those which have already been 

passed under review. Their development, however, in the pericKl covered 

’ The Pragmatic Sanction figures in the Recueil den Ordonnnnces. 
2 In all probability the forgery must he attributed to (icrard Machet, who wnshed, 

after the event, to appease the <|ualms raised by the act for which he was responsible. 
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by the third phase of the Hundred Years’ War, is of definite importance, 

and it is essential to outline the changes which took place. 

In judicial matters, only one innovation marks the reign, but that was 

of considerable importance: the creation of the first provincial Parlement, 

the Parlement of Toulouse^ This was the successor to the ephemeral 

Parlement of Poitiers, which was the actual Parlement of the kingdom 

with its seat transferred to the provinces by the king of Bourges since he 

was dispossessed of Paris. The continued existence of the Parlement of 

Toulouse definitely brought to an end the old concentration of judicial 

competence in the hands of a single Parlement. 

It was during the period covered by this chapter that the monarchy 

was freed from the tutelage of the States, a fact of extreme significance, 

since thereby vanished the possibility, which had appeared for a time, of 

a constitutional monarchy more or less on the English pattern. The 

States, the assemblies of the three orders of nobles, clergy, and third 

estate, remained a vague institution. By this vagueness Charles profited 

to escape from the control wliich he might well have had reason to fear. 

Only once after the death of liis father did Charles summon an assembly 

of a general character—the States of Chinon in at this meeting 

the deputies from Languedoc expressed the hope that no tax would be 

levied without a vote. Generally in Charles VIPs reign there were separate 

meetings of the States of longue dVil and of I^inguedoc. Fifteen 

sessions of the former have been noted, and four of the latter; so the 

provincial F^states took the chief place and pushed the States Geiieral into 

the background. In actual fact, Languedoc, Normandy, and Champagne 

were the only parts of the France of Charles VIPs day which were to pre¬ 

serve their Estates. Moreover, as has been seen, the king had everywhere 

assumed the right of levying subsidies on his ow n authority. 

Thus strengthened, and released from any effective limitation or control, 

the power of the sovereign was far stronger at the end of the crisis than 

on the accession of the Valois line. The feudal nobility was bridled. The 

military reforms of the reign made the king irresistible. Wars l>etween 

bfiron and baron were no longer possible: the Dauphin Louis prohibited 

all private warfare in Dauphine'^; Charles VII forbade his vassals to 

construct or repair any stronghold without his [)ermission. At the same 

time that he increased the royal taxes, he prohibited the raising of 

excessive impositions by the lords'*. The performance of homage, the 

recognition and enumeration of fiefs, were strictly enforced. In 1435 

^ The Parlement of Toulouse w'as not provirtcial in origin. It replaced the Parle- 

mentof Paris when that was in English hands, (treated first by the dauphin in 1420, it 
continued to exist after the recovery of Paris and was reorganised in 1443 as a court 
of appeal for tlie whole of tlie south-we-st. The Parlement of Bordeaux, given a 
temporary existence in 1452, also became permanent under Louis XI and thereby' 

greatly restricted the jurisdiction of Toulouse. 
Ordonnance of la Tour du Pin 10 December 1451. 

" Ordonname of 1439, 
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Charles caused a careful list to be made of fiefs acquired in the last sixty 

years. Well-served by his baUlis and seneschals, he exacted respect for 

royal justice and furthered its development, and he affirmed his exclusive 

right to tolls from fairs and markets, and his right of granting patents 

of nobility and of legitimation. More and more the petty nobility tended 

to develop into a Court aristocracy. In 1440 there was a vain attempt at a 

feudal reaction, the Pragiierie^ so-called in memory of recent outbreaks in 

Bohemia; Duke Charles of Bourbon was at its head, the Dauphin Louis 

took part in it, and even Dunois was compromised. Vigorous action by 

the king in Auvergne stifled the movement. 

The milibiry effort which decided the conclusion of the Hundred Years’ 

War had rendered the monarchy safe from internal dangers; but it did 

not allow Charles VII to advance the economic prosperity of his kingdom, 

a task reserved for his successor. There was one figure in the king’s en¬ 

tourage, however, who impressed his personality upon French commerce. 

Born at Bourges about 1S95, Jacques Coeur was a typical pioneer of 

industry. He combined commercial activity with official duties. He was 

the king’s silversmith, royal commissioner in the States of Languedoc, 

and a member of the Great Council. He enjoyed a practical monopoly of 

French trade in the Mediterranean and, as we have seen, he had a fleet 

at his disposal. The principal seat of his business was at Montpellier, 

where he owned a magnifiirent mansion; but he also had houses in several 

towns and his residence at Bourges was a dwelling fit for a prince. 

Charles VII ennobled his silversmith, but later, in 1451, he lent an ear to 

Coeur’s enemies, and accused him not only of granting monopolies, of 

which he was certainly not innocent, but in particular of having poisoned 

Agnes Sorel, who had died in childbirth the previous year (9 February 

1450). Finally, he banished him on this trumped-up charge and confis¬ 

cated his goods. Coeur died in exile at Chio, where he had taken refuge, 

in the service of the Pope, on 25 November 1456. The great expansion 

of French maritime commerce in the second half of the century derived 

from the bold impulse given to economic activity by Jacques Coeur. 

So, at the close of the age-long war, there dawned an era of restoration 

for devastated and ruined France. Already in the last years of Charles VII, 

even before the final victory of his arms, the renewal of agriculture and 

the revival of normal activities gave promise of a speedy recovery. The 

France of the middle of the century that set itself so courageously to 

work with the intention of repairing its fortunes w^as a France that was 

clearly monarchical, loyal and bound by ties henceforward indestructible 

to the royal dynasty. 

One menace alone remained: the power, confronting the France that 

was the king’s, of some great feudal States. Out of the duel l)etween 

France and England, a few' favoured lordly houses were able to make their 

profit, and emerged from the war with added strength. Of these, in the 

front rank were Burgundy and Brittany; behind them at varying distances 
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came some princes of the centre—Anjou, Bourbon; or of the south— 

Foix, Armagnac, Albret. These were the feudal dynasties which were to 

make the supreme attack upon Louis XI; and to this monarch it was left 

to break those formidable powers and to assure the deHnitive domination 

of the Crown over the united country. 

The last years of Charles VIFs reign are not merely characterised by 

the economic and social revival of France after her release from the great 

war. The monarchy profited by the regaining of its freedom and the 

strengthening of its authority; it started again u})on its traditional policy 

abroad, at the same time that it caused what remained of the hVench 

feudality to feel more and more the weight of the new power of the king 

upon them. 

Actually,Francehad never ceased, even in its worst days, to look abroad; 

even before the end of the struggle w ith England, as soon as the truces of 

Tours gave the king a breathing space and tlie prospetd. of an end to the 

crisis—in fact, it might be said, from the time of the Treaty of Arras and 

the recovery of Paris—the monarchy had begun to make its presence felt 

outside the country and to assume again the role of a great power. The 

manifesbitions of this activity in the east, in Italy, and in Spain can be 

clearly detected. 

On his eastern frontiers, Charles \T1 strove to restrict the ai*ea of 

Burgundian expansion. Burgundy, indeed, under Philip the Good had be¬ 

come a powerful and a formidable Statet It had been indeed the true 

beneficiary of the Hundred Years'* War, and had grown out of all proportion. 

Skilful marnage-alliances rounded off an adroit policy, which was con¬ 

tinually encroaching and was pursued without })au.se under trover of tlie 

conflict between the houses of I^incaster and \ alois. d'he duke possessed 

what at the present day is represented by almost the w liole of the kingdoms 

of HollandandBelgium,thedepartmeiits of theNord and the Pas de (Calais 

and a part of the Somme, and in ducal Burgundy and Franche Comte and 

theirdependencies the equivalent of twelve modern departments^ Wealthy 

and [)owerful, the house of Burgundy was the most splendid in Europe; 

the life of its Court,-its art, and its literature were on tfie same level, and 

Philip the Good, haughty and magnificent, was alieady aspiring to the 

royal crown which Charles the Bold, in the time of l^ouis XI, was so 

^ On the Burg’uinliaii St«ite, see the works cited in the bibliography tothisclm[»ler, 
principally, besides Pireniie’s Uiatoire <ie Bf^lgiquVy the works of Doutrepont, Klein- 
clausz, ami t'artellieri. llie great Burgundian clironiclers—especially Olivier de la 
Marche, ( hastellain, and Molinet—provide striking evidence of the splendour and 

the ambitions of the ducal State. On Philip the Good, cf. Jean Huizinga, Ui phytti- 
ommie de PhilipfHi k Hon {Annoles de Bottryogne, pp. 102 -29). 

'I'he possession of the townsof theSomine, whicli were ceded in the Treaty of Arras 
of 1T15, gave Burgundy the strategic key to tiie lie de France, Charles VJl tried in 
vain to reclaim them in J ‘ir>2, and his persistence gave considerable offence to Philip. 
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obstinately to pursue. Charles VII realised the danger to the French State 

from this other State in process of formation on its very flanks. His 

eastern policy, then, was first and foremost a defensive policy. The 

expedition against the Swiss and the siege of Metz were not only designed 

as a means of employing the nmtiers^ but also with the secret intention 

of interposing a barrier to Burgundian ambitions. In this roundabout 

way the Valois monarchy was returning to the ideas of Philip the Fair, to 

the French tradition expressed in the mystic saying of ‘•‘natural frontiers 

to the attraction of the Rhine. Metz resisted, but Epinal, Toul, and 

Verdun recognised the authority of Charles Vll; the king even took the 

Rhenish domains of Sigismund of Austria under his protection on the 

occasion of the marriage of that prince with Eleanor of Scotland; and he 

completed the encirclement of Burgundy by purchasing her claim to 

Luxemburg from the Duchess of Saxony. The reception given at Tours 

in 1457 to a Hungarian embassy had the same end in view. Philip the 

Good had sworn, with great pomp and circumstance, at a banquet at 

Lille^,to go to recorujuer Constantinople from the Turks, thus representing 

himself as the leader of the future crusade. The Franco-Hungarian agree¬ 

ment was a step towards the transference to the French monarchy of the 

direction of Christian policy against the Sul tan % and up to the end of his 

reign Charles VII, the heir of the great crusading kings, was appealed to 

by Rome and by the East, to the great vexation of the Court of Burgundy. 

In Italy, too, Charles VII revived a policy which came to him from old 

tradition; the aspirations of the house of Orleans to Milan, the claims 

of Anjou to Naples, and the French protectorate over Genoa, created 

manifold duties for the Valois monarchy. Among the repercussions of 

the Hundred Years' War must certainly be reckoned the failure of Rene 

of Anjou in South Italy and the establishment at Naples of Alfonso V 

the Magnanimous of Aragon. On the death of the latter in 1458,the house 

of Anjou hoped for its revenge, and Rene s headstrong son John of Anjou, 

the Duke of Calabria, attenipted a vigorous counter-offensive against the 

Aragonese dynasty, represented now by Ferrante, Alfonso's illegitimate 

son. This counter-offensive received support,both diplomatic and financial, 

from Charles VH ‘. 

It was the Hundred Years' War also that prevented France from giving 

help when it wavS most needed to Charles of Orleans, son of Valentine Vis¬ 

conti, at Milan, in his rivalry with Francesco Sforza for the domination of 

^ At the banquet (on 17 February 1454) there was brought onto the table a 
pheasant with a necklace of precious stones, and ‘^Lady Church” came to stir the 
guests with a recital of her woes. Tlien the duke and all his guests took an oath to 
go to the rescue of the Church. This oath w'as called “the Vow of the Pheasant.” 
The crusade was never actually undertaken, nor did Philip the Good ever go to the 
Ea.st. 

* With the same object was asscK’iated the attempt of French diplomacy to obtain 
the election to the Boliemian throne of Charles Vli’s second son, diaries of FVance 
and to marry him to a daughter of the King of Poland (Stein, pp. li) sqq.). 

® On these Italian events see mpra, ChapvS. v and vi. 
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Lombardy. The war which began on the death of Filippo Maria Visconti 

in 1447 ended in 1450 with the triumph of Sforza, who won both the 

admiration and the support of the Dauphin Louis; the county of Asti, 

Valentine’s dowry, alone remained to the house of Orleans to provide an 

opening for future claims. 

As for Genoa, which was temporarily re-won by John of Calabria at 

the outset of his campaign in 1458, it was again lost to France while the 

champion of Angevin rights was performing dazzling but useless exploits 

in South Italy; the foolish enterprise of Rene’s son ended in the disaster 

of Troja at the beginning of Louis XI’s reign. 

Finally, Spain, where once again Charles VII outlined the future policy 

of expansion which was to be pursued in detail by his successor. Two 

questions forced themselves on the attention of the French monarchy— 

the problem of Navarre and the problem of the eastern Pyrenees. In 

Navarre, which was a meeting-ground of French, Castilian, and Aragonese 

influences, a particularly difficult situation was created on the death of 

Queen Blanche, daughter of Charles the Noble and grand-daughter of 

Charles the Bad. John of Aragon, the husband of the dead queen, asserted 

a claim to the throne, interpreting his wife's will in his own sense, and 

disregarding the rights of their only son, Charles, Prince of Viana. So the 

little kingdom, rent by factions, was bitterly disputed between father and 

son. The Count of Foix, Gaston IV, the husband of Ixionora, one of 

Charles of Viana’s sisters, acted as interinediarv between John of Aragon 

and Charles VII, who, with an eye to advantage to himself in the future, 

favoured the aims of the house of Foix upon Navarret 

At the other end of the Pyrenees, Charles VII, who inherited through 

his wife, Mary of Anjou,asomewhatdubious claim to thecrown of Aragon\ 

was planning a revision of the treaty of Corbeil‘\ w hich had fixed in 1258 

the Franco-Aragonese frontier at the Pas-de-Salses. A French embassy 

went to Barcelona in 1447 to claim the payment of the dowry of Yolande 

of Sicily, to whom the Queen of France was heiresst On their return, 

having obtained nothing more than vague promises from the regent 

Maria, the wife of Alfon.so the Magnificent, the ambasvsadors took a 

significant step. When they came to Perpignan, they demanded an audience 

from the consuls of the town, and after describing the purpose and the 

ill-success of their mission, declared that they would hold their hearers 

* On the qaestion of Navarre, see Des Deviw»i? du Desert, Don Carlos prince de 
Viane (Paris, 1889) and Courteault, Gaston IV (see bibliography to this chapter), 

2 Mary of Anjou was the grand-daughter of Yolande of Bar, widow John I of 
Aragon. 

* See supra Vol. vi, Chap, x, p. 359, 

^ The dowry of 160,000 florins promised to the daughter of Yolande of Bar and 

John I, Yolande of Sicily, the mother-in-law of Charles VII, had never been |)aid. 

Louis XI, in his dealings with Spain, on several occasions raised claims deriving from 
Anjou. 
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responsible for the debt^ Roussillon was virtually treated as a pledge. 

This was the first indication of the intention to push the frontier up to 

the eastern Pyrenees, the historic boundary which Louis XI was to reach 

and which he was even tempted to overstep. 

While these schemes were maturing, Charles VII continued to give his 

attention as much to Barcelona as to Pampeluna. The death of Alfonso 

the Magnificent on 25 June 1458, by putting his brother John II on the 

throne, brought about a definite modification of the political equilibrium 

in Spain. Charles of Viana became prinioghiii of the principality of 

Catalonia, and the Catalans were already using this title as an excuse for 

manifesting their separatist tendencies, which were soon to develop into 

a tragic revolutionFor some time Gaston of Foix had been working 

unceasingly to bring together his suzerain and his father-in-law, and his 

policy had resulted in the treaty of Valencia (17 June 1457), actually a 

defensive alliance between the two monarchies*. Moreover, on his accession 

John II had dispatched to France his Constable of Navarre, Pedro de 

Peralta, to bind still closer this alliance; while the Prince of Viana, for his 

part, formed a league with the Dauphin Louis. 

To impose obedience on the feudality was the domestic task which 

Charles VII, delivered from his preoccupation with England, had to 

bring to a successful conclusion, simultaneously with his conduct of affairs 

abroad. In this direction, the administrative measures which have been 

detailed, as well as the consequences of the Hundred Years' War, auto¬ 

matically worked most effectively to the great advantage of the monarchy. 

During the last years of his reign, the liberator-king had to take serious 

action practically against only two of his vassals, the one in the north, the 

Duke of Alenc^'on, the other in the south, the Count of Armagnac. 

The Duke of Alem^on, John II, handsome, affable, and free-handed, had 

pi'eserved close I'elations with the English, whose side he favoured during 

their domination of Normandy. In 1455, he wrote to the Duke of York 

inviting him to descend upon the Cotentin. One of his messengers revealed 

the plot, and John was arrested by Dunois on 81 May 1456. The Court 

of Peers crondemned him to death, but the king contented himself with 

confiscating the duchy and with imprisoning the traitor at Loches; from 

this prison he obtained his release on the accession of Louis XI. 

Graver still was the case of the Count of Armagnac*, John V, who had 

succeeded his father John IV on 5 November 1450. A turbulent feudal 

baron, ruddy, stout, and short of stature, John V, like Gaston of Foix, 

^ Calmette (Joseph), Un Episode de fhiatoire du Bomsillon au temps de Charles VII 
[tievue dhistoire et darcheologie du Houssillon, Vol. i, 1900). 

Calmette (Joseph), Louis A7, Jean II et la rt^mlutwn Catalans, 1461-1473 {Bibi, 
m&ndionale, 2nd series, Vol, viii). 

^ Zurita, lib. xv, cap. Ixi. 
^ On the history of the Counts of Armagnac, see the work of C. Samaran cited 

in the bibliography to this chapter. 
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was as much interested in Spanish affairs as in French. Like the Dauphin 
Louis, he had formed an alliance with Charles of Viana. His designs on 
the county of Comminges and his actions at Audi, where he tried to effect 
the nomination of an archbishop of his own choosing, brought him into 
violent opposition to Charles VII. Further, John V had displayed a keen 
and most untimely regret for the defeat and death of Talbot. To this 
offence of a political character was soon added the intolerable scandal 
caused by his cynical immorality. He was in love with his young sister 
Isabella, by whom he had two children, and after their birth he had the 
effrontery to apply at Rome for a dispensation to enable him to marry the 
partner of his guilt. Pope Nicholas V replied with an excommunication^ 
John promised amendment, but the scandal continued and a third child 
was born of this incestuous union. When all means of conciliation had 
failed, Charles VII dispatched against him a punitive expedition under 
John of Bourbon. The count took refuge first in hisstrongholdof Icctoure, 
which capitulated on 24 June 1455; he had escaped thence, and by way 
of Sarrancolin arrived in Spain, whither his sister Isabella had preceded 
him. Summoned to appear before the Parlement of Paris, he had the 
audacity to present himself; but after having exhausted every conceivable 
trick to .stay proceedings, he again made good his escape by flight^, and 
was found guilty by default of treason, incest, and rel)ellion. Like the 
Duke of Alencon, John V was rehabilitated by Louis XI. 

So, at every turn in the policy of Charles VII there appeared the 
disturbing figure of the son who was to succeed him on the throne, the 
Dauphin Louis. It was the terror inspired by his heir, so little loved and 
so unlovable, that darkened the last days of the king whose youth had 
been so unhappy and whose old age was even more unhappy. 

ITie king and the dauphin had from early days been in opposition to 
one another. Charles had not forgiven his son for his participation in 
the Praguerie; still less did he forgive his unpleasant behaviour towards 
the favourite, Agnes Sorel, then at the height of her influence. If Louis 
did not actually strike his father’s mistress, as one story has it, he did at 
any rate revile her to her face. In 1447 he was sent off* to Dauphine, and 
there he set up his court at Grenoble and took up an attitude of inde¬ 
pendence. While towards the local nobility he displayed an autocratic 
tendency, at the same time he endowed Grenoble with a Parlement in 
1453, gave his support to industry, improved the communications, founded 
fairs, protected agriculture by a duty on French corn, and provided 
facilities for the Jews to practise banking; in a word, he devised an 
economic policy which he was to develop later as king, and he simul¬ 
taneously pursued with great energy an expansive foreign policy, which 
took no account of French interests and in fact was usually quite contrary 
to them. 

^ 8amaran, p. 120. 
* He went to Flanders (Samaran, p. 129). 
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With Savoy he had a secret treaty, and he plotted with this power a 

partition of Milanese territory, l^ft a widower by the death of his first 

wife, the unhappy Margaret of Scotland^, he contracted a second marriage 

with Charlotte of Savoy, daughter of the Duke Louis, on 9 March 1451, 

and this marriage, which he carried out in the face of his father’s express 

prohibition, shewed both his ambitions in the direction of the Alps and 

his growing opposition to his father. And when Charles VII reacted 

eigainst this by forcing Louis of Savoy into an alliance with himself 

(treaty of Clappe, 27 October 1452), the dauphin took his revenge on 

his father-in-law in the following year by laying waste the district of Bugey. 

Everywhere the young prince seemed to delight in taking the opposite 

side to his father. He was now on terms of close friendship with Francesco 

Sforza, whom he took as his model, while Charles VII, as has been said, 

supported the Orleanist aims; in Spain, he exchanged messages and 

presents with the Prince of Viana. Suspecting a.punitive expedition, 

since he was fully conscious of the offence he had given, the dauphin took 

fright when he learnt that the king was advancing on Lyons in 1456, 

and on 30 August he abandoned his appanage to take refuge at the 

Burgundian Court. 

While Charles VII took possession of Dauphine, Louis put himself 

under the protection of Philip the Good. Philip installed him at 

Genappes in Brabant, and, in spite of the king’s effort to prevent it, 

granted him a f)ension of 3(i,000 Uvres; from this asylum the dispossessed 

dauphin tenaciously carried on in all directions the policy that he had 

previously pui^sued. Beyond the Alps he continued his intrigues, adapting 

himself in a remarkable way to the prat*tices of Italian diplomacy, in 

which subtle art he shewed himself to !>e already a past master; he 

supported Ferrante of Naples against John of Anjou; he kept in closer 

touch than ever with Sform; and he pushed his agreement with the 

primvghdt Charles of Viana so far as to conclude an alliance with him, 

opposing to the league of the fathers a league of the sons*. In England 

also the same opposition manifested itself. Charles VII supported his 

niece Margaret of Anjou*, and in August 1457 the Grand Seneschal of 

Normandy, Pierre de BrtV.e, took and sacked Sandwich; in retaliation the 

English thmitened La Rochelle and plundered the island of Re. When 

Edward IV was victorious over the l^ncastrians, Charles tried to raise 

Wales against him. The dauphin for his part associated himself with 

the YorkisCs, and so closely that his soldiers were seen fighting at Towton 

and his standard was fiown in the battle, under the charge of Philippe 

de Melun, lord of Barde. On the very eve of Charles VIPs death, 

^ This princess, whom I^uis never loved, died of consumption on 16 August 1445. 
Her last words were: done de la vie, qu’on ne m’en parle pas!” (Champion, La 
dauphine mc/aruvlique). Cf. Barhe, Louis A,, Margaret of Scatland and the Dauphin 

Jjouut (London, 1917). 
* Calmette, Jjouis A7, Jean II et la revolution mtalane^ p. 50. 
* Calmette and Perinelle, Louis XI et tJngleterre, pp. 3 sqq. 
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his son’s emissaries were encouraging Edward to make an attack upon 

France*. 
This last episode reveals the intensity of mutual fear and hatred that 

existed betwcjen father and son. These sentiments cannot be doubted in 

either of them. Impatience to reign had reached such a pitch with the 

heir to the throne that he had lost all sense of French interests. 

In Charles VII, now at the end of hivS days, this bitter and unnatural 

struggle had bred imaginative terrors: a sick man, he suspected his son 

of wishing to poison him. However, Charles VII died on July 1461 

not of voluntary starvation but as the result of a necrosis of the jaw 

which made it impossible for him to take any nourishment®. It was in 

this culmination of moral and physical ill-being that came to its painful 

end the career of him “who had done so many fine things in France*”: 

in his reign, the kingdom of France had not merely escaped from the 

immense danger of English dominance; it had acquired the definite con¬ 

ception of its independence, its dignity, and its strength; it had linked 

its destiny with that of the national dynasty; finally, it had made its 

choice in favour of the monarchical regime and of institutions which, 

with their solid framework, were to remain as the foundation of the 

centralised government of modern times. 

^ Basin, i, 304, Dep. des amboitsadeurs milanau^ ed. B. de Mandrot (Societe de 
Thistoire de France), i, 17. 

* 'Fliere can be no doubt of the fears of Charles V"II, for Commynes obtained his 
knowledge of them from Louis XI himself. All the evidence on the subject of his 
last illness, with enlightenment from medical commentaries, is to l>e found in Hrachet, 
Pathologie nientak dea roiif de Frmicey pp. 72 sqq. 

3 Commynes, ed. cit. in, 260 



CHAPTER VIII 

FRANCE: LOUIS XI 

When Charles VII died, the Valois monarchy had been reconstructed, 

and the French were living at peace. The greater part of the population 
was under the orders of the king’s officials, and paid taxes in which they 

had no say but which were, however, not excessive. It was evident that 

the royal authority liad recovered all its old strength. But there remained 

some (juestions of capital importance still in suspense. In spite of the 

great efforts made by the peasantry to put the land back into cultivation 

and by the merchants to revive their former connexions, Francxi had 

recovei*ed little from the disasters of the Hundred Years’ War. The 

towns, with their (muses often deserted and their monuments in ruins, 

were yet less desolate than the countryside. The register of the archi- 

diaconal visitations of Josas (1458-70) shews us the region to the south 

of Paris devastated and lying waste, the parishes often denuded of in- 

habitants, and a rural society everywhere scanty in numbers and being 

decimated besides by violent epidemics, in wretched state, sunk in 

barbarism. An Englishman, Sir John Fortescue, passed through the 

north of France almut 1465 on his way to Paris; his witness, which lies 

in the pages of his Goveriuuu'e of t^ngiandy agrees with that of the 

ecclesiastical visitor: the French peasants were ill clothed, ill fed, and 

lived in a state of utmost poverty. The country was exhausted, and thei’e 

was plenty to occupy the time of an ambitious king who was anxious to 

have adetjuate resources for the great things he had to do. 

There were other problems, too, to be faced in 1461. The domain of 

the Crown, vast and homogeneous though it was, yet comprised only 

half of the realm. The remainder belonged to great feudal houses. Some 

of tliese were of great antitjuity—Brittany, Foix, Armagnac, Albret— 

and jealous of their old independence; others had been offshoots from 

the Capetian stem, and first and foremost came the powerful dynasty 

of Burgundy. A conflict was inevitable between the king and the Duke 

of Burgundy, who claimed complete independence and had in vision the 

formation of a kingdom lying between France and Germany. Besides 

Burgundy, there were the houses of Bourbon (Bourbonnais, Auvergne, 

Forez, Beaujeu, (7ermont-en-Beauvaisis etc.), of Orleans, and of Anjou 

(Anjou and Maine, and, outside the kingdom, Provence, Lorraine, the 

duchy of Bar, and claims upon the Two Sicilies). These thixie dynasties, 

though less dangerous than that of Burgundy, were none the less a per¬ 

manent obstacle to the development of the monarchy, and the time had 

come when it could no longer continue to expand unle.ss they disappeared. 
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With England no peace had been concluded. Public opinion in England 

was hostile to Fi*ance; neither the Lancastrians nor the Yorkists had 

renounced the title of'‘King of France/’ Edward IV, who was on the 

throne in 1461, was, it is true, the friend of Louis, by whom he had been 

helped to win his victory. But he was of too crafty and fickle a disposition 

to be relied uj)on. 

The relations of Church and State in France were ptissing through a 

critical period. A great cleavage was already in process. The Pragmatic 

Sanction, aibitrarily enf'oiced by the monarchy, had lowered the vitality 

of the French Church. The Holy See was pressing keenly for its abro¬ 

gation. 

The tension between king and Pope tended to lessen the idle and the 

prestige of the \ alois in Italy. The Holy See had entered into the league 

formed by Milan, Venice, Florence, and Alfonso of Aragon to counter 

the ambition of the French king and the Dukes of Orleans and Anjou. 

It was a question whether the era of French expansion in Italy had not 

come to an end. 

Koyal diplomacy had shewn itself inert in Spain, where the Aragonese 

monarchy seemed threatened with dismemberment. F^stwards, however, 

it was fully alive; its efforts, directed against Burgundy, made war in 

this quarter inevitable, and dark clouds were beginning to gather over 

Liege and the Upptir Rhine. 

I'he power of Burgundy was asserted even in the domain of arts and 

letters. The Court of l*hilip the Good was more magnificent, and gave 

a warmer welcome to writers and artists, than that of Charles VII. There 

was a Burgundian literature, and the Flemish-Burgundian art hiul attained 

so splendid a position and exercised a hegemony so incontestable that 

native French art was almost stiffed in its growth. The intellectual 

orientation of France seemed to depend on the fate of the Burgundian 

dynasty. 

Louis XI resolved only a portion of these grave problems. But it is 

certainly to him, find to his personal initiative, that must be attributed 

the great advantages gaiiuxl by the monarchy during the twenty-two 

years of his most eventful reign; it is similarly to him that must be 

assigned the responsibility for the faults that were con)mitted. There is 

not a single king at the end of the Middle Ages who has impi-essed so 

strongly the stamp of his personality upon government and policy. 

Ix)uis XI, the son of Charles VII and Mary of Anjou, was born on 

3 July 1423, at a time when the King of England was ruling over 

practically the whole of the north of France, from the valley of the Meuse 

to the bay of Mont-Saint-Michel. He had passed his childhood in Berry 

and Touraine, in circumstances of great anxiety and distress for the royal 

family, which .sometimes found itself entirely unprovided with money. 

Brought up by a tutor of good sense, he received a solid education and 
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at an early age acquired habits of simplicity and reflection which played 

their part in the formation of his individuality. From the age of sixteen 

he took a large share in affairs, and from 1439 to 1445 was employed on 

important missions; everywhere he shewed himself active, courageous, and 

shrewd. But he was of an intriguing and unruly disposition, and in 1440 

he took part in the Praguer\e\ the king^'s counsellors and the king him¬ 

self distrusted him. After the death of the Dauphine Margaret of Scotland, 

for whom Charles VII had a warm afl*ection, the differences between them 

became accentuated. Louis, exiled to Dauphin^, governed there for ten 

years as an independent sovereign, married, in spite of his father, the 

daughter of the Duke of Savoy, countered the policy of Charles VII in 

every (|uarter, and intrigued with all the enemies of the French royal 

house; finally, believing that his father desired his death, he fled to the 

Duke of Burgundy, there to await the death of the king. 

When this event, which he was not ashamed to desire quite openly and 

with a cynical imj^atience, gave him the throne of France, Louis was 

thirty-eight years old. He was furnished with a wide experience of life 

and of men, was accustomed to hard work, and scornful of the futilities 

of chivalry in which the princes then wasted their time; but he was 

devoured by endless ambitions and violent rancours, which he purposed 

immediately to gratify. 

One of the people who hated him most. Bishop Thomas Basin, declared 

that it was very difficult to draw a character-sketch of Louis XI, since 

he abounded in contradictions. One reason for this complexity of character 

was certainly his physical constitution; it often played tricks with his 

judgment and his will. He was ill-favoured and of poor physique, suffered 

from fi'equent illness, and was plagued by a skin disease which was 

rendered more and more severe by his excesses at table. At the end of 

his life he imagined that he was a leper^ It seems proved that he was 

epileptic and that, at any rate from 1467 onwards, he suffered from 

malaria and all the ailments which that disease brings in its train. 

Louis XI, therefore, was a neuropath. His nervous disorder found ex¬ 

pression in idle chatter which spai*ed nobcxly and often cost him dear, or 

again in a craving for movement, which sometimes launched him on long 

hunting expeditions, most exhausting for his entourage, and sometimes 

caused him to undertake at top speed a journey across his kingdom. He 

was on edge, suspicious, wished to manage everything, and interfered in 

even the most trifling matters. There was something unhealthy about the 

extraordinary restlessness of a character so fertile in combinations that 

his policy was often capricious and confused. 

His countless projects were inspired by a high sense of his duties as 

king. But all means appeared to him to tie legitimate. In short, he had 

no moral sense. Very scrupulous in religious observances, he imagined 

* See my article in Revue hietorique, clvii, 1928, pp. 86-6. 
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that his prayers and his gifts of piety were all that were required to put 

him right with Heaven, and that in order to have God and Our Lady 

and the Saints on his side it was only necessary to pay the price. To 

extract himself from a mistake or to confound his enemies, as also to 

overcome an internal ailment, he bought the intercession of the leading 

pei'sonages in Paradise by presents which were calculated by the rank 

and influence of the i*ecipients as well as by the importance of the boon 

to be obtained. 

The best way to obtain a real knowledge of Ix)uis XI is to read the 

voluminous collection of his Letters^ itself only a fragment of a vast 

correspondence, and the dispatches of the Milanese ambassadors, (’om- 

mynes, shrew d and clear-sighted though he was, has concealed or omitted 

so much; Thomas Basin only played the part of a pamphleteer; Cluistel- 

lain,for all his effort at impartiality,gives us only fragmentary information. 

But Louis’ lettei's and the ambassadors' dispatches depict the w'hole man 

to us. Revealed in the light of his dealings w ith his correspondents and 

with the ambassadors of the Duke of Milan, he did not, nor did he wish 

to, hold people save by interest alone, and he judged them only by the 

profit he drew from them. He knew' how' to cajole, to jest familiarly, to 

play the ‘‘gossip;" but he was su.spicious, crafty, cruel. There was in him 

a real baseness of soul, a disgusting delight in lying, tyranny, and 

vengeance. And yet, out of these dcaaiments, in spite of all the cynicism 

and the brutality so often displayed in them, there emerges one very 

forcible impression: the aims of this king weregi'and in their conception, 

remarkable for their originality, and usually well-judged, and he devoted 

to them the striking qualities of a true leader of men. He was w onderfully 

intelligent, alert, supple, and energetic. As a di{)lomat, he had assimilated 

the old methods of the “king's servants," and added to them the finesse 

and the craft which he had learnt in the school of his friends the Ibilians. 

As a soldier, he was fond of repeating that he had given proofs of courage 

and had risked his life, and that he had thus acquired tlie right of 

employing his imposing army only when he felt it to be necessary. As an 

administrator, he had his hand on every part of the machinery of mon¬ 

archical government, and no person or thing escaped his searching gaze. 

His very faults, often as they compromised his position, served his ends. 

His craze to be on the move, to talk with everyone, gave him the 

opportunity of seeing everything, knowing every thing, hearing everything. 

Never had king so direct a knowledge of his subjects. 

So, then, in spite of his defects and his blemishes, he was well shaped 

to confront the great tasks that awaited him. He had, besides, the good 

fortune of having as his adversaries men of mediocre ability. Finally, 

circumstances worked in his favour: the Frencli had had their fill of 

anarchy and for the most part put their trust in monarchy alone; the 

“good towns" were devoted to his cause; and, lastly, the petty nobility 

had no thought of aiding their greater breth?*en against the king. 
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However, the first years of \m reign were troubled yeai*s, and the king 

came within an ace of destruction. He owed his set-back to his own faults, 

to his thirst for vengeance, his passion for changing everything, his 
vexatious tyranny. 

On his accession, he discharged a large number of officials, and caused 

some of the best counsellors of the preceding reign to be arrested, 

suspecting them of having prejudiced his father against him, though 

sooner or later he recognised their loyal devotion and used it to his 

advantage. Men like Pierre de Breze and Antoine de Chabannes, heroes 

of the war with the English, were imprisoned for some time. Louis took 

away the chancery from the upright Guillaume Jouvenel des Ursins to 

entrust it to Pierre de Morvilliers, a former councillor in the Parlement 

who had been dismissed for corruption. He gave the office of admiral to 

Jean de Montauban, who had had to take flight to evade the Duke of 

Brittany’s justice. Louis’ former associate in Dauphin^, Jean de Lescun, 

bastard of Armagnac, became the principal adviser of the new king. He 

was held to be the “master” of the king, “a second king,” yet all the 

same a person “of great worth.” But to have betrayed Charles VII was 

often sufficient recommendation for Louis’ favour. John V of Armagnac 

and the Duke of Alen^on were restored to the possession of their estates. 

In every quarter Louis succeeded in creating distrust. Promises of 

financial reforms which he was unable to realise deceived the middle 

classes, and led to outbreaks which he savagely repressed. He “reduced 

to slavery” the clergy of France; this is the statement of Thomas Basin, 

and it is hardly an exaggeration. For reasons both domestic and foreign 

he abolished the Pragmatic Sanction on 27 November 1461, only to 

restore it in full working oi-der again, when he had fallen out wuth Pope 

Pius II; but, whatever his relations with the Holy See, he never ceasrf 

to bully the clergy. As for the higher nobility, he offended it by his 

dictatorial manner and by the encroachments of his officials; he scandalised 

it by his exhibition of contempt for fashion. Court life, and the code of 

chivalry, and by his refusal to fritter away the royal revenue in idle 

munificence. He could be lavish with his money, if need be, but only to 

attain some particular object. Moreover, he detested magnificent festi¬ 

vities and ceremonial functions, and, in his rare moments of leisure and 

relaxation, he shewed that bis tastes were those of a middle-class citizen 

or country squire who found his chief delight in drinking deep and 

exchanging spicy anecdotes with his boon companions. So, he did away 

with costly entertainments, and even suppressed the payments which with 

Charles VII had been the means of creating a circle of courtiers. He 

offended the petty nobility by restricting its hunting rights; he even 

claimed to dispose of rich heiresses in order to provide advantageous 

marriages for his dependents, and this was naturally a cause of particularly 

bitter resentment against him. 

Among the princes, there was one who seemed to be insured against 
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the designs of the king, both by his power and by the memory of his 

recent good offices. The Duke of Burgundy had but lately afforded Louis 

a refuge, and on his accession to the throne had escorted him with great 

pomp to Paris and there had given magnificent entertainments in his 

honour. But Louis XI, though capable of recognising most bounteously 

the services of those whose master he was, kept no account of kindnesses 

if they were likely to prove an embarrassment to his policy. He at once 

determined to wrest from the house of Burgundy the important strategic 

line of the Somme. Philip the Good was growing old, and in 1462 he all 

but died; the Lords of Croy, in whom he had a blind confidence, had 

embroiled him with his son Charles the Bold, Count of Charolais. The 

moment was a favourable one. Through the medium of the Croy lords, 

which he obtained at a high cost, Louis was enabled in 1463 to repurcha.se 

the Somme towns for the price of 400,000 gold crowns, the sum stipulated 

in the 'Treaty of Arras. At the same time, by promises of assistance he 

stirred into flame the smouldering a.shes at Liege, where the national 

party was hostile to the Burgundian protectorate. In the Lorraine region, 

on wliicli the house of Burgundy kept a covetous eye, he laid claim to 

the protectorate of Toul and Verdun, and tried to get possession of Metz. 

Clearly, when it should come to pass that the young Count of Charolais 

should be reconciled with his father and take the government into his 

own hands, the king would no longer find things so easy and would have 

to beware of an opponent who was thirsting for revenge. 

At the other end of the kingdom, another feudal house was also 

8U5.serting its independence. The Duke of Brittany, Francis II (1458-88), 

regarded himself as sovereign in his duchy and barred its entry to the 

king's officials. This roused the wrath of Louis XI. King and duke each 

gave hospitality to refugees who inflamed their mutual hostility: Jean 

de Montauban, now the favourite of Louis XI, hivd his a)unterpart in 

Odet (TAydie, who had lost his post as hailli after Charles VIPs death 

and had found an asylum in Brittany, and these two were largely re¬ 

sponsible for the incidents which led eventually to war. The chief causes 

of the conflict between Louis XI and Francis II were the que.stion of the 

Fmglish alliance and the assertion of regalian rights over the Church in 

Brittany. The king insisted on Francis II abandoning his alliance with 

England, and maintained his right to fill the bishoprics and abbeys of 

Brittany with his own nominee.s. Francis shewed no signs of yielding; 

he sent a procurator to the Roman Court in October 1462, who declared 

before the Pope and the Sacred College “that the duke was not a subjec^t 

of the king, and that he would put Englishmen into his country rather 

than those who were servants and friends of the king." This, indeed, was 

what he proposed to do. 

The house of Bourbon enjoyed no such independence; it ha^l to allow 

thc‘ royal officials to levy taxes within its territories. It had already shewn 

that its chief object was to enrich itself by the acquisition of important 
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and lucrative posts; and Louis XI alienated Duke John II, his brother- 

in-law, by depriving him of the government of Guienne. 

With the houses of ()rl(‘ans and Anjou, it would have been easy for 

Louis to maintain the relations established bv Charles VII. The head of 

each was an old man, Charles of Orleans and King llene, both of whom 

were engrossed in art and poetrv rather than in politics; and Charles'* life 

came to a peaceful end on 5 January 1465. But Louis XI offended the 

most active inembei's of these two houses, the Count of Dunois, bastard 

of Orleans, and Rene of Anjoirs son John, Duke of ('alabria and Lorraine, 

by the policy which he pursued from 1466 onwards in Italy—a policy of 

friendship and close alliance with the Duke of Milan, Francesco Sforza, 

and of neutrality in the peninsula. To the able Milanese envoy, Alberigo 

Malleta, who was in no small measure responsible for his change of attitude, 

he declared in April 1464 that it was no longei’ proper for Frenchmen to 

have domains in Italy. He enfeoffed Sforza with Genoa and Savona 

(December 1466), tried to induce (Jiarles of Orleans to sell Asti to the 

Duke of Milan, and gave no assistance to tlie Angevins for the reconqiiest 

of Naples. The dispatches of the Milanese ambfissadors make it possible 

to assert that the discomfiture of John of Anjou, his intrigues against 

Louis XI, and their mutual hatred, form the principal reason for the 

coalition of 1465. 

Louis took no account of the ill-feeling aroused l>v his abandonment 

of tin* traditions of his dynasty and by his arbitrary, abrupt, and change¬ 

able policy. Abroad as at home, his pei'sonalitv inspired both fear and 

dislike. Certainly he was right in refusing any longer to play the game 

of the houses of ()rleansand An jou in Italy, and in repudiating ambitions 

which diverted hVanw from the true yiath whereon her security was 

assured. Very wisely his amViition was limitt'd to the frontier of the Alps 

Fiver since his marriage with C'harlotte of Savoy, he had kept a close 

watch upon Savoyard affairs, had intervened in them, striven to win over 

the nobles, and taken pains to strike terror into the hearts of the re¬ 

fractory, for instance' his brother-in-law Philij) of Hresse, whom he held 

prisoner for two years; however, he publicly announced that he had no 

intention of annexing Savoy—the time, he felt, was not ripe. In Spain 

on the other hand, lie shewed a lack of prudence. He thought the moment 

propitious for conquest on a grand scale, and he had a covetous eye on 

the succession, which might soon be expected, to the aged tiohn II ot 

Aragon. Roussillon and Cerdagne, Catalonia, Aragon, Navarre—all the 

territories accumulated by John II—seemed to him ready to fall into his 

hands. But here he was confronted with the King of (Vtstile, who like¬ 

wise aimed at despoiling John II, and in this way he compromised a 

traditional alliance. Fie was confronted,too, w ith the spirit of independence 

of the Catalans, and he attempted to coax tliem in vain. Above all, he 

wiis confronted with the ability and energy of John II, who revealed 

himself as a statesman of the first order. JJie audacious (‘ynicism with 
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which Louis employed in turn intimidation, violence, and cajolery, and 
shifted from one alliance to another, did, indeed, achieve the annexation, 

under the form of a pledge, of Roussillon and Cerdagne in 1463, but it 

ruined his influence in Spain. Towards England, too, he shewed a similar 

lack of prudence. He tried to rekindle the Wars of the Roses. He made 

an enemy of his former friend, Edward IV, by supplying Margaret of 

Anjou with a small army. The expedition was a failure: he had hoped 

at least to recover Calais; his only harvest was a crop of animosities. 

Such was the dangerous condition of affairs when the league of‘‘the 

Public WeaP" was formed against I^ouis XL An Anglo-German coalition 

might well have come into l>eing again and joined forces with the coalition 

of French feudatories, as at the time of the battle of Bouvines; and there 

was a new peril for France, the Spanish peril, already looming on the 

horizon. Fortunately, the indolent Edward IV, letting slip the opportunity 

both to strengthen his hold on the throne and to make conquests in 

France, granted Louis a truce until 1468; Charles the Bold’s alliances 

with the German princes only produced a few troops of mercenaries; 

John II of Aragon had his hands full with the Catalan revolt; and the 

Count of Foix, Gaston heir-presumptive to Navarre, I'emained faithful 

to Louis XI and kept the whole of the South at peace. The only foreign 

prince to intervene eflfectively was Louis’ friend, Sforza; he lent Louis a 

small but efficient contingent under the command of his own son. 

But all the same the League of the Public Weal was a formidable 

ordeal for tlie monarchy. The revolt, which lasted from March to Octolxjr 

1465, was, pro{)erly speaking, only the Ix^ginning of a long struggle which 

Louis had to maintain against the higher feudality, esjx^ciallv against the 

princes of the blood, until 1477. But the League of the Public Weal, 

which included a section of the clergy, of the bourgeoisie, and of the 

holders of office, was an event of particular significance; it is also rendei*ed 

especially interesting to us, .since light is thrown on it by a mass of 

documents, which enable us to obtain a clear picture of the attitude of 
the different classes within the nation. 

On both sides appeal was made to public opinion. Manifestoes, lettei-s, 

declarations of the princes, confessions of prisoners reveal the grievances 

alleged by the members of the League, their demands, and their political 

intentions. In the main, the responsibility for “the exactions, oppres.sions, 

wrongs, and other countless ills done to churches and nobles as well as to 

the poor and lowly folk” was attributed to five or six persons who had 

been in the kings entourage since his accession, who were not acquainted, 

it was said, with the business of the kingdom, and who had no outlook 

othei than their own personal interest; the people aimed at were those 

who had been at Louis’ side when he was dauphin and whom he had 

loaded with favours, such as the Bastard of Armagnac.- But the king 

himself, though no one dared o^xmly to say so, was the real object of the 

hatred of the feudality. He had not only frustrated their ambitions and 
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galled their pride. He appeared to them as a traitor and an enemy to all 

that they held dear. It was at once both the spirit of ixigional independence 

and the spirit of feudalism, of chivalry, that were in revolt against him. 

Georges Chastellain, the honest and impartial historiographer of Philip the 

Good and Charles the Bold, declared himself to be “a good Frenchman,’’ 

but he held it as intolerable that the noble house of Burgundy should l>e 

threatened with ruin by the monarchy. This same Chastellain regarded 

LouisXIas a disloyal lord, who merited no longer the fidelity of his subjects; 

in ballads composed on the eve of the war by him and by Jean Meschinot, 

the king is depicted as a man treacherous and deceitful, who ‘"loves silver 

better than the love of his subjects,” is full of vain promises, cannot endure 

a powerful neighbour, picks a quarrel with everyone, and respects no man’s 

right. The illustrious Dunois, in a speech he made to the Paris deputies in 

August 1465, openly accused the king of being a tyrant and of aiming at 

reducing the nobility to servitude: “he had made alliance with the Duke 

of Milan and other foreigners to destroy all the noble houses of France, 

especially the houses of Orleans, Brittany, Burgundy, and Bourbon. He 

caused numerous persons to be married into an estate unequal to their 

own, to the great dishonoui* and displeasure of the said persons”; he aimed 

at controlling everything by himself alone, and refused to convoke the 

Three Estates of the Realm. In the manifestoes he was charged with 

oppressing and molesting churchmen, with allowing the exactions and 

false judgments of the men of law, with levying intolerable taxes from the 

poor people. In consequence, it was proposed to prevent him from doing 

harm in future. The rumour was current that it was intended to crown 

the king’s brother Monsieur Charles, the Duke of Berry, at Rheinjs, that 

the king was to be kept in perpetual confinement and allowed to go out 

only to hunt from time to time; but the general opinion was that no more 

would be done than the putting of order into his government, “for that 

he was king and could not be displaced Various projects were put 

forward. There w as talk of making the Duke of Benw regent, as a figure¬ 

head for an oligarchic government. The dukes weie to divide between 

them the government of the provinces in the royal domain. They were 

to receive large pensions. At the same time there was talk of the abolition 

of the taxes, though no explanation was given as to how' these contradic¬ 

tions were to be reconciled. Dunois declared to the Paris deputies that 

the princes demanded to have “the receiving, the handling, and the con¬ 

trol of all the finances of the realm, and to have in their power and 

governance all the army of the realm; itcm^ they demanded to have the 

knowledge and the distribution of all the offices of the realm; item^ they 

demanded to have the person of the king and the governance of the same; 

item^ they demanded that the towui of Paris should be handed over and 

' Interrogatory of the brothers Meriauiieau at Paris iirJuly 14(35 (Stein, Charies 

(te Francef piece justif. vi). 
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delivei'ed to them, and that all their demands should be adjudged to them 

by the Three Estates of the Realm/' 
llie grievances, the demands, the designs for an aristocratic go\'ern- 

ment, the promises to restore its liberty to the (^hurch and to lighten the 

burden of tlie poorer classes, recall the very similar attempts of the 

English nobles to seize power, notably in the time of Henry III. 

what the Leaguers lacked in 1465 was a leader. They had not aniongthem 

a Simon de Montfort or even a GillKTt de ('hire. Monsieur (liarles, whom 

they pushed to the front, was a feeble creature who was to die prematurely 

of syphilis. Frames II of Brittany and Charles the Bold were not anxious 

so much to share in the government as to bo left independent in their 

own principalities; moreover, they wert^ meiliocre statesmcai, and the same 

is true of John of Anjou and the Duke of Bourbon. The men of real 

ability were not princes and so could not direct the policy of the League: 

for instance Dunois, Antoine de Chabannes, atul the ingeni(vus Odet 

d'Avdie, whom Louis XI eventually took into his service, in the sariie year 

(147J2) that he recruited IMiilippe de ('ornmynes. Hut what constituted 

the chief difference between the English revolts in tlu‘ thirteenth century 

and the French attempt in 1465 was the fact tliat the clergy to(»k prac¬ 

tically no part in the latter. They confined themselv(*s in the main to 

organising processions on behalf of the re-estahlislum^nt of peace. I'he 

application of the IVagmatic Sanction and tlie despotic regime which 

Louis XI subscituted for it had the bishoprics with supporters of 

the monarchy. Ordy three bishops openly declared themselves against the 

king: the Bishop of Puy, a l)astard of the house of Bourbon, ami two 

bishops of a particularly intractable pro\ ince, Normandy; the most fainous 

of tfie two, Thomas Basin, had no {)retensions to leadershij); he was not 

a Stephen T^iington. The nobility did not have the* advantage of tlie 

lofty iiLSpiration and the guiding counsels of‘a gr(*at ('hinchman, capable 

of a consistent policy and able to hold in check the selfish aims of 

individuals. 

The figure of Thomas Basin, however, and Ins if leas dc‘sc*rve a brief 

consideration. He cam(= from a bourgeois family of ( audebec. Made 

Bishop of Lisieiix in the period of English domination, lie was the first 

Norman bishop to hand over his tow n to the* French, He w as a counsellor 

of Charles VJI. He composed a memoir for tlie rehabilitation of Joan of 

Are, and another, after Louis'’ accession, on the reforms that were most 

urgent, at the recjuest of the king himself, wlio, howe' er, had no liking for 

him. The high-handed treatment of the edergy and the arbiti*arv acts of 

the king drove him into opposition. There is nothing novel in the ideas 

expressed by him in his partisan HtMotre dii rot Louts XI and in his 

Apolo^ia^ but for that very reiuson they are thoroughly interesting, for 

they shew the continuity in the point of view of the (Jiurch. They are 

the same ideas that were formerly expresscal by all the great prelates of 

the Middle Ages, and are imbued with the spirit of the ('hurcirs attitude 
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towards the secular power. Kings have no claim to obedience unless they 

govern in conformity with the divine law, take counsel of the clergy, respect 

the customs, and in particular the rights of the Church in matters judicial 

and financial. When Basin speaks of ‘‘liberty,'” he means “privileges.*” 

He was horrified by a prince who scoffed at all tradition and wished to 

have the clergy at his beck and call—in fact, a “tyrant.*” Insurrection 

is justified against “a ruler who, so to say, is insane and does not govern 

by the advice of good and wise men, but dcvstroys and brings all to ruin, 

despoils the citizens of their patrimony at his pleasure and without lawful 

judgment, and exiles fnen who have deserved well of the republic; sup¬ 

presses the liberty of the Church and the honour due to ecclesiastics; 

forces women whether of noble birth or not, contrary to all right and 

against their will and that of their family, to marry the men that he 

wishes.” “It is said that the princes and their adherents are subjects and 

vassals, and have not the right to take arms against their lord and king. 

But to those wlio say this I ask: if they were in a ship the captain of 

which, through lack of skill or malicious design, was about to lose his ship 

and run it on a shoal, ought not those who are wdth him, even though 

they wen? his slaves, to n inonstrate with him and, if he were so foolish 

as to s<'orn their exhoriations, to restrain him? We think that, provided 

they were not themselves insane, they would have to let the crew take 

the helm from him, and if necessary, for the common safety, tie him up 

or tn'at him more rigorously still C” Here we have the doctrine of 

regicide, the doctrine of John of Salisbury in the twelfth century 

and of Jean Petit in the fifteenth. It contains exaggerations common 

to sfwculative w'riters, it has the tricks of rhetoric and a touch of 

insincerity. But the murder of Louis of Orleans fifty years before had 

Ix'en justilieKl by similar arguments. It was not quite without ix^ason that 

l^uis XI was all his life afraid of assassination. There would always have 

been people ready to assert that in the sight of God the act was just and 

reasonable. 

In the ranks of the opposition, it was the holders of office, or some 

among them at any rate, whose views most nearly coincided with those 

expressed by Thomas Basin: for instance, Fran(,‘ois Halle, who was one 

of the most important members of the Council. The reign of Charles VII 

had bt'en a reign of the king’s servants. They it wtvs wdio governed then, 

and they did so not only in the gratification of their own pride and 

personal interests, but also with the feeling that thev weiv bringing back 

the old pnispemus traditions, which transcxmded their private inclinations, 

and were creating the liberties of the kingdom; they continued to work 

out a constitution which, uncodified though it w'as and dispersed among 

various On/cmrmwaw and decisions at law, was a living entity w ith binding 

power's. In their eyes Louis XI was a dangerous revolutionary. In the 

* Histoire dtt Louii A"i, Bk ii, cli. (Tome ii, pp. 109-111). 
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Parlement of Paris, the Ch4telet, the Chambre des Comptes, the League 
found partisans. But the majority of those in office were afraid, and kept 
their opinions to themselves. 

The petty nobility for the most part refused to withdraw their allegiance 
from the king. The worker in the towns saw that they would gain nothing 
from having several kings in place of one. The commercial bourgeoisie were 
not of one mind; Bordeaux, Lyons,and even Amiens,shewed themselves 
loyalist; other towns, in fear, or perhaps with grudges of their own to 
settle, opened their gates to the rebels, especially in Normandy. Paris 
was divided in its sympathies; and it needed all the energy of the Provost 
of the Merchants, Henri de Livres, to prevent the popularity formerly 
enjoyed by the Dukes of Burgundy from coming to life once more. During 
the whole of Louis XFs reign, thei-e was ill-feeling betw een the king and 
the Parisians. 

The whole issue in 14f65 depended on w hether the princes would act in 
unison, and w^ould succeed in laying hands on the capital. They did not 
begin the war together, and Louis, at the head of a compact army of 
30,000 men, was easily able to overwhelm the Duke of Ifcurbon, who 
had stai*ted too soon. But from July to September the situation 
became most critical for the king. The Duke of Burgundy, Philip the 
Good, restrained for a long time by his scruples as vassal, had grown 
old, worn out by a life of pleasure, and had abandoned powder to his 
son Charles the Bold; and Charles was enraged at Louis’ alliance 
with the people of Liege and wished to bring matters to a head. The two 
armies met south of Paris, at Montlhery, on 15 July. Louis failed to 
cmsh the Burgundian forces or to prevent their junction with those of 
his brother, of the Duke of Brittany, and of John of Anjou. He retired 
back to Paris, where he passed some days in despair, as we learn from the 
dispatches of the Milanese ambassador Panigarola. He contemplate*!! flight 
to Dauphine, where the nobles were faithful to him. His counsellors, 
terrified, dared give him no advice; some of them turned traitor. Defec¬ 
tions increased. At last, he decided to negotiate. 

Peace was concluded at Conflans and at Saint-Maur-les-Fossi^ in October 
1465. “Never was wedding-feast so giand,” says Pliilippe de (Jommynes, 
“but that some folk dined ill; some had all they wished, and others had 
nothing.” The Duke of Nemoui's gained practically nothing by his ti*eason, 
save the hatred of his master. But the king’s brother Monsieur (.’harles 
and Charles the Bold were loaded with gains. Charles the Bold obtained 
the Somme towns and the counties of Guines, Peronne, Montdidier, Rove 
etc., while his friend, the treacherous Count of Saint-Pol,rec*eived the sword 
of Constable of France; the Li^eois, abandoned by the king, were forced 
to accept a humiliating peace. The king’s brother received, in place of 
his meagre duchy of Berry, the splendid duchy of Normandy, which, lyirig 
between Brittany and the Burgundian territories, now intercepted com¬ 
munications between the royal domain and the Channel; this made it 
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possible for the English king, if occasion arose, to come to the aid of the 

princes against the King of France. 

Louis XI was beaten. For a long time peace vanished from the kingdom. 

Bands of mercenaries remaining under arms were everywhere pillaging 

the countryside, while waiting for the inevitable re-opening of civil war. 

Louis had, indeed, no intention of keeping his word. During the seven 

years that elapsed before the death of his brother, he strove hard to pre¬ 

vent Monsieur Charles from keeping any dangerous appanage, to wrest 

the Somme towns from Charles the Bold, and to make head against 

difficulties of every kind, with an energy and an ingenuity which were 

sometimes defeated by his excess of self-confidence. The events of this 

pericxl are extraordinarily complex. Here it must suffice to give an im¬ 

pression of the perils the monarchy had to face and the policy which 

I^uis XI adopted to meet them. 

In the month of December 1465 Louis profited by a revival of the old 

enmity l)etween Bretons and Normans to recover Normandy, ‘‘the chief 

jewel in the Crow'ii.'’'’ He began to undermine on every side the power of 

the new' Duke of Burgundy (for Philip the Good dic^ on 15 June 1467). 

The “king's servants'" resumed their practice of persistent provocation; 

they <!ontested the right which the duke had arrogated to himself of 

judging without appeal and of raising taxes and troops in his domains. 

Finally, they persuaded the Liegeois to take up arms again. More im¬ 

portant still was the question of alliance w ith the Duke of Brittany and 

of alliance with Edward IV; for both of these Louis XI and Charles the 

Bold competed w ith one another. It was the Duke of Burgundy who w'oni 

a Breton army invaded Normandy in 1467, and on 3 July 1468 Margaret, 

Edward I\'s sister, marritd Charles the Bold. In this grave crisis a 

speedy stroke was necessary to get the better of the coalition, l^uis 

adopted a principle of strategy which was thoroughly successful on this 

ocaision and again at a later date: he directed his main effort to over¬ 

whelm at once the Duke of Brittany, who was easier to deal with, and 

foix’ed him to accept the j)eace of Ancenis (10 September 1468). As for 

Charles the Bold, lx>uis decided to go himself with a small escort to the 

place where Charles then was, Peronne, I’elying simply on a safe conduct 

from his advei*sary. 

The journey to Peronne is one of the most characteristic facts in the 

history of Ix)uis XI, and shews clearly that he was not at all the man of 

unfailing prudence, w ho chose out every step w ith caution and calculation, 

that he has been made out to be in literature. He was of a feverish tem¬ 

perament, and had in him something of the gambler who trusts to his 

lucky star. He had complete confidence in his ability to submerge dis- 

tru.st in a flood of honeyed phrases, to cajole, and to seduce; was he not 

knowm os “ the sirenOn the other hand, he despised Charles the Bold, 

and regaitled him, not without reason, as a fool. He said to Malleta, 

^ Molinet, Chrmiique, Vol, ii, p. (U. 
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mimicking the paiisionate gestures of C’harles: “He is a man of little 

worth and little sense, arrogant and wrathful; he is only a brute (uiia 

bestiayy He expected to win him over, if he could have a talk with him. 

But on his arrival at Peronne, on 9 October 14()8, he learnt of the presence 

of several of his worst enemies, and he began to regret tlie step he had 

taken. Negotiations were opened on his Ixdialf by Caixlinal Balue, but 

they met with an obstacle at once in Charles' refusal to recognise the 

recovery of Normandy. Louis decided that the game was lost, and on 

11 October he made preparations to depart. But “the spiderV' so clever 

at spinning a web, had made a slip this time. “The king," says (x)mmynes, 

“in coming to Peronne, had not considered that he had sent two ambas¬ 

sadors to the Liegeois to rouse them against the duke, w hich ambassadors 

had already sliewn such diligenc*e that they had (h>ne great business." The 

Liegeois had forcibly brought their bishop back into tlie town, and had 

killed some of liis adherents. The news of these events had been greatly 

exaggerated, and some distraught folk arrived at Peronne on the evening 

of 11 October, crying that the Bishop of Liege and the ducal governor 

had \yeen massacred at the instigation of the emissaries of Louis XI. 

Charles the Bold, without pausing to ven'ify the facts, caused the gates 

of the castle where Louis was lodging to be barred. Commynes, who was 

then in Charles' personal service, was present, and has left us a famous 

description of what took place. What he does not tell us is whether 

Balue, who was directed by the king to divide 15,000 gold crowns among 

the Burgundians who “might be of aid to him," did or did not forget him 

in the distribution. It is probable that ( ommynes received 1000 or 

1500 crowns, and it is certain that 2000 went to the powerful Bastard 

of Burgundy, Antoine. The duke let liimself lx* persuaded that he could 

not violate a safe conduct, and he consented to see the king. He ado[)ted 

a humble attitude, but his voice trembled with rage. Louis accepted his 

conditions. The gravest clause in the treaty coneludwl at Pch'onne uiis 

the stipulation that the “four laws of Flanders," the tribunals of (jhent, 

Ypres, Bruges, and the district of Bruges, should cease to hi^ within the 

jurisdiction of the Parlement of l^aris. The king made a verbal engage¬ 

ment to give Champagne, which was adjacent to the Burgundian State, 

to his brother, and he promised to assist the duke in punishing tlie 

Liegeois. 

On 30 ()ctol)er the Burgundian troops entered Liege. Olivier de la 

Marche, an eye-witness, descril>es how' Louis XI followed the duke and 

cried: “Long live Burgundy!" The town of Liege was kept burning for 

seven weeks; everything except the churches was destroyed, l.ouis 

returned to France affecting a calm air of satisfaction and of close 

attiichment to the Duke of Burgundy. In reality,, as Chastellain sixys, 

“he hated Duke Charles with a deadly venom." Everywhere his luinii- 

* Dcpcches des ambasmdeurH milanauf, Vol. i, j). 

Chastellain, Bk. vii, pp. 207-9 and p. 208 
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liation and the triumph of the house of Burgundy were the coromon 

talk. 

l^uis was not discouraged; he immediately set to work to make the 

conventions of P6ronne as null as the treaty of Conflans. Commynes says 

that he was the wisest man that he liad known ‘‘at drawing himself out 

of a blunder in time of adversity.**' I^uis took as his model his dead 

friend Sforza, who, he said, “never retreated when he had missed his 

mark, and put forth all his energy when the flood was up to his chin^." 

For several years he was to exert the desperate efforts of a drowning 

man. He had enemies everywhere, even in his immediate circle. As he 

never gave preference to honesty, and willingly employed men with 

a stiiin or a crime on their character provided they were men ot intelli¬ 

gence, no king was so often betrayed as he. He had to get rid of his 

friend. Cardinal Balue, and also of another intriguing bishop, Guillaume 

de Harancourt; an emiss*irv of theii*« chanced to l)e caught when on his 

wav to the Duke of Burgundy. To avoid trouble with the Holy See, 

I..ouis did not bring them to trial, but he kept them in prison for several 

yeai's. The (’ount of Armagnac, John and the Duke of Alen^on, who 

had both of them won his regard by their betrayal of Charles VIl, 

Ix'trayed him also: John V, accused of “pro-Anglicism" and condemned 

by the King's Council in 14'()9, was deprived of his estates and fled to 

S|)airi; his brother, Charles of Armagnac, was shut up in the Bastille (1471) 

and made to undergo a captivity atrocious in its severity; the Duke of 

AleiiYon was for a second time condemned to death (1474) without the 

sentencx* being carried out. Louis XI tafcame more and mort^ distrustful. 

“He thouglit," writes Commynes, ‘Mie did not stand well with all his 

subjects, .and, if I dared say all, he has told me many a time that he 

knew* his subjects well, and that he would soon be made aware of it, if his 

busine.ss w>ls faring ill." 

lx)uis succeedtxl, in 14G9, in inducing his brother to accept the duchy 

of (iiiienne in place of (dmmpiigne; he also set to work to obtain the 

allianw of England. It was a question, in hi.s mind, of nothing less than 

the lostoration of the l^ncastrian dynasty and of sharing with it the 

spoils of the Burgundian hou.se. He profiteil by the pei'sistent ambition 

of the dethromHi queen, Margaret of Anjou, to retoncile her in July 1470 

w ith Warwick the King-maker, who had recently heaped the vilest abuse 

upon her. Edward I \ , surprised by a sudden invasion, ffe<l to the Court 

of C'harles the Bold. King Louis, says Chiistellain, “was bathed in roses." 

To the unhappy Henry V I, now restored to the throne, he proposed the 

dismemlxTinent of the Burgundian territories. His troops invaded 

Picardy and Burgundy (1470-71). The end of the adventure is well 

known: Edward IV, furnished with ships and men by Charles the Bold, 

w^as victorious at Barnet and Tewkesbury; Warwick, Henry VJ's son, and 

lastly Henry VI himself, perished in turn (April-May 1471). Edward IV 

* des amhauMdeurs miianaisy \\>1. ii, p. 30(>. 
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immediately planned vengeance on Louis. At the same time, the King 

of Aragon, enraged by the behaviour of l^uis XI, who had supported the 

claims of the house of Anjou to Catalonia (1466-70), formed a coalition 

against him, and found allies for himself and for the Duke of Burgundy 

in Italy and in the South of France. Gaston IV, Count of Foix, whom 

Louis XI had alienated by trying to lay hands on Navari'e, gave his 

daughter in marriage to the Duke of Brittany. John V of Armagnac 

returned to France, recovered his estates, raised an army, and invaded 

the Toulousain, Monsieur Charles, who had been warmly received in 

Guienne, was frightened by the threats of his brother, who surrounded 

him with spies, and he endeavoured to obtain the hand of the Duke of 

Burgundy’s daughter. Furthermore, a rising fo^nented by the King of 

Aragon broke out in Roussillon in April 1472 against French domination. 

The death of Monsieur Charles (24 May 1472), the cleverness of 

Louis XI, who contrived to obtain a succession of overlapping truces 

from his advei*sanes, and the military incompetency of Charles the Bold, 

combined to save the king. The Burgundian champaign of 1472 was 

cha(racteristic: the Duke of Burgundy was incapable of taking the small 

town of Beauvais; its inhabitants, women as well as men, defended 

themselves with fury, for they knew that the inhabitants of Nesle liad 

just been massacred; a girl of the {)eople, Jeanne Laisne, during an 

assault tore a banner from the Burgundians—at Beauvais they still talk 

of “Jeanne Hachette,’’ J1ie duke had taken no care to provide himself 

with supplies, and he was forced to ask for a fi*esh truce (3 NovemlK*r 

1472). The Duke of Brittany, against whom Louis had directed his own 

forces, was himself obliged to lay down his arms. In the South, the deaths 

of the Duke of Guienne and Gaston IV had disorganised the (‘oalition. 

John V of Armagnac, who had entrenched himself at I^ectoure, hful to 

capitulate, and lost his life in a minor affray. His lordship wiis of con¬ 

siderable extent; in order to destroy it for ever, I^uis partitioned it 

among some twenty of his vassals in 1473, retaining regalian rights over 

the whole. The people of Roussillon did not actually submit until two 

years later. But, on the whole, the year 1472 marked the end of the 

period of grave danger. lOxcept for an abortive attempt in 1475, there 

were to be no more feudal coalitions against Louis XI; pmctically the 

issue was resolved into a duel between the monarchy and the house of 

Burgundy. 

It will l)e told later on’ how Charles the Bold, particularly from 1472 

onwards, strove to create for his house an independent kingdom bid ween 

France and Germany, to join up the two portions of the Burgundian 

State, to lay hands on the posse.ssions of Sigismund of Austria in Alsace 

and on the duchy of Lorraine. As for a crown, he exi)ected to receive 

that from the Emperor Frederick III; his only child was a daughter, 

Mary of Burgundy, and he offered her hand to Maximilian, Frederick Ill’s 

‘ hifrdf cli.vpter x. 
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son; pending the expected union of the two houses, he was himself to 

have the title of King of the Romans. As far as his relations with the 

King of France were concerned, his independence was an established fact; 

after I^ouis’ violation of the treaty of Peronne, Charles no longer ac* 

knowledged himself to be a vassal of the king. 

To conjure tlie danger, and to dissolve bit by bit the megalomaniac 

scliemes of the “Grand Duke of the Wes^' l^uis XI, with a wealth of 

experience behind him and with his political genius at its height, adopted 

a system of playing with his victim, ringing him round, and setting traps 

for him which his brutish adversary was unable to counter or even to 

perceive. “He made greater war upon him by letting him go his own 

way and in secret creating enemies for hiin,*^ says Commynes, “than if 

he had openly declared against him.*” Without compromising himself, he 

spie<l upon the relations of Charles with Germany, contracted friendship 

with the Rhine princes, and contributed to the failure of the conferences at 

Treves in 1473 which were designed to arrange for a royal crown for the 

duke. Finally, he suc’ceeded in forming a coalition against Charles^ He 

liad learnt in his youth to appreciate the military value of the Swiss and 

had long had a pet of friendship with them. Now, though the people of 

Berne and Lucerne were uneasy at the progress of the house of Burgundy, 

this uneasiness was not shared by the .six other cantons in the Swi&s 

Confederation, who looked on Sigismund of Austria as their one and 

only enemy; it was Louis' greatest achievement to reconcile them with 

Sigismund, ajid to unite the whole ('onfetleration against the Duke of 

Burgundy. “It was one of the wisest things that he did,^ says C4)mmynes. 

In return for a peiivsion from the king, Sigismund recognised the inde- 

pendenc'e of tl»e t‘iglit cantons, and they for tlieir part promised him 

their assistance {Heglcmetii perpetiui of 30 March 1474). Rene II, Duke 

of Lorraine, the grandson of King Rene, signed a treaty with the King 

of France on 15 August 1474, and joined a coalition which included, 

besidt^s the Swiss ami Sigismund, the towns of tlie Upper Rhine. Louis 

prsuaded tlie confederates, hacked by his troo[)s and above all by las 

money, to invade the Burgundian territories. 

Clwules tJie Bold did not snet^eed in forming an eftec*tive <x>aUtion 

against bis adversiiry. In Italy, Veni(x.‘ was only nominally his ally; 

Fen'ante, King of Naples, and Galeazzo Sforza, two masters in cunning, 

Uicked this way and that; the Duchess of Savoy, Louis XLs sister, 

would gladly have been revenged on her brother for his treatment of 

her, but she had not the wherewithal. The King of Aragon, John II, 

and his son Feixlinand could give no help to the Duke of Burgundy, as 

they also had to protect themselves against Louis XI. It is true that 

they got the better of him. The tortuous plicy of Louis XI in Spain 

resulted only in failure. He tried, but too late and without success, to 

prevent the dangertms marriage of the Infant of Aragon with Isabella, 

* For the relations of Ix>ui« with the Swiss, must 9Upra V'ol. vii, pp. 20Sgqq. 
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sister and heii-ess of King Henry IV of Castile, in 1469. On the death 

of Henry IV in 1474, he hesitated, then recognised Ferdinand and 

Isabella, and finally gave his support to the Portuguese claimant, who 

failed (1475-76). The mistakes of his Spanish policy were only of in¬ 

direct assistance to his Burgundian adversary, in that a part of his forces 

were absorbed by them. On the side of England, I^ouis won a great 

success. Edward IV and Charles had concluded an alliance for the dis¬ 

memberment of FVance on 25 July 1474: the King of England w^as to 

leave Picardy and Champagne in full sovereignty to the duke, and he 

himself was to be crow^ned King of France at Rheims. Edward crossed the 

sea w ithout interference, for Louis XI “did not understand the business of 

the sea so well as he did the business of the land,’*' and disembarked at 

Calais on 4 July 1475; he had a splendid army but no supplies, and he 

received no help from either Brittany or Burgundy. I^iiis made lil^eral 

offers to him, and did not forget to gretise the palms of the English 

counsellors. For the sum of 75,000 crowns down, the pledge to pay an 

annual sum of 50,000 crtiwns, and the promisci of a marriage Ix^tween the 

dauphin and one of Edward's daughters, he obtained a truce for seven 

yeai*s. Tlie interview at Picquigny on 29 August 1475 was a pattern of 

suspicious friendship : the two kings embraced one another through the 

openings in a stout wooden grating, on the middle of a bridge. 

For Louis XI the English danger was conjured for good, and (7mrles 

the Bold at once consented to a trut*e for nine years (lf3 Septeml)er 1475). 

Ijouis took advantage of this to punish those of his vassals who had 

recently betrayed him or whose attitude of neutrality was suspect: the 

Duke of Brittany had first to renounce independence of action in his 

external relations, and was then made to sw^ear that in future he would 

aid the king against his enemies (treaties of 29 SeptemlK?r 1475 and 

27 July 1477); the Constable of Saint-Pol was executed at Paris on 

19 December 1475: the Duke of Nemours was put into a cage in the 

Bastille, was tortured, and finally executed in 1477; the Duke of Bourlx)n 

was forced to surrender the Beaujolais, which linked up his domain with 

Burgundy, to his brother the Sire de Beaujeu, the king's son-in-law 

(April 1476). King Rene had entered into compromising negotiations with 

the Duke of Burgundy; he was summoned to appear before the Parlement 

of Paris, and Louis XI talked of having his counsellor, Gaspard (^ossti, 

“thrown in a sack into the river." To make his peace, the aged King of 

Sicily had to swear, in April 1476, never to ally himself with the Duke 

of Burgundy. 

Louis had promised Charles the Bold that he would not assist the 

Swiss or the Duke of Lorraine if they made war on Burgundy. Actually 

he never ceased to support them with his money and his backing. He 

prevented the Swiss from coming to terms with Charles, and he was at 

Lyons, all ready to intervene, at the time that they inflicted on the duke 

the disastrous defeats of Grandson and Morat. Lorraine had lx*en con- 
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quered by the Duke of Burgundy; lx)uis provided Duke Ren4 II with 
money to enrol Swiss mercenaries, and thus contribirted to the third 

great defeat of Charles the Bold, who on this occasion perished in the 

flight, at Nancy on 5 January 1477. On the news of this, Louis had 

such an outburet of joy that he ‘‘hanlly knew how to restrain himself."” 

The Burgundian State was exhausted of men and money. In vain did 

Charles’ daughter and heii*es8, Mary of Burgundy, the god-daughter of 

Louis XI, appeal to the ‘‘kindness and clemency” of her godfather. He 

was determined to annex to the royal domain all the French domains of 

the late duke, and in addition Hainault and Franche Comte, which 

were held from the Empire. The royal lawyers had long asserted that 

the Count of Hainault w as a vassal of the King of France, and in i*espect 

of Franche Comte Louis replied to the protests of Frederick III that 

Duke Charles had never done homage to the Emperor. Finally, he 

proposed to hand over Brabant and Holland to German princes who 

would be his allies. It all seemed quite simple for him. “If he had not 

thought his w'ork so easy of accomplishment, and if he had relaxed 

somew hat his passion and the vengeance he desired against the house of 

Burgundy, without doubt he would to-day be holding all this lordship 

under his control.” This was the very just opinion of Cornmynes, and 

he advised the king to consent to a form of protectorate; he was not 

listened to, and was dismissed into exile in Poitou, l^uis conducted the 

war without pity and with powerful forces at his disposal. Maximilian 

had assembled a large army, and the battle of Guinegate, near St Omer, 

on 7 August 1479 was indecisive. I^uis raised the Compagnies (Tordon- 

nance to the total of 4000 lant'es, recruited 6000 mercenaries among his 

friends the Swiss, and organised troops of pikeinen on the Swiss model. 

He cremated the most powerful artillery force yet known. He established 

great c^mps at Pont-de-rArche and Hesdin. His military expenses, which 

did not reach a million livres tournoh in 1470, now almost exceeded 

three million. Resistance was overcome with atrocious brutality. The 

town of Dole was burnt to the ground. The inhabitants of Arras wei'e 

all expelled, the town evacuated, and Louis took the step of foiring 

every town in France to send a contingent of artisans and merchants to 

people it again; this was one of the most striking examples of the sense¬ 

less tyranny that he sometimes displayed. 

His brutality had one unfortunate consequence for Franc*e: Mary of 

Burgundy, driven to desperation, had bestowed her hand upon the young 

Maximilian, Archduke of Austria, on 19 August 1477. This was the 

origin of the establishment of the house of Austria in the Low’ Countries. 

Mary died on 27 March 1482, and it was Maximilian who signed the 

peace of Arras with Louis XI on 23 December following. The Burgun¬ 

dian State was dismembered for good and all. Flemish and Walloon 

Flanders and the Low Countries reverteil to Maximilian, though without 

any change in the frontiers of the kingdom, siru'e Flanders as far as 
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Ghent remained a fief of the French Crown and subject to the jurisdiction 

of the Pai'Iement of Paris. The duchy of Burgundy was annexed to the 

royal domain. Louis also kept Franche Comt^ and Artois, though only 

as the dowry of his futui*e daughterdn-law, Margaret of Austria, who 

w'as betrothed to the dauphin. Finally, he I'ecovered Picardy and the 

Somme towns, and obtained the Bouloniiais by exchange. To make sure 

that the English would not try to take Boulogne from him, he declared, 

with that mixture of cunning and superstition which was one of his 

chsu'acteristic traits, that he held Boulogne as a fief from Our l^ady. 

By the death of King Rene, followed by that of his nephew the Count 

of Maine (1480-81), the domain of the Crown was further enriched by 

the duchies of Anjou and Bar, the county of Maine, and finally the 

county of Provence with Mai’seilles and Toulon. So little by little the 

way was being paved for the advancing of the frontier to the Alps. The 

Holy See held Avignon and the Comtat; but in Louis XPs day the 

protectorate exercised by the Fiench kings over the Papal States in 

France had become more and more rigid. Savoy was not annexed, but 

Louis adopted the tone of a master there; he had overcome the feeble 

efforts at independence of his sister Yolande, the regent of the duchy. 

The absorption of the newly annexed provinces was rapidly on the 

way to accomplishment by the time that Louis was nearing hi.s end. 

Even Roussillon, thanks to the prudent administration of Boffille de 

Juges, made no further move. I.ouis had learnt wisdom from experience, 

and he retained in Burgundy most of the officials of Charles the Bold. 

Except for the Duke of Brittany, who disregarded his oath and re¬ 

sumed his former attitude of hostility, all the great vassals lK)W'ed and 

trembled before I^uis XI. Their pensions, usually of ten to twelve 

thousand livres, and their fear kept even the princes of the blood from 

a lapse. “There was no one so great in his kingdom," wrote Jean de 

Roye, secretary to the Duke of Bourbon, “ that could sleep or rest secuitJy 

in his house." Rene of Anjou, who in spite of his title of king and his 

vast domains was no better than a pensioned prince, said in 1476 of his 

formidable cousin: “the King of France can do all that he wills, and he 

has the habit of doing it^" Louis of Orleans (the future lx)uis XII) had 

been constrained by force to marry one of the king's daughters, Joan of 

France, who was deformed and incapable of bearing children. Louis XI 

i-eckoned on the extinction of the house of Orleans and said cynic:ally: 

“their children will not cost them much to ketip." The Duke of Bourbon 

was deprived of his judicial prerogatives; “Grands Jours" were instituted 

at Montferrand to try injportant cases. In the South, Alain the Great, 

Sire of Albret, a grim old fighter, had long ago k*en reduced to docility. 

One of the king’s sisters, Madeleine, who had married a son of Gaston of 

Foix, was regent of the county of Foix as well as of the kingdom of 

Navarre, and Cardinal Pierre de Foix, an agent of Louis, assisted her in 

1 Arnaud d’Agiiel, Politique dee roU de France en Protwnce, Vol. n, P. J. no. 4, p, 8. 
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the government. In the duchy of Alen^on, the resistiince of the ducal 

officials to the king's servants was overcome; Rene, the son of the traitor, 

was imprisoned in consequence of some youthful misdemeanour and 

endured a terrible captivity in an iron cage. 

Abroad, Louis hacl surmounted his difficulties or postponed them. He 

had continued his annual payments to Edward IV and succeeded in 

keeping England neutral during the Burgundian wars. Neither the 

English merchants, however, nor the counsellors of Edward IV could 

look on unmoved when Fi'ench troops were in occupation of the shores 

of the North Sea. Louis had, indeed, ottered to share with Edward IV 

the spoils of Charles the Bold. But the offer was not a serious one. To 

gain time, he kept up the farce for several years. Even the treaty of 

Arras and I^uis’ breach of faith when, though he had promised a marriage 

between the Dauphin Charles and Edward s daughter, he betrothed his 

son to Margai‘et of Austria, did not decide Edward to make war. It was, 

as Commynes maliciously remarks, ‘•‘the greed for the fifty thousand 

crowns, paid every year into his castle at London, that deadened his 

heart." And, later, I^uis had cau.sed the Scots once more to invatle the 

Border. The early death of hxlward IV on 2 April 1488 and the tragedies 

which followed made it possible for Louis even to save the expense of 

the annual payments. 

In the east and over the Pyrenees clouds were hovering. Maximilian 

was only waiting for an opportunity to break tlie treaty of Arras. Louis 

started a quarrel with Rene II of Lorraine by laying hands on the duchv 

of Bar and by forcibly expelling the twops which the duke had sent to 

Pmvence to assert his claim to the succession after King Rene's death. 

In Spain, Louis had made peace with Ferdinand and Isabella; but after 

the death of the aged John II in 1479, the union of Castile and Aragon 

under two vigorous print'es had brought a powerful Spain into l)eing; 

the question of Roussillon might he reojKMied; and Ferdinand and 

Isabella disputed with Ix)uis the protectorate he had assumed over 

Navarre. 

Throughout ('hristendom, how'ever, the prestige of the King of France 

stooil high. Nowhere was it better assured than in Italy, though it had 

only l)eei\ established there by diplomatic measures, except in the case of 

Venice, w hich had drawn upon herself a disastreus maritime war (1468-78). 

'Fhe tangle of Italian jKditics excited a passionate interest in l^ouis XI, 

and all his life he enjoyed following its course and putting in his spoke. 

Since the assassination of the tyrant Galeazzo Sforza he had held the 

upper hand over the government of Milan. He ha<l sueceedtHl, vvithout 

the dispatch of a single soldier, in saving the house of the Medici when 

it was threatenetl wuth ruin by Pope Sixtus I\’ and his ally the King of 

Naples; he was as practised at reconciling as at creating divisions, and 

he had reconciled Naples and Florence. The King of France, while 

abandoning all idea of territorial conquest and sacrificing the claims of 
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his cousins of Anjou and Orleans, had succeeded in wresting from Venice 

the dominating role in Italy. He had become the arbiter and the pacifier 

of the country. 

His policy with regard to the Holy See cannot be detailed in a few 

lines, so fluctuating was it and so precisely adapted to circumstances. 

Any account of it must be connected with the history of Louis’ general 

diplomacy and also with the history of the French Church. The king 

ne^ed papal help to cope with his enemies, and he often found the Pope 

athwart his plans. Men like Pius II, Paul II, and Sixtus IV w^ere not 

easy to manage. On the other side, Louis’ idea was to have a docile 

episcopate, to distribute benefices at his pleasure, to oppose the influx of 

Italian prelates and the outflow of French gold. Neither the Pragmatic 

Sanction, which he abolished (in 1461 and 1467) and restored bv turns, 

nor an accommodation with the Pope, such as the illusory concordat 

with Sixtus IV in 1472, gave him complete security. So he constantly 

intervened in the appointment to benefices, without following any fixed 

principle. He treated the clergy despotically and used the threat of a 

General Council to check any move of the Holy See. At the end of his 

life, he managed to reach an agreement with Sixtus IV upon the collation 

to benefices; the one was as cynical as the other; they were just the pair 

to come to an understanding. 

A Lancastrian writer. Sir John Fortescue, who wrote in 1468-70 his 

De Laudibus Legurn Angliae for the Prince of Wales, then in exile in 

France, present^ the government of l^ouis XI as a type of despotism. 

Louis XI, he wrote, oppresses and impoverishes his subjtH*ts; he has a 

standing army which devastates the countryside, he levies taxes at his 

will, he condemns without form of justice, he has people sw'retly executed 

he commits all kinds of enormities under the guise of the im regaleK 

Louis XI did, in fact, govern as a tyrant; he hfid the tyrant’s disdain 

for traditional forms and powers, his determination to Ixt ol)eye<l without 

question by his officials, his hatred of the aristocracy, his care to have 

servants under him ready to do anything, to have a docile middle class 

on which to depend, and finally to enrich it so a.s to bec^ome rich 
through it. 

Innovator though he was, however, when it came to the justification 

of his authority he professed with sincerity the .s^ime ideas as his pre¬ 

decessors. ‘‘The Kings of France alone,” declared an ambassador whom 

he had sent to the Pope, “are anointed with a holy oil sent bv the 

Father of Lights, and carry on their escutdieon the^ lilies, gifts>rom 

Heaven; alone they are resplendent with miracles manifest.^ In con¬ 

sequence, said Louis XI, “because of our sovereignty and our royal 

majesty, to us alone belongs and is due the general government and 

administration of the realm.” In return, the king ought to sacrifice 

‘ Ik Jjaudihus, chap. xxv. 
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himself for the good of all. In the Rosier des GverreSy written by 
Pierre Choisnet, the king’s doctor and astrologer, for the education of 
the dauphin, it is stated that the prince exists only for the public weal, 
that he ought to know everything and watch over everything himself. 
Commynes remarked that in fact, in the life of his master, ‘Hhere would 
be found full twenty days of pain and toil to one of pleasure and ease.*” 

One who connected so closely his rights with his duties could not be 
disposed to isolate himself away from his subjects. It was only at the 
end of his life that Louis, a sick man, acquired a taste for solitude and 
for impulsive decisions. Till then he had been careful not to under¬ 
estimate the force of public opinion or even the advantage of consulting 
it. When the League of the Public Weal was formed, he sent skilfully 
worded and most persuasive manifestoes to the provinces. All his life he 
kept up an active correspondence with such towns as Lyons; to preserve 
his popularity with them, he sent them ‘‘communiques” on all the great 
events, the information being accommodated to his own desires. Like 
Charles V, he often called meetings of assemblies. He summoned the 
princes of the blood and a certain number of nobles in 1464, to expose 
to them his grievances against the Duke of Brittany. He did not 
negotiate with the Leaguers in 1465 until he had consulted “the great 
and wise men of all conditions.” It was by an assembly of the Three 
Estates in April 1468 at Tours that he had it decided that Normandy 
ought not to have been alienated in favour of Monsieur Charles, and 
that the concession was null and void. At Tours again, in 1470, an 
assembly released him from the treaty of Peronne. On several occasions 
he consulted assemblies of merchants and notables. In 1479, for example, 
deputies of “the good towns” debated at Paris tlie question of the 
cinmlation of foreign cunx*ncy and the measures to prevent the flight of 
French money from the country*. But the meeting of 1468 alone had 
the character of an as.sembly of the Three Estates. It was made up of 
nobles, of representatives of the clergy, and of laymen elected by sixty- 
four of the good towns; the official report mentions twenty-eight lords and 
192 deputicjs. In 1470 there were only about sixty participants: a few 
nobles and loyal prelates, with a majority of counselloi's and officials; 
it was a meeting similar to the Cours non ffhiSrales under the Capetians. 
The competency of the.se assemblies was severely restricted to the object 
of their summons. It was not a question of providing money for the king, 
since he disperised with the practice of consent in the raising of taxes. 
When, in 1468, some deputies wished to formulate their grievances and 
to speak of the judicial abuses and financial extravagance, Louis came in 
person to remind them “gently and kindly” that the subject of their 
conference was the alienation of Normandy. They obeyed, and asked the 
king to give a less important appanage to his brother, and for the future 

' Lettre* de Louitf A/, \’ol. viii, pp. 4, 19; see also p. 20. Ordonnatwes, Vol. xvjii, 

p. 030. 
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to proceed against the rel>els without convoking the Estates, for it was 

very difficult for them to respond to the summons. 
The provincial and local Estates, where they still existed, continued 

to vote taxes; but Louis XI, pushing to their extrenje the arbitrary 

practices of his predecessors, often refrained from consulting them, on 

the pretext that it was necessary to save the province ex|)ense; anyhow, 

their deliberations were only a waste of time, for the king would not 

brook protests, and the increased rates and extraordinary subsidies which 

he demanded had to he voted. Sometimes, too, he lev ied sums above the 

amount to which consent had been given. Even the Estates of Daiiphine, 

which had for a long time Ixien intractable, were completely subdued by 

the end of the reign. 

In the main Ix)ui8 did not interfere with the administrative machinery 

which had been gradually erected by the monarchy during the three 

preceding centuries. At the Ix'ginnirig of his reign he set out to make 

great changes. It was only a short Hare up, however. He suppressed the 

Coiir iks aides at Paris and the c/;/.v, but he had to restore them. Me even 

creafrd a new C<mr des aides in Ijanguedoc, and restored the one at 

Montpellier, What was most characteristic of his attitude towards his 

subjects was not economy or the repression of abuses, but the aggravation 

of the bureaucratic system, the increased nuinlx*r of officials, and especially 

the arbitrary power of the king. 

It is true that after the War of the Public Weal he allowed an 

Ordorniance (21 October 1467) to be wrung from him, in which he 

pledged himself not to appoint to an office “unless it was vaciint by 

death, by voluntary resignation, or by forfeiture previously adjudged 

after sentence in court of law by a competent judgeand from this it 

has been concluded that he established fixity of tenure for office-holders. 

But he did not resfxct his pledges. He revoked appointments and 

arbitrarily dismissed officials if he mistrusted them, or even merely out 

of caprice; he told (7)mmynes shortly before his death “that he sjxmt 

his time making and unmaking people, for fear that they should look ou 

him as dead."" He was obliged constantly to require the collalmration of 

the great departments of State, Consetl^ Parlements^ (Semrs des auies^ 

Cour des cornptes^ and in his Ordonnances he often spoke of their “great 

and ripe deliberations.’’ Sometimes he even put up with remonstrances 

or opposition from them, if they were justified in the interests of the 

Crown. But he was continually humiliating them by thrusting new 

colleagues upon them who hacl no qualifications other than that they 

had rendered a service to the king; a long distance had been travelled 

since Charles V and the system of election he preached and practised. 

Ix)uis exacted hard work from his (Council; all kinds of matters were 

deliberated there. The king’s counsellors were very numerous, and great 

lords sometimes attended the sittings. But the real work was done by a 

few prelates and nobles of assured loyalty, such as Pefrr of Beaujeu, the 
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king's son-in-law, by newcotners of modest family like Commynes, and 

finally by legal and financial experts, among whom figured famous 

counsellors of Charles VII who had been retained by Louis XI at his 

accession or recalled later on, such as Etienne Chevalier. Further, the 

Council could be reconstituted in a limited number of sections for special 

purposes. Under Louis XI there was a Council of secret affairs, a Council 

of finance, and a Great Council dealing with religious and judicial 

matters. 

Louis XI created royal Parlements in three newly acquired provinces, 

at Ik>rdeaux, Perpignan, and Dijon. He often spoke of reforming the 

administration of justice, which was causing many complaints. But what 

he actually did hardly tended to improvement, since he took upon himself 

to demand from the judges the sentences that he desired. Affronted by 

the inde[xmdent attitude of the Parlement of Paris, he removed from its 

cognisance most of the political suits, which were numerous throughout 

his reign, and he would not fulmit of the councillors in the Parlement, 

when sitting on extraordinary commissions, following their own inclina¬ 

tions; some of them were dismisse<l, some even imprisoned. He talked 

of “purging the Court." To lessen its importance he gave greater weight 

to the judicial committee of the Council, giving it the competency in all 

suits in whi(‘h the (.rown had an interest. Finally, he often exercised his 

right of |xu*sonaI justice, for instance, bv instructing his famous Provost 

of the Mai’shals of FraiKH?, Tristan Lhermite, to interrupt a trial for 

trcfison and summarily execute the prisoner, or bv a brutal repression of 

rioting. 

During this reign, regional and kaal officials became increiisingly 

numerous and powerful, (iovernors and deputy governors, seneschals, 

bailiffs, provosts, recevnirs dcs fi7tanc(\s\ and the like, were all for¬ 

midable personages. 'Fhe posts were minh coveted, and Louis was 

besieged with applications, 'Fhe characteristics of office under the Crow n, 

as such offices continued to lx up to the French Revolution, tended to 

IxK'oine fixed: frequent j)urchase of offices, security of tenure, retention 

in the same family, [irofits made at the exfxnse of the local population, 

and the privilege of exemption from taxation. The official Wfis both 

greedy and aggressive; he lalmured to ruin neighlxuring powers, but he 

often went too far, with an eye mainlv to his own interests; it was 

necessary to keep a check upon him, and puiiishmenis and dismissals 

were fretpient. To ke<‘p in constant touch witli his .servants, “to have 

careful information from every quarter and to distribute information 

himself when it seemed good to him" (Ordonnance of 19 June 1464), 

liOuis created the Pode: on all the main roads in the kinfirdoni were 

arrangeil, under the charge of muHres de in poste^ relays of four or five 

good horses, able to gallop. The relays were mserved, and still were so 

until 1507, for the king's ridel's. Never had a king l>een kept so w'ell- 

inforined as Ivouis XI. 
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In spite of everything, Louis did not succeed in protecting the populace 
from the abuses of power, and the commissioners of reform sent to put a 
stop to the abuses often made them worse still. ‘‘If he pressed upon his 

subjects,'' said Commynes, “yet he would not have suffer^ another to do 
so." This is only half the truth. 

One of the principal tasks of the local officials of the Crown wa.s to reduce 

the powers of the municipal officers, to strengthen the king's hold on the 

towns, and also to protect them from feudal violence. The ancient 

alliance of monarchy and towns still subsisted, but it had taken the form 

of a protectorate continually becoming more and more strict; it provided 

the king with a solid support against the schemes of the feudality, and 

the bourgeoisie with manifold material advantages. Of municipal liberties 

there could hardly be any question under such a master. He declared 

that he could “renew, create, and ordain at his good pleasure both 

mayoralty and shrievalty, without anyone having a say in it," and he 

often imposed mayors of his ow n choosing. He infringed the constitutions 

of towns or altered them, reduced their financial or judicial privileges, 

and sometimes suppressed town-councils to replace them by royal com¬ 

missioners. On the other hand, he assumed the right of granting political 

liberties to towTis outside the domain, and of founding consulates in 

them, so as to be able to intervene there at will and to deprive bishop or 

lord of his part in the urban administration. Practically it can be said 

that the evolution, long ago begun, which transformed the municipalities 

into organs of royal authority, w^as completed in most towns during tlie 
reign of Louis XI. 

The royal officials, with an activity never achieved l)efore, pursued 

their role of termites in undermining the edifice of feudalism. Apart from 

the house of Brittany and that of Burgundy Ixffore its downfall, the 

nobility lost its prerogatives. The king no longer asked leave of the lonls 

to raise taxes in their territories; at most, as an act of grac‘e, he left them 

a share. On the other hand, they could not themselves raise taxes, or 

even set up a fair or market, without his permission. It wils only in the 

years of disorder and as an exceptional circumstance that the lords 

possessed armed bands comparable with the retinues of the English lonls; 

the king assumed as his own the privilege of raising an army and held 

the CEvStles at his disposal. T.he exercise of seignorial justire was con¬ 

tinually interfered with and disputed, and there was always an apj)€al to 

a royal tribunal, hinally, the towns escaj^d from seignorial authority. 
I'he nobility recognised that it was crushed. 

This despotic government was a natural result of I^uis' temperament; 

but it was also dictated by circumstances, the political events of the time! 

Louis could not make head against his enemies and realise his ambitions, 

unless he had large sums at his disposal and could impose very heavy 

burdens upon his non-privileged subjects; for that he needed to make 

himself everywhere obeyed and feared. Never did a king spend so much 
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on overcoming scruples, on recompensing the services rendered by bis 

representatives or by his celestial protectors, on maintaining agents and 

spies in France and abroad, on diplomatic missions, on paying an excellent 

standing army, on building and repairing fortresses, and, finally, on 

carrying out such great operations as the repurchase of the Somme towns 

for 400,000 gold crowns, and the purchase of peace from the Duke of 

Brittany (for 120,000 crowns in 1466) and from the King of England. 

Even the household expenses of this so-called miserly’** king increased 

considerably. “He put nothing into his treasury,” says Coramynes, 

“He took it all and spent it all.” The regular receipts, which amounted 

to 1,800,000 livres at his accession, had by his death risen to 4,655,000 

livres. The revenue from the domain, seriously affected by the general 

insecurity of the countryside, was only 100,000 livres. It was the taiUe 

that provided the chief resources: from 1,055,000 livres in 1461 it rose 

to 4,600,000 in 1481, and in the year of his death (1483) was 3,900,000; 

under his successors, in spite of the Italian wars, it never exceeded 

3,300,000 livit^s. Finally, the aide^H on articles of consumption and the 

gabeUe supplied 655,000 livres'. But the I'evenue was still insufficient. 

In this difficult situation all sorts of expedients were employed: investiga¬ 

tion of fiefs acquired by non-nobles, the sale of offices or patents of 

nobility, grants of privileges to towns or merchants, fines imposed on 

Jews “for having practised exc*l^ssive usury or spoken ill of His Majesty,” 

temporary suppression of tlie wages of officials, and finally subsidies and 

^ Spo[)t, La Taille m Languedi/c in Annaie^ du Midi, 18iK), pp. .‘^68-9, 498; corrected 
figures in Annaiea du Midi, 1891, pp. 489-90, As is well knowTi, the livre toumoi*, 
divided into 20 w'as only used as a standard. The gold t^u soleil was w'orth 
1 livre 18 s. tournoin in the middle of Louis XTs reign. So the livrereckoned 

hy the metallic value of its equivalent in actual currency was equal to G francs 54 cent, 
in gold francs of 1914. But these G franc.s 54 cent, had a much higher purchasing power 

for agricultural produce than in our day: in Poitou a hundred litres of wheat could he 
bought for H or 10 itols, and a pair of oxen for 11 livres. Manufactured goods, both 
relatively and in comparison w ith modern prices, were much dearer. An attempt 
has been made, by adding together the average prices of a certain number of com¬ 

modities, to arrive at a general average for the purchasing power of the livre taumoU 
at the end of Louis XI’s reign. Mile Yvonne Bezard has suggested 80 gold francs 
for the region of Paris, M. Paul Raveau 55 gold francs for Poitou. These arithmetical 
calculations not only thus produce very different results, but also are quite untrust¬ 

worthy as a means of estimating either a public budget or the priv'ate budgets of the 
various clas-ses of society. To multiply 4,G55,0(K) livres by 55 or by 80 would not giv e 
a proper idea of w hat Louis XI w'as able to do with the revenue derived from taxaflou. 
Moreover, a fifteenth-<'entiiry budget has little in common with a twentieth-century 

one. To the revenue from taxation must l>e added all the savings the king was 

able to make by expedients which do not figure among the normal receipts. Hie 
expenses of education, poor relief, and the like, fell the Church. Officials were 
underpaid, and recoujied themselves at the expense of the public; it often happened 
that Louis XI did not pay his soldiers, who in that case live<l on the inhabitants; and 

80 on. A budget of this kind reminds one of that of a sultan rather than of a European 
State in the nineteenth century. 'Die figures given in the text are of interest mainly 

because of the comparistms that can be made between them. 
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forced loans, to which churches, towns, and individuals had to submit. 

Towns above all, such OvS Tours and Lyons, were overwhelmed with 

demands. The financial officials were worn to the bone. When the 

Treasui*er, Jean Bourre, received an order such as this: ^‘Go to-morrow 

to Paris, and find money in the magic box, and let there be no lack,’" it 

meant that Bourre w'as to bring pressure to bear on the wealthy citizens 

of Paris and was to dip into his own resources as well. 
The taxes appeared the more burdensome in that they were unfairly 

apportioned and improperly collected. There was great indignation with 

the exactions of the tlus^ who sought to compensate themselves for the 

meagre salaries they received. The privileged classes (the clergy, the 

universities, noble.s, roval officials, francs-archers etc.) aroused great 

jealousy. At Grenoble, more than half of the landed property in the 

town was exempt from taiUe. The question of this privilege was raised 

on several occasions. To the magistrates of Lyons the reply was made 

that nobles ought to be exempt, because they had to go to war and to 

expose themselves and their horses to protect towns|>eo[)le and peasants. 

At Bordeaux the clergy argued that they offered up prayers and held 

processions for the welfare of king and <ountrv. 

So the vices in the administration which three centuries later were to 

lead the monarchy of the ancim regime to its fall were already visible in 

the time of Louis XI; and he must bear his share of responsibility for 

the aggravation of them. 

He had, however, too much sense not to undei*stand that the ‘‘magic 

box” was not inexhaustible, and that in order to extract much monc^y 

from a couiitrv it was nec€*.ssary to provide means for it to grow rich. 

Louis was the first of his dynasty to hav(‘ a reasoned economic {)olicy on 

which to act, but his only thought was of industry and commiTce; a long 

time was to pass before the government of Fiance turned its attention to 

agriculture and the lot of the peasants. 

Louis found time to give his personal attention to the organisfition of 

labour, the protection of industries, ilie creation of markets and means 

of transport. Not only did lie wish to increase tlie general wealth of the 

country, discover new sources of profit for his treasury, and facilitate the 

raising of the taxes; he also had the desire of strengthening the class of 

substantial citizens which provided his chief support against the nobility, 

and his natural bent led him to extend royal tutelage in all directions, 

and himself to impose a certain uniformity on the world of labour. 

^rhese tendencies, which are the key to his economic policy, were 

displayed above all by his interference with the organisation of corjxirate 

bodies and his participation in indu.strial development. He had no more 

interest in the artisan class than in the peasantry; he was not, as he has 

been very mistakenly described, “the king of the small folk.” He mis¬ 

trusted them, and looked on them as “people of evil mind.” Just as he 

detested democratic constitutions in towns and took steps to put tlie 
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power in the hands of bourgeois oligarchies, so he concerted with the rich 

members of corporations to reserve admission to their freedom to the sons 

of members and to exclude the workers; he crushed independent artisans 

with fines, ci*eated new corporations, and gave the regulations an official 

character by the sanction of an ordonnance. An examination of texts, 

dates, and circumstances shews the policy underlying them. He recom- 

{>ensed services and strengthened the upper bourgeoisie wherever he had 

need of it. On the other hand, he followed his natural inclination to dii*ect 

and to unify. Very characteristic is the Ordonnance of 1479; it was 

copied from the regulations laid down four years previously for the Paris 

cloth-trade, and it regulated the cloth-trade through the whole kingdom. 

That he also thought of getting profit for himself by the reforms which 

he introduced cannot be doubted: he reserved for himself a portion of 

the fines which he exacted, and of the dues for menil)ership and apprentice¬ 

ship. Further, as he was not hampere<i by any prejudices, he did away 

with the corporative system when he considered it to be disadvantageous 

for new industries, and he even favoured the immigration of foreigners, 

from Italy or Germany, to assist in the manufacture of silk or the 
development of the mines. 

In his commercial })olicy he exhibited the same fiexibilitv and the same 

breiidth of view. He sought means to enrich his subjects and his treasury 

at the same time, and to pievent the flight of money out of France, 

sometimes by protectionist measures, at others by allowing freedom of 

tiade. He had formerly been on intimate terms with Jacques Cceut, 

whose memory he in a way rehabilitated after his own accession by 

lavishing favours on his sons and on his partner Guillaume de Varye, who 

was one of the generaitx des finances and Louis^ commercial adviser. The 

wide sweep of Jatxjues Cceuris enterprises inspirtxl the king in his c'ora- 

mercial policy. His conception was on the grand scale. His achievement 

in the Mediterranean wiis as remarkable as ('(eur's work btdbre had been. 

Ttie harl)oiirs of Languedoc were in a ruined condition, and Aigues-Mortes, 

l)esides l>eing difficult of acc(‘ss, was only of use to the Venetians, wffio 

monopolisixl the trade between the Ix?vant and France. Louis was 

determined to defeat this monopoly and to find a gocxl harbour. In 1468 

he broke with the Venetians, who also stooti in the way of his Italian 

policy, forccnl them to stop their convoy to Aigues-Mortes, and engaged 

in a privatec*ring struggle with them lasting until 1478. The admiral 

CVmlon attackt'd their merchantmen oft’the shores of Spain, in the Atlantic, 

and in the Channel. Royal galleys l>egan trading as far eovst as Alexandria, 

In order to have a deep-water harlK)ur, Louis, immediately after the 

conquest of Roussillon, caused work on a large scale to be begun at 

Collioure. At the end of his reign, in 1481, he at last got possession of 

Mai-seiUes, and announced that it was to l>ecome the emporium at which 

the merchandise from the Flast would I>e unloaded, to be transported 

from there to all the countries of the West. To bring that about, it was 
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necessary to build the Mediterranean fleet on which he had long set his 

heart, and first of all to found a great trading company, with a capital 

of 100,000 Hvres, in which all the merchants of the kingdom were to 

participate. This was the scheme he expounded to the deputies of the 

“good townsassembled at Tours in January 1482, It was too vast 

for the minds of his audience, and obtained a chilly reception. Louis 

died without having the opportunity of reviving his plan. But, at any 

rate, he had given a great impetus to French trade in the Mediterranean. 

In the west, he revived the prosperity of La Rochelle and Bordeaux. 

But here foreign co-operation was necessary. He granted favours of all 

kinds to Spanish, Portuguese, and Hanseatic merchants and even to the 

subjects of the Duke of Burgundy; and into almost every political compact 

which he concluded he introduced commercial clauses. He was particularly 

anxious for the renewal of trade with England; this trade had been 

seriously affected by the recovery of Normandy and Guienne by the French 

Crown, and entirely ruined by the alliance of Edwaid IV with Charles 

the Bold. After the temporary I'estoration of Henry VI, Louis organised 

in 1470 a small exhibition of French products in England. But it was 

only by virtue of the truce of Pitxjuigny that a commercial treaty could 
at last be concluded. 

It was in matters of intenial trade that the most marked eft*ects of 

Louis" despotic character were to b(3 seen. Seventy-six of his (mlonnanves 

relate to fail's and markets, whether in the royal domain or outside its 

boundaries. He succeeded in ruining the fairs of Geneva to the advanbige 

of those of Lyons, and he strictly prohibited French merchants from going 
to Geneva. 

At the end of his life, when he had triumplied over his enemies, he 

became more and more obsessed by grandiose designs, which to his con¬ 

temporaries appeared fanta.stic. He wished to empower meml)ers of the 

clergy and of the nobility, whom he looked on as mere idlers, to take 

part in trade. He announced his intention of abolishing internal tolls 

and the diversity of weights and measures. In 1480, impressed by the 

difficulties created in civil life by the diversity of laws, he gave instructions 

for a collection of customs, “ so that a new custom may l)e made.'' 

Did this king, whose intelligence was so untrammelkd and who was 

curious of everything, also desire to regiment the mind? He shewed no 

signs of religious fanaticism; he stopped the pei*seciition of the Vaudois. 

He also thwarted schemes for a cru^e against the Turks. Did he think 
of giving a particular direction to the arts and to letters 

Not to mention the numerous orders he gjive to architects and gold¬ 

smiths to win the graces of his celestial protectors, he shewed himself able 

to distinguish the best artists of his day, Jean Bourdichon, Michel 

Colombe, and Fouquet (to whom he gave the title of “ king s painter""). 

In spite of his close associations with Italy, he gave to French painters 

and sculptors, especially those who belonged to the Loire region, the 
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preference over transalpine artists. He was well-informed and, to judge 

from some bantering and satirical letters which he certainly dictated 

himself, had wit and could express himself neatly. His favours to uni¬ 

versities, men of learning, and students are sufficient proof that he had 

no ‘‘ scorn for the works of the mind.'’' He did not make use of the new 

art of printing^ for political purposes only; he appreciated its intellectual 

value, and expressed in excellent terms his recognition of the advantage 

which can derive from it to the public good, as well for the increase of 

knowledge as otherwise*”; his protection was not unimportant, for the 

hostility of the copyists and the booksellers was retarding the spread of 

printing in France. In that way l^>ui8 XI rendered good service to the 

cause of French humanism, then in its infancy, for it could only make 

progress by the aid of good texts of the classics. But the king's part 

stopped there. If the age of great poetry was over, and if the cold and 

mordant literature of the day seems to be a reflection of the mind of 

Louis, he was not i*esponsible for that; there was, however, something in 

common Ijetween his individual tendencies and the spirit of positivism, 

of disillusioned irony, which wiis characteristic of the age. He could not 

have hml much jxrsonal influence unless he had played the part of a 

generous Maeceiuis. He spent his money in other ways, and it was outside 

his Court, which was given up wholly to politics and administration, 

that French humanism had its birth. Tlie school of the rhetoriejueurs" 

was develojKxl at the Burgundian Court. Apart from C’ommynes—and 

he did not write until several years after Ix>uis' death—the l>est poets 

and historians of the age were hostile to the royalist cause. Similarly 

the king had no extensive influencx? over artistic production. Of this 

there were numerous centres. Besides the art (»f the Loire, there was a 

Flemish-Burgundian art, a Bourbon, a Provencal. We are only at the 

dawn of the absolute monarcliy. The time had not yet come w'hen it was 

to bring art and literature under its control, and to make them contribu¬ 

tory to its gre^atuess. 

lx)uis XI, at the end of his life, said that he had ‘‘well looked after, 

defended and governed, augmented and iucreased all jmrts of his realm, 

by his great care, his solicitude, and his diligence.'' Cxirtainly he had 

defended and increased it. But he had not given France the order and 

the which the mass of the population craved. He had had un¬ 

ceasingly to make or prepare for war. The great disorders and the great 

miseries of the HundreHl VeaiV War still left their trac*es during his reign, 

in spite of energetic and rigorous action to repress them. In the south¬ 

west, the lot^al squires continued their fighting with one another and 

their brigandage. From all sides came complaints of the pillaging and 

’ Liouis XI caused at least nine different editions of the IVeaty of Arras in 1483 
to be printed, in order to circulate a large number of copies in France and Handers 
(Picot and 8teiu, IHeeea hutoriquesK imprimeeit aona Ic rrgne de Louu A7,1923, p. 288). 
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violence of the ineri'Et-arms, who were irregularly paid by the king. The 

misery increased with the burden of the now heavy taxation. There were 

popular riots, which were always harshly repressed. Epidemics, famine, 

and the severe winter of 1481-82 took their toll of the population. The 

last years of the reign were gloomy years indeed. 

After 1479 the king''s health grew rapidly worse. Though not sixty 

years old, he felt his life was ebbing. He became more and more irascible 

and suspicious. He abandoned his incessant journeys throughout the 

realm and stayed in the province of his choice, Toiiraine. From June 

1482 onwards, he divided his time between his domain at MontiLs-les- 

Tours, w here he had built the pleasant castle of Plessis-du-Parc, at Cl^ry- 

sur-Loire, where he had set up a noble church in honour of Our 

I^ly, his patron, at Amboise, where he kept the young dauphin shut up, 

and lastly his ^‘good town*" of Tours. It became difficult to gain access 

to him ; the approaches to his castle were lined with tra{>s. He lived 

with his chief confidants around him, the Sire de Beaujeu, Commynes, 

the doctor Coitier, the barber Olivier le Daim, not to mention astrologers, 

charlatans, and even saintly characters like the herinit Francesco di Paola, 

whom he sent for from Italy that he might have the benefit of his prayers. 

Furthermore, he continued to receive embassies, and to give ordei's which 

were always ol)eyed at once. His great heart Iwre him up."' On the 

day of his death, 30 August 1483, he wiis still talking distinctly and in 

his usual dry tone, “and was constantly saying something of sense.*" 

In conformity with his orders he was burie<l without pomp in the 

church of CkTv, that he might lie there under the protection of Our Lady. 

He had given instructions that he was to be depicted on his tomb, not t)y a 

recumbent statue, but “ on his knees, w ith his dog by his side, dressed as 

a hunter/** Had he not all his life been a hunterP 

Much has been written upon Ix)uis XI. He has l:)ecoii)e* a figure in 

literature. He who complained once and again of his life of anguish and 

tribulation has still been plagued after death; he has Ix^-ome the victim 

of writers of romance. From reading them the popular imagination has 

created an absurd picture of Louis XI: he is represente<l as a miser, a 

silent man, a torturer, a poismier who spared neither fatiier nor brother. 

The most at fault was Casimir Delavigne: his Lomn XIj which in spite 

of its platitudes and its ineptitudes still draws an audience, mluced 

this great king to the level of a villain of melodrama. Victor Hugo, w ith 

all his parade of learning, shewed no l)etter judgment. Walter Scott, 

though his Quentin Durward is full of the mistakes of his romanticism, 

presented a picture with more light and sha^ie and less incorrect, while 

Balzac: (in Maitre Conielim) came Jiearer still to the truth. Finally, there 

was Michelet, and he with the intuition of genius restored I.ouis to his 

place. 

All the elements for a just appreciation are now lx:fore us in the 

admirable documents already mentioned and in the works of erudition 
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published during the last half-century. It is now possible for anyone with 

a desire for historical truth to form an exact idea of Louis XI. Not that 

this is easy, for he is one of the most complex figures in French history, 

and those who delight in forming moral judgments run the risk of falling 

into gross error in his case. 

In conclusion, there remain two points which seem to deserve attention 

being called to them. This singular personage, who did not wish to be 

buried at St Denis among his ancestors, and who could dare to say “ that 

he didn’t know whose son he was,’’ in the line of French kings was indeed 

an isolated figure. The only one who, from certain points of view, 

re.sembles him at all is Charles V, and this is one trait that deserves to be 

noted. Far more intelligent and industrious than the other Valois kings, 

Charles V and I^niis XI each gave to his reign the stamp of a practical 

and matter-of-fact mind, of clear-sightedness and sagacity. Look at the 

few portraits that we possess of I^ouis XI, and then at the famous statue 

of Charles V in the Louvre: the profile is the same, there is the same un¬ 

healthy leanness, the same long iiujuisitive-looking nose, the same equivocal 

and foxy expression on a bland face. Both were fine talkers. Both disdained 

the practice of chivalry, and to the art of war preferred the art of outwitting 

the enemy and wearing him down. But what a contrast in their methods 

of government! Charles V was neither cruel nor devoid of scTuple, and 

his inclination in administration was towards a limited monarchy. 

Louis XI was a tyrant in the full sense of the word, a tyrant like the 

Italian tyrants of his day. lliere lay his affinities, and there in truth 

was his moral parentage. His Machiavellism, before the days of Machia- 

velli, wtis of a fit kind to inspii’e the author of The Prince, The shrewd 

Malleta wrote; “One would say that he has always lived in Italy 

^ Dt'pechen des ambasmdi^urs mtUmavff Vol. i, p. 362. 



CHAPTER IX 

THE KINGDOM OF BURGUNDY OR ARLES FROM THE 

ELEVENTH TO THE FIFIEENTH CENTURY 

The region, whose history from the eleventh to the end of the fifteenth 

century forms the subject of this chapter, has been known by different 

names in turn. It was called rcgnum Burgundiae after the people who 

occupied it at the time of the barbarian invasions; its ruler was known 

also as rex lurensis^ rex AustraMonm^ or even rex Alarnannonm et 
Proznncuu\ It is not until the twelfth century that we meet with the 

expression “kingdom of Arles{regvum Arelatemc\ to which “and of 

Vienne^ is often added as well. In the course of this chapter the term 

“kingdom of Burgundy’^ will be employed for the earlier pericnl, and 

“kingdom of Arles and Vienne'” for the later. 

The history of this kingdom is the history of a part, of Gaul which 

derived extreme importance from its geographic^il situation. On the 

south it was bounded by the sea, from the western mouth of the Rhone 

to the ncighbourho^)d of Ventimiglia. Its eastern frontier, starting from 

the coast, coincided at first with the modern frontier lx‘twtK^n France and 

Italy, except that it included the valley of Aosta, now part of Italy. 

From there the line ran to the St Gotthard, and thence north to the 

Aar and the Rhine, thus bringing into the kingdom not only French 

Switzerland, but also an important stretch of territory with a German- 

speaking population. Basle miirked the most northerly point of this 

region, in which the principal towns were Geneva, I^usannc, Sion, and 

Solothurn. Next the line passed through the gap of Belfort to the 

southern V^osges, and then turned back to the SaOne, following its 

course almost exactly, but relinquishing to France that part of the 

county of Chalon which lay on the left bank of the river. On the other 

hand, it crossed the Saone lower down, so as to include the town and 

county of I^yons and the county of Forez. Farther souths it diverged 

from the Rhone to embrace Tournon, Annonay, Viviers, and the Vivarais, 

afterwards following the course of the river to the Mediterranean. The 

kingdom thus comprised western Switzerland and that part of modern 

France which corresponds to the Free County of Burgundy, Savoy, the 

Lyonnais, Dauphine, Vivarais, and Provence. 

It is obvious that this kingdom was composed of two distinct elements: 

in the West, a region varying in width, made up of the valleys of the 

Sadne and the Rhone and adjacent lowlands; in the Eixst, a mountainous 

region of the Alps and the Jura, containing the loftiest peaks in Europe. 

The plain was one of the great arteries of the Western world, thanks to 

the roads which, from ancient times, followed the course of the Rlione 
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and then continuing north along the Saone brought the Mediterranean 

into touch with the fairs of Champagne, with North and East France, and 

with Alsat^e; to these must be added the transverse routes crossing the 

great rivers at different points, such as Avignon and Lyons, and linking 

up southern Gaul and the Spanish peninsula with Italy and with 

Switzerland. These lowlands by themselves alone appeared a most 

desirable domain, and, if we can credit Gervase of Tilbury, who wrote at 

the beginning of the thirteenth century, one quite easy to master. They 

are, he says, lands blessed by heaven, spreading out in fertile champaigns 

rich in the gifts of nature, filled with trading towns, inhabited by a 

population mentally alert and excitable, who are active or listless as the 

impulse takes them but, when circumstances demand, ready to endure 

hardship and suffering. These peoples, Gervase adds, need a kind and 

upright master; for they are prone to submit to any power which will 

display sufficient energy to make itself feared. 

The highlands, how'ever, w'ere a far more difficult conquest. Thanks 

to their configuration and their rugged character, the inhabitants had 

l>een able to retain their independence for a much longer period against 

the Roman conqueror; while the feudal lonls who held sway there in the 

Middle Ages were not disposed to submit to the authority of a distant 

sovereign, however great the prestige of his title, and, in spite of the ban 

of temporal and spiritual authority alike, they were well able to bar 

their passes against any who refused to pay what they deemed to be an 

adequate toll. 

How powerful, then, would that ruler have been, in the Middle Ages, 

who could have exercised an iincontested authority over mountain and 

plain alike! He could have penetrated without difficulty into the lands 

of the King of France from the north of the county of Burgundy, the 

traditional route of invaders. He would have had control of the passes 

of the Jura and the Alps, and the opening of the gates into Italy, Franc^e, 

and Switzerland would have been subject to his pleasure. Master of the 

Mediterranean ):K)rts, he could easily have dominated this st^a, in which 

l.Atins, Bv'/antines, and Arabs were to dispute the hegemony of the 

world, and he could have held at his disposal the routes by which the 

crusaders went to the attack on Syria and Egypt. On several occasions 

during the Middle Ages it looked as tliough such a kingdom was on the 

point of bt‘ing established. The following pages will describe how and 

why this consummation faik^d of its realisation. 

With the break-up of the Carolingian Empire there came into being, 

as is well-known, two new kingdoms^ The one, Jurane or Upper 

Burgundy, Inid Swiss Burgundy as its core; the other, Provence, of 

^ For further information on this earlier pa'riod see supra V'ol. in. Chap. vi. by 

Professor L Halphen; the standard w^orks are those of R. Poupardin, Royaume 

de Provmcfy Paris, 1901, and Le Royaume de Bouryoyne, Paris, 1907. 
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which at first Vienne was the political centre, extended over the valley 

of the Rhone from l^yons to the sea. The frontier between these two 

kingdoms varied with the change of circumstances and as each was 

powerful in turn. Now, between 9^0 and 9S0, it happened that the King 

of Upper Burgundy, Rodolph II, and the ruler of Provence, Hugh, were 

in turn tempted with the prospect of bringing the Italian peninsula 

beneath their sway. Rodolph II was the first to make the attempt; but 

after some short-lived successes he had to recognise his powerlessness and 

to withdraw. Hugh wiis more fortunate; but, to avoid the danger of a 

fresh enterprise on Rodolph's part, he bought him off’ by abandoning to 

him the greater part of his rights in Provence. After various changes of 

fortune, the son of Rodolph II, Uonrod the Pacific, was able to unite the 

two kingdoms under his rule. Thus was established a State which was to 

exist for three-quarters of a century, nominally, at any rate, under the 

control of Conrad and his son Rodolph III, the Sluggard. 

The formation of this kingdom w^as due neither to geography, nor to 

ethnography, nor to commercial relations; it was the product of a purely 

political contrivance. The numerous peoples scattered throughout its 

parts were united by no permanent bond. So artificial was the structure 

that, as has been seen, some considerable time ela{)sed l>efore the kingdom 

received a definite and regular name. And not only a title, but also the 

reality of power, was lacking to the monarchy; without an army of its 

own at its disposal, without financial resources regularly assured, and 

without an organised and trained IkkIv of officials, its existence was half- 

stifled bv the rapid development of ecclesiastical principalities and lay 

powers. By the side of the great ecclesiastical lordshijis of Besan(j‘on, 

Lyons, and \ienrie—to mention only the most important—there were to 

be found the domains of secular dyiuisties, especially those of Otto- 

William in the County of Burgundy (Franche (.'omte), of Guigues in the 

Viennois, of Humbert Whitehands in Maurienne, and of the counts and 

marquesses of Provence in the valley of the lower Rhone. It was to these 

local lords far more than to the king that the people looked for protection 

from the incursions of the Saracens, raiding from their Alpine strong¬ 

holds or landing upon the Mediterranean shores. The i‘e*il authority 

rested with these local rulers, and only the shadow' remained to the 

monarchy. 

Wandering up and down their territories, the kings dwelt where they 

could. Hardly ever were they to be seen at Arles, in spite of the still- 

surviving tradition which gave this city exalted rank in the hierarchy of 

the towns of Gaul. On the other hand, they frequently resided at Vienne, 

the rival of Arles and proud, like it, of its Roman meniorie.s, where they 

long retained domains of their own; also in Jurane Burgundy, where 

were the best part of the lands Ixdonging to the voyoX JUctuH—often they 

settled in the lake-district of western Switzerland and in Savoy. On 

different occasions they had lived at Basle, and sometimes too they had 
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taken up their residence in great abbeys such as Payerne; above all, at 

St Maurice-en-Valais (Agaune), whose history was closely bound up 

with that of the royal house. These weak kings further aggravated 

their weakness by grants from their domains to the nobles. In truth, 

the kingship of the rulers of this kingdom, which had no name 

and no capital, no treasure and no army, and resembled in many 

respects that of the later Carolingians, was an illusion rather than a 

reality. 

In the beginning of September 1032, the cathedral of Lausanne received 

the mortal remains of Rodolph III. This prince left no legitimate issue, 

and it had for some time seemed that the succession was bound to fall to 

the Emperor Henry II, who was the nearest relative in the collateral 

line. Henry, doubtless estimating none too highly the efficacy of an 

appeal to hereditary right, had taken his precautions during Rodolph’s 

lifetime by occupying Basle; further,Rodolph had bound himself in solemn 

conventions to bequeath to him the succession. The prospect of the 

accession to the Burgundian kingdom of a powerful sovereign—the most 

powerful in f^urope—had alarmed many of the local nobles. Possibly 

they were I'eassured by the death of Henrv, whom Rodolph outlived. If 

so, their security did not last long. They soon learnt in Burgundy that 

the German crown had fallen into the hands of an able and determined 

ruler, Conrad II, who, as his object was to reconstitute the Empire of 

Charlemagne, could not relinquish the task undertaken by his predecessor 

in Burgundy; he had all the more excuse for continuing it as he too was 

a near relative of King Rodolph III, Actually, in the order of affinity, 

Conrad's hereditary clHims were inferior to those of a powerful French 

baron, Odo II, (ount of Charti^, Blois, and Tours, But Conrad had 

l>een able in 1027 to persuade Rodolph III to set aside the rights of the 

next of kin; a convention assured to him the succession to the feeble 

sovereign. In acconlance with this agreement, on Rudolph's death a 

Burgundian deputation had to bring to the Emperor the emblems of the 

kingship, the royal diadem and the lance of St Maurice, the patron saint 

who was as popular in the northeni pail of the Rhone valley as St I3enis 

and St Martin were in France. On various occasions Count Odo tried to 

win his heritage by force of arms; but the Emperor Conrad II was able, 

by diplomacy or force, to foil his attempts and to obtain general 

recognition as the successor of the last of the Burgundian kings. Legally, 

then, the kingdom which was ultimately to be known as the kingdom of 

Arles became in this w^ay united to the Empire, which was to retain it, 

nominally at any rate, until its owm dissolution under the blow^ dealt it 

by the victories of Napoleon I. 

The uneasiness aroused in the local nobility by the accession of the 

new king of Burgundy was, in fact, well founded. If we picture to our¬ 

selves th^ juridical position of these nobles, we see that they were either 
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great prelates or counts descended from Frankish officials. In either case, 

by virtue of their titles they wei^e not necessarily vassals of the king; they 

were, indeed, bound to him by the general obligation of obedience and 

fealty which was imposed on all subjects, but there was no other obligation 

than this. Such a bond was a slender one, as the nobles had clearly 

demonstrated to Rodolph III and his predecessors; in order to strengthen 

it, the royal policy aimed at transforming into vassals bound by definite 

obligations under feudal law those persons who could b<^ ranked in the 

category of allodial nobles. 

The question was whether the Emperors, having become dirc^ct rulers 

of the country, could change this ancient state of affairs to their 

advantage. Just at the time when the crown of Rodolph III was passing 

to them, a pei'sonage closely in touch with affairs in the Phnpire, the 

imperial chaplain Wipo, was stressing the risks that his master's 

sovereignty had to face in the newly-acquired tenitories. “() king," he 

said to (hnrad II, ‘■‘Burgundy has called for you. Arise, come in 

haste— Profoundly true is the old s/iving: Out of sight, out of mind. 

Though Burgundy now enjoys peace because of you, it wishes to contem¬ 

plate in your person the author of this peace, and to feast its eves on the 

sight of the king." This is to be the appwil, often uttered and almost 

always in vain, of the imperial partisans in Burgundy: the Emperor wfts 

too far off; let him appear at last and take in his own hands the direction 
of the country's affaiiM. 

If Conrad II formed the design of responding to these appeals, he had 

not the time to carry it into effect. He died a few years after his 

acquisition of RtKlolph's kingdom. His son Henry III, whorr) he Inid 

caused to be recognised as king in his own lifetime by the grandees of the 

kingdom, endeavourc*il to satisfy the wishes of his partisans. Not 

only did he organise for Burgundy a special chancery, at the head of 

which he appointed as arch-chancellor one of his supporters, Archbishop 

Hugh of BesaiKjOn; besides this, he visited the country hinistdf on several 

occasions. In lO-I-S, he was at Bt Maurice-en-Valais at the head of an 

army, and there received numerous submissions; on three occasions he 

held diets at Bolothurn; in 1042 he vi.sited Franche Comte, and again in 

1048 it was at Besanyon that he 1‘elebrated his Indrothal with Agnes of 

Aquitaine, who was related to Count Rainald I of Burgundy; in 1044 he 

repressed by force of anns an insurrection of the Counts of Burgundy and 

Genevois. Meanwhile he did not neglect to establish his inffuenc'c over 

the ecclesiastical principalities. He could, of course, count on the Arch¬ 

bishop of Besancj'on; after two successive vacancies, lie himself nominated 

the Archbishop of Lyons; finally, in 1040, when he went to Rome to 

obtain the imperial crown, lie was accompanied not only bv the Arch¬ 

bishop of Besan^on but by those of I.yons and Arles as weU. This was 

clearly significant, and the conclusion could Ixt drawn that the Em[)eror 

was basing his power in Burgundy on the infiiicnce of the higher clergy; 
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moreover, this was the line that he, like his predecessors, followed in 

Germany. It was a course of action imposed upon him; for he could not 

count on the lay nobles, who were anxious to preserve independence both 

for themselves and for their descendants. Only Count Humbert White- 

hands of Maurienne was faithful to him, and he was rewanled for his 

fidelity by a considerable extension of his domains. The others displayed 

an attitude of indifference towards the Emperor, w hen they did not shew 

themselves openly hostile. 

On the death of Henry III, the kingdom of Burgundy passed without 

trouble to his son, the future Emperor Henry IV. His mother Agnes, 

who governed during his minority, doubtless distrusted her own capacity 

to play an effective part in Burgundy. It is to her initiative that is due 

the first example of an institution which later Emperors were to copy, 

the rectorate of Burgundy, llie rector had to play the part of a viceroy, 

and Agnes entrustwl this duty to a great Transjurane noble, Rudolf of 

Rheinfelden, who also liei’ame her son-in-law . It does not appear that 

Rudolf’s rectorate fulfilled the expectations of the Empress, or that it 

left any mark on tlie history of Burgundy. 

I'he policy followed by Henry IV during the early vears of his reign 

differed little from tliat adopted by Henry III. But since the king 

n‘li(‘d on the bisliops, it was essential that no conflict of principle should 

prf»voke a breach between C'hurch and State; it w^as essential that, while 

Ixistowing his favour on the Church, the king should not seek to hold it 

in thrall, and thereby pave the way for a reaction which would be fatal 

tt) his authority. Henry l\ was not wise enough to avoid this grievous 

error; the history of the Investiture Struggle shews how he lx‘came 

implicated in it and with what pei'sistence he pursue<l it. 'Fhe wn- 

s(‘tjuences were disastrous to im^KTial authority in the former kingdom of 

Rodolpii HI. The lay nobles in general, while refraining from imitating 

the Count of Burgundy, gave no support to the Emperor. As for the 

clergy, its le^ulers shewed themselves for tlie most pail faithful to the 

cause of the C'hurch. One t>f them, Hugh, Bishop of Die and later 

Archbishop of Lyons, was, as legate of the Apostolic See, a devoted 

auxiliary of Gregory \ II and an active worker in the cause of ecclesiastical 

reform with which that Rope’s name is assiK’iatt^l. l>ater, when Paschal II 

WHS prepared to conwde lay investiture to Henry V, it was in the valley 

of the Rhone, at a council field at Vienne in lllJ^ under the presidency 

of the archbishop, Guy of Burgundy, that the concession was condemned 

with more vehemence than it hod been some months earlier at the 

council in the Lateran; it is .significant that it was this same Guy, 

Aixihbishop of Vienne, who in 1119 was elected to the papal throne as 

Calixtus II. If this was the prevailing opinion in this region, it is not 

surprising that Henry IV coming to Canossa was looked on rather as a 

criminal tlian a king, and that the chancery of Burgundy had l)ecome a 

sinecurt‘, 'Phe most important tpiestions, such as the division of Provence 
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in 1125 between the Berengars and the house of Toulouse*, were settled, 

apparently, without the parties concerned thinking of obtaining the 

consent of their sovereign, the Emperor, The habit of refeiring to the 

royal authority had been lost; and this was the more dangerous for the 

Empire as the best part of Burgundy, the Rhone provinces, were attracted 

towards France, to which they were linked by the ties of custom, of 

kinship, of language, and of literature. From this time, the current 

which drew these provinces Francew^ards, and which had been accelerated 

by tlie religious wars, had gathered too much strength to he checked by 

the feeble measures to which the Emperors were reduced, such as the 

reconstitution of the Burgundian chancery or the granting of charters 

which shewed a royal authority more nominal than real. 

Perhaps a ruler of considerable energy, personally resident in the king¬ 

dom, might have arrested the decline. Such a task presented the gravest 

dilficulties; nevertheless, it attracted the Emperor's of the twelfth to the 

fourteenth centuries who succeeded the Franconian dynasty. The most 

active in this undertaking were, it is not surprising to find, the princes of 

the house of Swabia. But they were to have no Iretter success than their 

predecessors. 
Between the houses of Franconia and Swabia came one intermediary 

reign, that of Lothar III of Supplinburg. Ix)thar was soon forced to re¬ 

cognise his almost complete lack of autliority, when the inemlx'rs of the 

Burgundian and Provencal nobility refrained from answering his summons. 

*‘You have paid no heed to them,’^ he wrote; “you have thus marked in 

most impudent fashion your contempt for our supreme power.*” Except 

for the Archbishop of Besam^'on, no noble in the kingdom of Arles 

appeared at an imperial diet or took part in the campaigns of I>othar; 

moreover, on the occasion of his expedition into Italy in 1136, the Em¬ 

peror had to sulxlue one of them, Count Amadeus III of Maurienne, who 

had been bold enough to make common muse with the enemies of his 

sovereign. A few years later, it was the turn of Rainald III, who had 

succeeded William the Child as Count of Burgundy and paid little heed 

to the imperial rights; Lothar decided to replace him by a powerful Swiss 

noble, Conrad of Zahringen. He went farther still, following the example 

set in the reign of Henry IV, and made Coniwl, as a loyal subject whom 

he could trust, not only the successor of Rainald in Franche Comte, but 

also the governor, with the title of rector, of the whole of (’isjuraiie 

and Transjurane Burgundy. Doubtless lie hoped to find in him an able 

and energetic representative, such as his predecessor's had never know n. But, 

in spite of Lothars orders and threats, the scheme was a failure; Rainald 

maintained his hold on Franche Comte, and Conrad was unable to a.ssert 

his authoi-ity on the western side of the Jura. 

* This gave rise to the (bounty (the Berengars) and the MarcpiessaU* (house of 
Toulouse) of Provence. 
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Nothing had been done, then, by the time of the accession in 114S 

of Conrad III, the first king of the Swabian house. In the course of his 

reign, he indicated hi.s policy with regard to the kingdom of Arles in two 

ways: firstly, he gi'ant^ privileges to members of the higher clergy, 

especially Archbishop Humbert of Vienne, whom he thus attached to his 

cause; secondly, he intervened, without much success, on behalf of the head 

of an important I^roven<;al family, Raymond of Baux, who on the death 

of Count Berengar-Raymorid tried to make good the claims of his house 

to the county of Provence, and approached the king to obtain his 

support. The action of Conrad III was not fruitful in results, but at any 

rate it revived a twofold policy which his successors did not fail to pursue: 

of seeking the support of the leading prelates, and of taking the oppor¬ 

tunity to intervene in all the dissen.sions which arose among the lay nobility. 

This was the old tradition of imperial policy. 

Since the death of Rodolph III, the imperial authority had made but 

feeble progims in the old Burgundian kingdom. Then to Conrad III suc- 

ceeiled Frederick Barbaros.sa, a young prince of keen intelligence, of active 

will, eager for fame, and fired with the ambition of I'e-establi.shing the uni¬ 

versal monarchy of Charlemagne. He was not long in realising that, to 

attain this end, he must first bring effectively under his control the king¬ 

dom of Arles; he turned his attention to this quarter even before 

occupying himself with Italy. 

At the very beginning of his ix?ign, he rec*ognised, as the result of a 

fresh and figain unsuccessful effort, that no useful results were to be ex- 

{>ecied from the viceroyalty of Berthold, the son of Conrad ofZahringen. 

So a reverstil of Frederick’s former policy in this region soon became 

evident; having given to the house of Ziihringen, by way of compensation, 

the advocacies of the churches of Lausanne, Geneva, and Sion, he came 

to terms with the comital house of Burgundy and married the young 

Beatrice, who had recently inherited Franche Comte on the death of 

Hainald III. At once Barlmrossii acquired in Burgundy an advantage 

which his predecessors had never had—a firm basis and devoted adherents. 

The fruits of this policy am be seen in 1157. Frederick appeared at 

Besanyon, and held a diet there at which all the magnificence of the im- 

[terial court was displayed; among those w ho hastened to attend their 

sovereign were, as well as the Archbishop of Besanyon, the Archbi.shops 

of Lyons, Vienne, and '1 arantaise, and a number of bishops and secular 

nobles. The Emperor was justifieil in announcing to his faithful minister. 

Abbot Wibald of Stable, “the magnificent success” of his affairs in Bur¬ 

gundy. Cerhiinly the imperial chancery distributed numerous privileges, 

and their general effect was theoretical rather than pmctical. But the 

Emperor did not limit himself to this exjx?dient; he did not hesitate to 

intervene in several disputes which broke out at Lyons or in Provence. 

In fact, he shewed plainly that he undei-stood how to play the king. 

The King of France, Louis VII, reali.sed this so clearly that he took urn- 
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brage, slipped away from a conference which had been arranged between 

him and Frederick, and assembled in Champagne considerable forces, so 

that for some time there was danger of war between the two sovereigns. 

The fact was that the Capetiau monarchy had now become powerful 

enough to resent the establishment in the south-east of Gaul of a power 

which was not subject to its influence. 

Meanwhile, the Emperor, thinking to follow in the Carolingian tradi¬ 

tion, had attempted to establish his authority over the Roman Church. 

The result of his attempt is well known—his rupture with Alexander III 

and the election of an anti-Pope, Victor IV. In the struggle which ensued, 

the Emj:)eror asked for help from his subjects in the kingdom of Arles, 

and for some years he met with open friendship or at any rate latent 

sympathy there. This development was only fully revealed wlien t he news 

arrived of the memorable expedition of 1162, which culminated in the 

destruction of Milan: the prestige of the Emperor rose to the summit, 

and with it the terror that he inspired. Several of the prelates, and among 

them the most important, were won over to the side of Frederick and his 

anti-Pope. And not only in Franche Comte could Barbarossii reckon 

on adherents; he could pride himself on having Guigues, the Dauphin of 

Viennois, in his train, and even, for a time, K^iymond-Berengar II, the 

Count of Provence. lA^aving minor nobles outof account, theonly person;ige 

who eluded his influence was Humbert III, Count of Maurienne. 

It even seemed in 1162 that the moment had come when he would 

succeed in associating with his religious policy the King of France, 

Louis VII. 
Once more, at the last moment, Louis withdrew, and rc*fused to abandon 

the cause of Alexander III. His decision had important repercussions in 

Burgundy throughout the Rhone district, Louis (juite soon found him¬ 

self the le^uler of a considerable party in the east and south-east of Gaul; 

the various elements of discontent ralliid round him; he became the 

recognised protector of that section of the higher ( lergv which still 

remained faithful to Alexander III; and, moreover, the incml)ers of this 

party now l)egan to raise their hea<]s once more. A visit [)aid by tlie 

Emperor with his wife Beatrice to Burgundy did not perceptibly improve 

the situation for him; and it became definitely worse after the disaster 

which brought his expedition into Italy in 1167 to an end; Frederick 

himself, on iiis return, in order to assure his retreat, had to solicit, and to 

pay heavily for, the goodwill of the Count of Maurienne. 

As a result of all this, Barbaross/i was destined to see his influence 

decline in Burgundy; it is not surprising that,during the last ymrs of his 

struggle with Alexander HI, his interference in this region was less fre¬ 

quent and less effective. To attempt to revive his authoritv, he had to 

wait until 1177 when he hiul bent the knee to Alexander HI and con¬ 

cluded peace with him; tlien he thought it necessary to make a fresh and a 

striking manifestation of his sovereignty in the kingdom of Arles. He went 
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to Arles, attended by a numerous train, and in the cathedral of St 

Trophimus, which was resplendent with all the brilliance of the court, he 

had himself crowned king, after the ancient tradition, by the metropoli¬ 

tan, Raymond of Bollene, assisted by the Archbishops of Vienne and 

Aix and five bishops of neighbouring dioceses. Besides these prelates 

there wei*e numerous lay nobles, among them Raymond of St Gilles, 

who held the marquessate of Provence and the French county of 

Toulouse. 

The nobles,lay and ecclesiastiwil, who came to greet their sovereign, either 

at Arles or at different points in his progress through the country, were 

rewarded by numerous grants of various kinds: privileges, confirmation of im¬ 

munities, grants of the title of prince of the Empire, tolls, guardianship of the 

Jews,andageneral settlement of disputes. The prelates seem to have appre¬ 

ciated these favours. During the last years of Barbarossa's reign, they are 

often to Ix^ found on the look-out for similar grants, and for that purpose 

hastening to different diets summonfid by the Emperor in North Italy. 

F rcderick, moreover, followed the pol icy of his predecessors i n gi vi ng his pro- 

U'ction to the bishops: he took up the cause of the Bishop of Geneva who was 

engaged in a contest with the Count of Genevois,and particularly that of the 

Archbishop of Tarantaise and the Bishop of Sion against the claims of 

Count Huml>ert III of Maiirienne; also, that of the Bisho|)s of Valence 

and Die against the ("ounts of Valentinois. Meanwhile, he did not neglect, 

whenever possible, to win over the lay nobles; he always preserved a 

nucleus of U)yalty in Franche Comte, he acquired vassals in Bresse, 

and he strengthened the tie which held the Dauphin of Viennois to his 

side. 

On a general consideration of the facts that have Ix^en detailed above, 

it will Ixf seen that Fre<lerick took his title of king in Burgundy and 

Provence quite seriously. He employed favourable circumstances to assure 

the obedience of subjects who hati disregarded it hitherto. Furthermore, 

he lalx)iired to supply the indispensable machinery for liis government by 

reorganising the chancery, over w hich heplace<l tlie Archbishop of Vienne 

as arch-chan cel lor, and by sending to the various districts trusty represen¬ 

tatives—kg'ati ntriae hnperlalis^ legaii domini imperatoru^ imtiemrii— 

w hose functions cannot precisely l)e stated, but who certainly had as their 

mission to make the royal governmenrs action and its control felt, a thing 

unknown lx‘fore in Burgundy arid Provence. A few veal’s l^efore his death 

Frederick gave a further proof of his care for the royal authority in those 

districts. On 27 April 118(5, when he was holding his court in Milan on 

the occasion of the marriage of his son Henry, King of the Romans, with 

the heiress of the Norman kings of Sicily, after Henry, in the basilica of 

St Ambrose, had rec'eived the crown of Italy from the Patriarch of 

Aipiileia, Frederick had himself crowned anew' as King of Arles by the 

Archbishop of Vienne. Thei’e wa.s nothing in the repetition of the coro¬ 

nation to appear stmngi? to the Middle Ages; but it is a testimony to 
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the importance Barbarossa attached to the royal authority in those 

regions. 

Henry VI, who succeeded his father Frederick Barbarossa as Emperor 

in 1190, had been concerned, before his accession, with affairs in the 

kingdom of Arles. It was he who had arranged the closer alliance of the 

Emperor with the Dauphin of Viennois; he too who had conducted the 

campaign which the Emperor had to undertake against Humbt'rt III, 

Count of Maurienne and Savoy. To be better informed of the state ot 

these regions, he had returned from Lombardy by the Mont*Cenis or the 

Mont-Genevre, and had stayed at various places, notably at I.yons. It is 

impossible to know what impression this journey left upon him. But, sumi 

the ambition of his race seemed incarnate in his being, since too he con¬ 

sidered himself the universal monarch, allowing no considerations to 

qualify his pretensions, it is certain that he was prepared to yield none of 

his rights or of his claims over Burgundy or Pro\ once. 

However, the sustained effort which w^as necessary in order to bind more 

closely these provinces to the Empire, and so to make good the work of 

his father, was ill-suited to the temperament of the new' sovereign. He 

preferred to begin and end this task in one stroke by placing at the 

head of these provinces, as a king depeiuhmt upon him, a personage who, 

he hoped, would subserve his policy. This was a renewal on a grander 

scale of the Zahringen rectorate which had b<;‘en so unsuccessful. The 

person he chose was no other than Richard Cceiir-de-Lion. 

To explain his choice, it is important to notice that, during the early 

years of Henry’s reign, the King of France had pushed to extremes his 

attack on England, and so had aroused the uneasiness not only of the Welf 

party in Germany, but also of the Emperor, who hftd to take account of 

this party, although it was hostile to his policy. In 11952, Richard, on 

his return from the Holy I^nd, in dehance of the principles of public law 

in the Middle Ages, was captured and thrown into prison by the Duke of 

Austria. Henry M caused the pri.soner to \ye handed over to liim, and 

found him a valuable pawn in the game that he was plaving, w Inch was, 

as at least he hoped, to I’esultfor him in the hegemony of the West. His 

first thought was to turn Richard's captivity to account bv rendering a 

service to Philip Augustus for which he would not have failed to require 

payment; but in this way he would have irritated the Welfs, the tradi¬ 

tional friends of the English sovereign.s. By itself this consideration might 

perhaps not have been sufficient to modify Henry’s plans, but he had also 

taken umbrage at the alliance contracted at about the same time by the 

King of France with Denmark, an alliance which was consolidated by 

Philip’s unhappy marriage with Ingeborg. Denmark was in Henry’s eyes 

his enemy, because its king had refased to recognise his supremacy. 

So the Emperor suddenly veered round and decided to satisfy the 

Welfs, who threatened him with civil war if he took the side of France 
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against England. At the diet of Worms in 1193, he made Richard sur¬ 

render to him his kingdom and receive it back as a fief of the Empire. 

By such infeudations, which thrilled his imagination and which he took 

pains to effect as often as he could, Henry thought to make himself, in 

ap{)earance if not in fact, the master of the world. The diet of Worms 

was followed by a period of complicated negotiations, in which the only 

detail that concerns us here is that, about the end of 1193, the Emperor, 

holding to the English alliance, wished after his fashion to mark his 

favour to his new ally. Perhaps it was due to the suggestion of Savaric, 

Bishop of Bath, who was related to the house of Hohenstaufen and later 

became chancellor of Burgundy^, that he offered to Richard to enfeoff 

him not only with England but also with Arles, Vienne and Viennois, Lyons, 

and all the country up to the Alps—that is to say, the kingdom of Arles 

and Vienne together with the Hohenstaufen possessions in Burgundy. Roger 

of Howden, to whom we owe our knowledge of this scheme, adds that the 

infeiidation was to extend to other territories .situated in I^nguedoc and 

not subject to Henry s overlordship, which appears most unlikely. How¬ 

ever, it is none the less true that the Emperor was reviving, in a different 

form, the plan conceived by his predecessor Lothar of Supplinburg on 

Ix^half of the house of Zahringen, which had l)een abandoned by Barba- 

rossa. Had he l)een able to carry it into effect, he would have been freed 

from the task of having to govern directly provinces where he was really 

powerless; the responsibility of governing would have been transferred to 

a bold and active prinw, who would still be his feudal subordinate. More¬ 

over, the scheme entailed a further advantage in that it removed the 

kingdom of Arles from thesphei'c of French influence, which was regarded 

as dangerous to the Empire. Richaid, for his part, could not fail to realise 

that to his possessions in the west of France he would be uniting the 

valuable and wealthy provinces of the east, and that he would also have 

the prospect of stifling in his grip the nascent power of hi.s Capetian rivals. 

Unfortunately for the Empire, a scheme of this kind belonged, not to 

the sphert? of practical politics, but to the visionary world in which Henry 

VI was living. It was soon abandoned; contemporary dcKUiments have left 

no trace of any measure destincxi to carry it into realisation. 

'Fhe n*gister of Henry's acts shews a great poverty as far as the kingdom 

of Arles is concerned. He could not hope for any effective assistance from 

his incapable younger brother, Otto, Count of Burgundy (Franche Comt(?), 

and in the c ourse of his short reign he seems to have gradually lost interest 

in these regions, after he had come to recognise the failui'e of his plan of 

entrusting them to Richard as his viceroy. 

During the years which followed the death of Henry VI, and which in 

‘ This is the opinion of Mr A, L. Poole; see his “England and Burg-undy in the 

last dw^ade of the twelfth century” in Essays in History pmmted to /?. 1. Pmle, 

0.xford, 1027. 
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the Empire were taken up with the rivalry between Philip of Swabia and 

Otto of Brunswick, the first-named was able at certain times to count 

on quite a considerable number of supporters in the Burgundian territories; 

Otto’s influence, on the other hand, appears to have been very slight. It 

is n^t, however, until the reign of Frederick II that the ruler of the 

Empire is again found to be following a clearly defined policy. 

It is not possible here to describe in detail the very complicated policy 

of Frederick II in the kingdom of Arles and Vienne, but only to denote 

some of its characteristic traits. In the early years of his reign he followed 

in the footsteps of his predecessors. He reverted to the practice of vice¬ 

roys, and nominattxl two, or perhaps three, in turn: William of Baux, 

Duke Odo of Burgundy ( though there is doubt in his case), atid Marquess 

William of Montferrat. These attempts were no more successful than the 

preceding ones. At the same time, as the register of his acts attests, he 

was not sparing in his favoui*s to the prelates. Tlius, in a conflict between 

the bishop and the townsfolk of Marseilles, he took the bishop’s side with¬ 

out reserve, and in resounding proclamations he put the town under the 

ban of the Empire and threatened the freedom and the privileges of its 

commerce in the Mecliterranean world. This threat, coming from a ruler 

who was master of Sicily and counted numerous adherents in Italy, did 

not fail to agitate the people of Marseilles; but it did not decide them to 

abandon the struggle. The Emperor wa& too much w'cupied in these* years 

with affairs in Italy and his crusiide to the Holy I^nd, and he could not 

back his proclamations by effective action. Another sign of this is seen 

in the cautious nature of his protests when the French crusading army, 

led by I^uis VIII, occupied an imperial town, Avignon, after a siege of 

several months. 

The imperial policy took a different form in 12S0. Freed from his 

embarrassments in l^mbardy and the East, and reconciled again with 

Pope Gregory IX, Frederick took in hand the pacification of the kingdom 

of Arles, in order to l)e able to draw from it the contingents and the 

subsidies which he needed for his Italian expeditions. In the valley of the 

Rhone his subjects were divided into two camps: at the head of one party, 

besides the Bishop of Marseilles, was Raymond-Berengar IV', Count of 

Provence; at the head of the other were the townsfolk of Marseilles and 

Count Raymond VII of Toulouse. For four yeai-s Frederick set himself 

to support the bishop and Raymond-Berengar. He did not confine him¬ 

self to action from a distance; he entrusted the duty of representing him 

in this region, first of all to the Archbishop of Arles, Hugh Beroard, then 

to one of his intimate counsellors, an Italian by origin, Quaglia of Gor- 

zano. He was able in this way to increase his influence in the Provenyal 

area, but he did not succeed in re-esbiblishing ptjac*e. At any rale a proof 

of this influence was to Ije seen at the end of 1235, when there appeared 

at the side of the Emperor, in the assembly of Hagenau, the Counts of 

Provence and V^alentinois and Count Raymond VII of Toulouse, to whom 
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in the previous year Frederick had given a diploma granting him, in 

defiance of the claims of the Roman Church, the restitution of the 

Venaissin, which had been taken from him as a result of Louis VIIFs crusade. 

At Hagenau was clearly betokened the radical change of imperial policy 

which took place at this time. It is impossible here to investigate the 

causes of this volte-face \ it must suffice to say that Frederick had already 

been irritated by the friendly relations l>etween St Louis and his own in¬ 

tractable son, Henry (VII), King of the Romans, and that he was offended 

by the marriage of the French king with the daughter of Raymond- 

Berengar IV. Henceforw^ard he made comnjon cause with Count Raymond 

V II of Toulouse, and bitterly opposed the Count of Provence. Raymond 

VII, who was suspected of favouring heresy, was the leader of the anti¬ 

clerical party throughout this region; around him were gathered, not only 

those lay nobles who were hostile to the clergy, but also the associations 

or confraternities which, in the towns, comliated its influence. There were 

henceforward in the kingdom of Arles two great parties, the one favour¬ 

able to the C'hurcli, the other opposes! to it; and with all the forces of 

which it ('ould dispose the imperial power supported the latter party. 

The facts are too complex to be mentionc?d here in detail. All tiiat can 

lx‘ said is that, in order to sustain the struggle, which he pursued with 

ardour, Fretlerickon different wcasions sentconfidential agents, taken from 

his Italian entourage, to watch over his interests and rally his supporters: 

for instance, Henry of Revello, who came in 1237, and later Sopramonte 

Lupo, I'orello of Strada, and finally C'ount Beraido of lA)reto; these iigents 

lx)re the title either of iin};x‘rial nuncio or imperial vicar, and none of 

Fre<lerick's pi-edwessors had taken so much trouble alx^ut the kingdom of 

Arles. Thus, while Ibrtune favoured him, his authority in thi*se regions 

continued to increase; in 1238 he was able to count, in his army in Loni- 

Imrdy, contingents from Provence, Dauphine, Valentinois, and Savoy. 

At the moment when everything seemed to smile on Fre^lerick, fortune 

tunied traitor, 'Fhe army failed before Brescia, and the check was any¬ 

thing but fortunate for the Emfx^ror's prestige in the kingdom of Arles. 

Meanwhile he persi.stcxl in his policy; amid all the conflicts which raged 

in Provence he fought the partisan.s of Uie Roman Church; and when in 

1245 the l\)pe, who had taken refuge at Lyons, assembled tl>ere the epis- 

co[>ate of the l.atiii Chureh, the Einjx^ror, thanks to the assistance of the 

Dauphin Guigues V'll and Amadeus IV, Count of Savoy, prepared an 

attac‘k by force of arms upon this city. A rising of the Guelfs at Parma, 

however, prevente<l him from carrying out his design. About the same 

time, by the death of Ilaymond-Berengar I\ , the county of Provence 

pa.SHed to his other son-in-law Charles of Anjou, St Lou is'brother, who wasa 

far more redoubtable enemy for Frederick than the father-in-law had been. 

A few years later, in 1249, the death of Raymond VII deprived the Em¬ 

peror of an ally, and gave him a new adversary in the {)erson of another 

brother of the’French king, Alphonse of Poitiers, to whom was assigned 
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the Venaissin. Frederick none the less persisted in his anti-clerical 
policy, and up to his death in 1250 he was in Provence as elsewhere the 
leader of all the enemies of the clergy. 

The period of the Great Infcerregnum which followed the death of 
Frederick was an age of imperial decadence; and it was particularly so in 
the kingdom of *Arles, where the imperial power, in spite of the efforts of 
several sovereigns of the house of Swabia, had never become solidly estab¬ 
lished. If one of the claimants to Empire, Alfonso of Castile, tried to form 
connexions within the kingdom, he gained no mlvantage thereby; he could 
not, still less could liis rival, exercise authority there. The bankruptcy of 
imperial prestige resulted naturally in profit to the France of St Louis 
and Philip the Bold, as can be seen at this time by what happened in 
Savoy and Daiiphine, and also by other similar negotiations. 

When Rudolf of Habsburg came to Lausanne at the l)eginning of his 
reign, he was received there bv a few' prelates of the kingdom of Arles. 
These adhesions could not create in him anv illusions as to the extent of 
his influence in the kingdom; for at this time the most important of the 
lay nobles, starting with the Count of Savoy, Philip, the rival of the 
Habsburgs in the Sw'iss territories, were hostile to him; and others were 
at least neutral. The work essayed by Barbarossa and Frederick II had 
all to be done over again. It would seem that Rudolf was not attractt*d 
by a policy which meant a slow piecemeal recovery of the kingdom of 
Arles. He preferred a line of action similar to that of his predecessors who 
had wished to put over the kingdom a ruler bound by close ties to the 
Empire; it was no longer a question of a rector, a kind of viceroy, but of 
a vassal king as hatl lx?en Henry VFs dream. Projects of this kind, formed 
in the reign of Rudolf of Habsburg and his successors, were to occupy the 
attention of the chanceries of Europe for half a century. 

The first of the.se plans came into l>eing in 1278 as the result of a 
rapprochement between the Empire and England; this in its turn had 
arisen out of a negotiation in which Rudolf had shewn himself favourable 
to the claims of Margaret, St Louis’ widow, to the succession in Provence, 
for at the French court Margaret was the leader of the English party 
and hostile to that of Charles of Anjou. A marriage w^as arranged be¬ 
tween Rudolfs son Hartmann and Joan, the daughter of Edward I of 
England. Hartmann was to wear the crown of Arles, and hold it as a 
fief from the Empire. Apparently, however, none of the parties concerned 
took any steps to carry this somewhat chimerical plan into execution. 

If the crown of Arles was to be revived, it could only he by agreement 
with the leading figure in that region, who was then playing the chief 
role on the political stage in the West—Charles of Anjou. From the 
beginning of his rule in Provence he had evinced his ambition of wearing 
the crown. This is proved by the conventions whicli he made in 1257 
with the head of the house of Baux to yield to him the rights to the 
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kingdom of Arles which that family could base on the grant accorded 

them by Fmlerick II in 1^15. Later, in 1309, Charles II of Anjou re¬ 

newed this convention with the Princeof Orange, Bertrand II de Baux. The 

Angevin dynasty had the idea firmly rooted in their minds that, if the 

kingdom of Arles was to be revived, it must only be done on their behalf. 

During the reign of Rudolf of Habsburg, Pope Nicholas III had been 

solicitous to reconcile the king with Charles I of Anjou, and so to esta¬ 

blish a balance of power which would produce peace in Italy. One of the 

terms in the arrangement proposed by him, and accepted, was the marriage 

of Charles Martel, the grandson of Charles of Anjou, with Rudolfs 

daughter dementia; the dowry she was to bring with her was nothing 

less than the kingdom of Arles, which was to be reconstituted for the 

Prince of Salerno, Charles’ eldest son; and he was to paas it on immediately 

to the young couple, whose marriage was to inaugurate a new system of 

alliances in Europe. The scheme raised lively alarm in Burgundy and 

Provence; Count Philip of Savoy, the Count-Palatine Otto IV of 

Franche Comte, Duke Robert of Burgundy, and others used every effort 

to make it fail. Whether they would have succeeded, we shall never know. 

For the catastrophe of the Sicilian Vespers soon put an end to the soaring 

ambition of the house of Anjou. Henceforward the question for Charles 

was to maintain his Sicilian kingdom, not to acquire a new one. 

A similar project was to be raised thirty years later. Once more it 

was a question of reconciling Guelf and Ghibelline, the Emperor 

Henry Vll and King Robert of Naples; the reconciliation was by no 

means displeasing to Pope Clement V, since it would have furnished him 

with a means of supf)ort against the imperious demands of Philip the 

Fair. One of the conditions of the sc*heme was the re-establishment of the 

kingdom of Arles for one of King Robert’s sons, who was to marry a 

daughter of Henry Vll. The pmject secMiis to have been seriously dis¬ 

cussed during the year 1310, both at the court of Avignon and in the 

chanceries of Naples and the Empire. 

It was easy to fon?see the opposition this scheme was likely to encounter. 

It had to reckon with the hostility of divers rulers whose domains formed 

part of the kingdom; as they were in fact independent, they were not 

anxious for this new suzerainty to which they were expected to submit. 

But above all the opposition of the King of France was to be anticipated. 

The plan of the ti*eaty did, indeed, lay down that any king appointed by 

Henry VII “ez aisles on ez frontieresdu royaume de France” should bind 

himself by oath to lx? ‘‘bienveillant du roy de France ou allie a lui.” 

This was not enough to disarm Philip the Fair; he was not anxious to 

see the organisation of aregimew^hich would have the effect of consolidating, 

to his own detriment, the power of his cousins of Anjou in the south-east 

of Gaul. VVe know how vigorously his ambassadors protested at the court 

of Avignon, towards the end of the year 1310, against the reconstruction 

of the kingdom of Arles, if kingdom it be.” They did not fail to impress 
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on the timid Clement V that their king would hold him responsible for 

this untoward creation. It was inevitable that the pi*oject should be 

silently dropped when the Pope declared that he refused his adhesion to 

it; moreover, the I'econciliation of Henry VII and King Robert was to 

remain in the realm of things unattainable. On the other hand, negotiators 

on both sides worked for several years to bring abi^ut an accoixl between 

Philip the Fair and the Emperor; this also came to nothing, and it seems 

highly probable that the policy pursued by the King of France on his 

eastern and south-eastern frontiers contributed no little to the failure. 

Philip the Fair had not hesitated to declare his opposition to the 

accession of an Angevin prince to the crown of Arles. Four years later, 

however, he was himself working to place this crown on the head of one of 

his own sons, probably the future Philip the Tall. Now, besides the 

opposition of the Angevins of Naples, the Dauphin of V^iennois, John II, 

and Amadeus V, Count of Savoy, forgot their rivalry to make common 

cause against this project. What l)ecame of it we do iu)t know. For 

Philip the Fair died the same year, and his ambitions vanishiKl with him. 

Ten years later, the kingdom of Arles became tlie object of a new 

st^heme, contrived once again for the /idvanbige not of the Angevins but 

of the Capetians of Fi*anc*e. The author of this scheme was no other than 

Henry's son, John of Luxemburg, the King of Bohemia. He hod one end 

in view, to win over the King of Franc^e, Charles the Fair, to the policy 

of restoring the house of Luxemburg to the iinfHU'ial throne, which at 

the moment was in dispute between the houses of Bavaria and Habsburg. 

To attain this end, it was necessary to give France something in rtdurii; 

and the proposal was to hand over the kingdom of Arles to Charle.s, 

Count of Valois, the brother of Philip the Fair and uncle of the I'eigning 

monarch. The misfortune was that this ingenious scheme encountered 

the opposition of Robert of Anjou, King of Naples and Count of Provence, 

in spite of the tie which linked hini.wuth Charles of Valois in the marriage 

of Charles' daughter with ('harles of Calabria, the heir-presumptive of 

Naples. The Angevin king would not renounce, even in Charles' favour, 

the hope so long entertainwl of acquiring the crown of Arles for himself 
and his line. 

A similar project was put forwaitl in once again on the initiative 

of John of Bohemia. The idea was to obtain the election of an Ein[)eror 

favourable to the house of Luxemburg in pla^'e of Ix*wis of Bavaria, and 

to establish for John a hereditary kingdom in Italy. In return for these 

advantages, which were of the greatest importance to the Luxemburgs, 

the imperial authority would invite the King of France, Philip of Valois, 

to undertake the government of the kingdom of Arles and Vienne; and 

assent to this had already been given by Duke Henry of Ix>w'er Bavaria, 

who was to be Emperor under the .scheme. The plan could only succeed 

provided that Lewis of Bavaria would bring himself to abdicate. From 

this course Lewis was dissuaded by certain powerful influences: first of 
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all, Michael of Cesena and his associates, the Spiritual Franciscans; 

secondly, King Robert of Naples, the head of a house of which several 

members professed a lively sympathy with this Franciscan sect; and, 

finally, the aged Cardinal Napoleon Orsini, whose body still lies in the 

lower basilica at Assisi, and who in his day played an important role in 

the politics of the time. Thus the second of John of Bohemia's schemes 

was ruined. 

These failures had not discouraged the ambition of the King of France; 

he had his eyes constantly fixed upon the rich domains of Burgundy and 

the valley of the Rhone. To bar the road to him, I^ewis of Bavaria, two 

years after the essays of John of Bohemia, tried to block Philip's policy 

by creating a King of Arles who would not be a Capetian. At that time 

Dauphine was governed by Humbert II, the last descendant of three lines 

to which this county had belonged in turn. He had been brought up at 

the brilliant court of Naples, and his imagination was filled with magnifi¬ 

cent dreams that could never come true; to Lewis of Bavaria he appeared 

to be just the man whose ardent ambition could be tempted. So he 

dispatched an embassy to offer him, in the name of the Empire, the 

crown of Arles and V'ienne. Humbert's pride was certainly flattered by 

this brilliant perspective; but, dreamer as he was, he could not fail to 

realise that he would encounter the energetic resistance of the powerful 

King of France. Besides, he had also to reckon with the determined 

opposition of Pope John XXII. The Popt* could not be expected to 

support a proje<’t for the creation of a kingdom put forward by a ruler 

who had been banned by the Church and wa.s in open I’evolt against its 

power. Guided by common prudence as well as by religious sentiments, 

the dauphin had to bring himself to decline the offer of Lewis of Bavaria. 

These numerous negotiations, the different authors of which aimed at 

settling at one sti'oke the fate of the kingdom of Arles, had continued 

for half a century without producing any Resultant advantage either to 

the French princes, the Angevin princes, or any other claimants. How¬ 

ever, in the coursi^ of the same periotl, the firm and persistent pressure of 

the policy of the Capetian kings on diffei'ent parts of the kingdom of 

Arles had brought some partial, but at the same time quite substantia], 

advantages to France, which promised a still more successful prospect for 

the future. 

In the last (jiiarter of the thirteenth century, the French monarchy, 

putting forward the claim that in making war on Anigon it was serving 

the cause of the Church, had obtained from the Holy See a tenth of the 

revenues of all benefices; and now, by a special favour, the Popes had 

assigned the French kings a tenth from various dioceses in the kingdom 

of Arles, though these were not dependent on the French Crown. It goes 

without saying that this favour was revoked during the quarrel of Boni¬ 

face VIII and Philip the Fair; but it remains a fact that for a certain 
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number of years, as far as the payment of tenths was concerned, the clergy 
of this region had been treated as French clergy. 

This assimilation Philip the Fair and his successors were only too 

anxious to push still farther, as can be seen from the way in which they 

acted with regard to the temporalities of certain bishoprics in the kingdom 

of Arles. The temporalities of the ai'chbishoprie of Lyons formed an 

important principality on which the city w^as dependent. To subordinate 

this to the royal authority was an aim that had long been pressed by 

French policy; as is well knOwn, Philip the Fair, assisted by the towns¬ 

folk of Lyons, laboured actively to this end, and succeeded, in 1312, in 

reaching the desired goal, though not without causing grave ill-feeling in 

the Church as well as in the Empire. Some years earlier, in 1305 and in 

1307, conventions made with the Bishops of Viviers gave the king an 

overriding influence in the domains of that bishopric; he fonncd a 

pariage^ or association, with the bishop, which in the nature of things 

meant that the royal authority w^as really dominant. On the other side 

of the Rhone there extended an ecclesiastical principality of considerable 

importance, the temporality of the Archbishop of V ienne. The king 

could certainly not lay hands on this domain; but he kept a close watch 

on it, and, in order to make his presence felt, Philip VI constructed opposite 

V^ienne at Sainte-Colombe one of those fortified bridge-heads which he 

regarded os so useful on the French bank of the Rhone. The clergy of 

Vienne well understood the intentions of their powerful neighlx)ur, and 
they were anything but pleased by them. 

It was not only the ecclesiastical temporalities that stirred the ambi¬ 

tion of the French monan'hy. At the end of the thirteenth century, 

Philip the Fair had acquired a dominance over the County of Burgundy 

(Franche Comte) which no local resistaiu*e could shake. By the marriage 

of his son, the future Philip the Tall, with the heiress to the county, a 

French dynasty was installed there to the great injury of imperial 

authority. Farther south, the French king had brought the Count of 

\ alentinois under his influence. Moreover, by skilfully making use of the 

traditional rivalry between the (’ount of Savoy and the Dauphin of 

Viennois, he had made his support necessary to one or other of them, 

according to circumstances, sometimes to both at once. The time came 

when the Dauphin Humbert II, haviug no direct heir and being hoj)e- 

lessly encuml>ered with financial difficulties, was prepared to sell his 

dominions. Philip of Valois, as is w^ell known, bought them from him 

and put in Humberts place the eldest son of the King of France, who 

was to take the title of dauphin without there being any actual change in 

the subordinate relation of Dauphine to the ruler of the Empire; although 

he belonged to the French royal house, the dauphin was to remain, in 
law, a prince of the Empire, 

Ihe negotiations for this cession of Dauphine were begun during the 

reign of Lewis of Bavaria, who was not consulted at all; they were 
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concluded during the first years of his successor, Charles IV of Bohemia, 

whose consent was similarly not asked for. There was nothing abnormal 
in such a procedure at this time. Charles IV was entirely disregarded in 

1S48 when Queen Joanna of Provence sold the imperial town of Avignon 

to the Holy See, and again in 1356 when the French dauphin and the 

Count of Savoy concluded a treaty which profoundly altered the 

territorial constitution of their respective States*. Meanwhile, in 1860, 
the county of Burgundy passed to a minor, Philip of Rouvres, who 

by his mother s second mairiage became the step-son of King John. 
Further, in the course of these years, the French king, having consolidated 

his position in Dauphine, tried by a similar arrangement to make himself 

master of Provence. This ambitious scheme was premature, it is true; 

but it was certainly the case that from this time, during the second half 

of the fourteenth century, theroyal government and especially its representa¬ 

tives in Dauphine, the governor and the delphinal council, worked 

assiduously to transfer the control of Provence from the Angevins of Naples 

to the French royal liousc. This was a scheme which must not be lost 

from sight if the history of the policy pursued by France in these regions 

is to Ixi properly elucidate<l. 

The situation in the kingdom of Arles during the early years of his 

reign could not fail to cause grave anxiety to the Emperor Charles IV. 

Undoubtedly he aimed at recovering the mra Imperii which were being 

seriously compromised by the encroachments, especially of France, but 

the (piestion was how this programme was to be realised. Charles was 

not possessed at all of the chivalrous traits which distinguished his father 

John of Bohemia, the hero of Crecy, and his grandfather Henry V II; his 

qualities were in the spheres of diplomacy and public business. Meticulous, 

suspicious, and at the same time cold and calculating by nature, he was 

endowed with consummate patience, which enabled him to leave to time 
the solution of many difiiculties. To make war on France on Ixdialf of 

the kingdom of Arles was jxrhaps in his mind; there is a sign of this in 

the pact he made in June 1348 with the King of England, Edward III, 

in which he stipulated to take no part in the struggle Ixtw een Fid w ard 
and Philip of Valois, unless he decided to enter into war with France 

pm iurUnis Imperil nostri. This eventuality was never realised: it was 

consonant neither with Charles’ owm character nor with his relations with 

the French rulers. 

Meanwhile, he renounced none of his claims to sovereignty over a con¬ 

siderable portion of ancient Gaul, and especially over the kingdom of 

* Amadeus VI, (ifreen ( oiint,” of Savoy ceded his lands in V’'iennois and the 
southern Lyonnais to the dauphin in exclmiige for Faucig’ny and (rex and the 
suzemiiity of (ienevois. "fhe rivers Hhone and (iiiiers l»eciinie the iKmndary, which 
lasted until 1601. Thus both States were consolidated, the dauphin obtaining all 
Viennois to the south and west of the two rivers, the (’onnt of Savoy lands to the 
north and east round the Lake of Geneva. 

^3 
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Arles. At the beginning of his reign he had manifested this intention 

by giving his uncle Baldwin, Archbishop of Treves, the function of acting 

as his representative, in the capacity of arch-chancellor of the kingdom, 

a title retained by the archbishops of Treves up to the seventeenth century. 

But these claims, which he affirmed at intervals and of which he some¬ 

times liked to make a show, were esj>ecially maintained by him in a 

diplomatic contest, at times somewhat stormy, with intervals of compara¬ 

tive calm, at times displayed in public acts which are as contradictmy 

as the tendencies which inspired them. The present writer has already 

attempted to disentangle the threads of this story, in a book published 

more than forty years agot A detailed account would exceed the limits 

of this chapter, and it must suffice to denote the main points which mark 

the conduct of the Emperor in relation to the kingdom of Arles. 

Charles viewed himself as being the legal embodiment of all secular 

sovereignty in the kingdom; it resulted that there were no rightful powers 

other than those emanating from the plenitude of jurisdiction possessed 

by him. In the secular world, apart from him, the princes could appeal 

only to claims that were ofXin to dispute; this was a defect in an age 

more keenly concerned than our own with the ideas of justice and right. 

It is not surprising, too, that on various occasions he refused to rt'cognise 

the validity of important acts which had bi'en carried through without 

his consent, such as the cession of Dauphinc or the treaty lxitw(?en the 

dauphin and Savoy in 1355. Nor is it surprising to Hnd a large numlx^r 

of charters issuing from his chancery to e<‘clesiastica! or lay nobles from 

whom he exacted homage, to religious establishments, or to towns in the 

kingdom, granting rights of jurisdiction, municipal organisation, coinage, 

fairs and markets, even the creation of universities. He never ceased to 

act as sovereign, and he used the language of his part when he claimtid 

feudal homage from rulers such as the Counts of Burgundy, Savoy, and 

Provence, the dauphin, or the holders of the great episcopal sees; he 

received it when they hod an interest in approaching the imperial court, 

or wished to regularise their position in the eyes of the law. His diplomas 

undoubtedly possessed, both for the grantor and for the rec'ipients, a 

moral and a legal interest; but the l>eneficiaries were experienci>d enough 

to know that the Emperor would not employ force to give them sanction. 

So numerous are the manifestations of this that if anyone were to cast 

a hasty glance over the register of Charles IV\s acts he might easily lx* 

led to imagine that the author of them enjoyed an undisputed authority 

in these parts. Two instances will l>e sufficient to illustrate the point. 

First of all, the imperial diet held at Metz in Decemlxr 1356, a few 

months after the battle of Poitiers. It was a brilliant gathering, and the 

Cardinal of P(^rigord was there to represent the Holy See. The great 

nobles thronged the court, bringing to the sovereign the unecjuivocal 

testimony of their obedienc*e. It was an event quite out of the common 

Le roymme d'Arlett et de Vienne I'aris, 18U1. 
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in the annals of the Empire when on 22 December 1366 the young 

Dauphin Charles, regent of France for his father John, who was a captive 

in English hands, presented himself at the gates of Metz to discharge his 

duties as a prince of the Empire. He entered the city escorted by a 

brilliant cavalcade; a period of festivities and negotiations commenced, 

in the course of which the dauphin decided to yield to the ruler of the 

Empire what his father John the previous year had hesitated to do. It 

was undoubtedly under the dauphin’s inHuence that the young Philip of 

Rouvrespaid to the Emperor’s representative the homage which had long 

been demanded for the county of Burgundy; while, for his part, the 

regent of France personally did homage to Charles IV for Dauphin^?, and 

obtained from him in exchange the investiture of this province and the 

confirmation of his privileges. 

Nine years later the Em{)eror gave a still more striking display of his 

rights over the kingdom. In 1365 he went to Provence to revive the 

solemn c^erernony of royal coronation which had lapsed for two centuries. 

The inhabitants of Geneva, of Savoy, and of Ilauphine gave him a 

magnificent reception en route, such as it w^as their duty to give to their 

acknowledged sovereign. After a stay with Pope Urban V at Avignon, 

w^here he met the Dukes of Berry and Anjou, he continued his journey 

and arrived at Arles surrounded by a numerous escort, including the Duke 

of Bourbon and ( x>unt Amadeus VI of Savoy. On 4 June, tlie basilica 

of St Trophimus witnessed for the Ijist time the splendours of this cere¬ 

mony, in which the Emperor received from Archbishop William de la 

Garde the royal crown of Arles and Vienne. Tliis journey was the 

occasion of numerous grants of privileges, which were bestowed upon 

prelates, lay nobles, and the new universities of Geneva and Orange; 

added to this w^is the creation by diploma of a special coinage. It seemed 

that Charles IV, in such circumstances, could perform all the functions 

necessary to display, at any rate in theory, his sovereignty over the 

kingdom. 

Nor did he limit himself to displays such as these. On several occasions 

in the course of his long reign he went farther and tried to make his 

authority more ix^al by delegating it. His metliod was to ci'eate imperial 

vic.ars, whom he instituted in the kingtiom of Arles as in other parts of his 

dominions, notably in Italy. In 1(349, at the moment when the Capetian 

dynasty had just acxiuiixKl Dauphints (’hark‘s, who bore this with an ill 

grace, appointed the Count of Valentinois as liis vicar in the kingdom; 

he delegatetl the supi'enie jurisdiction to him, and by the same act put 

him in a position transcending that of the bishops and great nobles who 

till then had been his peers. Ijiter, by virtue of various diplomas, the 

first of which is dated July 1356, Count Amadeus VI of Savoy, known 

as the ‘‘ Green Count,” was deputed, as vicar, to hold sovei'eign imperial 

rights not only in liis hereditary estates, but also in the dioceses of 

Lausanne, Sion, Geneva, Belley, Ivrea, Turin, and in various neighbouring 
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districts; it was as though the Emperor, by this act, was wishing to 

contribute to the formation of a vast territorial sovereignty in favour of 

the house of Savoy. At the end of this same year, 1356, on the occasion 

of the diet of Metz, Charles, the son of King John of France, obtained 

the same favour for the domains which he had acquired from the Dauphin 
Humbert II. 

Now the French monarchy had for a century been striving to expel 

foreign dynasties, including its kinsmen of Naples, from the kingdom of 

Arles and Vienne, with the clear intention of acquiring it for itself. The 

granting of the vicariate, which was common in the second half of the 

fourteenth century, seemed to members of the French government a 

means of realising the acquisition, while in appearances safeguarding im¬ 

perial sovereignty, which would thus liecome a mere outward show. In 

1355, before the diet of Metz, the dauphin’s council had claimed for him, 

not indeed the whole kingdom of Arles, but a delegation of imperial 

sovereignty over his own domains in Dauphine, over Vienne and its castles, 

over the counties of Provence, Forcalquier, Valentinois, and Genevois, over 

the temporalities of the churches of Valence, Die, Sion, Lausanne* and 

Geneva, and in addition the advocacy of several important monasteries 

in those parts. The diploma granted to the dauphin on the oc'casion of 

his journey to Metz, since it restricted the vicariate to Dauphine, was far 

from satisfactory to the extensive ambitions of the French government. 

Those who directed its policy, w'ith their characteristic tenacity, were 
later to take the project in hand again. 

In 1365, when Charles IV stopped at Grenoble on his way to Arles for 

the coronation, the governor who represented the king-dauphin Charies V 

had the task of requesting, on behalf of his master, from the Emperor a 

delegation very similar to that asked for ten years previously, but 

including also the marquessate of Saluzzo on the other side of the Alps. 

The negotiations that were begun on thi.s point came to nothing. Charles 

was evidently not prepared to make concessions of this character; they 

would have seriously compromised his relations with the Count of Savoy, 
whose vicariate, moreover, he revoked in 1366. 

It was a different story thiricen years later, when Charles IV, realising 

the dangers that threatened his dynasty after his death, wished to form 

a close tie with his relatives at the French court, and paid Charles V the 

famous visit which caused such agitation in the chanceries of the wc*stem 

kingdoms. The Emperor, who was a skilful negotiator, ceilainly neglected 

no means of winning the favour of his host. We do not know exactly the 

promises he obtained from Charles V, who was a ruler as discreet as 

himself. What we can say is that, in the matter of his own concessions 

to France, the Emperor held out expectations of his support against 

England, that he consented to recognise the Franco-Hungarian alliance, 

which was to be cemenU^d by the marriage of the king’s younger son 

Louis of Valois (later Louis of Orleans), with the heiress of Hungary 
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and finally, which is most to the purpose here, that he handed over to 

the French dauphin the vicariate of the whole kingdom of Arles with the 

exception of Savoy. 

This grant was made effective by various solemn diplomas issuing from 

the imperial chancery at Paris in January 1378. In the whole kingdom 

of Arles, from Franchc Corate to Provence, except the county of Savoy, 

the young dauphin, Charles, the eldest son of the King of France, received, 

with the title of Vicar of the Empire, the delegation of most of the 

attributes of sovereign power—supreme jurisdiction, the rights of pardon 

and amnesty, of declaring war, of exercising the ecclesiastical patronage 

and the feudal suzerainty of the Emperor, of coining money, of instituting 

tolls, fairs, and markets; in short, practically the sum total of regalian 

rights. All concessions were revoked which conflicted with the diploma 

conferring the vicariate for his lifetime on the young dauphin. 

Actually this grant did not produce throughout the whole kingdom of 

Arles the effect which the French court might perhaps have been led to 

imagine. But it wa<s effective in the Rhone region at any rate. The 

governor of Dauphine hoisted the standard of the vicar and, by virtue 

of the powers which he derived from the title conferred on his master, 

compelled the allodial lords, especially bishops who had previously relied 

on the immunities granted them by charter, to recognise the superior 

authority of the dauphin acting in the Emperors name; the Archbishop 

of \'ienne, the Bishop of Valence, the Count of Valentinois all discovered 

this to their cost. To resist with effect the encroachment of the delphinal 

government reejuired force that they could not muster; but others pos¬ 

sessed it and made use of it, for instance the regents of Provence for the 

children of Louis I of Anjou. 

Charles IV did not long survive his grant of the imperial vicariate to 

the French dauphin. His immediate successor, his son Wenceslas, and 

after him Rupert of the Palatinate, were too far off and too much occupied 

with other things; they seem to have paid little heed to the kingdom of 

Arles. It different with the Emperor Sigismund, another of Charles IV's 

sons. During the first part of his i^eign (which began in 1410), he 

displayed on several occasions, as his father had done, his claim to 

sovereignty. The journey he undertook at the end of 1415 to 

Perpignan to meet Pope Benedict XIII, whose abdication he wished to 

obtain, gave the j)eoples of the Rhone valley the opportunity once more 

to render the honours due to their lawful sovereign. He himself, like his 

father, was prodigal of grants and diplomas, among which may be men¬ 

tioned the one that raised Amadeus VIII, Count of Savoy, to the rank 

of duke*, and the confirmation of privileges to the towns of Valence and 

* With Amadeus VllI (1.391-1440). created first Duke of Savoy on 9 February 1416> 
and later the conciliar anti-Pope Felix V, the medieval evolution of the State of 
Savoy, bef^un by Humbert Whiteliands, was completed. The duke’s dominionii in 
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Vienne; further, he made the Bishop of Valence his vicar, and renewed 

the grant again in 14^6, The representatives of the King of France in 

Dauphine took offence at this. Sigismund certainly was at pains to appease 

them, for, on the occasion of his journey to Perpignan, he described him> 

self as the fen^ent friend of Charles VI. This friendsliip did not survive 

the visit of the Emperor, a few months later, to the English court, where 

the glories of Agincourt were still fresh. He made a rapid volte-face^ 

characteristic of his fickle temperament, and embraced an alliance with 

Henry V, becoming his warm pai tisan. He went so far as to form a plan 

to unite his forces with those of the victor of Agincourt, and to make 

France feel his strength, by taking from her the regions which he accaised 

her of having usurped from him. Of these regions he placed Dauphine 

in the forefront, claiming that the Empire had never ratified the agreement 

made between Philip of Valois and the Dauphin liunif>ert II; and he did 

not hide his intention of giving it, after he had won it back, to a prince 

of the English royal family. This design, which caused some unea.siness 

in France, was not to be put into execution; it was one of those fanciful 

ideas that one finds on so many pages of the history of the kingdom of 

Arles. 

I.Ater, influenced doubtless by the bVench \ ictories, Sigismund changed 

his point of view once more. The grant of the imperial vicariate had been 

limited to the lifetime of Charles V'"s eldest son, ( Imiies VI; so, on his 

Burgundy now consisted of Savoy proper (io\uh1 C’harnUery), Maurienne, Bugey, 
Bresse, Gex, Genevois (annexe<i finally in HO.*)), TaninUise, Faurigny, AosUi, 
("liablais and the Lower Valais, and the l*:iys de \'aud (fii>t entered by ( ount Peter 11 

in the thirteenth century), thus eiicinding the l^ike of (ieiieva and commanding the 
tliree Alpine passes of tlje Great ami Little St Heniani and the Mont ( enis. Only 
the city of (Jerieva was a real alien enclave nominally under its bishop. Entrenched 
solidly, as the Counts of Savoy had long been p;ijlially, in the we.stern Alps, the 
duke ruled in lUily, after the e.xtinction of the vass;il Princes of Achaia \ii 1418, the 
plain of Pie<lmont, including Turin and Ivrea, to which he added Wrcelli in 1427, 
and Tenda, leading to his Provem^al county of Nice on the Mediterranean; he was 

suzerain of the Marquesaate of Saluzzo, Thus, as once before in the eleventh century, 
the house of Savoy dominated the horderlandH (»f Burgundy and Italy from the Jura 
to the Mediterranean, and though still looking north as well hh south, its greatest 
opjmrtunities of expansion were in Italy. 

Tlii.s assemblage of fiefs and jurisdictions, gradually put together during four 
centuries, was already acquiring a certain unity aud central admirnstration. There 

were a ducal council and a Cour des Compter; Estates (General of the duchy w'ere 
occasionally summoned, as w^ell as local assemblies; Anmdcus V'lII, in this, too, a 
consolidator, is.sued the first General Statute of laws for his dominions in 14.'K). In 
local government the land wa.s divided into bailiwicks, subdivides! into castellanies. 

In short, Savoy had pa.ssed, like other similar princii>alities of the time, from the 
purely feudal to the monarchic sUge. It was the only indef>endent State in Burgundy, 

save one or two Swiss cantons and the princijAality of Orange, which emerged from 

the Middle Ages. Its ruler still hoped for expansion on all sides, but the growth of 

the French kingdom and the Swiss Confederation was already checking its ambitions 
north of the Alps, while its steady advance in Italy amid the warn of Lombardy was 
alrea^ly pointing the way to its future destiny. 
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death in 1422, it legally came to an end. Later on, it became known in 

the entourage of Charles VII that Sigismund was returning to his father’s 

policy and might be inclined to renew this grant in favour of France. 

The question whether there was any advantage from such an arrangement 

was divsciissed in the royal council and decided in the negative. The 

monarchy felt itself strong enough in the east and south-east of France to 

stand on its own feet. It was obvious that the imperial power was getting 

more and more feeble in those regions, and that it could cause no alarm 

to France. Another power was growing and needed to be watched with 

care, and if need be forcibly opposed, by the Valois kings, though in the 

meanwhile it served a useful purpose on the eastern frontiers by preventing 

any advance on the part of the Habsburg Emperors. This was Burgundy 

under its second ducal house, w'hich in the course of the fifteenth century 

came near to changing the whole future of the Capetian monarchy. ITie 

battle of Nancy (1477), as is well known, at one stroke put an end to the 

life of the “Grand Duke of the West,” and also to his ambitious schemes. 

Though his chief preoccupation wa.s to combat the policy of Charles 

the Bold, Ix)uis XI did not abandon the traditional designs of his pre- 

decessoi*s upon the kingdom of Arles. While still dauphin, he had retired 

into his Alpine domains, wishing to emancipate himself from his father’s 

control; ha\ing in consequence incurred the wrath of Charles MI, he had 

taken refuge in Flanders, leaving his principality to come under his father’s 

direct and absolute rule. When he bec’ame king, Louis did not dream of 

making Dauphine autonomousagain. As dauphin and a.s king,he completed 

the work Ix^gun bv his ancestors, and succeeded in finally establishing his 

suzeraint} over the Archbishop of V ienne and the Bishop of Gap, whose 

allodial position was transformed into one of vassalage. At the end of his 

ixugn, in 1481, he was able to acquire the jewel so long co\eted in vain— 

Provence; and from this lime its destiny was linked with that of France. 

Henceforward, the king was master of Lvons, of Dauphine, to which 

Valentinois had Ix'cn added in the fii'st half of the fifteenth centurv, of 

Vivarais, and of Provence; he kept a w^atch over Avignon from his fortress 

at Villeneuve; and so in the chief part of the kingdom of Arles he was un¬ 

questionably the dominant power. Savoy and the districts of French 

Sw itzerland rertainly remained independent, and for two centuries to come 

Franche ('omte avoidc*d the sovereignty of Franw. But the French king 

was master of the fertile valley of the Rhone, of Lyons, a commercial 

town of the first rank, and of the great port of Marseilles, which introduced 

French influenev into the Mediterranean. A splendid share had come to 

the kingdom of the fleui's-de-lis; this w^as the due reward of a far-seeing 

and patient policy, wl)ich made it possible to look forward to the future 

with confideiuv and with security. 



CHAPTER X 

THE LOW COUNTRIES 

The territories which it became customary to describe collectively at 

the end of the Middle Ages as the liOw Countries {Parte,h Advallemes^ 

Nederlanden) had not, in fact, any unity, whether geographical, linguistic, 

or political. Extending from the Ardennes to the shores of the North 

Sea, the area they covered included practically the whole of the basin of 

the Scheldt, as well as the basins of the lower and middle Meuse and the 

lower Rhine. The inhabitants, north of a line drawn from Dunkirk to 

Maestricht, were of Frisian and Frankish origin and spoke Germanic 

dialects; those south of this line, although containing a strong admixture 

of German elements resulting from the invasions of the Hfth century, had 

preserved a language which in its different forms, known usually by the 

generic name of Walloon, derived direc*tly from Latin. As a contrast to 

this horizontal division of the country l)etween the two languages, it was 

divided politically by a line nmning from north to south. The treaties 

of partition in the Carolingian age had in effect made the Scheldt the 

boundary between the kingdoms of France and Germany; to France was 

assigned the county of Flanders on the left bank of the river, to Germany 

the duchy of Ix)wer Lorraine on the right bank. So, looked at from every 

point of view, the Low Countries appeart^d esvsentially as a frontier- 

country ; the territory, the race, the language, and the suzerainty of France 

on the one side, of Germany on the other, were prolonged into it and 

came thus into juxtaposition. And henceforward in history the Ix)w 

Countries were destined to be subject to the constant influence of these 

two gieat States, though eventually they were to arrive at an indepc'ndent 

position of their own between them. 

Until the beginning of the twelfth century, the weakness of the French 

kings left the Counts of Flanders free to develop a feudal autonomy so 

complete that the suzerainty of the Crown there was reduced to a merely 

nominal prerogative. In the duchy of I/:)rraine, however, the power of 

the Emperors succeeded in preventing the higher nobility from throwing 

off the yoke which it was the duty of the Bishops of Liege, Utrex'ht, and 

Cambrai to maintain. But after the War of Investitures there was a 

complete reversal of the situation. Absorbed by the internal troubles of 

Germany and their duel with the Papacy, the Emperors paid no heed to 

the Low Countries; and the Lotharingian nobles took advantage of this 

to found in their turn solid feudal principalities, after the example and 

on the model of their neighbours of Flanders. So, by the side of the 

episcopal principalities of Liege, Cambrai, and Utrecht, created by the 
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Ottos in the tenth century to hold the lay nobles in leash, were formed 

the duchies of Brabant and Limburg, and the counties of Hainault, Namur, 

Luxemburg, and Holland-Zeeland. From that time their independence 

with regard to the Empire continued constantly to increase. liOrraine did 

not revolt against the Emperors; its interests were separate, and, while it 

continued to belong to them in law, it became foreign to them in practice. 

The troubles of the Great Interregnum (1254-73) completed the process 

of detachment, and to this Rudolf of Habsburg had perforce to submit. 

He dai‘ed not intervene when in 1288 Duke John I of Brabant by force 

of arms conquered the duchy of Limburg at the battle of Worringen; 

Limburg was henceforward to belong to the Brabancon dynasty. Eleven 

years later, in 1299, the helplessness of Germany was displayed in an 

even more deplorable light. In spite of the threats of Albert of Austria, 

Count John of Hainault (John of Avesnes) took possession of the counties 

of Holland and Zeeland, to which he claimed the succession; nor did he 

hesitate to march against Albert, who had advanced to Nimwegen but on 

the count's approach had to beat a hasty retreat. 

While German suzerainty was losing its hold over the Lotharingian 

nobles, French suzerainty, on the other hand, weighed more and more 

heavily upon the Count of Flanders. As the Capetian monarchy con¬ 

solidated its power, one of the clearest objectives of its policy was to com- 

{>el the obedience of its great vassal in the north, whose position became 

so hazardous tliat in self-defence he had recourse to the support of England. 

ITie first manifestation of this policy was the intervention of Louis VI in 

1127 in the question of the succession to Flanders after the murder of 

Charles the Good. Under Philip Augustus, Count Philip of Alsace 

(1157-91) was forced after a long war to suiTender to the Crown the 

territories which were from this time onwards to form the county of 

Artois. In 1214, Count Ferrand was involved in the disaster of Bouvines 

and taken prisoner on the field of battle; he was only released after sub¬ 

scribing to the treaty of Melun (5 April 1226), by which his obedience 

was assured. After him the Countesses Joanna (1202-44) and Margaret 

(1244-78) accepted a situation of which the French monarchy with its 

increasing prestige allowed no modification; by their submission they were 

assured of the goodwill of the king, who looked on them as useful agents 

of his policy and accorded them his protection against their enemies. 

During the long contest l)etween the houses of Avesnes and Dampierre, 

deriving from the two marriages of Countess Margaret and each claiming 

the succession, the Crown effectively supported the latter against its rived. 

And this support made Guy de Dampierre, who became Count of Flanders 

in 1278, an effective instniment of French expansion; from'that time the 

Capetian monarchy used every effort to bring the whole of the Low 

Countries under its hegemony. In vain did John of Avesnes in 1277 urge 

Rudolf of Habsburg to come to his rescue against Dampierre, who, thanks 

to France, was able to ridicule the “blunted sword of the Empire.'' In 
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fact, the house of Flanders owed the position which it was henceforward 

to enjoy to the obedience it shewed to its suzerain, whose designs it 

continued to favour. Through it the French monarchy extended its sphere 

of influence among the nobles on the right bank of the Scheldt, taking 

a hand in all their quarrels; and so completely did they submit to its 

interference that the moment seemed to be approaching when the 

l.iotharingian lands of the I^w Countries, which Germany no longer 

thought of defending, would be added to the territory of the French 

kingdom. 

That this annexation was prevented was due much more to social causes 

than to political. So, in order to comprehend the sequence of events, it 

is necessary at this point to envisage the phenomena to which the mar¬ 

vellous effervescence of town life had given rise, from the thirteenth century 

onwards, in the basins of the Meuse and the Scheldt. 

The geographical situation of the Ix)w Countries, which made them 

dependent on the political fluctuations of the two great States of Western 

Europe, had also the effect of arousing at an early date a powerful 

economic vitality. Having a natural outlet to the North Sea by three 

rivers provided with numerous navigable tributaries, they were possessed 

of a complete system of communications; owing to tliis, the commercial 

movement initiated by the voyages of the Scandinavian j)eoples at their 

natural terminus—the confluence of the Rhine, Meuse, and Scheldt— 

penetrated into the interior during the course of the tenth century. Thielt 

and Dorestad on the lower reaches of the Rhine ap})ear henceforwanl as 

trading points, and their influence was soon felt higher up the rivers. In 

the basin of the Scheldt it spread to Arras, Cambrai, Douai, Lille, Ypres, 

Ghent, Saint-Omer, and Bruges; up the Meuse, to Dinant, Huy, Liege, and 

Maestricht. In all these places a collection of merchants and craftsmen 

settled round the walls which had l)een constructed after the Norman 

invasions to serve as a refuge for the populace of the neighbourhood. To 

the old military bonrg there was thus attac!hed the new' bourg 

burguSy portus), which grew in size as the economic life became more 

intense; moreover, new needs and a way of life hitherto unknown demanded 

a profound transformation of law and institutions. Whether they liked 

it or no, the territorial princes were forced to allow to the newcomers a 

law conformable to the needs of the life they led. In the midst of a society 

founded exclusively on agriculture, these newcomers, depending solely 

on the far more complicated business of commerce and industry, formed 

a distinct social group; of neces.sity it had to receive a recognition as a 

legal group as well. This group is the bourgeoisuy a new’ class, which 

acquires a definitive legal status in the course of the twelfth century by 

means of charters obtained from the princes. At this point the trading 

bourgs which it had founded around the feudal bourg9 are transformed 

into towns; and in every town the municipal organisation was in the hands 

of the bourgeois who had taken up their residence within it. 
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Not merely for the official recognition of the bourgeoisie does the twelfth 

century mark an epoch in the history of the Low Counti ies; it was in this 

century too that they acquired the essentially urban character which they 

havepreserved to the present day. Nowhere,saveonly inthe Lombard plain, 

were the towns so numerous, so populous, or so active. While the earliest 

commercial centres continued to expand, new ones were founded; in 

Brabant, the towns of Louvain, Brussels, and Antwerp began to rival the 

Flemish towns. Tow^i law was accorded to a number of lesser localities, 

which received from the princes the grant of charters imitated from those 

of their more important neighbours. And this fecundity of urban life has 

its explanation in the increasing intensity of the economic movement, of 

which the bourgeoisk was the instrument. 

In order to explain this remarkable progress, it must be noted that it 

was the collabomtion of industry with commerce that made it possible. 

The Countrie.s enjoyed this extraordinary prosperity, not merely 

because they possesse<l means of communication and transit, but also, and 

perhaps mainly, l>ecau.s(‘ they were the seat of a busy industrial pro¬ 

ductivity, Siiu‘e Roman times, the metal industry had been extensively 

pursued in the valley of the Meuse and the woollen industry in the bausin 

of the Scheldt. The invasions of the Northmen and the disorders of the 

ninth century had brought them to decay but not to total extinction. 

I'hey weixi develo|>ed anew as soon as the re-birth of commerce gave them 

a fresh impulse. In the eleventh century the copper industry revived at 

Huy and at Dinant, and at the same time the woollen industry revived 

in Flanders. Concentrated in the growing towns, these crafts, thanks to 

the commercial stream w hich they fed with their products, at once played 

the part of exporting industrie.s. They w ere concerned not only with the 

home market but w ith the foreign market as well, and their possibilities of 

expaiision l>ecame henceforwanl unbounded. The merchants carried these 

prtKlucts abroad and returned w ith the raw' material. From the beginning 

of the eleventh century the Flemings sold their cloth at London and 

funiished themselves there with wool; while from the Ix^ginning of the 

twelfth century the Dinant merchants went to the mines of Goslar to 

obtain their supplies of copjKT. 

By supplying foreign merchants with goods which soon enjoyed a 

universal reputation for excellence, the craftsmen of the Low Countries 

had a large share in attracting the merchants thither. The cloth of 

Flandei'S, and s(K)n too that of Brabant, bc^came a principal featui'e in the 

export tnide, which increa.sed w ith the increasing expansion of commercial 

activitv in Europe. In the coui*se of the twelfth century the port of Genoa 

providtxl a centre for its distribution in the Mtxliterranean, while in the 

North it w'iis carried on shipboiinl along the coa.sts of the North Sea and 

the Baltic as far as the fail's of Novgorod. In the fairs of Champagne it 

formed one of the princifml objects of barter and of credit transactions 

between the merchants of Italy and of the Low Countries. In England 
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the combined traffic in cloth and wool attained such proportions that it 

gave rise to the formation of the Flemish hama of I^ndon, in which some 

fifteen towns of the county of Flandei*s participated. Bruges, where vessels 

were assured of an abundant supply of cloth for their homeward freight, 

took the place of the older markets of Thielt and Dorestad, and in the 

twelfth century became the chief port in the country. By about 1180 its 

busy traffic made it the commercial pivot of the Low Countries, while, in 

the thirteenth century, owing to colonies of Italians, Germans, Bretons, 

and Spaniards settled there, it became the chief centre of international 

commerce in the north of Europe. Along the gulf of Zwyn new quays 

were built to accommodate the vessels which owing to their increased 

tonnage could no longer reach the town itself; thus Damme was founded 

about 1180, and in the thirteenth century Hoeke, Monnikerede, and 

finally Sluys. 

The imposing economic development of Flanders, of Brabant and certain 
parts of Hainault (Touniai, Valenciennes), of the district of Liege (Liege, 

Huy, Dinant, Maestricht), and of Holland (Utrecht, Dordrecht) had 

the effect not only of conferring an extmordinary influence and importance 

on the bonrgeolne^ but also of giving rise to social phenomena of the 

greatest consequence. The practical effect of industries (the cloth and 

metal industries) which received their particular stimulus from the export 

trade was to produce on the one hand a numerous class of rich merchants, 

on the other a far more numerous class of workmen. Quite unlike most 

towns in the Middle Ages, in which the urban industries had as a general 

rule no outlet other than the local market, production in these towns 

depended on the boundless possibilities of the international market, with 

the result of a continual increase in the numbers of those who were engaged 

in it. In Flanders, in contrast to the smaller crafts—of bakers, smiths, 

butchers, and the like—each of which contained only a few dozen in¬ 

dividuals, the gilds of fullers and weavers comprised some thousands of 

members. It has been computed that, in the middle of the fourteenth 

century, the numbers of the weavers alone at Ghent amounted at least to 

4,500,80 that we may infer that some 15,000 persons in all were dependent 

upon their labours. But, besides the w eavers, there are the fullers, shear¬ 

men, dyers, and others to be taken into account; they were equally 

concerned in the making of cloth, and it can hardly be an over-estimate 

to assess the numbers of this group 6L3 at least of ec|ual importance. The 

conclusion, then, is that in this town alone, in which the population at 

this date cannot have exceeded 50,000, some sixty per cent, of the whole, 

say 30,000 persons, depended for their livelihood on the great cloth-making 

industry. The state of affairs is analogous to that in a manufacturing 

town of the present day; it is evident that conditions which appear to us 

to be peculiarly modern were already in existence during the Middle Ages 

in the industrial centres of Belgium. From the thirteenth to the fifteenth 

century they frequently experienced all the hardships resulting from a 
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stoppage of work. This might simply be caused by war or by some inter¬ 

ruption in trade which prevented the arrival of wool or the exportation 

of cloth. But there was a more frequent cause in the inevitable conflicts 

which arose from the clash of opposing interests between the capitalist 

merchants and the wage-earning workmen whom they employed. 

The craftsmen in the cloth industry differed in essentials from the normal 

craftsmen in the Middle Ages. They were not, in fact, petty independent 

masters, purchasing themselves in small quantities the raw material that 

they required and selling to their clients the manufactured article. 

In this industry the raw material, wool, was bought wholesale by the 

merchants at the fairs in England; the same merchants distributed it 

throughout the small workrooms of weavers, fullers etc., and it came back 

to them as textiles all ready to be sold to the foieign buyers. So the 

relations of the cloth merchants with the workers in cloth were i*emarkably 

similar to those of a large-scale employer dealing with home workers. The 

craftsmen lacked economic independence; or, to put it better, the workers 

in the cloth industry should be described as wage-earners rather than as 

craftsmen. In these conditions it was inevitable that the question of wages 

should soon arise l>etween employers and employed. And it was even more 

obviously necessary that this must happen, Ijecause in all the towns the 

municipal authority was in the hands of the wealthy bourgeoisie^ the class 

to which the wool and cloth merchants belonged. As they possessed the 

power, they used it natumlly for their ow'u advantage. The whole industrial 

orgfinisation was contrived so as to bring rigidly under their control not 

merely the technical details of the industry, but all the activities and the 

pay of the corporations in which the various professions concerned with 

the making of cloth were grouj)ed. 

So it is not surprising to note grave symptoms of social unrest ap¬ 

pearing in all the centres of this gi-eiit industry in the middle of the 

thirteenth century. Already, in 1245, the ^xhevim of Douai had inter¬ 

vened to priivent the formation of takehans,'’’' that is to say, of strikes. 

At Ghent in 1274, the weavers and fund's, following on an attempt at 

revolt, left the town in large numbers, to seek refuge in the towns of 

Bral>ant; but there the on the request of their Ghent colleagues, 

promised not to admit them. In 1280 a general movement of insurrection 

of the “lesser folk"” against the “great folk*” convulst^d all the leading 

communes of Flandere, and also Touniai and Valenciennes, At Dinant 

the coppersn)iths, whose economic position was exactly similar to that of 

the cloth workers, rose in o[)en revolt in 1255. 

The princes could not remain indifferent to disturbances which com¬ 

promised so seriously the public peiu*e. They were by no means sorry to 

see the haughty patricians, who by their inclinations towaixls independence 

had already aroused the uneasiness of their overlords, exposed to attacks 

which must perforce reduc'e their strength. In Brabant, the upper 

bourgeoisie obtained protection from the duke, and repaid it with a 
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steadfeist loyalty. But in Hainault and Flanders, the counts shewed 

themselves disposed to defend the malcontents against the very real 

abuses from which they suffered. Guy de Darnpierre took advantage of 

the circumstanc^es to add to his princely prerogatives at the expense of 

the plutocratic h'hevimywXxo were openly defying him and by their policy 

were tending to transform the towns into municipal republics. To thwart 

his efforts and to preserve their oligarchic authority, threatened by count 

and commons alike, they applied to a protector who was by no means 

averse to lend his aid, the new King of France, Philip the Fair. 

Nothing could have been more tempting for this sovereign, who was 

bent on curbing the great vassals under his royal sway, than to have this 

opportunity both of weakening and of humiliating the powerful Count 

of Flanders. The favour with wliich the CVown for half a century had 

rewarded the submissiveness of the house of Flanders, and fi*om which 

that house had reaped such great advantage, gave place heru'efortli to 

the openly avow^id aim of bringing the coinital independence to an end. 

In 1287 the king, at the urgent request of the khevins of Ghent, sent 

them a ‘‘sergent,"" who was instructed to place them under the direct 

authority of the king; and he hoisted the royal banner on the town 

belfry. Similar “guardians'’ were jdaced in charge of Bruges and Douai, 

and the baiUi of Vermandois extended his spliere of control to include 

Flanders. In fact, the government of the count was at the mercy of his 

suzerain's pleasure. All who wished to resist his authority knew that they 

could now count on the approbation of the king. 

The brutal treatment of Guv de Darnpierre by Philip the Fair uas 

not only induced by the wish to make tht‘ C’oiini of Flanders closidy 

subr)rdinate to the monarchy, but also by tin* desire to secure the county 

as a base for milibiry operations; hostilities lK*tween France and England, 

of which there had bwn a ces.sation since the time of St l.ouis, were at 

the end of the thirteenth century on the ])oint of breaking out again. In 

his dangerous position, the idea of gaining the favour of Edward I must 

have presented itself to the mind of the count. Since 1293 he had been 

in secret negotiations with Edward, and in the next year he Ikitrothed 

his daughter Philippa to the King of Englands eldest sou. Immediately 

the hand of Philip the Fair fell upon him ; he was matle prisoner and sent 

to the Louvre, and he only I'egained his freedom by handing over Pliilippa 

to his suzerain. Henceforward his position was untenable. I'he patric'ians 

of the towns, to whom the populace gave the name of Leliaertx {\\\q. party 

of the deurs de lis), defied him openly, since they knew that he was under 

the king’s suspicion. The king for his pirt allied himself witli Guv’s 

ancient foes, Count Florence of Holland and the Count of Hainault, John 

of Avesnes, whose house had l>een treated as an enemy by Franc*e until 

then. Feeling himself lost, the Flemish count decided to break with his 

suzerain, accusing him of violating the protection due to him as a vas.sal. 

He openly championed the party of the craftsmen agaijist the jiatricians, 
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and on 2 February 1297 made a formal alliance with the King of England, 

who promised to come to liis help and not to make peace without his 

concuiTence. 

It was then too late, however. Deserted by the towns, which were 

under the control of the Leliajeri»^ and by the majority of the nobles, 

Guy could not hope to face the army which Philip led into Flanders in 

the following June. By September it had occupied the greater part of 

the county. Edward, who had just landed at Bruges, came to terms instead 

of fighting (October 1297), and then returned to England. His truce with 

Philip, which was to last until 6 January IBOO, was soon turned into a 

definitive peace (19 »fune 1299), in which, in spite of IMward's pi*omise, 

the Count of Flanders was not included. From that time the old count 

was helpless against his suzerain and was also exposed both from north 

and south to the attacks of John of Avesnes, who by inheritance had 

added the county of Holland to his county of Hainault; his fate was 

therefore a foregone conclusion. A second French expedition occupied 

Flanders without encountering any serious resistance. In May 1300 the 

count surrendeivd to C’harles of Valois, and Philip, who refused to admit 

him to his pre.sence, assigned os his prison the c^istle of Compiegne. 

The king's pur}>ose st^emed to have l^een attained. Flanders lost its 

feudal autonomy, and as a result of its conquest sank to the position of 

a dependancy of the n)val domain. Philip came to visit it in great pomp 

in May 1301, and, {jeiiding the promulgation of a decision as to its 

ultimate destiny, plac'cd Jaetjues de Chatillon in charge as lieutenant- 

governor. 

If the French occupation was greeted with enthusiasm by the patrician 

whose dominance was thereby guai*antetai, for this very re,ason 

tlie workei*s in the cloth industry, on whom the yoke of the masters 

weighed more heavily than ever, w^ere driven to despair. The catastrophe 

which had befallel^ the house of Dainpierre fell on them too; and the 

King of France, allied to their enemies and to their count's enemies, was 

doubly hateful to them. Moreover, from their retreat abroad, the sons 

of (luy were entering into seiTet correspondenee with the leaders of the 

popular [)arty. So the ‘Vommune" identified its cause with that of the 

dyntislv, and against the royal fieur de lys, the badge of the patricians, 

they adopted the black lion of the counts banner. The Clamcaerts (the 

party of t}>e lion's claw) and the l^liaeris confronted one another in a 

confiict which aiose out of the s«)cial barriers l>etween them, but which 

was transformed by circumstances into a political and national struggle. 

By the strangest of accidents the democratic movement of the workers 

championed the cause of feudal legitimacy. 

The bitterness of party feeling, manifested first in rioting, was to result 

in an explosion. The hatred against the French was intensified by the 

arrogant behaviour of the mercenary soldiers of Chatillon and by the 

difference of their s{>eech from the Flemish dialect. In the night of 17-18 
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May 1802, when the governor had come to Bruges to punish a revolt 

there, the people i*ose, massacred tlie soldiery as well as A large number 

of patricians, and gained possession of the town. 
This insurrection, known to modem historianis ns the “Matins of 

Bruges,’’ was the culmination of the agitati^^n fomented by a popular 

leader, the weaver Peter de Coninck, wbio’nad already been for some time 

in communication with William of Jq/H^rs, the young nephew of Guy de 

Dampierre. It was the signal for a gi^neral rising in the whole of northern 

Flanders, in which not only the worJamen and the lower bourgeoisie in the 

towns took part, but also the p^iosants of the coastal region, where the 

nobles had unwisely taken advan'xage of the French occupation to oppress 

them. Ghent alone remained ira the hands of the patricians. The popular 

confidence reached its height/when first William of Juliers and then Guy 

of Namur, one of Guy de ^ampierre’s sons, arrived to take the lead in 

the insurrection and to slvare the general danger. 

It was to be expected that the king would avenge without delay the 

outrageous affront wh^h had been inflicted upon him. His army was 

composed of Genoes^ mercenaries and of a numerous body of knights 

reinforced by contiiVgents from John of Avesnes; it seemed that it must 

inevitably crush aiy resistance. On 11 July 1S02 it met the Flemish troopvS 

before the wallsyof Courtrai. The weavers and fullers of Bruges formed 

the nucleus of wese troops, and added to them were the craftsmen of the 

lesser gilds, tbw inhabitants of the smaller towns, and the peasants of the 

neighbourhood. They were improvised troops, but they were inspired by 

blind hatr^ of the enemy, whose victory would have forced them again 

under tlyfe yoke which they had jast shaken oft'. In addition, the young 

princes/who were in command had disposed them very skilfully behind 

trencbf^. Victory was finally assured them by the overweening pride of 

th^ French knights; these, anticipating an easy success, made a reckless 

cjtdarge which broke on the stout pikes of the Flemings. It was a victory 

which astounded Europe, and which caused the double triumph of Clauw- 

aerts over Leliderts and of the Flemish dynasty over the King of 

France, 

The results of the battle of Courtrai were hardly less important than 

those of the battle of Bouvines a century before, which they directly 

reversed. Bouvines had been the commencement of the uninterrupted 

progress of the French monarchy in Flanders, and by means of Flanders 

in the whole of the Low Countries; Courtrai brought this development 

to an end. Certainly Philip the Fair could not tamely submit to the 

disaster which had just shaken his prestige. But he found himself now 

confronted by a popular resistance, the more formidable because the 

people had acquired self-confidence. In 1303, after an expedition which 

had no result, he concluded a truce and had to resign himself to the 

return of the aged Guy de Dampierre into his county. A fresh campaign, 

in 1804, only result^ in the indecisive battle of Mons-en-Pevye 
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(18 August). Robert of B^thune, who had just succeeded his father, 

consented to the peace of Athis-sur-Orge in June 1805, in order to be 

reconciled with his suzerain; but it could not be made effective owing to 
the indignation which it aroused among the people. On the death of 

Philip the Fair, war was resumed, but Louis X failed in a fresh attempt 

to occupy Flanders (1315). After five years of latent hostility, his suc¬ 

cessor, Philip the Tall, at last concluded a definitive peace at Paris on 
5 May 1320 with the adversary whom he could not conquer. The count 

surrendered to the Crown all his Walloon lands, that is to say the dis¬ 

tricts of Lille, Douai, and Orchies; in return for this sacrifice he recovered 

the rest of his fief. The protracted effort of the monarchy to absorb 

Flandei’s had only resulted therefore in the acquisition of a portion of 

the territory. It abandoned the annexation of the Germanic region in 

the north, where a territory quite modest in size acquired a wholly dis¬ 

proportionate influence and wealth owing to the international port of 

Bruges and the two great manufacturing towns of Ypres and Ghent. 

The peace of 1320 was a political peace only; it did not restore social 

peace within the country. The two parties did not come to terms. The 

patricians, deprived of power by the dominance of the popular movement, 

which had everywhere been favoured by the recent course of events, were 

bent on recovering their authority. In all the towns a struggle, concealed 

or avowed, kept rich and poor at daggers drawn. This unrest wm in¬ 

creased by the rivalries which were revealed in the heart of the industrial 

population among the workmen's corporations, the control of which w^as 

disputed betw'een the w^eavers and the fullers. Between the towns them¬ 

selves the chish of interests and above all the diffei'ences in their govern¬ 

ments, according as Lcliaerts or Clauwcurris were in power, produced 

perpetual disturlmnces. Finally, in the agricultural districts near the 

coast, inhabited by a peasantry which had obtained very advantageous 

conditions from charters granted in the thirteenth century, and which 

had taken an active part in the >var, ill-feeling had been dangerously 

aroused by the return of the nobles who had been driven out during the 

recent events. And then, in addition to all this, there was the burden of 

a heavy indemnity to the King of France, by the terms of the peace of 

1320. 

Ghent took a line of its own. There the patricians had regained the 

government, and they tried to make Bruges the scapegoat, accusing it of 

being alone responsible for the rising against Philip the Fair. 

Affairs reached a crisis in 1323, when the popular party at Bruges 

broke into open revolt against the new count, Louis of Nevers; he was 

suspected of being a mere tool of King Charles IV, w hose niece he had 

marrietl, and consequently of favouring the party of the l^luierts. This 

was the starting-point of a civil war which threw' Flanders into confusion 

for five years, and in iU atrocity revealed the intensity of social hatred 

which had for so long been brewing. The country was divided into two 

-4 
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camps: on the one side, the craftsmen of Bruges, who were joined by 

their Ypres colleagues, by the smaller towns of western Flanders, and 

also by the peasants of maritime Flanders; on the other, Ghent, the 

rallying-point of the LeliaertH^ was allied with the nobles and the count. 

In the maritime districts, the brutalities of the peasant mobs reached 

incredible heights of cruelty. Nobles and rich men were forced to put 

their own relatives to death under the eyes of the mob. The Church 

itself was threatened: priests had to take to flight or else were forced to 

say Mass in spite of the interdict laid on the country by the bishops. 

The count was siirprist'd by the rebels at Courtrai and handed over to 

the people of Bruges; by them he was compelled to surrender the govern¬ 

ment to his uncle Robert of Cassel, a dangerous intriguer, who pretended 

to support the revolt in the hope of deposing his nephew'. 

No sooner was Louis at liberty again than he begged the new King of 

France, Philip of Valois, to grant him the protection due from a suzerain 

to his vajssal. His request could not l)e refused; and it was a gr(*at satis¬ 

faction for the Crown to have the grandson of Rol^ert of BtHhune soliciting 

its support. The king knew, besides, that the burgomaster of Bruges had 

just offered Edward III to I’^cognise his claims to the throne of France 

and to accept him as the lawful sovereign of Flanders. Philip himself 

took the field at the head of his troops. On 23 August 1328 thev met 

on the slopes of Mt Cassel bands collected from the c/ustf llanies of Fumes, 

Bergues, Bourbourg, Cassel, and Bailleul, ]e<l by a peasaiit ol‘ Lampernesse, 

Peter Zannekiin The battle was shoii but bl(K>dy. It ended in a massacre 

of the untrained bands, who were incapable of mananivring and were 

broken !)y the charges of the French knights. The disaster of Couiirai 

w'as avenged, and the self-confidence the rebels had acquired was im¬ 

mediately dissipated. Bruges and Ypres opened their gates to the con¬ 

queror without resistance. The burgoina.ster of Bruges was taken to Paris, 

and there drawn and quartered. As for the count, his vengeance was on 

a par with his rancour. He confiscated all the chaii;ers and privileges of 

the rebel towns and castellanies, and condemned Binges and Ypres to 

the demolition of their rampart.s, the exile of the most guilty of their 

citizens, and the payment to him of an annual tribute in perpetuity. 

It might seem strange that the King of France did not take advantage 

of his victory once more to break down the niitonomy of Flanders. It is 

well-known, however, that, since the death of Philip the Fair, the power 

of the monarchy had considerably weakened; above all, the imminence 

of a fresh conflict with England prevented the Crown from undertaking 

an enterprise which would have dissipated its forces. Philip was convinced, 

besides, and rigVitly so, that by the service he had just rendered to Louis 

of Novel's he had secured the count’s loyalty and ol>edience. Siuii grati¬ 

tude, in fact, did liOuis henceforth display that it extended even to the 

sacrifice of his own life. In the diplomatic campaign which Edward III 

inaugumted in the Low' Coiintrie.s to gain allies, before launching the 
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Hundred Years' War» the count refused, with an obstinacy that was as 

creditable to his cliaracter as it was disastrous to his people's interests, to 

listen to any suggestions that he should take sides against his suzerain 

and saviour. 

In the same year as the battle of Cassel, Edward III maiTied at York 

the princess Pliilippa, daughter of William I of Avesnes, Count of 

Hainault and Holland. This marriage was the reward for the assistance 

given by the count to Edward in 1326, when he put at his disposal the 

splendid chivalry of Hainault for his use in the war against his father; 

and William became in consec|uence the king's right-hand man in the 

Ix)w Countries. It was through his mediation, powerfully seconded by 

the bait of English gold, that the Duke of Brabant broke oft’ the alliance 

he had recently concluded with Philip of Valois and promised his adhesion 

to Edward. The collaboration of the Count of Flanders, the master of 

Bruges and the North Sea coast, would Iwive been much more valuable 

from the military point of view; but neither to solicitations nor to 

promises would Louis of Nevers pay any heed. Edward then resolved to 

employ a metliod which had already more than once brought success to 

his predecessors in their conflicts with Flanders: he jirohibited the ex¬ 

portation of wool to that country. T'his struck a blow at the heart of the 

cloth industry, and a terrible crisis broke out in the towns. Enforced 

stoppage of work brought ruin to the merchants and starvation to the 

working classes. Since the regular entry into the country of the raw 

niatcTial was a necessity of existence, the needs of the public welfare 

obviously dictated a rapjyrochement with Edward, who alone could bring 

back its prosperity. In this all parties w^ere in agreement; patricians and 

people alike condemned the policy of the count, who was sacrificing his 

subjects to his loyalty to the King of France. Ghent, which had defended 

the cause of Louis in the previous crisis, was now the fii^st to abandon 

him. Under the pressure of nec*essity, the lx)urgcomc organised in the 

town an administration of Public Weal entrusted to the charge of five 

captains (hooftrnanmn) and the deans of the w^eavei's, the fullers, and the 

lesser crafts, d'he captain of the parish of Saint-Jean, James van Artevelde, 

was by common consent -placed at the head of this organisation, over 

which he soon accpiired the preponderating influence of an actual 

dictator. 

d'his man, the most celebrated of the burgher politicians who are so 

numerous in Belgian history, came into power solely in order to put an 

end to the crisis w hich was racking his fellow-countrymen. Very different 

from the demagogues who have pi'eviously been mentioned, he lielonged 

to a patrician family, and his power can onlv be explained by the common 

catastrophe which, falling alike upon rich and upon poor, had for the 

moment w elded them together. He w as able to act in the name of them 

all, and that prolmbly accounts for the confidence he received immediately 

from Edward III. In 1337, ignoring the impotent rage of the count, he 
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entered into negotiations with Edward, and obtained from him the re¬ 

entry of the wool. This first success won all Flanders to his policy. Ghent, 

whei-e he was supreme, was, until his death, itself supreme over the towns 

as a whole. The pi’estige he enjoyed proved to be so irresistible that even 

the King of France was prepared to rect)gni8e the neutrality of Flanders 

during the war, provided the King of England would do the same. But, 

in the great conflict which had just broken out between the two Crowns, 

neutrality was impossible. From Antwerp, where he had landed in July 

1338, Edward directed all his efforts to draw the Flemings into an alliance 

with him. If they had no part, however, in the ineffectual expedition 

which he launched against France in October 1339, they were .soon 

obliged to take the decisive step. The flight of the count, who had taken 

refuge in France to escape from the tutelage of Ghent and Artevelde, 

facilitated events; besides, Artevelde could not hesitate long about 

declaring openly for Edward, whose support made his own influence 

secure. On 26 January 1340 he had him recognised at Ghent, by the 

delegates of the three great towns of Flandei-s, as the lawful heir of 

St I^uis and the true King of France. 

The effect of so striking an insult to Philip of Valois did not correspond 

with the expectations of Artevelde and his supporters. The siege of 

Toumai (July-Septeml)er 1340), to which the Flemings sent contingents 

to a.ssist the troops of Edward, resulted in a check, and soon afterwards 

hostilities were suspended by the truce of Esplechin. When they were 

resumed in October 1342, the scene shifted to Normandy. Edward was 

not to appear again in Flanders, where his presence was indispensable if 

the ascendancy of Artevelde was to be maintained. For prosperity had 

retunied with the wool, and the temporary harmony, which had been 

the result of the common distress, gave place again to internal dissensions. 

The greater towns profited by the count’s absence to oppress the smaller 

and to ruin their industry; while Ypres and Bruges endured with im¬ 

patience the hegemony of Ghent. In Ghent itself, the powerful craft of 

the weavers aimed at getting the control of affairs and upsetting to its 

own advantage the equilibrium established in 1338 among the various 

groups of the population. On 2 May 1345, an open stniggle broke out 

between them and the fullei’s, who were cut to pieces. From that time 

the fall of Artevelde was certain. His patrician rank made him suspect 

to the victorious faction, and only the intervention of the English king 

could have saved him. But Edw^ard could not abandon his military designs 

for the sake of Artevelde; all that he would grant him was a rapid inter¬ 

view at the port of Sluys. On his return to Ghent, about 22 July, the 

celebrated tribune perished in the course of a riot stirred up by his ad¬ 

versaries. In the following year Louis of Nevers also met his death on the 

battlefield of Cr^y (26 August 1346). 

The weavers’ party, since the death of Artevelde in possession of Ghent, 

strove to obtain the mastery in all the towns, and so provoked a fresh 
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civil war. Under the lead of its mortal enemies, the fullers, there was a 
rising in every town against the extreme form of democratic goveniment 
which it aim^ at introducing everywhere. At Ypres and at Bruges the 
people massacred the weavers, and appealed to the young Louis de Maele, 
who had just succeeded to the county by the death of his father. On 
13 January 1349 the capture of Ghent, the last refuge of the weavers, 
brought the whole of Flanders under his authority. 

The fate of his father would have been sufficient to deter Louis de Maele 
from following his example, and his ambitious and practical mind fully 
realised the danger. It was evident that the power of the towns made it 
impossible to govern Flanders contrary to their interests. The problem 
consisted, then, in avoiding a fresh rupture with England without at the 
same time openly violating the feudal obligations by which the count was 
bound in his capacity as vassal of the French king. Over a long period 
I..ouis was able, with a reasonable measure of success, to preserve a balance 
between the two sovereigns, so that, though neither of them trusted him, 
they both had to keep on terms with him. It was the more important 
for them to avoid a breach, since the succession of his mother to the 
county of Artois and the county of Burgundy (Franche Comte) in 1361 
guaranteed to him at no distant date a territorial power such as none 
of his ancestors had possessed. In 1351 the question had been raised of 
the marriage of his daughter and sole heiress to an English prince, and 
later of a fresh betrothal, when her hand was promised to a French prince. 
But the unexpected death of the latter caused negotiations to be reopened 
which would have rt^^ulted in her marriage with Edmund, Earl of Cam¬ 
bridge, had not the King of France, Charles V, put forward a counter¬ 
proposal still more flattering to Louis'* ambitions. Ac4‘ordingly, in 1369, 
Margaret of Flanders married the king’s own brother, Philip the Bold, 
Duke of Burgundy. The marriage-settlement (‘ontracted for the retuni 
to the county of Flanders of the territories of Lille, Douai, and Orchies, 
which had been separated from it in 1320\ This, however, did not pre¬ 
vent I^>uis from making a new move towards England, and he soon 
l)ecame regarded as openly on its side. He was, however, like his father 
and for the same reasons, to be forced to appear as a suppliant at the 
French CouiL 

The weavers'* party, beaten in 1349, was not long in recovering its 
position. The rise in the cost of living, which had been the sequel to 
the Black Death everywhere in Europe, had caused the spread of mystical 
tendencies, imbued with communistic aspirations, which added new ele¬ 
ments to the existing social discontent. The contrast between rich and 
poor was emphasised more violently than l)efore and rekindled the old 
hatreds. The weavers did not fail to turn this to immediate account. 
In opp^isition to ‘‘the Good'** (Goeden)—the capitalist and conservative 

* By a secret agreement Philip the Bold was to return these territories on his 
succession to Flanders—a promise he did not carry out. See ftupra, Vol. vii, p. 371. 
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bourgeoisie—they put themselves at the head of “the Bad'' {Kzvadien)^ 

the name given by contemporary writers to that section of the people 

which was inspired by vague aspirations after social reform. The (count's 

authority formed a natuml mllying-point for all those who were frightened 

by such ideas, and it became the more hateful to the reformers as he more 

and more openly gave his backing to the aiuse of “ those who have some¬ 

thing to lose," a characteristic expression applied to all who had posses¬ 

sions—nobles, merchants, craftsmen—in contrast to those who lived from 

day to day on their pay. Flanders, then, became actually the theatre of 

a class-struggle, every phase of which wfis watched with excitement by 

the outside world. At Paris in 1358 fetienne Marctd relied on the aid of 

popular leaders, and soon the cry “Long live Ghent" was raised in the 

streets of the French capital to celebrate the triumph of the weavers. 

For, after risings which were pitilessly repressed, they siKX‘etded in 1379 

in again getting control of the chief town, and their example caused their 

comrades in Bruges and Ypres immediately to rise. For a few months 

their domination over the whole county was inaintaineil by a nugn of 

terror. Governors (heleechTs) were appointeil to replac^e the count's 

and the pciisantry were compelled, whatever their views, to send con¬ 

tingents to the revolutionary for<-es. But the excesses of the weavers 

provoked the resistance of all the interests they were so [)rutally trampling 

under foot. In May 1380 Bruges paved the way for a inaction which 

spread rapidly to the other towns; and the count, supportcsl by the nobles, 

assumed the direction of the movement. As in 1349, the weavers, nothing 

daunted, made Ghent their refuge and defied the coalition against them. 

Philip van Artevelde, son of the great tribune w ho had met his death at 

their hands in 1345, put himself at their headV. Too little is known alH>ut 

him to discover the motives underlying his action. Perhaps the explana¬ 

tion lies in his desire to emerge from the* obseuritv in vvhicli he had lived 

up till then, perhaps in his adljesion to the social dreams of Ivollard 

mysticism; or perhaps he hoped, with the prestige of his name, to l>e 

able to renew' the alliance of Ghent with England. He solicited her 

intervention, but in vain. In the desperate situation in which he found 

himself, he determined to cut the knot by a bold stroke. On 3 May 1382 

the forces of Ghent marched straight upon Bruges and captured it after 

an easy victory w hich temporarily restored the fortunes of the weavers. 

The count in his humiliation had no resource but to implore the aid 

of the King of France, to whom until then he had paid such scanty heed. 

His son-in-law, Philip the Bold, had no difliculty in persuading the 

young Charles VI to take this opportunity of brilliantly a.sserting his 

suzerain rights over Flanders, and of crushing at the same time a revolt 

which threatened to infect France as well. On 27 November 1382, the 

French army won a decisive victory at West-Roosebeke; Philip van 

* He received the name Philip from Qjieen IMiilippa of England, who had stow! 
godmother to him on the occasion other alay in Ghent in KJ40. 
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Artevelde was among the slain. However, “the horrible weavers,” with 

heroic persistence, clung to the hope of revenge. The King of England 

decided to come to their aid, and in 1383 the Bishop of Norwich landed 

at Calais and then laid siege to Ypres. The resistance of the town and 

the approach of a French army forc^ him to retreat’. But Ghent, which 

received some assistance in troops from Richard II, continued to resist 

and to fight. I^uis de Maele died on 30 January 1384 without witnessing 

its capitulation. But Philip the Bold, who at last entered into his in¬ 

heritance, was determined to bring matters to a conclusion. The skilful 

diplomacy, of which he was later to give so many proofs, sutx.*eeded where 

force had failed. On 18 December 1385 the people of Ghent made peace 

with their new overlord, on condition of the maintenance of all their 

privileges and the granting of a general amnesty. A new era was opened, 

over which the house of Burgundy was to preside; so this house brought 

to an end a period of political and social upheaval which had lasted for 

more than a century. 

As Flanders, so the prince-bishopric of Liege, Brabant, the episcopal 

cities of Tournai nnd Utrecht, and the town of Valenciennes in Hainault 

were agitated throughout the whole of the fourteenth century by the 

conflict of ‘Hhe great folk"’ and “the lesser folk,” “the Good” and “the 

Bad,” rich and pemr. But it is unnecessary to deal as fully with them, 

Ixrause in no case were the antagonists as powerful, and particularly 

Ixcause no outside power played a y)art in their quarrels. The Emperors 

were too weak and wen* too completely dissoc iated from the territories on 

the right Imnk of the Scheldt to think of intervening, as we have seen 

the French kings continually did in Flanders. Moreover, neither princes 

nor town.s asked for their aid, knowing full well that it would be useless 

to make the apfK*al. 

In all the industrial towns of the lx)w Countries, the Imttle of Courirai 

had provoked a jM)pular rising which was almost exactly Analogous to the 

upheaval of Litan-alisni throughout Eurojx after the Paris revolution of 

1848. In Brabant, whei*e the duke actively supported the patricians, the 

revolt was quite easily crushcxl; it was not until 1378 that the craftsmen 

at Ixjuvain were admitted to a share in the municipal government, and 

Brussels had to wait until 1421 l>efon? obtaining a similar regime. In the 

principality of Liege, on the other hand, the weakness of the prince- 

bishop hel[)ed “the lesser folk” as against “the great folk”; and, to 

maintain themselves, the latter had to ally with the nobles. Piissions were 

roused to such an extent that in 1812, after a battle in the streets, the 

people drove their antiigoiiists into the church of St Martin, and there 

pitilessly did tlieni to death by setting the building on fire. After that 

the stnigglc went on unceasingly until at last, in 1384, “the great folk” 

’ This expe<Hiion is usually called a Crusade. Tl>e pretext given for it, indeeil, was 
to support the Flemings, who like England ret^ognised the ^ope of Rome, against 
the French, who remained faithful to the Pope of Avignon. 
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had to recognise their defeat and surrender to the 32 crafts the right of 

choosing exclusively from among themselves the members of the com¬ 
munal government. This constitution, power to the craft-gilds 

and dividing it equally among them, was made possible by the fact that 

Liege, unlike the Flemish towns, had no branch of industry powerful 

enough to claim a distinctive position. It was therefore passible to 

establish a regime in which the whole hmrgeimk was distributed among 

the crafts and these were all placed on an equal footing. The result was 

an extremely vigorous political life, but it was disturbed during more 

than two centuries by the jealousies of the 32 privileged bodies, so that 

the general concord was continually being broken. 

In all the towns, however, where an exporting industry prevailed, the 

organisation which was ultimately established aimed at giving representa¬ 

tion to all the prevailing interests. At Dinant, for example, from 1348 

onwards the administration of the commune was divided between ‘‘the 

good folk*” (the well-to-do bourgeoisie)^ the copper-smiths, and the group 

of smaller crafts. In Flanders and Brabant, the preponderance of the 

cloth industry led to similar arrangements. Political power was to l>e 

shared by the various social groups, which were divided in the different 

towns either into “members(leden) or “nations^^ (naiien). But, as has 

been made sufficiently clear already, the demands of the workmen very 

often upset the delicate equilibrium of these structures. They did not 

take permanent shape until the end of the fourteenth century, when the 

decline of the urban cloth trade reduced tlie strength of the powerful 

corporations which owed their former vigour to its prosfM^rity. Fn>m that 

time they were maintained almost uncluinged for centuries, and in several 

towns it even happened that the constitution continued, down to the 

seventeenth or eighteenth centuries, to give the crafts in the cloth in¬ 

dustry a special place in the urban council, while in fact those crafts were 

so much reduced that they counted no moie than a few dozen members. 

It may appear somewhat strange that towns as powerful as those of 

the Low Countries never achievcxl the position of free towns, which was 

achieved by the German towns though they were inferior both in wealth 

and population. The explanation of this fact niust, it would seem, he 

found in the attitude of the territorial princes in the Ix>w Countries. 

These, as a general rule, were careful to avoid refusing the towns the 

autonomy which was indispensable to their development, and were satisfied 

with maintaining their own right of oversight which meant little real 

interference. ITie social conflicts of the fourteenth century, in which they 

were forced to intervene, strengthened rather than diminished their 

authority by identifying it with the cause of the anti-revolutionary 
elements in the ranks of the bourgeoisie. 

Moreover, since the end of the thirteenth century, the territorial princes 

had been obliged, owing to the increasing expense of their courts, their 

goveniments, and their wars, to appeal for larger and larger siiteidies 
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from the towns. Their treasuries were mainly fed by the supplies which 

they demanded under the form either of aids (beden) or of loans. The 

leading communes naturally took advantage of this to obtain a share in 

the direction of affairs. Already in the course of the thirteenth century, 

we find their representatives appearing in the prince’s council, hitherto 

reserveil for members of the clergy and nobility. From the beginning of 

the fouileenth century their share in the government of the principality 

l>ecame not only i*egular but preponderating, and it was guaranteed by 

charters. In Brabant, Duke John II, on the verge of bankruptcy, paid 

for the financial assisbince of the towns by instituting, on 27 J^ptember 

1312, a council composed of representatives from the towns and the 

nobility, which was to assemble every three weeks in order to see to the 

privileges and the customs of the duchy being ol>served. Two years later, 

in 1314, the towns obbiinetl the right of i-atifying the appointment of 

the high officials of the duchy, of giving consent to all alienations of the 

demesne, and of oversc^eing the coinage. In 1356, Duke Wenceslas swore 

to abide by the terms of the famous document known as the Joyetise 

Entree {BUjde IneomM\ which remained until the end of the eight^nth 

century as the basis of the Brabam^'on constitution I It established a 

political regime by which the prince was t>ound not to declare war, coin 

money, or conclude an alliance without the comsent of the country re¬ 

presented by the three privileged orders of clergy, nobles, and towns; the 

delegates from these forme<l the assembly which was known, from the 

fifteenth century onward, as the Estates of Bnibant. 

The constitution of the principality of Liege was different from that of 

Brabant; it was <lerived out of the peace-ti^aties of the fourteenth century, 

which were the result of the internal disconls in this turbulent principality. 

The most famous of these, the Peace of Fexhe in 1316, bestowed on 

‘‘the country’s opinion,’’ that is to siiv, the decision of the canons of the 

cathedral (representing the clergy), the nobility, and the towns, the right 

of determining on tlie customs, which meant that these classes were 

associated with the bishop in legislation. Adolf and Engelbert of Mark 

sought in vain to shake off this tutelage; their reigns were in consequence 

one long struggle. The next bishop, John d’Arckel, at last accepted, on 

2 Decern Ixn* 1373, the Peace of the Twenty-Two, which placed all the 

episcopal functionaries under the supervision of a tribunal of twenty-two 

persons—four canons, four knights, and fourteen burgesses; it met every 

month to enquire into tlie conduct of the officials, and its decisions were 

final. This left the prince with only the semblance of power, so that it 

is not sur[)rising to find in the sequel that the bishops, whenever they 

{K)ssessid the means, strove to rid themselves of this yoke. The Peace of 

Fexhe and the Peace of the Twenty-Two continued, however, to be re¬ 

garded by the Liegeois as the most precious guaiantee of political liberty. 

* Its name is due to the fact that the dukes had to swear to it when they made 
their formal entry into the town of Louvain after their accession. 
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In 1789 these venerable survivals from the Middle Ages were used as a 

pretext for the revolution—in reality inspired by the I)eclaration of the 

Rights of Man—which they launched against their bishop. 

In the counties of Hainault and Holland, whei*e the power of the towns 

was limited, equilibrium was easily established between the three orders 

of clergy, nobility, and bourgeoisie; there too tliey were summoned by 

the princes, from the fourteenth century onwards, to give their couvsent 

to demands for subsidies. 

In Flanders, on the other hand, Bruges, Vpres, and Ghent exercised a 

preponderating influenc*e, so that no such collaboration was possible. They 

boasted of being “the three pillare on which the country is supported,’" 

and the characteristic expression, “the three nicml)ers of Zanders” {de 

drie leden van Vlaenderen\ which this triumvirate assumed, well depicts 

their ambition to subordinate the whole country to their interests. The 

count was continually being forced to negotiate with them ; and if he did 

not come completely under their control, it was Ix'cause their continual 

discords prevented them from forming a co/ilition against hitn. More¬ 

over, the clergy, the nobles, and the smaller towns supported him against 

the dominance of the three great communes. In such circumstances, 

there was no possibility of establishing a constitutional regime which 

should define, as in Brabant and the bivshopric of Liege, the sha/e of the 

country as a whole in the settlement of its political affairs. 

Chance, which so often decides the fate of dynastit‘s, was responsible 

for the introduction from abroad of new' houses into the Low' CoiH)tries 

during the fourteenth century; and the ultimate destiny of them was to 

be the reunion, within less than three-quarters of a century, under the 

sceptre of the dukes of Burgundy, of all tlie Lotharingian principalities 

on the right bank of the Scheldt with the county of Inlanders. In 1345 

the house of Avesnes l>ecame extinct with the death of W^illiam IL, and 

his heritage—the counties of Hainault, Holland, and Zeeland, and the 

Frisian territories which the counts were actively engaged in conquering— 

passed to his sister Margaret, the wife, since of the Emf>eror l^^wis 

the Bavarian. Ten years later, on the death of John III (1355), the 

duchies of Brabant and Limburg became the [)roperty of his eldest 

daughter Joan, who in 1847 had married Wenceslas of Luxemburg, the 

brother of the Emperor Charles IV. Finally, as has been already stated, 

in 1384 Margaret, daughter of Louis de Maele, inherited Flanders cxni- 

jointly with her husband Philip the Bold, Duke of Burgundy. 

Two, therefore, of these three dynasties were of German and imperial 

origin, while the third was closely related to the French royal family. 

But the Empire was unable to take advantage of the opportunity offered 

it to regain its lost suzerainty over the Low Countries. Lciwis IV, ab¬ 

sorbed in his struggle with the Papacy, had died in 1347 without having 

» As Count of Holland he is known as William IV. 
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made any effort on his wife’s Ijehalf; in fact, he left her at daggers drawn 

with her son, William of Bavaria, who fiercely disputed with her the 

possession of Holland and Zeeland. As for Charles IV, the marriage of 

his brother Wenceslas with Joan of Brabant meant a most fortunate 

increase in the domains of the house of Luxemburg; but he was content 

with this advantage, and made no attempt to exploit it in the interests 

of the Empire. So, in their political outlook, the princely houses just 

established in the Low Countries turned their backs on Germany, since 

Germany had given them no support With surprising rapidity they 

assimilated the manners and sj>eech of their subjects, and their political 

horizon was bounded by the frontiers of the rich territories they had just 

inherited. 

The house of Burgundy, on the other hand, was assured of the support 

of France. Charles had considered the securing of the succession to 

Jjouis de Maele for his brother as a striking political success. There was 

every indication that Philip the Bold in his capacity as “prints of the 

fleurs <ie lis"' would n,‘store the prestige of the Crown in Flanders, and 

would definitely wrest that country from English influence. Never had 

any jirince in the Ia>w C'ountries passessed a power comparable with his. 

To his dudiy of Burgundy were added the counties of Burgundy, Artois, 

and Flanders, which he held from his wife, and as the minority of the 

young king, C'lmrles V'l, had made him one of the regents of the kingdom, 

he was able also to employ to hi.s own advantage the military and financial 

resources of France. His far-sight«l ambition led him to recognise at 

once the splendid [>ros|>e<'ts that lay before him in the I/ow Countries. In 

the same year that he took possession of Flanders, he succeeded in 

w inning the goiKl graces of the old Duchess of Brabant, w ho had rec’ently 

l)een left a widow; and a few months later he contrived to unite the 

houses of Burgundy and Bavaria by a double marriage, w hich weaned the 

Wittelslmch house fmm the alliance it had l>een contemplating with 

Fiiigland. Shortly afterwards, under cover of promoting French interests, 

he warn a still more considerable success. In he persuaded the 

(*ounsi‘llors of Charles V I to send an arinv to the assistance of the Duchess 

of Hral>int when she was Ixnng attacked by the Duke of Guelders, who 

had just taken an oath of fealty to Hichanl II. Joan re[)aid this service 

by tearing up the testament in which she had iHxpieatlKsl her duchy to 

the house of Luxemburg in default of issue of her marriage w ith Wenceslas. 

She recognise<l Philip as her heir, in spite of the feeble protests of the 

wretched King of the Romans, Wenceslas of Luxemburg, whose rights of 

suzerainty and dyna.stic interests were alike infringed. The Estates of 

Brabant, how'ever, hesitatcnl to liccept a count of FlanderN as their print*e. 

To avoid hurting their susceptibilities, Philip transferred his rights to his 

second son, Ant.onv; for the moment it was enough for him to have iu- 

troduml the younger branch of his house into the Brabancon territories. 

The progress of Burgundian influence in the Low' Countries might have 
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been taken as synonymous with the progress of French influence in the time 

of Philip the Bold. But after his death April 1404) it became evident 

that this would no longer be the case. John the Fearless was, in fact, the 

most dangerous engineer of the anarchy which afflicted the kingdom 

during the long madness of Charles VI. No adequate study of his j>olicy 

has yet been made, so that it is not possible to follow his motives or to 

explain apparent contradictions. But thei'e can be no doubt that his chiet 

purpose was to settle the Burgundian power on a solid foundation in the 

basins of the Meuse and the Scheldt. It was there that his mortal enemy 

at the French Court, the Duke of Orleans, sought to strike at him. The 

rights in the duchy of Luxemburg which Louis of Orleans causeil Jost of 

Moravia to cede to him, and also the alliance which he negotiated in 1405 

between the Duke of Guelders and Charles VI, gave just cause to fear that 

he was planning to lend his dangerous aid to the hitherto (jiiite ineffective 

protests of the Kings of Germany. The cowardly ass^issination of his rival 

on 23 November 1407 naturally forced John the Fearless to take a leading 

part in the civil war, for which he was himself responsible, btdwetm the 

Armagnacs led by the house of Orleans and the Burgundians, as they 

significantly called themselves. He was careful, however, not to entangle 

himself in this struggle to the extent of endangering his interests. When 

war was resumed l)etween France and England in 1415, he maintained 

a dubious neutrality. While his brother Antony, faithful to his duty as 

a memlK‘r of the house of Valois, went to his death at Agincourt (25 ()ctol)er 

1415), he himself entered into negotiations with Henry V, w hich pieventcxl 

the latter from assisting the attempts of the new' King of the Homans, 

Sigismuiul, to w rest Brabant from the Burgundian dynastv. Antony’s son 

John was i*ecognised as their rightful prince by the Estates of Bral)ant, 

who could be certain of the support of John the Fearless. Not long 

afterwards, the young Duke of Brabant was married by his uncle to 

Jacqueline of Bavaria, who hal just succeeded to the counties of Hainault, 

Holland, and Zeeland, so tiiat the house of Burgundy replace<l the house 

of Bavaria in those regions. The enraged Sigismimd in vain assigned these? 

territories as fiefs to the Bishop of Liege, John of Bavaria; but, to be 

successful in this, he needed the .support of lOngland, and England re¬ 

mained neutral. In view of the imperial claims, this neutrality was so 

valuable to the duke that he took steps to make it more certain. Without 

declaring himself openly, he drew nearer to Henry V, so that in France, 

among the partisans of the dauphin, he was regarded as a public enemy; 

and on 10 September 1419, in an interview' witli the dauphin on the 

bridge at Montereau, he also fell a victim to assassination. 

This murder necessarily drove his son and successor, Philip the Good, 

into tlie t.nglish camp, Henry V htid no more dependable allv in the war 

in which the French kingdom all but came to an end. Just as James van 

Artevelde had recognised Fid ward III in 1340 as the true King of FVance, 

so Philip in 1420 signed the Treaty of IVoyes w hich declared the dauphin 
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deprived of all his rights; and, after the death of Henry V on 81 August 

1422, it lay with him to direct the government of France during the 

minority of Henry VI. That he abandoned it to the Duke of Bedford, 

with whom he was on terms of the closest confidence, was due to his 

political insight which saw the magnificent pi-ospects of aggrandisement in 

the Low Countries. His collaboration with England was not merely imposed 

on him by the duty of avenging his father; he reckoned on making it 

impossible for Charles VII to interfere with his aims, and with fortune on 

his side he wajs able to realise them with surprising rapidity. 

In 1422, Jacqueline of Bavaria left her husband John IV of Brabant, 

the son of Antony, and, without waiting for the annulment of this 

marriage, contracted another with Duke Humphrey of Glouc'ester, the 

bn>ther of the regtmt of Franc^i, Be<lford. This bold cotip threatened to 

deprive the house of Burgundy of the Bavarian inheritance, but it was 

foiled by the energetic action of Philip. While he obtained from the Pope 

the promist* to annul .latrqueline’s marriage and from Bedford that he 

would al>andon Gloucester to his fate, he drove the latter from Hainault 

and seized the |K:rson of Jacqueline, whom he kept prisoner at Mons(1424). 

The csc^ape of the adventurous princes.s upset the situation once more; 

and the Emperor Sigismund also took advantage? of the death of John of 

Bavaria to renew his claims to Hainault, Holland, and Zeeland. Philip, 

however, having induce! his cousin John IV to surrender to him the 

administration of Jtu’qiieliiie's territories, invaded Holland. During two 

years (1426-28) he waged war on his rival, defeating Gloucester's troops 

at Brouwersliaven and winning the assistance of the IpourgmuH party of 

the Kabiljauws agiiinst the* noble party of the Hoeck,s who supported the 

countess. Finally, by the Treaty of Delft on 8 July 1428, he obtained 

recognition as governor {ruum-rt) and inheritor of the districts of Hain¬ 

ault, Holland, Zeeland, and Friesland. The last s(*ene in this drama was 

brought about by a final piece of folly on Jac((ueline\s part. In spite of 

her promivSi^ not to enter into another mamage, she wedded Frans van 

Borselen in 1486. To save her huslmnd from execution, she had to consent 

to abdicate in favour of Pliilip. 

While he tliiis seizecl by ft)ix*e of arms the territories of Jaajuelinc, he 

entere<l peacefully into |>ossession of Brabant and Limburg. The death 

of the miserable *101111IV on 17 April 1427, followed by that of his brother 

and sueexjssor, Philip of Saint-Pol, on 4 August 1430, brought the younger 

branch of the house of Burgundy to an end in the two duchies. Dis- 

I'eganling the persistent claims of the Emperor Sigismund, who was as 

obnoxious in words as he was inoffensive in deeds, the Estates of Brabant 

pronounced unanimously for Philip the GikkI. His hereditary rights were 

too manifest for them to take any account of imperial suzerainty, which 

was barretl by lapse of time; the Empire hiid for a long time been only 

a name to the small feudal States of Ia>rraine, nothing, in fact, but a 

geographical expn^ssion. Confident in the attitude of his new' subjects 
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towards him, Philip could disregaitl the alliance concluded against him 

in 1433 by Sigismund and the King of France. He only replied to it by 

an insolent manifesto, in which he accused the Emperor of having been 

bought by the “dauphin’s'" gold; by allying himself with the murderer of 

Philip’s father, he had lost all rights over the son. 

However, since he was now^ in possession of Brabant, Limburg, 

Hainault, Holland, Zeeland, and also of the county of Namur, w hich he 

had purchased in 1421, his position in relation to the Empire, of which all 

these territories former! jwt, became emlmrrassing. He could not conceal 

the fact that he held them simply by virtue of occupation and in constant 

defiance of public law. Also, as he was now nnister of the 1a)w Countries, 

in which he had only possessed Flanders and Artois at the beginning of 

his career, the English alliance was no longer indispensable to him. In 

1435, he obtained dispensation from the Po|x* for the oath he had 

formerly taken to Henry \\ and on 21 Septemlx*r recognised Charles VII 

as the lawful King of France and concluded w ith him the Peace of Arms, 

the clauses of which he dictated himself. 'Ilie king was tpiite content to 

pay the price of the humiliating terms exacted for the murder of John 

the Fearless, in order to detach the duke from the English alliance. He 

restored to him a large amount of territory and revenue in Bingundy, 

exempted him from the feudal duty of homage* during his own lifetime, 

and ceded to him, though indeed w ith the right of r«len)ption, the Somme 

towns which formed a powerful military barrier for tlie Ix)W' Countrit^s 

against France. The treaty, in fact, recognised Philip as virtuallv 

sovereign, and afforded him the expectation of s^ecuiing some day for his 

dynasty the actual title, which was not vet accorded to himself. 

He had undoubtedly foreseen that England, weakened bv the discords 

in its government, would be unable to take any revenge for a treachery 

which was as disastrous for it a^. it was profitable to France. After vain 

attempts to detach the Flemings and the Dutch from tlie duke, and after 

hostilities in which its commerce suffered as much as that of the Ia)w 

Countries, it gave way, and signed a commercial ti*eatv in 1439 which 

was afterwards rt*giilarly renewed. Things might have turned out dif¬ 

ferently if a last attempt of the Empror Sigismund, who hoped to {)rofit 

by the Anglo-Burgiindian rupture to wrest Bralmnt from Philip, had not 

resulted in a miserable failure. The Braliancons dec lared themselves ready 

to risk their lives and their possessions on tahalf of “their true and lawful 

master”; however, they had no need even to take up arms. Rich in 

llusions as he was ill-provided with means of fighting, the Emperor 

tmaginc'd that a mere demonstration would Ik* enough to rally the usurpr’s 

subjects to his side. The I^indgrave of Hesse, who was given the task of 

carrying out his design, harl only 400 lances at his disposal. A rising of 

the pasants in Limburg was all that was needed to throw them Imck in 

disorder on Aix-la-( Jiaplle (1437). 

Sigismund only surviyed this last discomfiture a few weeks, and his 
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death left Philip free to enter into possession of Luxemburg, the succession 

to which he had bought from its heiress, Elizabeth of Gbrlitz, in the year 

of the l\»ace of An-as. The King of the Romans, Albert of Austria, did 

not succeed in preventing this further advance of the Burgundian power 

to the detriment of the Empire, and his successor Frederick III, taught 

by experience, judged it prudent not to continue to treat the duke any 

longer as an enemy. He raised no opposition when the Estates of 

Luxemburg took the oath to Philip in 1451, and looked on with in¬ 

difference when Philip assumed the protectorate, one after the other, of 

the episcopal principalities of Cainbrai, Liege, and Utrecht, into which 

he succeeded, during the years 1439-57, in introducing members of his 

own family. 

By the middle of the fifteenth century, then, thanks to favourable 

circumstances and to the energy and dexterity of its head, the house of 

Burgundy had suaeeded in raising itself to the rank of a great power. 

It hml realised to perfection the plans conceived by Philip the Bold. 

Between France, England, and Germany the provinces of the Low 

(’ountries fornu^ a compact block, and the duke, who had dictated the 

Peace of Arras to Uharles VII, liad triumphantly msisted Henry VI, and 

ha^l made advistible the self-effacement of the Emperor, enjoyed a prestige 

which none of thesc^ kings could rival. ITie vow which he took in 1454, 

in a scene of dazzling festivities, to lead a new crusade against the Turks, 

seemed to prove that his ambition soared to the role of defender of 

ChrisUmdom. But his constant good fortune hatl given him illusions 

about himself; actually his position was brilliant rather than secure. 

Though Fmlerick III dared not imitate the attitude of Sigismund towards 

him, yet he carefully refrained fn>m investing him with the numerous 

fiefs which he had occupied in spite of imperial protests; and he obstinately 

refused to gmnt Philip the title of king w hich would have given the fined 

sanction to Ids success. But, more im{>oi'tant still, since France had 

regained the upper hand in its long duel with England, Charles VII was 

opt^nly preparing to take the offensive against this house of Burgundy 

wdd(h in his eyes was nothing but a traitor vassal. He sought to stir up 

the German princes of the Rhine valley against Philip, he l)ought up the 

claims of l^islas of Hungary to Luxemburg, and he spoke of making 

the Burgundian territories which held from the French Crow n subject to 

the de<*isions of the Parlement at Paris. The accession of Ix)uis XI on 

22 July 1461 aggravatetl still more the already strained relations. Philip, 

giown old, allowed himself to be duped by this Machiavellian genius, and 

himself did away with the most advanbigeous clause in the treaty of 

Arra-s when he restored to the king the Somme towns. At last, however, 

he realised the danger of the direction in which he w as being led, and two 

veal's before his death he handed over to his son the reins of go\ eminent 

(1465). 

There is hanlly a more striking contrast than that betwet*!! Louis XI 



356 Charles the Bold and Louis XI 

and Charles the Bold^ Their portraits by Philippe de Commynes, which 

have become classic^have given later ages a fixed impression of them; but 

he certainly seems to have exaggerated the ambition and the imprudence 

of the latter, to whom indeed he turned traitor, in order to throw into 

higher relief the wisdom of the former, who was his benefactor. Whatever 

Charles may have wished, he could only, in face of the fixed intention ol 

his adversary to ruin the house of Burgundy, have maintained himself by 

force of arms. From the time of his accession, war was inevitable, and at 

first he only undertook it in self-defence. But, goaded on by I^uis XI, as 

Napoleon was goaded on by England, he allowed himself to he drawn into 

enterprises beyond his strength, and, finally, at Niuicy he met his Waterloo. 

The revolt of the high nobility of Franc'e against lA)uis XI in 1465 

(the War of the Public VVeal) gave Charles an opportunity of weakening his 

enemy which was too good to be missed. On 15 July the king was defeated 

at Montlhery and surrendered to him that bulwark of the Burgundian 

domains, the Somme towns, which Louis’ diplomacy had contrived to 

redeem from Philip the Gotxl. Then Charles tunied against the Li(^geois. 

The extremely democratic, nature of their institutions had led them to 

revolt at once against their new bishop, Louis of Bourbon, whom they 

rightly sus[)ected of plotting against their liberties in agreement with 

Burgundy. Charles VII was not slow to ofll'er them his protection, and 

Louis XI had just concluded a formal alliantt? with them. Believing that 

this gave them complete freedom of action, they had exficlled their bishop, 

set up a ‘‘mambourg”’^ in his plac«, and inva(k*d the duchy of Limburg. 

Their punishment was the complement of Louis XFs defeat; on De¬ 

cember 1465 they were compelled to recognist^ the Duke of Burgundy as 

their ‘‘guardian” in perpetuity. The following year, a revolt at Dinant 

was savagely repressed by the sack and burning of the town (25 August 

1486). This cruelty, so far from intimidating the IJc^geois, merely em¬ 

bittered them. It was only too easy for Louis XI to use them again as 

the in.struments of his designs, or rather to sacrifice them to his })olitical 

ends. Their defeat at Brusthem on 28 October 1467 forced them to 

accept a sentence which revealed the pride and the w'rath of their con¬ 

queror. The constitution of the country was repealed, the privile^jt^ of 

the city were abolished, Roman l^w w’as substituted for the national 

customs, and the “perron,” the ancient symbol of the communal lilK^rties 

of Liege, was removed to Bruges to adorn the IMfU'e de la Bourse. The 

old episcopal principality was at an end; it was, in fact, no rnort* now' tlmn 

an appendage to the Burgundian domains. 

In crushing so decisively the Li^geoLs, Charh^s was punishing particularly 

the instruments of l^ouis XL A new war with this implacable adversary 

was an unavoidable necessity. To get the l>etter of him, the duke returned 

* Temeraire,” i.e. ‘‘tlie Rash,*' hut ‘^the Bold** has become the estahlished 
Eng'lish form. 

^ ^‘Mambourg” whh the title of the governor of the principality mtr mcantr. 
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to the alliance with England, which wa« sealed on 12 July 1468 by his 

marriage with Edward’s sister Margaret of York. He was preparing to 

take the field when I.x)uis, counting on keeping him in check by negotia¬ 

tions, proposed an interview at Peronne. There Louis almost became the 

victim of his own intrigues. He had forgotten, says Commynes, that he 

had just instigated the indomitable Li^geois to a new revolt. It broke 

out too soon, and, in order to deliver himself from the hands of his enemy, 

the king did not hcisitate to sacrifice his sovereign rights as well as his 

personal honour. He consented to remove Flanders from the jurisdiction 

of the Parlement at Paris, and made no scruple about attending at the 

vengeance which Charles to<)k upon the tim-trusting Li^ois; “as a 

splendid example,” the duke onlered the burning of the city to last for 

a space of seven weeks. 

So the first passage of arms between king and duke had ended to the 

latter’s advantage. Elated by the prestiges he had won in the eyes of 

Europe from his easy victories, he began from this tin»e to give the rein 

to his ambition. His end undoubtedly was to make Burgundy into a 

great j)ower; to achieve that, a ne<‘essary preliminary was to get hold of 

the territories which sef)arated the county and duchy of Burgundy from 

the Low Countries, So, in 1469, he bought Lpper Alsace from Sigismund 

of Austria. The possession of this disti ict brought him into contact with 

the Swiss. At once, the idea of utilising the.He warlike mountaineers in 

place of the mined Liegeois came into I^)uis' mind, and in 1470 he 

concluded a treaty of alliance with them. The civil war, which his 

Warwick was starting in England against Edward IV, made him ho[)eful 

that the moment had come when he could take his revenge for the 

humiliation of Peronne; and he cited (Imrles to apf)ear l^efoi'e him on 

the charge of high treason. However, the ensuing hostilities only resulted 

in truces (OctolxT 1471, Novemlx*r 1472) which settled nothing. On the 

other hand, the comjuest of Guelders and of the (n)unty of Zutphen shortly 

afterwanls (1478) incrt*a.sed still further the power of Burgundy, Charles 

thought tliat he would then obtain from the Emperor the royal title 

which his father had already coveted. But FrtKlerick HI slipped away at 

the critical moment, and (liarlcs, who had come to Treves on purpose to 

rei'eive the crown, was in the most exa.sperating of all vsituations for a man 

of his character: he was left looking ridiculous (September 1473). 

From this foiled coronation dates the series of reverses which the hatred 

of lx>ni8 XI awaih^d as the fruits of his own devising, but which his 

adversary, blindeil by pride and passion, could neither foresee nor escape. 

To humiliate the EmjKTor, he persisted in the siege of Neuss in 1474» 

undertaken at the request of the Archbishop of Cologne against the 

Chapter who were .supported by Frederick. He w as so certain of immediate 

success that, when he started on the enterprise, he promised Edward IV 

to rejoin him in a year’s time at Calais and to assist in reconquering the 

kingdom of France. But when after eleven months’ effort he was forc-ed 
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to mise the siege, he found that the French expedition had come to 

nothing, as Louis had managed to come to terms with Edwai*d IV. Charles 

made up for this disappointment by marching figainst Lorraine^ where 

Duke Rene, relying on the support of France, had just declared war upon 

him. The annexation of this duchy in November 1475 filled the gap which 

still remained, after the concpiest of Alsace, tK*tween the Low Countries 

and Burgundy. It was Charles' last success. The expedition which he led 

the next year against the Swiss, the allies of Louis XI and the enemies 

of his own allies, the Duchess of Savoy and the Duke of Milan, failed in 

front of the castle of Grandson on 5 March 1476. To restore Burgundian 

pi'estige without delay, the duke decided on a fresh campaign. Ill-prepared 

and ill-conducted, it ended in the crushing defeat of Morat (22 «Iune). 

Charles ought then to have rcsigned himself to peace. But he was blinded 

by a desjieration whic^h bordered on madness, and wasted valuable time 

in impossible schemes for revenge. At last, when Rene of I^orraine had 

returned to his duchy and blocke<l the road to the Low ('ountries, he 

reassembled his shattered forces and moved northwards again. But, instead 

of making all possible haste, he halted in front of Nancy, his mind centred 

on its capture. It was before the walls of this town that the Swiss attacked 

him on 5 January 1477. Two days later his body was disc'overed on 

a frozen pond, half-eaten by wolves and Ixifiring the marks of thn?e morbil 

wounds upon it. The power of Burgundy, so glorious four years Ix^fore, 

seemed to be irretrievably ruined. Louis XI invaded Artois, tlie Uegeois 

resumed their independence, and the sole heiress of the duke, his daughter 

Mary, was a prisoner in the relxd town of Ghent, terrified lest she should 

be handed over to the King of France. 

The rapid accomplishment of the union of all the territories of the 

Low Countries under the Burgundian st*eptre was undoubtedly due to 

two mail) causes: tlie ability of the princes and the favourable circum¬ 

stances they enjoyed. But it must Ixi recognis€?d that it would have lK*en 

impossible without the consent of the various peoples. The Liegeois 

who under the feeble government of their bishops had pnu tically created 

a petty republic and were very jealous of their independenett, werc alone 

in oft'ering resistance to the duke, and moreover its obstinate character 

was largely due to the intrigues of Louis XI. Everywherc else, as we 

have seen, the attempts of the Duke of Orleans, Sigismund, Henry VI, to 

win over the inhabiUints resulUxl in dear! failure. In Bralwuit and 

Limburg, as in Hainault, Holland, and Zeedand, the Estates recogniscxl 

Philip the Good as their {)rince. I'he insurrections of Bruges (14Ji6) and 

Ghent (1450-58) against him had none of the chanu^ter of natiorml 

risings. I'hey were the last attempts of the two great towns to defend 

^ This is the duchy, once known as { pper Lorraine; it wiis limited to the mutual 

fiefH of its dukes round Nancy, and retained the name of I.*orraiiie, which was lost by 

Lower Lorraine i/j the Imw Countries. 
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privileges which no longer corresponded to their real interests. It is 

sufRcient to remark that the rest of Flanders left them to fight alone; 
this shews that they were only fighting for an out-of-date parochialism. 

In truth, the work of the dukes of Burgundy was done iust at the 

proper moment and corresponded to the needs of the time. The sub¬ 

divisions of the Middle Ages could not have been continued into the 

fifteenth century without causing the I-ow Countries to be dissolved in 

a medley of dynastic wars and municipal struggles, or without involving 

them fatally in the last phase of the Hundred Years’ War, which would 

have ruined and dismembered them. It was their good fortune, thanks 

to the power of Philip the Good, to have been able to preserve the 

blessings of peace in the midst of the formidable conflict between France 

and England. The alliance of their prince with England from 1419 

to 1435 guaranteed to them a peritxl of rest and prosperity. And the 

benefits they obtained from this contributed greatly to bind them to the 

dynasty which had created for them a situation of such advantage. 

The soi'ial and political conditions of the period also favoured the 

house of Burgundy. The decay of the cloth industry in the towns during 

the second half of the fourteenth century led to the migration of the 

working classes who had for so long been keeping up a revolutionary 

agitation within them. So, with political peace came social peace also, 

and both the well-to-do Ixyurgeome and the nobility looked upon the 

prince as indispensable for its continuance. He was able, for the good of 

his subjects and the increase of his own influence, to turn to advantage 

in other directions the changes which were tninsforming the economic 

e<|uilibrium of the country. Philip the Good encouraged with all his 

might the extension into the c*ountry-districts of the cloth industry, 

which was no longer a monopoly of the towns; he protected, in spite of 

the protCvSts of Bruges, the development of the jyort of Antwerp which 

was to have so brilliant a future; he supported, against the hostility 

of the Hanseatic League, the steady progress of the Dutch shipping. 

Further, it must Ixi noted that the uniting of all the territories of the 

I^w Countruis under the authority of a single dynasty allowed a freedom 

to commerce and general intercourse such as had not existed before. 

From 1433 onwards the duke was able to issue coinage which had legal 

currency through the whole of his dominions. 

From all this there resulted a prosperity which astonishetl the rest of 

Euro|>e. The dazzling luxury with which the dukes liked to be surrounded 

was the counterpart to the wealth of their subjects. And it was in its 

artistic effloresi^ence that this period, which was distinguished for painters 

like the Van Eyck and Van der Weyden, architects like Jean de Ruysbroeck 

and Mathieu de I^yens, sculptors like Claus Sluter, musicians like Jean 

Ockegem and Josquin des Prt%, received its loftiest and noblest expression. 

Philippe de Commynes called the I^w Countries a ^‘promised land”, and 

the expression does not seem exaggerated when we look at the smiling 
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champaign a]id the charming town-views wliich forjn the l)ackgi'ound in 

the paintings of the time. At the present day, it is still to the Burgundian 

age that Belgium owes the finest pieces in its museums and the most 

chariicteristic monuments in its streets. 
The Low Countries, after they had been united into one territorial 

whole, still 1‘emained quite separate from the ancestral domains of their 

princes, the duchy of Burgundy and the free county (Franche Comte); 

they were too far apart from one another in distance, and quite different 

in history, race, and interests. For political reasons, as we have seen, 

Charles the Bold sought to gain possession of Alsiue and 1/ormine, and 

thus to extend his dominions continiuiusly without a break from the 

shores of the North Sea to the Jura. But neitlier he nor his father had 

any thoiight of extending to their Burgundian lands the system of 

government they had established in their northern teiTitories. The most 

they did was to admit into their council and to attach to their service a 

number of jurists and military and other officials, who came originally 
from Burgundy properly so called; these, lieing strangers to the I..OW 

Countries, wxn*e the more jiliant instruments of ducal authority. 

The way in which the unification came about explains the characteristics 

of the State which the dukes created. It was not, as we have seen, due 

in any way to concpiest; it was simply the result of the recognition bv 

the Flstates of the difftTcnt territories in turn of the rights which Philip 

the Good acxjuired by inheritance himself or by purchase from their 

hereditary rulerh The duke, therefore, did i»ot impose himsidf on his 

subjects as an alien ruler; he appeared, to each of the regions into which 

the JvOw Countries were historically divided, as its ‘‘natural prince.^ 'To 

the Flemings he was merely ('ount of Flanders, to the Brahan(j*ons Duke 

of Brabant, to the people of Ilainaiilt or of Holland he w as (’ount of 

Hainanlt or Count of Holland, and so on. By these* diverse titles he 

ruled over the wliole, and each of the districts which in turn were united 

beneath his sce[)tre preservtsl its own peculiar constii ution. In the full 

meaning of the term, the Burgundian njonarchy was a federal monarchv. 

But the association into one body politic of so many f)rincipalities, 

whicli had for so long t)een s(‘parate, put them in an entirely new relation 

both to one another and to the leigning dynasty. 'Pheir conjiujction 

went far beyond the level of a merely personal union; it reached to that 

of a political union. Above the regional constitutions the dukes built a 

framework of institutions, which extended their competence throughout 

the whole country. J'lie Great Council, }>resi<led over by the Burgundian 

chancellor, in which representatives of all the provinces had a seat, look 

cognisance of all matters of general interest; and, little by little, it 

imposed its authority over all the spheres which were outside the local 

constitutions. The financial organisati()n, which was put under the 

supervision of the three Chamfm%s (kn Comptes of Lille, Bmssels, and the 

1 An exception must he made, in the timeof ( harles tlie BfiJd, for the princijiality of 

Liege and also for the duchy of (»uelders, both of wjjich were annexed hy force of arms. 
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Hague, achieved its complete vshape as it gained in centralisation. In 

1471, the institution of Compagnies d^ordonnance established a standing 

army recruited from the whole country. In judicial matters, a special 

Chamber of the Great Council, which was separated off from the parent 

body in 147S to become the Parlement of Malines, acted as a court ot 

appeal and extended its jurisdiction over all the ducal domains. The 

process of unification was not manifested only in the sphere of govern¬ 

ment properly so called. In 1430, the creation of the Order of the 

Golden Fleece indicated the clear intention of the duke to attach the 

high nobility of the Low Giuntries to his own j>erson and policy. Much 

more important was the summons by Philip the Good in 1463 of 

I'epresentatives of all the local Estates in his dominions to a single 

assembly at Bruges, which borrowed from France the name of Estates 

General. But the Estates General of the Low Countries were to play a 

much more important role than those of Frani^e. Without their consent 

it was impossible to raise taxes, since in each of his territories the duke 

had to ask for them from its particular Estates, and these Estates 

Gencml were in fact a congress of local Estates. Their financial import¬ 

ance gave them at an early date a ]X)litical importance which resulted, 

duriiig the I'cvolution of the sixteenth century, in their l)ecommg the 

organ of national opinion. 

It can l)e seen, therefore, that the Burgundian monarchy was a 

monarchy doubly tempered, firstly by its federal character, and secondly 

by the political tradition which had obliged the prince, from the end of 

the tliirteenth century onwards, to keep on good terms with the Estates* 

There can be no doubt, however, that the dukes, like all the princes 

of their time, looked t>n jierscmal government as the ideal form of 

government. The wise opportunism of Philip the GckkI avoided any 

open display of this. But Lharles the Bold never nianagetl to control 

his absolutist tendencies; and thev were largely responsible for the 

dangerous revolt which broke out on the news of his death. 

It must be n^cognised, besides, that this personal rule, of which 

con tern fKjrary opinion was so appi\?hensive, did initiate certain excellent 

reforms, which proved so beneficial that they won acceptance. In 1386 

Philip the Bolt! c.stablished in Flanders a “Chamber’' which was the 

origin of the Councils of Flanders, Bralmnt, and Holland for justice, and 

also of the financial organisation already mentioned. The opposition 

aroused at the outset by these innovations is not hard to understand. It 

was the natural consequence of the social transformations which were 

setting up the modem State, the organ of the “common weaL,” against 

all the champions of outworn privileges, who in effect were championing 

their own “private weal.” 

To sum up, then. The Burgundian State, while it laid between Prance 

and Germany the foundation on which the kingdoms of Belgium and 

Holland stand at the present day, at the same time caused these countries 

to pass from the civilisation of the Middle Ages to that of modern times. 



CHAPTER XI 

ENGLAND: THE LANCASTRIAN KINGS, 1399—1461 

The revolution of 1899 placed on the English throne a man in several 
ways well-fitted to rule. Henry of Lancaster was handsome, brave, and 
energetic; his knightly exploits in the lists and against the heathen, his 

liberality and his affable manners had made him widely popular abroad 
and at home; he was besides a dpout churchman, free from any taint of 
his father’s anticlericalism, an accomplished musician, and a discriminat¬ 

ing patron of letters. His education, for his time and class, was also 

considerable; from surviving records in his hand we know that he could 
write both French and English and on occasion quote a Latin tag; while 
he was famed for the ease with which he argued difficult problems in 

casuistry with the scholars of his court. There can be no doubt, there¬ 

fore, that he was endowed with many royal graces; unfortunately the 
tasks before him demanded sterner qualities than these, qualities such as 

patience and circumspection which he did not possess. The office which 

he had so lightly seiz^ was passing through a crisis; yet he shewed little 

appreciation of its difficulties. Of one of them in particular, the inadequacy 

of the royal revenue, he was so far from being aware that on his march 

south from Ravenspur he had made extravagant promises which he could 

not possibly keep as king. During the fourteenth century, the monarchy 
had carelessly wasted its resources. Not only the machinery of the 

Exchequer, but the whole fidministrative system had been dislocated to 

pay for expensive wars. It was the first duty of a prudent usurper to 

restore and to maintain financial stability. Hardly less urgent was the 
need to reassert the lost authority of the Crown in local government. 

Here the policy of allowing the maintenance of order and the administra¬ 

tion of justice to be engrossed by private persons—as marked a feature 
of bastard” as of true feudalism—had alrea(ly pnxxjeded to disastrous 

lengths. Lack of justice was becoming one of the most fruitful sources 

of popular unrest. It is to the credit of Richard II that he had realised 

these dangers, but the weapons with which he had chosen to meet them 
had been unwisely used and were in any case blunted by his failure. To 

levy arbitrary taxes and to combat private annies by enlisting a private 

army of his own required more tact than he was master of. The violence 

and uncertainty of his fiscal methods and the lax discipline which he 
permitted his retainers contributed largely to his downfall. His successor 

was pledged to find other means; yet, in spite of frequent warnings, 

Henry did nothing. Under his nile the royal debt was swollen to 

unmanageable proportions by a series of annual deficits; hardly a year 

passed without fresh evidence of administrative weakness, while the many 
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baronial rebellions of the reign derived support and justification from 

the fact of widespread discontent. Those who had looked for much from 

the change of kings were quickly disillusioned. It was not that they had 

expected the impossible; the fault lay with the man. In so far as 

Henry IV fell short of Henry VII in parsimony, caution, and reforming 

zeal, he was unfitted for his task. In other respects, he was not an 

unsuccessful king. Tenacnous of his rights, unflagging, until disease 

incapacitated him, in his attention to public business, tireless in his efforts 

to defeat his many enemies, he mamiged to retair the throne which he 

owi^d to Richard’s errors rather than his own deserts. But bet'ause he 

took too narrow a view of his responsibilities, his failings outweighed his 

merits, and if his dynasty was shortlived and its end inglorious the blame 

in the first place must be attached to him. 

For these reasons it is impossible to regard the revolution of 1399 as 

a landmark in English history. Its outstanding importance was a.s a 

pretredent. A dynasty with a weak heretlitary title had usurped the 

throne; it had merely been the business of a popular assembly to ratify 

what had been achieved by force and to recognise a de facto king, one 

indeed w ho never fully abandoned his first intention of claiming England 

by coiupiest. 'this w as a lesson easily learned, and it is not surprising that 

it was often imitated during the coming century. But otherwise—except 

for the persecution of Lollardy by the State—there is little to distinguish 

the period after 1399 from that before it. Under the I^ncastrians the 

same constitutional battles wen^ fouglit as under Edward III and 

Hichanl II; this was inevitable, since Henry IV came in, like Charles II, 

“without conditions^ and nothing w^is settled about the powers and 

composition of the council or the control of roval expenditure. Already 

in the first parliament of the ragn, the old issues wen? joineil; in the 

commons the extravagance of the new' king's grants were criticised; and 

while Archbishop Arundel put the traditional baronial case for govern¬ 

ment not by “the voluntary purpose or singular opinion of the king,” 

but by “the advice, counsid, and consent” of “the honourable, wise, and 

discreet jHTsons of his realm,” Henry w as at })ains to acc*ept for himself 

all the lilK'i'ties w hich his pitnlei'essoi-s had enjoyed. Richaixl doubtless 

had erred, but that was no reason why the rights of the Crown should 

be diminisluHl. On this point Henry took his stand, and wm so far from 

yielding that he risked civil war liefore at the very close of his life he 

finally gained his way. heroin the fii'st he revealed a determination to 

rule, as Richard hatl done, by the help of servants of his own choosing, and 

to resist any attem[)t to impose upon him that aristocratic or “natural” 

council w hich was to he the principal aim of baronial [X)licy. I ..tineas tri an 

knights like John (Jieyne and Thomas Erpingham, es(|uiix« like John 

Dort^w'ard and Jolui Norbury, clerks like John Scarle and John Prophete, 

were the nuai in whom he put his trust. In this he wtis assisteii by 

divisions in the ninks of the Imronage, jH?.rsonal feuds and jealousies 
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arising out of the late king’s attempt to pack the upper house. There 

was little chance of common action so long as the victors of 1399 only 

desired to settle old scores with the Appellants of 1397. At first Henry 

succeeded in protecting Richard’s favourites from the vengeance of their 

enemies, inspired perhaps by a wish to preserve some counterpoise to 

those powerful families which had helped him to attain the throne—the 

Percies, the Nevilles, and the Arundels. If this was his object, he failed. 

In January 1400, fear drove the Appellants to risk all in an ill-planned 

rebellion. Richard’s tyranny was not, however, yet forgotten and many 

of his friends now’ met their deaths at the hands of the common people. 

Kent and Salisbury perished at Cirencester, Huntingdon at Pleshey, and 

Despenser at Bristol; many men of inferior rank were afterwards executed 

by the royal command. The alarm this outbreak excited was sufficient to 

seal the fate of Richard II; by the end of February he was dead at 

Pontefract in circumstances which leave little doubt that lie w/ls murdered. 

'ITie first attempt at counter-revolution had failed; there still I'eniained 

the possibility of armed interference from abroad. Although England 

had demonstrated her loyalty to the new dynasty, France and Scotland 

were in no hurry to extend their recognition. But the fact that both 

kingdoms ha<l their own intenial difficulties preventexl them from making 

any serious effort to oppose the English revolution. Richanrs Frencli 

queen was in Henry’s custmly, and the government of Charles \J had 

therefore to proceed cautiously until she was safe. The Scots, however, 

had not the same motives for restraint. Their truce w itli England expired 

at Michaelmas 139i), and under cover of half-hearied negotiations for its 

extension Scottish raids over the border recommenced. On hearing this, 

Henry told parliament on 10 Novemlxu' that he [>ropost‘fl to invade 

Scotland in person. Yet it wa.s not until RolKTt III had made it clear 

that he had no genuine intention of coming to terms that on 14 August 

1400 the English marched into the I^owlands with the king at their head. 

A fortnight later, after failing before h^dinburgh (’astle, they were obliged 

to beat an ignominious retreat. This exj)ensive fla.s(‘0 bi*ought peace no 

nearer, but when in August 1402 the Scots in their turn invaded England, 

it fell to the Percies to regain the crtxlit which Henry had lost, by defeat¬ 

ing their army decisively at Homildon Hill. Four carls were among the 

prisoners. Domestic strife in Scotland preventcKl any attempt f)eing made 

to avenge this disaster. Finally, the capture of llol>ert'8 heir, Jamc^s, at 

sea on his way to France in 1406 put an end to all further danger to 

England from the north. The French were not so easily dispoml of. In 

the first place Henry was obliged to surrender Isalndle without rt'ceiving 

very much in exchange. Preliminaries of peace were signed at Ix*ulighen 

near Calais on 3 Augast 1401, hut many details wen‘ left over for 

discussion; and although definite hostilities were for the time avoided, 

the conversations dragged on until the French saw in Henry’s troubles 

at home a favourable opportunity for adding to his embarrassments. 
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For no sooner had he returned from his Scottish ex{)edition than he was 

greeted by news of a Welsh rising. Its leader, Owen Glyn Dwr (Glendower), 

was a descendant of native princes and a landowner of some importance 

in North Wales. It is possible that he had been denied legal redress for 

wroiigs done to him by the king’s friend, Lord Gi*ey of Ruthin, but 

whatever the cause of his disaflection, his countrymen responded with 

enthusiasm when he had himself proclaimed Prince of Wales at Glyn 

Dyfrdwy on 16 Sei)teml)er 1400. During the following week Ruthin and 

several other English settlements were plundered and burnt. An ugly 

situation was saved by tlie prompt action of a Shropshire magnate, Hugh 

Ihirnell, who (‘ollected the local levies and forced the rel>el.s to take refuge 

in the mountains. By the time the king reached Shrewsbury all occasion 

for anxiety seemed ovei-, and Henry eontented himself with a progress 

round the outskirts of Snowdonia. But the lull wfis deceptive. Next year 

(jlyn Dvvr appeared in South Wales, and as time }>a.ssed it l>ecAme evident 

that he had inspiied a genuine national revival which it would take long 

yeaT>> and niiieh cam[)aigning to overcome. In OctolxT 1403 a French 

fl(‘et made a d(‘sceid on Kidwelly; although the damage done was slight, 

the way wits {)r<'pare(l for a Franco-W elsh alliance. Had Henr}* had 

undisputiHl command of the narrow' seas, this development might have 

left him uiunovtKl, but in fact he was badly pivpared for a maritime war. 

Any advant/ige w hieh an enlarge<l navy might have given him w'as throwm 

away w hen he fx*rinit{rd—perliaps even encouraged—his subjects to prey 

on neutral ship[)ing, foi' this immediately involved him in disputes with 

Brittany, Flanders, and the Hanseatic lx*ague. Between 1400 and 1403 

fhiglish privatet*i> w rough! great havoc in the Fhannel, capturing scores 

of rich prizes and making themselves feared and hated from Danzig to 

Finisterre. M'lieir most active captains were Mark Mixtow' of Fowey, 

John Haw ley of Dartinoutlu and Henry Pay of Poole, but even the roval 

admirals were not ai)ove taking a part in the game. This inevitably led 

to nprisals and to the persecution of English merchant communities 

abroad. In a short time tiie narrow seas were* the scene of a bitter 

[)rivateering war. Buccauters of various nationalities from bases on the 

coast of Brittany tlircatcni‘d the principal trade i*outes. The English poi*ts 

themselves were not safe from attack. In August 1403 Plymouth was 

huriit hv the (’ounts of La Marche and Venddme; in the following 

December a landing was made on the Isle of Wight by a force under the 

command of the Fount of St !\)1; and during the summer of 1405 exm- 

siderahle damage was done at L(hh‘, Poole, and elsewhere by a Castilian, 

Don Pero Nino. All this time the pretence of a truce was maintained 

l)etvveen England and France, surviving even w^hen in July 1404 

Charles VI promised to give militiiry assistancx? to Glyn Dwr against 

‘"Henrv of Lancaster.” French help was long in coming and, though it 

came at last in August 1405, it pr4)ved of sniall use to the Welsh. The 

allit^ advanml into England as far iis WocKibury Hill near W^orcester, 
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but they were obliged to retreat when Henry threw himself into the city. 

Although the back of Welsh resistance was not yet broken and the 

struggle continued for some years after the failure of the French invasion, 

it was only a question of time before the English were successful. Under 

Prince Henry, the king's eldest son, they recovered castle after castle, 

and when at length Harlech fell in 1409 Glyn Dwr again became a 

fugitive in the woods and mountains. Meanwhile, as a result of the 

murder of the Duke of Orleans in 1407, France was rapidly failing into 

anarchy, and at the same time peace was being restored with the maritime 

powers. After long negotiations a commercial truce was arranged with 

Flanders in March 1407. This was followetl in July by a similar agree¬ 

ment with Brittany, and finally at the beginning of 1408 friendly relations 

were re-established with the Hanseatic league. Europe had been forced 

to accept the house of I^ncaster. 
A usurper's greatest enemies are often those to whom he is most 

indebted for his success. As the re{>entant kingn)akers of 1399 discovered, 

Henry's gratitude had its limits; he proposed to rule tts well as reign. 

The ease with which one revolution had been achieved ftLscinated and 

demoralised the greater barons, and it was not long lK‘fore the youth of 

Richard 8 heir, Edmund Mortimer, Earl of March, l>egan to suggest to 

the more ambitious and discontented of them the advantages which might 

follow' for those who placed him on the throne. To the Percies, allied 

with the Mortimers by marriage, even a Percy king did not seem an 

impossible dream. From a situation full of danger, Henry could derive 

one consolation. This preoccupation with treason rendered the nobility 

incapable of a common policy. Those^)^ho should have led the consti¬ 

tutional opposition in parliament were busy plotting isolated rebellion 

in the country. This gave the king his chance. So long as common 

advantage was abandoned for private ambition, he could hold his own 

by playing one family off* against another. But for the ancient feud 

between Percy and Neville his cause might have lx*en lost more than 

once during the first half of his reign. One after another the plots against 

him misfired. That of 1403 prolmbly came nearest to success. Henry 

Percy, Earl of Northumberland, his brother Thomas, Earl of Worcester, 

and his son the famous Hotspur, had been amply rewanled for their share 

in the revolution, but they were dissatisfied at not lx‘ing allowed to ran.som 

the prisoners they had taken at Homildon Hill. If they Inul reasonable 

grievances, they made no attempt to obtain a hearing for them in parlia¬ 

ment. Instead, asserting the king's faithlessness to the oath which, they 

said, he had sworn to them at DoiK^aster in 1399, only to claim his duchv 

of Lancaster, they took the field at the beginning of July 1403. Hotspur 

raised the standard of revolt at Chester on the tenth, and, followed by 

men from Cheshire and the March to whom the name of Richard was 

still dear, set out with his uncle, Worcester, to surprise the young Prince 

of Wales at Shrewsbury. The king heard the news at Nottingham on the 
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18th, and with all the speed of which he was capable in an emergency, 

hastened to forestall them. He entered Shrewsbury on the 20th, and on 

the following day defeated the rebels outside the town both before they 

could make a junction with their Welsh allies and before the old earl 

could come to their assistance from the north. Hotspur died fighting; 

Worcester and other captured leaders were executed after the battle. 

Nortliumberland, threatened by a Neville army, drew off, pretending that 

he had taken no part in the rebellion. On 11 August he submitted to 

the king at York, and was promised a pardon in return for the surrender 

of his castles. His constables nevertheless refused to admit the royal 

officers, and he seems to have been kept in custody until he was brought 

to parliament on 6 February 1404. The lords showed their sympathy 

with his designs by refusing to convict him of treason; his fault, they 

said, was nothing more than a trespass against the Earl of Westmorland, 

and the king was obliged to set him free. 

If this was parliaments attitude, it is not surpiising that fresh insurrec¬ 

tions shortly took place. In February 1405 a suwessful attempt was made to 

carry off* the Mortimer children from Windsor, but the plot was discovered 

and they were recaptured at Cheltenham before they had time to reach 

safety in Wales. Several lords w'ere implicated, including the Duke of York 

and Thomas Mowbray, the Earl Marshall; even the Archbishop of Canter¬ 

bury did not escape suspicion. The duke was imprisoned and his lands 

confiscatwl, the earl pardoned, and the archbishop's protestations of 

iniuMumce iu*cepttxi. Northumberland, although he held aloof from this 

conspirucy, was meanwhile preparing a new enterprise. On 28 February 

heciiftTwl into an agreement with Glyn and Edmund Mortimer the 

elder, uncle of the Far) of March, to divide the kingdom between them. The 

Fkrl Marshall and Lonl Bardolf consented to join him and the mild and 

saintly Richanl Scropc, Archbi.shop of York, was also draw n in. llie latter s 

{iroclamation aimed at giving tlie rel)ellion a popular basis. But again the 

relxds wx*re too slow in imissing their forces. The T^^rl of Westmorland 

captured Scropc^ and Mowbray by tieachery at Ship ton Moor near York on 

29 May, while the king was still on his way noiih. When he arrived, he was 

in no iiukkI for mert'v and in spite of the prayei*s of Archbishop Arundel, 

who had followed him, he ordered the execution of the captives. After 

a hurried and irregular trial by the Earl of Arundel and Sir Thomas 

Beaufort, they were beheaded under the w^alls of York on 8 June. It 

says much for the strength of Henry's position that it was so little shaken 

by the execution of an archbishop. Pope Innoamt \JI was too weak to 

avenge his servant; so low was his credit among Englishmen that it was 

thought that his mouth had been stopjred w ith gold. But if God's vicar 

w^as powerless, men believed that it was God's direc't judgment on the 

murderer of a saint that immediately afterwards Henry was stricken by 

a mysterious disease. From 9 to 16 June he lay ill at Ripoii, we are told 

with leprosy. Whatever it was, it was not this, for he was soon healthy 
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again and able to set about the systematic reduction of the Percy castles. 

The royal artillery proved irresistible and by the end of August all the 

rebel garrisons had submitted. The earl and Bardolf fled to Scotland at 

the king’s approach. From here they made one last desperate attempt 

early in 1408. But the weather was against them; it was the coldest 

winter in living memory and, after a futile ettort to raise the north, they 

were brought to bay and slain by Sir Thomas Rokeby, sheriff of York, 

at Bramham Moor on 19 February. With them ditKl the selfish policy for 

which they had stood. Its chief effect had iKvn io [)anily.si* the endeavours 

of the moi-e moderate among their ptn^rs to critic ise and contml the royal 

administration. Freed from tliis embarrassment the loyal majoritv wen* 

shortly to find a leader in the Prince of Wales. But it was not until he 

had mastered the VV'elsh problem, not, that is to say, until 1409, that 

Henry of Monmouth was able to devote his energy to politics. For mon* 

than half the reign, therefcjre, the main brunt of opposition fell upon the 

parliamentary knights, who did not j)rove them.si*lves altogether unworthy 

of the trust. 

Custom, as well as their own reluctance to assume new bimlens, for 

long excluck*!:! the commons as a Ixxlv from any active share in the govern¬ 

ment of the country, although it must Im* rememU*red that one or two of 

their members were generally of the king’s council. But lU'verthcless the 

lower house was being driven by its wi.sh tc* restrain the roval extrava¬ 

gance into adopting a more aggressive policy than tlmt of men: criticism ; 

it claimed and was Ix'ginning to exercise an effective c*ontroi in cTiiain 

administrative matters which was far from welc-ome to tiu* king, its 

power was derived in the last resort from its command over su[>f)iv. 

Henry could no longt*r hope to “live of his owiC'; he had begun his 

reign by repudiating the illegnil exactions of his predeerssor; therefore, 

so long as he was refus<.*d a grant of taxation for life ecjiial to his necais, 

he was bound to cronie regular!v to })arliament foi* money. His opponents’ 

policy of making supply conditional upon the* nsln-ss of grievances, 

though he might rejec t it in principle as he did in 1401, was in practice 

very difficult to circumvent. Thus the commons were able to impose* 

conditions upon the expenditure of their grants and to attempt at leaxt 

in questions of ffnance to secure the n*sjx)nsibilitv of the executive to 

parliament The progress of their demand.s can lx* tmcc‘d in the early 

parliaments of the century, re^u:hiiig their culmination in that of 

Fach .step was contested or evaded by the king, whose* (*hief advantage lav 

in the want of continuity between suexx^ssive parliaments. But it is tlie 

mere existence of this initiative on the part, of the; commons, prematun? 

and unfruitful though in the main it was, which makes the [Xfricxl one of 
great constitutional importiince. 

Controversy, following traditional lines, slowly developexl over the 

composition and function.s of the king’s council. At the beginning of the 

reign Henry had been bicitly permitted to appoint his advisc^rs without 
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any formal nomination in parliament. In spite of this he displayed a 

marked unwillingness to submit his acts to their approval. When in 1399 

he was petitioned by the commons to make no grant save by the advice 

of his council, he returned a temporising answer ‘‘saving his libertyand 

during the fii’st year of his reign many minor offices were filled and 

pensions awarded upon the royal authority alone. In 1401 the commons 

returned to the attack with a request that they might know the names 

of the king's councillors, and that these might then be charged in their 

presence to hold office until the next parliament. Although there were 

good precedents for this request, it was, it seems, refused by the advice of 

the council itselfJ The opposition w'as more successful three years later 

when on 1 Marcli 1404 after a troubled session the king announced that 

*^‘at the strong instances...made at divers times in this parliament by the 

commons, he luul ordained certain lords and others to be of his gi'eat and 

continual council." The list contained no new' names and the point of this 

surrender is lost if it is regarded as in any sense a change of ministry. 

Unfortunately, the considerable six^culation to which it has given rise in 

modern times receives no assistance from contemporary .sources, since 

these are uniformly silent as to the object of the commons in making this 

demand. But it is clear that they attacluKl far greater importance to the 

act of publication than to the contents of this list, which must indeed 

have IxHU) already well-know n to them, and it is therefore not unreason¬ 

able to assume that their purpose was rather to underline the doctrine 

that the council was answerable to parliament than to impose on the 

king men who were not of liis own choosing. 'Fhe direcd assault on Henry's 

freedom of action had recently failed; hiscritiesmav well havehoped to gain 

their object by fastening responsibility for his mistakes upon tho.se whom 

he had pu))licly acknowlwlgixl as his advisers. The fact that they had in 

impeachment a ready-made pn>(*e<lure for dealing w ith unpopular ministers 

nuLst have added j)oint to their claim. How this was circumvented bv 

the king will shortly Ik* seen. 

On the other Inind, the financial arrangements made in the first parlia¬ 

ment of 1404 succvt'iled at least temporarily in curbing the royal power. 

For some time there had been scu*ious grumblingat the prodigal expendi¬ 

ture of the government and especially of the household. Now' it was said 

that the knights and officials of the king's (‘ourt had since 1399 enormously 

eiirichetl themsc^lves at the publicexpense. The resentful commons expressed 

their surprise that the revenues were so suddenly diminished and, having 

characterised the treasurer's proposals for meeting this deficit as ‘‘most 

outrageous," for soxnv tlays obstinately refused to make the necessary grants. 

The king's retort w as to keep them in session until they changed their minds. 

^ Exchequer, ( ouucil and Privy Seal, E28‘28 39 and /)8. These diwiiinents are 

misdated by PrnfeRsnr .1 F. Biildwdn {Thf (VmnW/, p. 154); since the Earl of 
Woreester i.s mentioned as Steward of tJie Houseliold, they cannot he later than 1403, 

and 1401 is therefore the only year which fits. 
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At length, worn out by this treatment, they surrendered so far as to vote an 
extraordinary tax of one shilling in the pound on land-rents. But so anxious 
were they that this should not he accepted as a precedent that they made 
it a condition that all record of their vote and of the subsequent collection 
of the tax should be afterwards destroyed. Fui’ther, determined to safe¬ 
guard the proc^eeds from being squandered in the usual way, the commons 
insisted on appointing four special treasurers to control expenditure under 
the direct supervision of the council and later to render an account of their 
office to parliament.' The king consented, but it is said that, though the 
necessary documents were prepared, they wei'e not sealed when parliament 
was dissolved. Nevertheless, it was the existence of these four men—-three 
London merchants and a clerk from Rutland—standing between the king 
and his normal carelessness in matters of finance, which made necessary 
the early summons of another parliament. In the summer of 1404, Henry 
withdrew to his I^ncastrian estates in the north midlands, whence a large 
number of warrants were issued par commandement du Roy without the 
advice of the council. He was so short of money that on 5 July payment 
on all pensions and annuities was suspended. At a great council at 
Lichfield on 95 August it was decided to hold a parliament at Coventry 
on 6 October. The king made no secret of his determination to convoke 
an assembly from which all troublesome elements had been excluded; for 
not only did he forbid the return of any law yers but actually pointed out 
to the sheriffs those whom they w^ere to have elected. In view of this, it 
is not surprising that next year the rel)els included in their manifesto a 
demand for the free election of members as in former times. Henry had 
undoubtedly chosen his ground well, sintx* Coventry was in the heart of 
his private duchy and undisturbed by those influences for which the 
capital had already begun to he famous. As the prot'cedings soon demon¬ 
strated, it was his intention to revei'se the acts of the previous parliament. 
In the fii’st place the council was not reappointed; in the second, the four 
independent treasurers were replaced by two royal servants, I.,ord Fumival 
and Sir John Pelham, the former of whom became shortly afterwanls 
Treasurer of England. But though the commons were timid and deplored 
their inexperience, they were by no means uncritical, llieir suggt'stions 
for financial reform, while comprehensive enough, were sc>arcely practicable, 
and the fact that they were too sweeping gave the king the excuse he 
desired for shelving them. An equally rash attack upon the wealth of 
the clergy brought down upon the commons the abuse of Archbishop 
Arundel, so that in the end they were obliges! to drop their proposals 
and to vote instead a very substantial grant. When parliament broke up, 
Henry might well have congratulated himself on having outnianoeuvT^ 
his opponents. 

* The accuracy of Walfiinjpham’s well-known account of this incident is proved 
by the tenns of a commission of 24 March 1404 (Calendar of Fine Hoik, xii, p. 251-04); 
note especially ‘‘that all payments that the said treasurers shall make of the said 
subsidy be made by warrant of privyseal directed totliem by orderof the great council.*’ 
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His success was, however, illusory. In spite of the liberality with which 

he had been treated, the expenses of the next critical year drained the 

exchequer, and the government was hard put to it to maintain forces in 

the field sufficient at the same time to cope with foreign attack and 

domestic rebellion. Its unpaid creditors were becoming impatient; it was 

losing the confidence of the people, and when it essayed to borrow money, 

the response was so disappointing that by the end of 1405 there was no 

alternative but another parliament. It seems that Henry attempted to 

repeat his previous triumph, for on December writs were despatched 

summoning members to Coventry for 15 February. But the meeting-place 

was changed, first to Gloucester and at the last moment to Westminster, 

for reasons which leave little doubt that the I^ndoners, supported by 

certain members of the council, brought pressure to bear upon the king. 

This was to prove a costly change of plan for the government. It was 

probably not unconnected with the estrangement from the regime of a 

powerful but moderate group of councillors of which the three Beauforts, 

sons of John of Gaunt by Katherine Swynford, became the active nucleus. 

In February 1405 Sir Thomas Beaufort was removed from his post as 

Admiral of the North to make way for the king's second son, ITiomas, a 

youth of eighteen years, who was later prominent as the rival of his elder 

brother and the enemy of the Beaufort family. It is clear from the de¬ 

mand for the better kee[)ing of the seas, brought forward early in the new 

parliament and urged insistently by the English merchant community, 

that this appointment was not popular. It was quickly followed by the 

I'esignation of Henry Beaufort, the ablest of the brothers, w'ho had been 

Chancellor since 1403. This foreshadow^ed tlie emergence of an opposition 

party w ithin the council itself, loyal to the dynasty but critical of the 

king's methods, which was soon to make its imjwrtance felt. Thelmlance 

of f>olitical fon'cs wjis therefore? altering when on 1 March 1406 the 

estates met at Westminster and the government camefocre to face with a 

hostile and deterraineil house of commons. 

The “Ixing Parliament'^ of 1406 lasted with two adjouimnients until 

22 December. It was characterised throughout by the activity and out¬ 

spokenness of the king's critics, and its great length w^as due solely to their 

obstinate refusal to vote taxes until the king had conceded their demands. 

ITie keynote was struck when on 23 March the Speaker made a solemn 

request for “good and abundant governance." This somewhat colourless 

phnise, frequently repeated in the debates which followed, embodied all 

the aspirations of the reforming party, and the zeal with which the 

commons sought to give it a practical meaning justifies Stubbs's descrip¬ 

tion of this parliament as “an exponent of the most advanced principles 

of medieval constitutional life in England." Very little time seems to 

have lx‘en spent in condemning the past sliortcomings of the goveniment, 

though tlie extravagance and inefficiency of the civil service came in for 

some ver>' pointed criticisms. But while the greatest efforts w ere devoted 

to safeguai^ing the future, in one respect Henry's former good resolutions 
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were not forgotten. In 1404 he had promised that the special treasurers 

should present their accounts to parliament for audit. He was now asked 

to fulfil this promise. At first he gave an uncompromising reply: “Kings 

were not wont to render account’**; and every sort of obstruction was re¬ 

sorted to by ministers. But knowing how hard pressed he was for money, 

the commons I'emained obdurate; their firmness was rewarded when on 

19 June, in return for a slight increase for one year in the rates at which 

poundage might be levied, they were allowed an audit by parliament. 

This was a notable victory; not only did it encourage the opposition to 

continue the struggle but it was a clear vindication of the policy towards 

which it was feeling its way, the policy of appropriating supfilies and 

of holding ministers personally responsible to parliament for their 

expenditure. 

It may well have lieen this demonstration of its value which now 

promptetl the commons to extend the use of their princijde by enforcing 

it not merely in the case of an extraordinary tax but in that of all taxes, 

and not merely upon treasurers appointed ad hoc but also upon the 

regular officers of the Crown. With this in view they were far from 

satisfietl by the king’s action on ^2 May in nominating a council in par¬ 

liament, but began to demand stricter terms of reference. Vet Henry, 

giving his ill-health as an excuse, had already made one very imj>ortant 

concession. It had long Ix^en his habit to make his wislies known dir(*ctly 

to the chancery and exchecjuer by means of letters under the signet and 

bills countersigned by one of his chaml>erlains; he was thus able to short- 

circuit the council and to incur expenditure without its supervision. Now 

he agreed to submit all such direct warrants to the council for endoi>ie- 

ment, only reserving for himself the right to pardon criminals and to 

appoint to offices and l>enefices which were actually void. These reserva¬ 

tions, it will lx? noticed, involved no power to [)ut fresh charges on the 

revenue. But although such an arrangement would have contented par¬ 

liament in 1399, it fell very short of the desires of 14()f>. At first it 

seeme<l as if nothing would soften the extreme reluctance of tlx* commons 

to authorise any fresh taxation; in spite of the king’s obvious intention 

to prolong parliament until they yielded, it was only oii the night of 

22 December, when it was no longer possible for many of the nK‘mi>ersto 

reach their homes by Clu istmas, that their resolution meltol and agmnt 

was made. It was, however, a grant on conditions,* and in order that 

these conditions might lx fulfilk^d, it was suggested that certain lords who 

were still present in parliament and thendbre prol)ably rnemlxTs t*f the 

council should bind themselves to refund out of their own ptK-kets any 

part of the tax which should lx misappropriated. It is not surprising 

* These are possihly contained in a draft preserved among the records of the 
council (xVicolas, N. H., l^ocecfimgk and Ordinances of the Council, i, pp. liB/i 7); 

they include a provision that no gifts, annuities, or jiardoiis for debt should t»e grarjted 
for two years, and another tliat any patent contrary to this sliould he void. 
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that these lords joined with the king in angrily rejecting this revolutionary 

proposal. But although the commons were forced to withdraw it, they 

only capitulated on terms. In the first place they insisted that councillors 

should publicly swear to obey thirty-one articles which were drawn up by 

parliament for their guidance; and secondly that this oath, together with 

the articles, should be put on record on the parliament roll in order that 

no doubt should be allowed to exist as to the terms on which the appoint¬ 

ments had been made. Experience had convinced the government's critics 

that they could not rely upon the spontaneous willingness of the 

councillors to impose economies on the king unless they in their turn were 

obliged to assume public responsibility. How far the commons were from 

trusting the king's good faith is revealed by a petition that at least six 

of their nuniljer should be present when the roll was engrossed. 

Immediately afterwards parliament was dissolved. In it the knights, with 

little or no help from the lords and ac'tively obstructed by the council, 

hafl secured the humiliation of the Crown and a recognition of the fact 

that England was governed not by the king alone but by a king acting 

on the advice of a council which was ultimately accountable to 

parliament. * 

In view of what had hap{>ened in 1404 it was not likely that Henry, 

now that he had obtaine<i the nec-essarv supplies, would loyally i*es[>ect 

the constitutional scheme which had thus been thrust on him. Once again 

he coinpelle<l a submissive parliament to loosen his bonds. Ten months 

after the lx>ng Parliament haxl dispersed, another met at Gloucester to 

i*evei*se its acts. Meanwhile the king had found a minister who was to 

serve him faithfully until his death- The Archbishop of Canterbury had 

never shown himself over~scTupuloiis. In 1386 and after, he had worked 

with the Apjxllants to humiliate Richard II. Ten veal's later he w as ready 

to betray his former asscK’iates to the king until the fate of his brother, 

the Earl oi Arundel, opened his eyes to Richard's duplicity. As was 

generally the case in that soixiid period, he rarely hesitated to put his own 

interests before those of his class. At the beginning of the new reign he 

seemed to .stand with the Percies and other noble supporters of the revo¬ 

lution for the prejmnderance of the baronage in tln^ affairs of the realm, 

and on one oc*casion at least was, as w e have .seen, under suspicion of sharing 

the Percies' treasonable designs. But from 1405 there are signs thM he 

w'as draw'ing closer to the king. In this year he was allowxxl to have his 

way in the election of Walden to the vacant see of I.a)ndon. His desertion 

of the aristocratic cause may have been due to his dislike of the Beauforts 

who were beginning to champion it; perhaps he was alarmed by the 

enterprise of the commons and by the envious eyes cast by some of them 

on the wealth of the Church; probably jK?rsonal ambition was the deciding 

* Here and elsewtiere 1 hin c been able to make full use of the longer version of 
M'alsingham’s History contained in Bodley MS 462 by the kindness of Mr V. H. 
Galbraith, who placed his transcript at iny dtsposal. 
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factor* Already in the parliament of 1406 he had in the name of the 

council put obstacles in the way of reform. Shortly afterwards, on 

80 January 1407, he accepted office as Chancellor, in the words of an 

ecclesiastical chronicler, “against the will of those who loved his honour.*^ 

A patent confirming the legitimation of the Beaufoiis, dated ten days 

later, which contained a new proviso *‘^excfpta dignliaie has been 

regarded as proof of Arundel's hostility to the king’s half-brothers. But 

there was as yet no oj>en breach. 

At the short parliament w'hich sat in St Peter’s Abbey at Gloucester 

on 20 October 1407, Arundel as Chancellor was the natural spokesman 

of the government. His choice of text for tlie opening sermon» “Honour 

the king,” set the tone appropriate to the meeting. As Henry Ixiasted 

to a Hanseatic agent, this was to be a parliament which would do his 

bidding. Proct^edings had scarcely begun before the Chancellor, anticipa¬ 

ting criticism, went in person to the commons’ house to inform them 

how’ the taxes granted in 1406 had been spent. This apparently 

did not satisfy the commons, but when on 9 Novemlxir their S|K»aker, 

Thomas Chaucer, cousin and partisan of the Beauforts, tried to m)j.)en 

the discussion, Arundel plainly told him that the council had labouml 

diligently to jn^rform its duties and declined henceforward to l)e Imund 

by the oath w^hieh its memljei's had sworn in the pivvious DecemlaT. The 

king w'as graciously pkaised to excuse then), and tlnis the matter was ter- 

ininaUid. In the same fashion, an attempt by ChaiuxT to raise the tjues- 

tion of illegal purveyance was successfully j)(>stp()ned. But before lung 

the gov^ernmeut overstepped wise limits and provoked a display of spirit 

even from the feeble commons. On 14 November, in response to a petition, 

seven lords—including the Chancellor and the tw^o elder Beauforts—had 

been }>€rmitted to confer with the members about taxation. But a wtx^k 

later, before any grant had been re|.>orted, the king approaOieil the IorIs 

and invited them to state what they would regard as a suitable provision; 

on receiving their reply, he then commanded the lower house to endonw 

it. Loud was the outcry against the loixls and great the clamour that 

ancient liberties had been infringed. The king hastened to reassure the 

members; nothing had Ix^en farther from his thoughts than that of which 

they complained. Ihe “altercation was settled on 2 Hecemljer when it 

was recorded that each house might in the absence of the king delate the 

country’s nt?eds, provided that neither should report until both were agreed 

and that the report should always be made by the commons' Speaker* It 

can hardly be claimed that this established save in a very limited sense 

the right of the lower house to initiate a grant, but it certainly prevented 

a novel, and if it had been successful, a very damaging invasion of ita 

hard-won privileges. Here ended, how’ever, the commons' success. For 

although they were promised that no precedent should l>e thereby created, 

they went on immediately to vote the same taxes as the lords had recom¬ 

mended. In return the king promised solemnly nut to ask for any more 
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money until March 1410, and gave to each retuniing member a copy 

of this promise to show to his constituents. 

The ensuing two years are for us the most baffling in the history of the 

reign. There is every sign that events were moving towards a crisis, but 

the unexplained absence of conciliar records at this critical period is a 

serious obstacle to its undei'standing. The king was dangerously ill; in June 

1408 he had a seizure at Mortlake and for a time was thought to be dead, 

“but after some hours the vital spirit returned to him.'’ In the following 

winter he lay sick at Eltham and Greenwich for many weeks; his children 

were summoned and on 21 January he made his will. Yet by 6 April he 

was able to write in his own hand “of the good health that I am in” to 

his friend the ('hancellor. There has been much dispute about the nature 

of his disease; contemporaries called it leprosy, but the symptoms point 

rather to some form of embolism, probably cerebral, complicated by other 

less destructive ailments.^ Both his mental and physical pow'ers suffered 

from these attacks. Although he was still capable of occasional spurts of 

energy, these? were of brief dumtion and quickly succetftled by renewed 

visitations of weakness. His Ixdief that his illness was a divine judgment 

on his sins may ex{>lain his tendency to lean more and more upon the 

.supfx)rt of his spiritual adviser, Arundel. Cerbiinly the Chancellor was 

little less than his vicegerent during these years. But the heir to the 

throne, who may perhaps have felt that he had a better claim to this 

position, was beginning to assert his rights. Prince Henry, advised by the 

Bc*auforts, was resentful of the government's incomj)etenc'e and anxious to 

Ixgin his reign. Already, if we are to Ixlieve Monstrelet, the Bishop of 

Winchester had in 14(X} informetl the French court of the impending 

alxiication of the king in favour of his son; Ix' this as it may, there is no 

doubt that at a later date the prince lent his ear to such a suggestion. 

When his father was on the point of death, he may have l>een willing to 

wait, since it seemtxl that his time was not far distant, but with the king's 

mrovery in tiie spring of 1409 inaction no longer contented him. The 

outcome of this period of tension was the hill of Arundel at the close of 

the y»j5Hr. The sequeni'e of events leading up to this can only be inferred. 

When on 26 October a parliament was summoned to meet at Bristol in 

tlxi following Jfuuiary, no unusual difficulties ajqjear to have been 

anticipaieil. Soon afterwaixls, however, a council, called to deal with the 

financial crisis, reached decisions which seem to have been unwelcome to 

the king,"* Uijxharging Sir John Tiptoft from the office of Treasurer, 

^ hi view of Oaswipic’s statement ahotxt the death of .fohn of ( Jaunt {Lod e lAbro 

Verittitum, ©d, 'Hiorold itogers^ J. E., p|>. lUO-^7), syphilis cannot be entirely ruled out. 
We have it on the authority of the csintemporary English tranalator of John Arderue'a 
TrciUtae on fHatuia in-Ano [ed. Power, D’A., EEl'S. Grig. ser. cxxxix (1910) pp. xii 
and 74] that Henry also suffered from a prolapse of the rectum. I have to thank 
Mr H. VV^ S. Wright and Sir D’Arcy Power for their kind aasigtanoe with these 

medical details. 
Caiendar of Holts^ Ipp. 25-(». 
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Henry ordered the collectoi's of customs by sig^^et letter to ignore the 

councils oi'dei's. His defiance was nevertheless shortlived. On 18 December 

WestmiiKster was substituted for Bristol as parliamenf’s place of meeting, 

and three days later Arundel resigned the great seal But although the 

two great offices were vacant, the king was either unable to find or un¬ 

willing to accept new ministers. It was not until 6 January that I^rd 

Scrofx* Ixcanie Treasiu'er ; on the 19th ordei's were given to carry out the 

councirs suspended financial regulations. There was no Chancellor for 

more than a month; when necessary, Henry himself sinxTintended the 

sealing of documents, keeping the gix*at seal by him for that purjmseand 

giving instructions viva voce to a clerk. 

In the absence of a chancellor, the opening sermon on 27 January was 

pixiached by the Bishop of Wincliester, the Speaker again being Thomas 

Chaucer. Four davs later the jjreat seal was conferred on 'I'homas Beau- 

fort. That the king himself had in no sense (piarrelled with the Archbishop 

of Canterbury is proveil by the fact that he s])ent the greater part of the 

session not in his own palace at Westminster but across the water at 

I^mbeth. Parliament was adjourned for Eitster on 15 March, but Ixfort* 

that the commons had created great scand/il by presenting a Ixdlanl 

petition, which proposed to solve the country's financial difficulties bv 

confiscating the estates of the (liurch. The king — and not his son, as lias 

been generally supposed*—refustsl to consider it, and his faithful H<*rvant, 

Sir John Norburv, pleased at least one monastic chronicler hv urging the 

primate to launch a crusiide against these English hereties. Cnabashixl, 

the followers of Wyclif continued to make their voiees heard in parliament, 

but in vain. In the second session the commons turned their attention to 

the only less controversial matter of administiative reform. On 25 April, 

they offered a series of remedies for t lie Wl tt*r and more economical 

government of the realm. In its forefront appeared the inevitable nostrum 

that the king should “ordain and assign in the pix^sent parliament the 

most valiant, wfi.HC, and discreet lords to he of his counciP and that thm! 

along with the judges sliould be publicly sw orn. In I'esjmnse to a similar 

request of 2 May, Henry replied tliat eerbiin loids had for gcHwl ixrnons 

excused themselves, and then produced a list of seven names. Now' the 

extent of the prince's triumpli was revealed. Not only were his friends 

strongly ^presented along with himself on the new eouiK-il, but even more 

.significant w^as the omission of Arundel and of the usual curiali.sts. It was 

in fact a small aristocratic bcxly, from which Ixith the king's friends and 

the members of the commons were excludtsl. I'he Earl of Somerset had 

recently died, but both his brothers were nominaUs], along with the ti^rl 

of Arundel, whose quari'el with his uncle, while dating Imck to his share 

in Richard Scropes execution, had since bei‘n aggravated bv a mass of 

J The of V\ alsin#fham‘H UuUma Amflimm, n, p. is 

in Bodloy 
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litigation over their respective rights in Sussex.* When the councillors 

were sworn, the prince detlai-ed that they could not l>e held to their oaths 

unless sufficient funds were provided. After rejecting the suggestion that 

they should give the king an annual tax for the remainder of his life, the 

commons pnx^eeded to vote a subsidy and a half, its collection to be 

spread over three years. Just before the dissolution, Bishop Langley and 

the Earl of Westmorland were excused attendance at the council on 

account of the necessity for their presence in the north, and, at the prince’s 

request, the names of two more of his friends, the Earl of Warwick and 

Bishop Chichele of St David’s, were added to fill their places. 

llie new councillors threw themselves into their task with energy. For 

the rest of the year, they virtually governed the country in the king’s 

name, while Henry, visiting his palaces at Windsor, Woodstock, and 

Kenilworth, was content to leave affairs at Westminster in their hands. 

During June and July they met frecjuently, mainly to discuss finance. A 

genuine attempt seems to have been made to discover the government’s 

liabilities and to meet them by borrowing and by ordinanc‘es for the 

better collection of the revenue. These researches evidently brought home 

to them the gravity of the situation, for on 19 March 1411 a great council 

was held at which the IVeasuit^r plai*ed a financial statement before the 

lords in the king’s pmsence. Budgeting for the year Michaelmas 1410 to 

Michaelmas 1411, Lord Scrojne estimated the probiible deficit at over 

i:^l(j,000, even Ixfore any provision had lx?en made for annuities payable 

at the exchcHpier or for the salaries of councilloT*s. It appears that the 

half-subsidy due at Midsummer 1411 had already Ix^en a.ssigned to the 

king’s creditoi's, and the Treasurer referred to the debts of the household, 

wanlrolx, and other sjxnding dejmi-tments as amounting to a huge sum.” 

There is no evidence that the lonls had any remedy to offer for the un¬ 

soundness which this statement revealed. The fat^t was that all this 

financial activity was occasioneil by a desire to find means for fi-esh ex- 

{xnditure, I’hat Prince Henry’s thoughts were already turning towards 

the possibility of military intervention in Fmiu'e, whei'e the feuds of 

Burgundy and Anmignac offered a tempting bait, is suggested by esti¬ 

mates drawn up at this time for the cost of Calais in time of war. Not- 

withstaiuling the fact that the ancient debts of this forti'ess alone were 

moi'e than ii^,000, he was ambitious to raise and ef|uip a new 

expeilitionary fort‘e. In this he does not apjxar to have had his father’s 

approval, but nevertheless in September 1411 a small English army under 

the Earl of Arundel was despatched to the assistance of Burgundy. On 

9 November they took part in the victory of St Cloud, but were shortly 

afterwaixis sent home. 

Meanw hile in England the prince’s ascendancy was drawing to an end. 

Following the tun-est in October of six knights, including the steward of 

his household, on an unnamed charge, he made a progix^ss through the 

* Vakndar of dim Hoik, p. 526 and H09-1S, pp. 50 and 183-5. 
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country in search of popular support. It was said that his advisers, led 

by Henry Beaufort, were openly proposing that the king should be deposed 

in his favour, and apparently a formal demand to this effect was made in 

the parliament which began at Westminster on 3 November. It does not 

seem that this propaganda was at all favourably received by the people 

as a whole or that Henry IV had any difficulty in countering its effects. 

The latter bided his time. At his side was Arundel, fresh from his triumph 

over the prince’s friends at Oxford, where in the face of obstinate 

resistance he had succeeded in humbling the University. The king did 

not attend the opening of parliament, but when on its second day the 

Speaker was presented to him he told him sharply that he wished on no 

account to have any manner of novelty but intended ‘‘to stand as free in 

his prerogative as any of his predecessors."’ Nothing was heard for the 

moment of his abdicating, but a statute of the last parliament w as annulled 

because it improperly limited the rights of the Crown. Befoi'e the end of 

the session, the council w as thanked for its services and discharge^], Thomas 

Beaufort and Lord Scrope were removed from office, and the Archbishop 

of Canterbury again entrusted with the great seal. No council wfis for¬ 

mally nominated, but the Prince of Wales mid Henry Beaufort, were 

excluded from that which met for the remainder of the reign. It was a 

cowed and anxious parliament which, hearing that the king’s heart was 

heavy against its members, begged and secured from liim a dtH:laratiori of 

his faith in their loyalty before they returned home. 

In the matter of financ-e, the commons hod not l>een generous. I’he 

government’s insolvency did not, however, prevent it from planning a 

fresh expedition to France, this time to succour the Armagnacs. It is 

difficult to explain this change of policy on any other ground than that 

the king desired to mark his disagreimient with his son, though the 

possibility of recovering Aquitaine no doubt had its inHuence in de¬ 

termining his choice. This decision pn>duced a domestic crisis, the foerts 

of which are by no meiins clear. Henry was [>ersuaded that the Prince of 

Wales, who was raising troops in the noithern midlands, contemplatwl 

rebellion with a view to seizing the throne and preventing the Udrayal of 

his former Burgundian allies. In reply the prince issued a public state¬ 

ment at Coventry on 17 June, a.s.serting his innocence; he expUined that 

his only object in mustering an army larger than his quota was his desire 

to assist his father to retxmquer Aquitaine w itli all the means in his power, 

that he had acted as he believed with the royal [>ermis.sion, and that the 

king had been listening to the calumnies of certain sons of iniquity by 

whom he was surrounded. With protestations of filial obedience, but 

“with much people of lords and gentles,"’ he then marched to London and 

took up his residence at the Bishop of Ixmclun’s inn. For several days the 

city and suburbs were full of armed men, while the king and council 

hurried on their preparations for the French voyage. In an inteniew 

with his father the prince demanded the punishment of those who had 
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slandered him; ^Hhe king seemed indeed to assent to his request, but 

asserted that they ought to await the time of parliament that these might 

be punished by the judgment of their peers.'” ITie reconciliation would 

therefore seem to have been incomplete. But at length the tension was 

relieved when it was settled that the prince and the king, who had meant 

himself to lead the expedition, should remain at home, while Thomas of 

Lancaster, now created Duke of Clarence, and the other lords went to 

France. The army set out from Southampton on 11 July, but it had not 

been long in Normandy before the Fx'ench parties temporarily sank their 

differences and bought the invaders oft*. While this was taking place, the 

prince continued to act in a fashion that did much to justify his father's 

suspicions. For again on 23 September he “came to London to the council 

with a huge people,'” this time to defend himself also against a charge of 

misappropriating the wages of the Calais garrison, living his followers 

in Westminster Hall he forced his way alone into the royal presence, where 

after an emotional scene the king embraced and forgave him. An enquiry 

conducted by the council into his government of Calais resulted, as was 

inevitable, in his complete exoneration. Henry IVs health was now^ 

rapidly failing; in December he was again for a period unconscious, but 

recovered sufticiently to take part in the Christmas celebrations at Eltham. 

He died after another seizure at Westminster on 20 March 1413. For 

nearly fourteen years he had struggled doggedly and with some measure 

of sueex^ss, not only to preserve his usurped throne against enemies at home 

and abroad, but to maintain in the teeth of baronial pressure aiid popular 

criticism wliat he believed to be the rights and prerogatives of the Crow n. 

Arundel did not long survive his master. Dismissed from the chancellor¬ 

ship on the first day of the new' reign., he withdrew from politiad life and 

dieil within a year. 

It was remarked by contemporaries that on his ac'cessiun to {xxwer 

Henry of Monmouth underwent a species of conversion; “in all things at 

that time he reformed and amended his life and his manners." The law¬ 

less and high-spirited youth became, as it were overnight, a bigot and a 

disciplinarian. There was no room in hi.s nature for compromise, and by 

this abrupt change he expressed his conscious dedication of himself to 

what he regarded as the supreme purpose of his being. If in the past he 

had been riotous and addicted to low coinpiny, this was only becjtiu.se his 

enormous energy, denied adequate scope in j)olitics, hod been compelled 

to seek another outlet. Once the curb imposed by his mistrustful father 

was removed and he was fm; to give unfettered play to his imperial de¬ 

signs, he aixandoned his disreputable courses without hesitation or regret. 

The same thing had happened when Thomas Becket went to Canterbury; 

Henry threw’ himself with an astxjtic zeal equal to that of St Thomas into 

realising a highly exalted conception of the duties of his station. It was 

his dream, having first conquci\d France, to lead a reunited Christendom 
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against the Turk and, as he confessed on his death-bed, to “build again 

the walls of Jerusalem ” in a last Crusade. To this Napoleonic task he was 

prepared to devote his life and fortune—and the lives and fortunes of his 

less idealistic countrymen. But large as were his schemes, there was 

nothing in the least visionary about his methods. A soldier of genius and 

resource, he owed his success alniost as much to his diplomatic skill as to 

his victories in the field; while no medieval statesman grasped more fully 

the importance of sea-power or set himself more actively to win for 

England the undisputed command of the Channel. Imperious, untiring, 

and single-minded, Henry was a cruel enemy and a harsh master, brook¬ 

ing no opposition to his will; yet though he renounced all those qualities 

which make a monarch popular, he achieved the remarkable feat of 

inspiring Englishmen with a patriotic enthusiasm and a community of 

aims in marked contrast with their bitter disharmony during the previous 

age. He found a nation weak and drifting and after nine years he left it 

dominant in Europe. 

The whole-heailedness of this response to Henry's lead made one thing 

clear: in spite of many superficial indications to the contrary, Lancastrian 

England was by no means decadent; the source of its troubles lay less in 

its own rottenness than in the futility of its governors, unsettled by an 

economic revolution which they did not understand. A young and 

vigorous civilisation had failed to obtain the authoritative guidance of 

which it stood desperately in need. Its political unrest, though it often 

served the ends of ambitious nobles, was not mere factiousness; it sprang 

rather from the efforts of a new class to break through the cracking shell 

of traditional medieval society. For more than a century, the country 

had been waxing rich from the sale of its staple commodity, wool, which 

for its unsurpiissed quality was in sternly demand on the markets of 

Flanders. No amount of royal interfei'ence, of regulation in the interests 

of foreign policy or of public finance, could hold up the progress of this 

traffic. Nor did it stand alone; for alongside it had grown up the cloth 

industry: the products of English looms were beginning to be carried 

in native bottoms to foreign parts. The legend of the commercial back¬ 

wardness of medieval England dies hard. Yet during the fourteenth 

century, latecomers though they were, needing to force their way into 

the closed markets of the continent, the English were laying the founda¬ 

tions of their mercantile greatness. It was of no exceptional shipman 

that Chaucer w rote : 

He knew wel alle the haveiies, a« they were, 
From Gootlond to the Cape of Fiiiistere; 
And every cryke in Britayne and in Spayiie." 

By the reign of Richard II, English merchants had planted a factory at 

Danzig and won recognition of their privileges there from the reluctant 

Hansa. In the early years of the fifteenth century native ships sailed 

adventurously from Lynn “by nedle and by stone...unto the costes colde'' 
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of Iceland and established a profitable trade with the inhabitants. All 

efforts to penetrate into the Mediterranean were, however, repulsed. When 

in 1412 William Walderne of London and his partners shipped ,iP24,000 

worth of wool to Italy, it was seized by the Genoese authorities. There¬ 

after, apart from occ^asional privateering ventures, no further attempt 

was made to challenge Italian monopoly beyond the Straits of Morocco. 

In spite of this defeat, which was in any case unparalleled, the time was 

one of increasing material prosperity. It is hardly surprising that Italian 

visitors, though they considered the English intellectually backward, 

were deeply impressed by the high standard of comfort, amounting often 

to luxury, which they found everywhere prevalent. Their observations 

are confirmed by the monuments, perhaps only a tithe of those erected, 

which have survived into our own day. It is a striking fact that the 

magnificent castles at Tattershall, Wingfield (co. Derby), and Bolton in 

Wensleydale were built by men of lesser baronial rank, and those at 

Caister and Hurstrnonceux by no more than simple knights. Nor was 

this splendour confined to domestic architecture. The scores of lofty 

perpendicular churches still extant in East Anglia l)ear witness to the 

thriving trade of Ipswich, Y^armouth, Lynn, and Boston; while their 

counterparts in Somerset and the Cotswold area tell a similar tale about 

the western ports. Most districts profited directly, all were ultimately 

fertilised, by this new wealth. For its benefits w'ere enjoyed not merely 

by that numerous middle class which w^as engaged in the transport, sale, 

and manufacture of wool and cloth, but ecjually by those landowners, 

great and small, from whose sheepfolds the raw material was drawn. The 

capital thus accumulated was not suffered to lie idle; it was often re¬ 

invested, so that territorial magnates became sleeping partners in business 

and in some cases even possessed their own merchant-ships. The result 

of all this financial dealing was to place too great a strain upon that 

ancient theological doctrine by which Christians were forbidden to 

practice usury. In spite of the fact that this prohibition was reinforced 

by the law of the land, it was rapidly l)ecoming a dead lettei\ But because 

steps were taken to circumvent it by legal fictions, these unspectacular 

beginnings of imKlern capitalism for long escaped the notice of historians. 

^Nevertheless we find Sir John Fastolf advancing large sums to London 

tradesmen “ad inercandizandmn'^ at 5 per cent, per annum, llie truth is 

that loans at interest were common, and even ecclesiastics did not hesitate 

to swell their incomes by committing “ rorrible et abhorntTmble vice de 

Usurey By far the largest borrower w^as the government, which, since 

Edward III had defaulted to his Italian creditors, was obliged to rely in 

this matter mainly if not wholly upon native capitalists. Fortunately 

for it there were several individuals and many corporations rich enough 

to take the places of the Bardi and Peruzzi. But the king’s credit was so 

bad that, as we are informed by Sir John Fortescue, he had to offer a 

premium of 20-25 per cent, before he could raise the necessary sums. It is 
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small wonder that acquisitiveness was the predominating characteristic of 

Lancastrian England. Yet the mercenary spirit which has often Ixjen 

taken for proof of its degeneracy was the outcome of a boundless vitality 

and optimism. 

It was inevitable that these developments should profoundly modify 

the structure of medieval society. In feudal England a definite limit had 

been set to the free play of these competitive tendencies. It is of coui'se 

true that a man of gentle birth, given enough military skill, might rise 

from landless poverty to affluence, and that both Church and law had 

always offered the chance of high preferment to those whom the profession 

of arms did not suit. But the underlying conception was one of static 

order, dependent upon an established military caste. Yet once fortunes 

could be made by trade and invested in land, the lioundaries which had 

hitherto separated class from class rapidly disintegrated and in a short 

time the old feudal aristocracy was itself invaded by the nouvraiuv-riches. 

Already in the fourteenth century its highest ranks had been entered by 

the son of William de la Pole, a Hull merchant. This was still unusual 

enough to excite resentment, but a little later no one minded when 

Chaucer’s grand-daughter became a duchess or thought it odd that the 

grandson of Sir Geoffrey Boleyn, who was mayor of I.ondon in 1457, 

should be an earl and the father of a queen. Mixed marriages were quite 

common; thus William Stonor, an Oxfordslure knight, took as his first 

wife the widow of a mercer, iis liis second the daughter of a marquis. 

Several of the most famous Tudor families, who throve on the purchase 

of monastic land.s, owed their imporbince in the first place to their 

mercantile ancestors in the fifteenth century. Many ancient institutions 

could not survive in this changed atmosphere. The process of adaptation 

radically altered the external structure, if not the essence, of feudalism 

itself. In the fifteenth century military service was no longer merely an 

incident of tenure but also a commodity to be disposed of by sale. The 

army of the Hundred Years’ War was a mercenary army, consisting not 

of vassals but of hired retainers who were by no means always the tenants 

of the man they served. The bond which united them to him was a 

contract voluntarily entered into by both parties and notan indissoluble 

hereditary tie. An enterprising magnate could therefore reach out 

beyond the frontiers of his fief, and by indenting w'ith his neighbours for 

their services bring whole districts, sometimes an entire county, under 

his control. The bastard feudalism ” thus begotten approached nearer 

to its continental prototype than to the revised version which had been 

introduced into England by William 1. By substituting a few great 

areas of influence for the dispersed honours of the Norman periotl, it 

raised the problem of ‘‘the overrnighty subject” in a new and more 

acute form. Another factor was also at work to the same end. Estates 

scattered in half a dozen shires could not be managed economically; 

administrative convenience would in any event have dicbited some 
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measure of consolidation, and the feudal geography of England had 

already been profoundly modified in this direction by three and a half 

centuries of grant, purchase, marriage, and exchange. But although this 

tendency threatened the stability of the central government, it only 

produced a crisis when the enlistment of retainers gave baronial ambition 

a wider range. Its corrupting effect on local institutions was soon 

apparent. To attract retainers the baron had to be able to find patronage 

for them and their dependants, to maintain their quarrels in the royal 

courts, and to reward their loyalty in many other ways. Sir John 

Fortescue has admirably described the result: ‘‘this hath caused many 

men to be such braggers and suitors to the king for to have his offices in 

their countries to themself and their men that almost no man in some 

country durst take an office of the king but he first had the good will of 

the said braggers and engrossers of offices. For if he did not so, he 

should not after that time have peace in his country; whereof hath come 

and grown many great troubles and debates in divers countries of 

England.” As his father's reign had shewn, civil strife was already 

imminent wdien Henry V temporarily rasolved all discords by proclaiming 

war on France. 

Although his enthusiasm was for the moment infectious, it may be 

doubted whether many of the kingls subjects really shared his dream of 

a continental empire. For one thing the merchants were becoming dimly 

conscious that England's destiny lay not in France but upon the seaii, a 

suspicion which a few years later deepened into certainty. If they hated 

the French as traditional enemies, they hated the Flemings, the Hansards, 

and the Italians still more as commercial rivals. Yet Henry's policy 

rested upon a close understanding with Flanders as a first step towards a 

military alliance with Burgundy, and upon the neutrality of the other 

maritime powers in order to isolate France at sea. In neither case was 

he absolutely 8ucce.s.sful, but by 1415 his diplomacy had accomplished 

enough to permit him to cross to Normandy in safety. Anglo-Flemish 

relations had been put on a surer footing by an agreement of 7 October 

1413, which provided for the appointment in each country of “conser¬ 

vators of truces ”” to punish breaches of the peace, to investigate charges 

of piracy, and to I'estore stolen goods to their lawdiil owners. In pursuance 

of this a Statute of Truces and Safeconducts was passed by the Leicester 

parliament in the following year. Ho what he would, however, Henry 

could not induce the Burgundians to throw in their lot definitely with 

the English, and it was not until Duke John the Fearless w^as murdered 

in 1419 that the longed-for Anglo-Burgundian alliance became a fact. 

The negotiations had on the other hand secured the absence of the duke 

from the French army of Agincourt and after, a service which contributed 

largely to Henry's chances of success. The isolation of the French at sea 

presented few difficulties. Only the Genoese, whose seizure of tlie 

Londoners' wool in 1412 had created hid bkx>d, were persuaded to come 



384 The rise of economic nationalism 

to the assistance of France. In 1416 some twenty ships, commanded by 

Giovanni Grimaldi, appeared in the Channel to join in the French 

blockade of Harfleur; but on 15 August they were attacked by a hastily 

collected fleet under the Duke of Bedford and decisively beaten in the 

Battle of the Seine. While Henry lived the English command of the 

narrow seas was never again disputed. His policy nevertheless was not 

altogether popular. The only interest to which it appealed strongly was 

the Staple. For it meant allowing Flemings and Hansards to trade 

unmolested in England and some restriction of native enterj)rise in the 

Baltic ports; since, though the king maintained his subjects’ claim to 

fair treatment in Danzig, he was not prepared to jeopardise Hanseatic 

neutrality by embarking on those wilder courses which some extremists 

were already urging. It meant also putting down English piracy, a great 

source of profit for the seafarei*s of the western ports. Again and again 

Henry wrote to the home government from France pressing for stern 

measures against native privateers, “that no man have cause hereafter to 

complain in such wise as they do for default of right doing nor we cause 

to wi'ite to you always as we do for such causes, considered the great 

occupation that we have otherwise.” Though all this resulted in more 

security for English shipping, since it diminished reprisals, it did not go 

nearly far enough for those whose views found clear expression some 

twenty years later in the Libel of Englwh Policy. For the anonymous 

author of this pamphlet the conquest of Normandy was not a stage in the 

conquest of France but a means of dominating tlie Straits of Dover. He 

was a militant nationalist, but his nationalism was economic not political, 

and though he praised Henry V generously for his naval victories, he 

makes it clear that he would have put them to a different use. The 

English Channel was, he realised, the high road of Western European 

trade. Along it passed Italian carracks laden with “ thynges of com¬ 

placence” from the South and F^st, silks and spices and oil, wine-ships 

from Lisbon and I^ Rochelle bound for the Low Countries, and fleets 

carrying salt from the Bay of Bourgneuf to the Hanseatic towns. England 

had therefore, he argued, only to “kepe thainyralte” to be able to hold 

this traffic to ransom and to extort favourable terms for its merchants 

in the continental markets. By blockading Flanders, suspending the 

export of English wool, and compelling aliens in England to submit to 

drastic regulation, he thought to give his countrymen the economics 

mastery of the northern seas. It was an ambitious scheme, but it is 

doubtful whether England, for all the advantages of its geograj)hical 

position, was strong enough to risk an encounter of this magnitude with 

all the naval powers at once. In any case it never had a fair trial; 

Henry V, the one man who might have realised it, had other, more 

medieval, ideas. It is the tragedy of his reign that he gave a wrong 

direction to national aspirations which he did so much himself to stimulate, 

that he led his people in pursuit of the chimera of foreign conquest, an 
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adventure from which they recoiled exhausted and embittered after moi*e 

than thirty years of useless sacrifice. When the war ended, not only were 

they ignominiously defeated, but an a consequence of this defeat, their 

commercial expansion was postponed for nearly a century. 

Henry did not live to deal with the troubles to which his large project 

gave rise. Though by 1420 there were beginning to be signs of popular 

discontent with the cost of the war, on the whole national enthusiasm 

survived his death. Before, however, he had silenced criticism by his 

brilliant Agincourt campaign, he had been faced by two recurrences of 

the domestic factiousness which had so frecjuently disturbed his father’s 

peace. Of these the Lollard rising was the more serious. The infection 

of Wyclif’s teaching had spread widely since the heresiarch’s death, 

especially among the middle and artisan classes, wdiere its assault on 

clerical pride and covetousness w^as naturally most popular. Many poor 

parish priests as well as unemployed and ambitious clerks from Oxford 

had gt>od reason for envying the princes of the Church. But its appeal 

had reached also the more serious-minded among the educated laity, who 

were disturlx*d by the continuation of the Schism and by the worldliness 

of an episcopate more zealous for discipline than for the Christian life. 

Such men as Sir John Chevne, Sir Lewis Clifford, and above all Sir John 

Oldcastle (Lord Cobharn by right of his wife) had embraced the new 

doctrines. At the ojx*ning of the century the Univei*sity of Oxford was 

still the centre of the movement, but, as we have seen, the house of 

commons contained a formidable body of sympathisers. Nevertheless the 

(’hurch was bent on persecution, though whether it w^as as much shocked 

by the doctrinal heresies as by the anticlericalism remains doubtful. The 

passage of tlie Statute Dc Hacretico Comburendo in 1401 ensured it the 

co-operation of the lay arm in its attempt to stamp out the heretics. 

During Henrv IV's reign a small number of obstinate I^llards were 

burnt, and at Oxford Archbishop Arundel cowtul the authorities into 

recognising his rights of visitation and correction. In 1413 everything 

turned on the new' king’s attitude to the religious question. Hitherto 

this may well have puzzled contemporary observers. He had, it is true, 

in 1410 exhorted John Badby, a convicted heretic, to save his life by 

recantation and, on his refusal, lie had suffered him to be burnt; but on 

the other hand, he had championed his old university against Arundel, 

and he w^as the friend of Sir John Oldcastle. All doubts were set at rest 

early in his reign, when it became clear that he w^as ready to abandon 

Oldcastle along w ith the other disreputable associates of his youth. Old¬ 

castle was arrested by the royal officers and on 23 September 1413 

brought liefore his ecclesiastical judges at St Paul’s; wlien he declined to 

abandon his error's and firmly reasserted his faith in them, sentence of 

condemnation was passed upon him. On 19 October, however, he made 

his escape from prison and began in secret to rouse his co-religionists to 

armed rebellion. It was his intention, the government asserted, to capture 
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the king and to establish a conimonwealth with himself as protector, but 

this does not sound a likely story. The rising was planned to take place 

at St Giles'* Fields, London, on 10 January 1414, but the conspiracry was 

betmyed to the king, who took immediate steps to forestall it. As the 

insurgents were making their way in bands to the scene of action during 

the night of the 9th, they were surprised and scattered by the royal forces. 

Many were captured and promptly executed, but Oldcastle again escaped. 

Though the I>?icester parliament in May 1414 gave its consent to fresh 

statutes for the extirpation of Lollanly, it was not until the end of 1417 

that he was apprehended in Wales and hanged on the site of his rebellion. 

The subsequent history of the sect is obscure; persecaited and hunted 

unmercifully, it went into hiding, but there is no evidence that it was 

ever completely eradicated. 

It was to an informer also that Henry owed his timely knowledge of a 

mysterious plot to assassinate him in July 1415, on the eve of his departui'e 

for France. The principals in this affair were Richard, Earl of Cambridge, 

Sir Thomas Gray, and Henry, Lord Scrope of Masharn, the last-name<l 

being one of the king’s most trusted servants. Their object was to restore 

Richard II, whom some believed to be still alive, or, failing that, to 

enthrone his heir, the Earl of March. The wretched March, to whom 

they rashly confided their secret, was so afflicted by scruples that he went 

and unburdened his conscience to the king. He thereby earned forgive¬ 

ness, but his thi'ee companions were speedily arrested and put to death 

as traitors. This done, Henry sailed from Portsmouth, leaving his brother 

Bedford to rule a peaceful country in his absence. 

His expedition had been carefully prepared. For months beforehand 

artificers had been employed constructing siege-engines, pontoons, and 

pieces of artillery; vast quantities of war-material, armour, and weapons 

of every type had been assembled by the royal purveyors and stored in 

casks at Pountney'’s Inn in London. It was a comparatively small, but an 

unusually well-ec|uipped, army which landed near Harfieur on 14 August. 

With its achievements and those of its successors we are not concerned, 

since they have already been described elsewhere; herti it is only necessary 

to speak of the effects of the war upon the English Exchequer. Like 

many conquerors, Henry does not seem to have bothered his head over¬ 

much about the financial soundness of his enterprise; he needed money, 

but was quite indifferent as to the means by which it was procured. In 

spite of heavy taxation, it was impossible to pay for the Agincourt 

campaign out of current revenue, still less for the piecemeal reduction of 

Normandy which began in 1417. Income was therefore deflected from its 

normal uses and huge loans were raised upon the security of the Crown 

jewels. Even so, many soldiers and more civilians went unpaid. Death 

no doubt settled many accounts. But as late as 1454 that veteran 

warrior. Sir John Fastolf, was still claiming the arrears due to him for 

services rendered at Harfleur in 1415, In a very short time the strain 
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became intolerable. Modern estimates, based upon an imperfect under¬ 

standing of the principles of medieval book-keeping, have unfortunately 

disguised the real gravity of the position. Much more reliance can be 

placed in a contemporary statement drawn up and laid before the council 

by the Treasurer on 6 May 1421. Not only was a gigantic deficit expected, 

but every department was shown to be heavily in debt. Yet a considerable 

proportion of the Treasurer’s estimated revenue of nearly dP56,000 had 

in any case no real value, since it had long ago been assigned in advance 

to the king’s numerous creditors. The malady, that is to say, which was 

already present in 1399, neglected year by year and recently aggravated 

by Henry’s wild extravagance, had made and would continue to make 

rapid strides. Loans staved ofl‘ a crisis, but the cumulative effect of such 

a policy was bound to be disastrous. We should be careful, however, not 

to talk loosely about the country’s financial exhaustion in 1421; it was 

not the national wealth which was exhausted, but that small fraction of 

it upon which the king could lay his hands. At first the commons had 

been i*emarkably free with taxation, but in the parliaments of 1420 and 

May 1421 no grants were made. Henry retaliated by extorting forced 

loans and popular enthusiasm waned still further. Adam of Usk’s well- 

known description of the smothered curses with which the royal com¬ 

missioners were greeted, however much it may exaggerate, cannot be 

dismissed 5is pure rhetoric. Dissatisfaction was also spreading among the 

soldiers in France; thus one complains of ‘‘the long time that we have 

been here and of the expenses that we have had at every siege...and have 

had no wages since that we came out”; while another prays earnestly 

that he may soon depart “ out of this unlusty soldier’s life into the life 

of England.” It would not be long before such men grew mutinous. 

The national effort had been too great to be long sustained; it was visibly 

weakening when Henry himself succumbt‘d to camp-fever at Bois-de- 

Vincennes on 31 August 1422 in his thirty-sixth yeai'. 

As the king lay dying, his thoughts were busy with the future. In 

atldition to the fact that his work wtis but half-finished, there was also 

the prospect of a long minority to fill him with concern. For he was 

leaving behind him as heir a .son, Henry, not yet nine months old. In his 

third will, drawn up on 10 June 1421, when he knew his queen to be with 

child, he had bequeathed the regency of England in the event of his 

premature death to his younger brother Gloucester; but there is reason 

to believe that he changed hi.s mind more than once during his last ill¬ 

ness. Owing, however, to the violent disagreement of our authorities, we 

do not know for certain what he finally decided. In any case it was not 

carried out; for, as soon as he was dead, his wishes lost their binding 

force and were set aside. He had long ruled the barons with a firm hand; 

they joyfully reasserted their independence. Above all they were quite 

determined that Gloucester should not step into his brother’s shoes. The 
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prime mover in their resistance to the duke’s advancement was Henry 

Beauff)rt, whose royal blood, forceful personality, and ripe experience 

well qualified him for leadership. Though only forty-seven years of age, 

he had been a bishop, first of Lincoln and afterwards of Winchester, for 

nearly a quarter of a century. Not content with this, he had looked 

higher, to Rome itself, but Henry V had forbidden him to desert the 

royal service for the Curia. Yet, in spite of this discouragement, he 

cultivated the friendship of Martin V, whose gratitude he had earned at 

Constance in 1417, and waited for a suitable opportunity to turn it to 

account. Meanwhile his knowledge of domestic politics was unrivalled. 

He had first held the chancellorship in 1403, and since that date there 

had been few periods when he was not officially employed. But for all 

his statesmanlike qualities, Beaufort was an arrogant and grjisping man. 

He had accumulated from various sources an immense fortune, which 

enabled him to wield gi*eat influence. The sum total of his loans to the 

Crown between 1417 and 1444 exceeds ^^200,000; he was owed more 

than ,£^20,000 by Henry V at his deaths These transactions have been 

generally regarded as proofs of the bishop’s disinterested patriotism, as 

though it was glaringly obvious that by lending he had no thought of 

his own profit. But such a view of his character has little to commend 

it. On the other hand there can be no reasonable doubt that in 1424, 

under cover of such a loan, he defrauded the king of some -^10,000 by 

converting Crown jewels to his own use'^ 

When Beaufort set himself to undermine Gloucester’s pretensions, the 

latter was no match for him. Equally overl)earing and unscrupulous, the 

duke lacked his rival’s administrative talents and political sagacity. For, 

while he inherited his father’s affable manners and cultivated tastes, 

he inherited also his financial incompetence and his rash ungovernable 

temper. He was rescued from political insignificance by his birth and by 

the success with w'hich he courted popular favour. This latter gift saved 

his reputation after his death. Posterity for centuries accepted the 

legend of‘‘good Duke Humphrey,” overthrown and finally murdered by 

the machinations of that “ pernicious usurer” and “ presumptuous priest,” 

the ( ardinal Bishop of Winchester. 

The first victory in their long duel went decisively to Beaufort. This 

took place in the parliament which met at Westminster on 6 November 

1422. On the day before, Gloucester was given pennission to open the 

proceedings and to continue them as long as should be necessary asftenmi 

consUar Nothing was decided at this stage about his future status, but 

the duke immediately objected to the use of these conditional words, on 

the plea that when he had had similar powers from Henry V there had 

been no such limitation. The council refused to omit the offending clause; 

* Receipt and Issue Rolls, 1417 1440 pcw#tm. 

^ I’his was first pointed out by Gloucester in 1440 (Stevenson, J., War of iht 
Englifth in France, is, ii, p. 44i^), and is Hubatantiate<l by the records of the Exchequer. 
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that is to say, they already drew a distinction between the authority 

delegated to Gloucester as Regent by an absent king and the authority 
to be exercised by Gloucester as the spokesman of a king too young to 

rule. In this the ultimate settlement was foreshadowed; during the 

minority there was to be a council of regency in fact if not in name. This 
did not content the duke, who imagined that Ins brother’s death was a 

reason for augmenting rather than reducing his share in the government. 

When parlianierjt assembled, he made haste to state his claim; as soon 

as the commons desired to know what the lords proposed, }»e came forward 

to request “the governance of this land, affirming that it hc longeth unto 

(him) of right, as well by the meat) of (his) l)irth as by the last will of the 

king that was.” In reply, the lords appealed to history; in the minority 

of Richard II, the king’s uncles had been associated together to “survey 
and correct the faults of them that were appointed to be of the king’s 

council.” Gloucester was not the only uncle of Henry VI; besides Bedford 

who was abroad, there were two Beauforts. But if the\^ had hoped to 

silence the duke by tliis historical argument, they reckoned without his 

bookishness, for he countered their example by the case of William 
Marshal, who had been Rator Reg^is et Rigni during the minority of 

Henry III. Thereu})on the lords fell back on the constitutional rights 
of parliament; Gloucester’s proposal was “against the freedom of the 

estates”; Henrv V “might not by his last will nor otherwise alter...the 

law of the land...without the as.sent of the three estates, nor commit nor 

grant to any person governance or rule of this land longer than he lived.” 

But not wishing to drive the duke into open opposition, thev df‘cided tliat 

in Bcslford’s absence he shoidd be chief of the king’s council and “devised 

therefore (for him) a name different from otlier councillors.” 'Ihey rejected 

a numlKM- of names such as I'utor, Lieutenant, Ch)vernor, and Regent for 

the very significant reason that any of these would “import authority of 

governance of this land,” a suggestion which thev were particularly 

anxious to avoid, and chose instead “the name of Ih'otector and Defensor, 

the wliich importeth a personal duty of attendance to tlie actual defence 

of the land” and nothing more. With this Gloucester was for the moment 

forced to n.‘st content. A council was then appointed in parliament and 
it was eiuui’ted that the Pr{)tector w^is to take no steps w ithout its advice. 

With a few trifling exceptions it was to retain control of all official 
appointments and all royal patronage. No controversial business was to 

be transacted in the absence of a majority of the councillors, none at all 

unless four were present in addition to the three officers. 
This aiTangement,in spite of Gloucester’s attemj)ts to upset it, remained 

virtually unchanged for seven years. It w^as a thoroughly practical solution 
of the constitutional question which, while denying Gloucester the authority 

lie craved, gave him titular rank and vested all real [lower in the hands of 
an aristocratic council. But though the lords treated the Protector as they 

had desired but failed to treat Henry IV, it is wrong to see in this a 

27 



390 Gloucester's irresponsiUhty 

victory for the principles of 1406. In the first place there was no suggestion 

that the constitutional checks imposed on the Protector were to apply to 

the king when he came of age, though naturally enough by the end of 

the long minority councillors had become too deeply attached to their 

new privileges to sun*ender them without regret; and secondly, nothing 

was said or hardly even implied about the responsibility of ministers to 

parliament. In spite of the reference to the three estates, the aspirations 

of the commons, as formulated in 1406, were passed over in silence. It is 

difficult at first sight to understand why the lower house did not grasp so 

obvious a moment for asseii:ing its rights. Vet though for some years all 

direct taxation was withheld, only the burgesses showed any disposition 

to criticise? the government. It was as if the knights of the shire who had 

led the attack on Henry IV trusted the council to make a better use of 

the royal authority than had the king and his ciirialists. Everything 

points in short to a closer identification of outlook between the baronage 

and the knights than the exceptional events of 1406 had seemed to 

suggest. The strength of those local ties which still bound the small 

landowners to their greater neighbours was felt as soon as the latter gained 

contix)! of the royal patronage. The council filled offices and settled 

disputes in deference to the predominant territorial interests; it is not 

unreasonable to see in this the explanation of the commons’ inaction. 

The one danger to be feared was a division among the lords themselves; 

though this ultimately occurred, it was temporarily averted by the 

obviousness of Gloucester's ambition; the need to make commoii cause 

against him kept the lords united w^hen every consideration of private 

profit was draw ing them apart. 

Between 1422 and 1425 the Protector gave very little trouble. The 

government was on the w hole popular and he had no following in the 

country. The vigilance of his opponents was such that he was driven to 

employ his energies elsewhere. When the parliament of October 1428 

confirmed its predecessor’s settlement, he was already playing wuth the 

idea of seeking his fortune abroad. The presence in England of Jacqueline 

of Hainault, who had deserted her husband the Duke of Brabant, offered 

him a favourable opening. Notwithstanding the knowledge that his 

purpose endangered the Anglo-Burgundian alliance, he went through the 

ceremony of marriage with Jacqueline and in OctolxT 1424 departed in 

her company to invade Hainault. During his absence the protectorate 

was in abeyance, and his place at the head of the executive was taken by 

Bishop Beaufort, now^ again Chancellor. The expedition was a failure, 

Jacqueline was soon discarded, and for the future all Gloucester’s ho{)es 

were centred in England. He returned in time for the parliament of 

April 1425, to find his colleagues at issue with the city of London over 

the protection which they wisely insisted on according to foreign 

merchants. By fanning the pas.sions which it was his duty as Protector to 

extinguish, he made himself in a short time the idol of the middle class. 
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His jieriod of political isolation seemed at an end. Yet Beaufort chose 

this moment to provoke an open quarrel by some tactless references to 

the futility and dangers of the Hainault escapade. Thenceforward 

Gloucester’s ambitions were bound up with a desire to humiliate his critic. 

The support of the liOndoners made him so formidable that for a few 

weeks in the autumn of 1425 he was able to shake off the council’s control, 

Beaufort went in fear of his life, and on the morning of 30 October an 

armed affray actually took place on London Bridge. Gloucester’s victory 

was, however, of brief duration. The Chancellor at once called in the Duke 

of Bedford to redress the balance, and when on 20 December his brother 

landed in England, Duke Humphrey’s days of freedom were at an end. 

In dudgeon he withdrew' from the council and declined to meet his enemy; 

it was only after several interviews that the loids persuaded him to agree 

to a formal reconciliation. He and Beaufort shook hands before parliament 

at I^ucester on 12 March 1426. Owing to thf‘ lecent disorders it was 

thought Ixist to avoid the capital and, as an additional precaution, members 

were forbidden to come armed. Bedford made no secret of hi.^ sympathies. 

On his arrival he had treated the men of London w ith marked coldness, 

and when the commons charged the government with bad faith in the 

matter of tonnage and poundage, he made short work of their complaints. 

But Gloucester’s inaction had been dearly purchased. Bedford was anxious 

to return to hVance, and it was soon known that the Chancellor would 

ac(’ompany him. Tlu' time was ripe for Beaufort’s long>contemplated 

entry into the larg(‘r field of Boman politics. Martin V was w illing to make 

him a cardinal and to give him employment. A short delay, howevei*, was 

necessary to save his pride and to enable him to collect his debts. On 

14 May he resigned the great seal and soon afterw ai'ds obtained permission 

from the council to undertake a country in 

March 1427, and on Eady Day at Calais received his red hat at Bedford’s 

hands. 

If* Gloucester thought to have things his own way after Beaufort’s 

removal, he deluded himself. On 24 November 1426 the councillors drew 

up a series of articles w Inch left no doubt that they intended to maintain 

the ,statiLS quo. Not content w ith this, they took steps just before Bedford’s 

departure to obtain from him and his brother an emphatic recognition 

of their rights. On 28 January an impre.ssive ceremony was staged at 

Westminster; Duke John, in response to an appeal from Archbishop 

Kemp of York, the new Chancellor, swore solemnly to abide by the 

decisions of the council so long as he should be in England. Duke 

Humphrey, who was absent ill, was rumoured to have said on hearing 

this: ‘‘I^t my brother govern as him lust while he is in this land, for 

after his going over into France, I will govern as me seemeth good.” 

Next day, howxner, Kemp visited him in his inner chamber to ask for a 

similar assurance; thus confronted, Gloucester found it expedient to agree 

“to be ruled and governed by my said lords of the council...and so sub- 
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mitted him unto their governance.’' Nevertheless within a year he had 

forgotten his promise. Finding his claims ignored at the beginning of 

1428, he refused to attend parliament until they were satisfied. But his 

desertion of Jacqueline and her cause had lost him popular support and 

it was no longer necessary to spare his feelings. In a crushing rejoinder, 

the lords justified the arrangements which they had made in 1422 and 

exhorted him “to be content...and not to desire, will or use any larger 

power” than he had been granted then. At last Humplirey admitted 

defeat; for the remaining months of the protectorate, he did not once 

question the council’s right to command his serviced 

This same year which witnessed Gloucester’s submission was also 

memorable for the victory of the government in another quarrel. Soon 

after his election Martin V had revived the ancient controversy over 

Provisors. But although he again and again pressed for the withdrawal 

of the offending statute of 1S90, his representations fell on deaf ears. At 

length in 1427 his patience was exhausted. Accusing Archbishop Chichele 

of lukewarmness, he ordered him to use his influence more actively in the 

Church’s cause. When thivS too proved fruitless, he suspended the Primate’s 

legatine commission and threatened England with an interdict. His bulls, 

however, were seized by the royal officers and not permitted to take effect. 

In January 1428 Chicliele besought parliament to comply with Rome’s 

demands. It would nevertheless be wrong to assume that he therefore either 

sympathised with the Pope’s campaign or was intimidated by his threats. 

Since he must have known that the commons would reject his plea, it is 

more likely that he wished to ease Martin’s retreat from the humiliating 

position into which his offensive tactics had got him. Thus the Pope was 

able to accept this evidence of his servant’s zeal and to let the proceedings 

against him drop. But though in future Rome adopted more diplomatic 

methods to gain its object, the statutes remained in force. All that this 

dispute had done was to make Maiiin extremely unpopular in England. 

Cardinal Beaufort therefore chose a most inauspicious moment to 

return home on papal business. After a futile crusade against the 

Hussites, he arrived in August 1428 to collect men and money for another 

invasion of Bohemia. His reception was far from cordial. Only one bishop 

—his creature, Neville of Salisbury—was present at his state entry into 
London, while convocation declined to vote him any funds. On the other 

hand, although the government formally protested against his use of his 

legatine authority in England, it allowed him to recruit half the numbers 

for which he isked. He might still have esca{>ed unscathed had not events 

in France now' taken a serious turn. Before his preparations were complete, 

the English were obliged to raise the siege of Orleans and to fall back 

^ Oil the strength of a council warranty Professor Baldwin (The King a (hum'il, 
pp. argues that ‘^in 142B Gloucester evidently won a victory in the council.’* 
But this document in fact jiroves the opposite (Chancery Warrants, G. 81/1545, 

8 December, 1427). 
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towards Paris. News of Talbot’s defeat at Patay, arriving just as the 

crusaders were about to leave for Bohemia, startled the council from its 

preoccupation with domestic issues. Bedford wanted reinforcements at 

once, but it had none handy; and so on 1 July 1429 it persuaded 

Beaufort to lead his crusading army against the French. It is not clear 

what induced him to obey. But whether he acted under duress or from 

motives of patriotism, his obedience cost him the favour of the Pope. 

Martin set great store by the Churcirs neutrality and, when he heard 

what his legate had done, he refused to accept his excuses. So grave was 

his displeasure that there was no question of his employing the cardinal 

again. 

The resurrection of French nationalism discovered the weakness of 

Bedford’s hold on the conquered provinces. His seven-years’ rule had been 

tactful and conciliatory, but it could not avoid being burdensome; for 

he had had to rely too much on his own resources with only meagre and 

intermittent support from home. Although Beaufort’s 3000 men had 

arrived in time to save Paris from capture, a great deal of ground had 

been meanwhile lost and the confidence of the army was badly shaken 

after its hurried retreat. The Regent therefore decided that his best hope 

of putting new heart into his followers was to send for the king. Henry’s 

presence would also help to counteract the growing prestige of Charles VII 

among the inhabitants of northern France, while another advantage of 

this plan was that it compelled the Englivsh government to assume 

responsibility for the war and to provide a retinue worthy of the occasion 

of the king’s first voyage. For once the councillors did not shirk their 

duties; half of them consented to accompany the king; even parliament 

ac'hnowledged the need for heroic measures by voting a double subsidy, 

and everything possible was done to make the expedition a success. In 

readiness for his departure, Henry was belatedly crowned at Westminster 

on 6 November 1429; he crossed the ('hannel with a numerous and 

impressive company on St George’s Day 1430. 

The king’s coronation served as a pretext for removing Gloucester from 

office. Regrettable the experiment may well ha ve seemed to the lords, his 

appointment as Protector with carefully defined, indeed almost negligible, 

powers had undoubtedly minimised his capacity for mischief. His struggles 

to upset the constitution of 1422, though a frequent source of anxiety, 

had eventually ceased. For nearly two years he had behaved with 

propriety and restraint, submitting himself to conciliar control. Now the 

abolition of the protectorate once more unmuzzled him. The unwisdom 

of this did not disclose itself immediately, for two reasons. In the first 

placte the duke had himself at length grasped how much he .stood to gain 

by caution; instead of harping on his rights as of old, he conducted 

himself with unusual forbearance while he awaited a suitable moment for 

an offensive. Secondly, he was no sooner free than his hands were again 

tied, although only temporarily, by the scheme of government drawn up 
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in anticipation of the king\s absence from the country. At a council, held 

at Canterbury on 16 April 1430, it was decided inter alia that nothing 

controversial should be done by the councillors in England until their 

colleiigues in France had expressed their concurrence; it was therefore 

impossible for Gloucester, even if he succeeded in winning over a majority 

of those who remained at home, to dismiss any of the givat officers of 

State or to alter the composition of the council; and neither the Chancellor, 

Archbishop Kemp, nor the Treasurer, Lord 1 I iingerford, could be trusted 

to fall in with his plans. In consecjuencc ii was necessary to await the 

king\s return. The interval was employed by Gloucester in living down 

his unfortunate repuhition. One liberty he did allow himself, that of 

harassing Cardinal Beaufort. The latteFs anomalous legal status offered 

an easy mark, attacks on which were well calculated to arouse the 

sympathy not only of the laity but also of the bishops, who in the absence 

of many lords at the war usually outnumbered their secular colleagues on 

the council. GloucesteFs championship of English lilxa’ties threatened 

by papal encroachment probably did more than anything else to deHect 

suspicion from his own designs and to create a party favourable to him 

among the lords. Already in the spring of 1429 he had called in question, 

inconclusively but not entirely without success, BeauforCs right to hold 

the see of Winchester in eornmendam. In January 1430, on the ground 

that no man could faithfully serve two masters, he criticised a jnoposal 

to invite the cardinal to resume his scat in the council; in deference to 

his objection, the reappointment was made conditional upon Beaufort's 

taking no part in discussions which touched the relations of C'hurch and 

State. But for the fact that Beaufort was contributing largely to the 

expenses of the royal voyage, it is unlikely tliat he would have emerged 

from theseencounterssocomparatively unscathed. Whateverits sentiments, 

the council could scarcely proc*eed to extremes against one who in little 

over a year put nearly ,F24,0()0 at the government's disposal. Moreover, 

in spite of liis being regarded with jealousy and susj)icion in many 

quarters, Beaufort was far from friendless. On the other hand, his loans 

are no evidence of his desire to recover his lost iiiHuence in English 

politics. His thoughts were still elsewhere. For notwithstanding his 

dismissal in 1429, he had not ceased to entertain hopes of further work 

at Rome, and when he sailed with Henry VI in 1430 it was to be nearer 

at hand and secure from interference in the event of a papal summons. 

His expectations were not disappointed. Martin, it is true, remained 

implacable, but Martin's successor, Eugenius IV, elected in March 1431, 

did not pursue the quarrel. Letters of recall arrived early in 1432, The 

cardinal, with the permission of those councillors who were with the king 

in France, hastened to obey. But as he was making ready, a fresh attack 

by Gloucester, delivered with unex))ected force, left him no choice but to 

abandon his preparations and to return to ICngland to defend himself. 

It would have been far l>etter for Gloucester had he suffered Ins enemy 
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to depart in peace. His clearest chance of success in the coup d^Hai which 
he was then plotting lay in the prolonged absence of his only serious 
rival from the scene. With Beaufort safely out of the way, no one stood 
between Duke Humphrey and his objectives; by compelling Beaufort to 
reside in England, he made the one serious blunder in an otherwise well- 
laid plan. Until the autumn of 1431 nothing had occurred to disturb the 
harmony of his relations with the English council. In May of that year 
he had been employed to stamp out a Lollard conspiracy which was 
discovered at Abingdon, a task which he performed without mercy and 
which seems to have given him confidence for what he had in hand. It 
was on the strength of this cheap triumph that a great council in 
November was called upon by Lord Scrope, his warmest supporter, to 
grant him a largely increased salary for life, though the motion was only 
carried in the teeth of a considerable opposition under the leadership of 
Kemp and Hungerford. An attempt to persuade a similar assembly to 
condemn Beaufort in his absence for a breac*h of the Statute of Praemunire 
did not, however, meet with enough support. Gloucester had better foilune 
with the privy council; yet although it agreed on 28 November to the 
sealing of writs of praemunire against the cardinal, it persuaded the duke 
to suspend their execution until the king landed. The threat of these 
proceedings would probably have sufficed to bring Beaufort to England; 
but in addition a vast (juantity of his portable wealth was seized by 
Gloucester's orders on 6 February 1432 as it was being smuggled from 
Sandwich to the continent. Beaufort, who had parted from the king at Calais 
to go on a visit to the Burgundian court, was in Flanders when news of his 
peril reached him. From Ghent on 16 February he wrote to his friend the 
Chancellor recjuesting his gocKl offices and appointing attorneys to answer 
the chai’ge of praemunire. From Ghent also on 13 April he addressed to 
the citizens of London what was virtually a manifesto, in which he pro¬ 
claimed his innocence, denounced his accusers, and intimated his intention 
of confronting them in person as soon as parliament assembled. He had 
not long to wait. Writs had already been sent out summoning members 
to meet at Westminster on 12 May, and it was there shortly afterwards 
that he presented himself for trial. 

Meanwhile Henry VFs entry into London on 21 February had been 
Gloucester's cue. In the space of a few days he brought about a 
complete change of government. The Archbishop of York was relieved 
of the great se^ on 25 February; next day Scrope succeeded Hungerford 
at the exchequer; and on 1 March Loids Cromwell and Tiptoft, together 
with .some lesser officials, were removed from the household. At the same 
time writs ordering Beaufort to appear before the king’s justices at 
Westminster, which had been held in readiness, were sent to the sheriffs, 
while the repayment of his loans was interrupted. There followed a lull; 
but the existence of an order to certain lords, including the aggrieved 
Cromwell, forbidding them to come to parliament with more than their 
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customary retinues, proves that trouble was anticipated. As soon as the 

session had been formally opened, Gloucester hastened to disarm criticism 

by a declaration that, although his birth entitled him in his brother’s 

absence to be the king’s chief councillor, he would nevertheless act in 

co-operation with the council and not mu) propno capitcT This assurance 

was well received, and Gloucester had no diHiculty in snubbing (lOmwell 

when the latter sought to raise the question of his summary dismissal. 

Duke Humphrey’s position was for the moment unassailable, and Beaufort 

on his return wisely confined himself to his own defence. At what stage 

in the proceedings he made his appearance is uncertain; but it was not 

until 3 July that he succeeded in obtaining redress. On a mot ion of the 

commons, the charges against him were quashed, while Gloucester 

graciously consented to admit that lus loyalty was not in question. Some 

vSacrifices, however, were necessary to produce this result. In order to 

recover his property, which the (‘ourt of the exchequer had adjudged on 

14 May to be forfeited to the Crown ^ he had to make a deposit of C6,000; 

this was not to be restored to him unless he could satisfy the king of his 

innocence within six years. And the repayment of his loans was only 

resumed when he had agreed to lend another £6,000. I^istly, some sort 

of promise w'as extracted from him that he would not attempt to re-enter 

papal service without the government’s consent. If therefore he had been 

able to repulse Gloucester’s attack, it wtis only at the expense of his most 

cherished ambition. For another year even his prospects in England 

remained far from bright. He was not summoned to the council, over 

which his adversary held undisputed sway, so that for want of employment 

he was thrown back on the affairs of his neglected diocese. But, as in 

the intervention of the Duke of Bedford in »luly 1433 again rescued him 

from his isolation, 

Bedford came to England neither to take sides nor to apportion blame, 

but to compose the dissensions which threatened the cause which h(‘ had 

most at heart. His sole concern .was with the increasing gravity of the 

military outlook in France. The Burgundian alliance, upon which English 

security depended, was becoming strained. A resolute offensive would there¬ 

fore be necessary in 1434 if disaster was to be avoided, and Bedford knew 

that he could only achieve this in co-operation with the ministers at home. 

To a limited extent he gained his purpose. Heseems,that is, to have shamed 

the English leadei-s into sinking tlieir differences and consenting to work 

together in outward amity. But it was easier to restore “good and 

abundant governance,” to get Beaufort and Gloucester to share respons¬ 

ibility, than to overcome the financial obstacle and to place another army 

in the field. Duke Humphrey had perhaps not been unusually liberal in 

his awards to himself and his partisans, but the exchequer was practically 

» Exchequer K. R. Memoranda Roll, K 15y/208, Cmnmuma Hicorda, Paache, riiemb. 
2 6t 9eq., and Exchequer K. R. Bille, E207/14/4. 
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empty.^ One of Bedford's first actions was to dismiss Scrope and to make 

Cromwell Treasurer. In his campaign to extract supplies he was to find 

in Cromwell an energetic and resourceful collaborator. Under his guidance 

the pemianent officials were immediately set to investigate the nature 

and extent of the Crown's resources and commitments. The result was the 

fullest and probably the most accurate financial summary which has 

survived from tlie medieval period. This was laid before parliament on 

18 October by the new Treasurer, who brought out its implications in an 

accompanying gloss. Excluding the war from his calculations and dealing 

only with the requirements of the home government, he estimated that 

receipts fell short of normal expenditure by at least cP35,000 per annum. 

Yet even these receipts were not available, since they had already been 

pledged to creditors for more than two years in advance. He was daily 

compelled to refuse payment on countless warrants which were brought 

to him, and these went to swell a debt which at that moment amounted 

to over £168,000. Even therefore if Bedford's military needs could be 

met wholly out of special taxation, not in itself a likely event, the 

domestic problem w ould remain unsolved. The stinginess of the commons 

finally shattered anv hope that survived of a large-sttale offensive in France 

in the following year. Something, however, was gained by the report. 

The loixls sw'ore to support C'romwell in his unpopular duty of curtailing 

grants, while the councillors under Bedford's leadership set an example 

to others by consenting to forgo the whole or part of their salaries in the 

national interest. I'hus encouraged, the Trejisurer agreed to continue in 

office. But although, during the next few years, he revealed determination 

in opposing thoughtless extravagance, tried his hand at manipulating the 

wool trade to the roval profit, and applied novel methods of taxation, he 

scarcely touched evtai the fringes of the problenn Meanw hile commissioners 

of loans reported a steady deterioration of the royal credit, and the yield 

of taxation itself la'gan to be affected by a decline in national prosperity. 

Peace, the fiiNt condition of financial recovery, proved unattainable, and 

as the w ar dragged on the police of ivpudiation wuth all its ruinous social 

consequences was forced more and more urgently upon a desperate 

government. 
Bedford took no pains to conc*eal the bitterness of his disappointment. 

But not unnaturallv he was beginning to tire of exertions which brought 

him neither credit nor reward, and w hen both lords and commons urged 

him to prolong his stay in England os Chief of the King's (xjuncil, he 

yielded wuth a good gnic<‘. A pea.siiut rising in Normandy, however, soon 

recalled him to a sense of dutv. Under no illusions as to the hopelessness 

of his task, he took his leave early in July 1434. His premature death at 

Rouen just over a year later was an irremediable misfortune for the 

I^incastrian dynasty. Not that even his courage and unselfish devotion 

* It contained only ;£17o when (Vomwell assumed office on 11 August (Receipt 

Roll, E401/7a5). 
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could have much longer staved off the inevitable in France. But as the 

one adviser of Henry VI whose character commanded universal respect, he 

might have exercised a moderating influence in English politics which 

would be sorely missed during the coming critical yeai-s. A few days 

before his death another event, almost equally calamitous, had sealed the 

fate of Paris. At AiTas on 21 September 1435, as a result of the break¬ 

down of negotiations for a geneml peace, Duke Philip the Good forgave 

his father’s murderers and was reconciled with Charles VII. If not entirely 

unexpected, Burgundy's defection created a profound impression in 

England. For some time the cause of peace had been gaining ground 

there. The more far-sighted among the councillors were definitely in its 

favour, provided that it could be achieved without sacrifice of territory 

or of national pride. The attitude of the country as a whole was non¬ 

committal; most men grudged the cost and effort inseparable from war 

and yet were noticeably lukewarm in their desire for peace. It was as 

though they had awakened from the dr^m of cheaply-won military glory 

but not to a full realisation of the possibility of outright defeat. All this 

was now changed. Within a year of Arras the people’s jealous hatred of 

the Flemings, w'hich had been with difficulty restrained! for a quarter of 

a century in the interests of Anglo-Burgundian friendship, gathered! such 

force that the government was reluctantly stampeded into war with its 

recent ally. At the same time Englishmen l>egan to harden their hearts 

in an angry determination to surrendler nothing voluntarily, to denounce 

all concessions as treasonable and, if they could not have }>eace on their 

own terms, to relieve their feelings by making scapegoats of their leaders. 

At home the political truce which Bedford had imposed was outwardly 

maintained, but it only thinly disguised! the transfer of power into the 

hands of a group headed by Cardinal Beaufort who, once he had been 

readmitted to the council, made short work of the rival pretensions of 

the Duke of Gloucester. The stages by which this group captured control 

are now obscure; but the factor which assured its f)ermanence was un¬ 

doubtedly the favour of the king. The reappointment of the council on 

12 November 1437 marks the formal termination of the minority. But 

for at least two years before this Henry VI had been enjoying a share in 

the administration. He had not yet celebrated his fourteenth birthday 

when he began to minute state papers with his own hand, while 1436 saw 

the signet and other “immediate” warrants again in general use. Apart 

from this precocious interest in public affairs, the king’s childhood would 

seem to have been normal and healthy. Hardyng’s d)ft-quoted assertion 

that he was from the fii’st so simple as to be unable to distinguish between 

right and wrong, cannot be accepted; for, whatever may have been Henry’s 

shortcomings, it is hard to believe that a defective moral sense was ever 

one of them. There is as little reason for supposing that he was physically 

backward. In 1432 he was described as so “grown in years, in stature of 

his person, and also in conceit and knowledge of his royal estate, the 
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which cause him to grudge with chastising,’’ that it was thought wise to 

arm his “master,” the accomplished Warwick, with more authority to 

correct him. This early promise, recalling his father’s youth, was not to 

be fulfilled. Henry grew up a delicate and studious recluse, not merely 

without military ambition but with a pious horror of all bloodshed, 

morbidly devout and wholly incapable both in peace and war of giving 

his distracted realm the le^ulership it craved. We do not know anything 

to account for this breakdown; it is probable, however, that between 

1432 and 1435 he prematurely overtaxed a constitution in which the 

faulty strains of Lancaster and Valois were united. The alternative, that 

his spirit was broken by harsh treatment, seems scarcely worth considering. 

It was not until many years later that his brain definitely gave way, but 

at fifteen he was already a nervous invalid, whose feeble will rendered 

him the easy victim of those who sought to use him. Although the council 

affected to lament his pliancy and more than once rebuked his open- 

handedness, its mernliers for all their joint protestations were not the men 

to lx‘ deterred from exploiting such attractive qualities to the full. For 

a year or two Henry distributed his favours with a generous impartiality, 

but this heydav of the office-seeker was soon over. Before long the flow 

of patronage was regulated and the Beaufort faction came to be its sole 

conduit. In denying others acct.\ss to the source, the cardinal was greatly 

assistel by the king’s ill-health, which made it advisable for the latter to 

reside out of town and therefore deprived him of direct and frequent 

contact with his council. Beaufort had only to secure the loyal co-operation 

of the Household to achieve his end. In this he was entirely successful. 

He had many well-w ishers among the officials; of these the staunchest was 

the Stewanl, William de la Pole, Earl of Suffolk; but he could also rely on 

the assistance of Sir AVilliam Phelip the Chamberlain, Sir Ralph Boteler, 

Sir John Stourton, Sir John Beauchamp, Robert Rolleston, and the 

brothers Roger and James Fenys (or Fiennes), the majority of whom were 

eventually raised to the peerage in recognition of their services. 

But what perhaps most facilitated this transition from conciliar to 

curialist government w as the constant presence at the king’s side of an addi¬ 

tional clerk of the council. Designed in all probability as a link between the 

central administration and the court, this office, in the able hands of Adam 

Moleyns, a devoted adherent of the new regime, was soon turned to a very 

diff'erent use. By 1438 Moleyns was in all but name the king’s principal sec¬ 

retary, discharging his duties under the eyes of a few officials and household 

knights, often in the presence of Suffolk alone. And yet his endorsement 

on a bill, with or without the royal sign-manual, was a sufficient warrant 

for both the great and privy seals. Outside the household, Beaufort’s 

warmest supporters wei'e, among the baronage, his tw^o nephews Somerset 

and Dorset, the tkrl of Stafford, and Lords Cromwell, Beaumont, Tiptoft, 

and Hungerford; among the bishops, Kemp of York and Lumley of 

Carlisle. The cardinal, however, was aging, and when in 1443 he finally 
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retired from public life Suffolk stepped into his shoes. Consciously or 

unconsciously the king was their willing instrument. It is possible, indeed, 

that he was deliberately kept in ignorance of the real state of popular 

sentiment; for, according to Gascoigne, he was guarded with such care 

that those invited to preach before him had either to undertake to say 

nothing “against the actions or counsels of the king'^s ministers’’ or else 

to allow their sermons to he censored in advance l)y the officials of the 

court. On the other hand, the favourites were quick to shelter behind the 

royal name and to attribute many of their most controversial decisions 
to the exercise of the king’s personal authority alone. By these and other 

means, the council was gradually stripped of its importance, devitalised 

rather than suppressed outright. As a purely advisory body, without 

control over the seals, meeting at a distance from the court and com¬ 

municating with Henry only through his ministers, it continued to debate 

such questions as were refen*ed to it, but its inability to take action on 

them caused the atmosphere of its meetings to become increasingly unreal. 

As Gloucester himself said, what was the use of their wasting their time 

when the cardinal would have his way in any case. It is not surprising 

that barons who were out of sympathy with the regime found attendance 

unprofitable and began to stay away. Duke Humphrey, it is true, still 

came to criticise, but even he lost patience when his utterances were 

ignored. Although several attempts were made to revive its effectiveness, 

notably in 1444 during Suffolk’s absence abroad, the council was in eclipse 

until the eve of civil war. 
These developments seemingly excited no comment in parliament. The 

commons may have Ijeen deceived by the very gradualness of the change, 

but in any case they were preoccupied with other issues. If they had any 

quarrel with the king’s treatment of his council, it was for the moment 

overshadowed by their concern for the future of international trade. Their 

plain-speaking on this topic proves at least that their apparent indifference 

to the need for constitutional reform did not spring from timidity. 

Profiting at every turn from the cri})pled state of the royal finances, they 

gave the government no rest. In their view its unenterprising naval policy 

was responsible for the fact that the high seas and many continental ports 

were no longer safe for English merchantmen. Although their strictures 

were not undeserved, they forgot how much this insecurity was due to 

the excesses of their own privateers whom they themselves had encouraged 

in the teeth of ministerial opposition. For twenty years the Statute of 

Truces and Safeconducts had acted as a reasonably effective deten*ent, 

but isolated cases of piracy were from time to time reported to the council. 

In the parliament of 1430, however, an agitation was begun for the repeal 

of the statute. This came to a head in 1435, when in the hope of coercing 

Burgundy the ministers, acting probably under the stress of poverty, 

agreed to relax its operation for a period of seven years. They soon had 

reason to regret their decision, No sooner were the seamen unleashed 
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again8t the Flemings than they turned to prey on the shipping of other 

nations with a total disregard for safeconducts and neutrality. Reprisals 

only led to fresh excesses, and in a short time all the worst features of 

1403 were again rife. Too late the government endeavoured to repair the 

damage by negotiating commercial treaties with Flanders and the 

Hanseatic League. But they were running counter to popular prejudices, 

they were not strong enough to put down piracy, and the treaties were 

still unratified when parliament met in November 1439 in a mood of 

bellicose nationalism which destroyed all chances of peace. Instead of 

blaming the irresponsibility of such shipmen as John Mixtow and 

William Kyd, the commons interpreted the situation as yet another 

argument for their favourite thesis—the injustice of permitting aliens to 

trade in the home markets. That the king both protected these unwanted 

competitors and at the same time failed to “keep the seas’’ increased their 

sense of grievance. For a whole session the court resisted this attack. 

But it could not affonl to maintain an attitude which threatened to 

deprive it of the necessary supplies. After failing to weaken the resolution 

of its opponents by transfen*ing parliament from Westminster to Reading, 

it at length capitulated in January 1440. Not only was it obliged to 

impose “hosting” regulations of an unusually irksome kind, but to accept 

a polbtax on foreign residents as a fraction of its reward. Two year's later 

another parliament i-e-enacted these measures, and made the want of order 

in the Channel a convenient excuse for entrusting the policing of the 

coa.sts to a body of private traders. At the same time the Statute of 

Truces was suspended for another twenty years. These acts completed the 

reorientation of English mercantile policy and the substitution of anarchy 

for order. Such exploits as the capture of the Bay Fleet by Robert 

Wilmington in 1449 were a doubtful gain when set alongside the in« 

terruption of ancient trade-routes and the loss of foreign markets which 

this reversal of policy involved. Nor did the government derive any lasting 

benefit from a surrender which only too clearly had not been accompanied 

by a change of heart; on the contrary, it wfis still suspected of lukewarm¬ 

ness in its championship of native interests and allowed scant credit for 

having its hands full elsewhere. 

Meanwhile Beaufort and his friends had not entirely lost sight of the 

fact that their ow n safety as much as the nation’s welfare depended upon 

the cesstition of hostilities in France. To seek piiace, however, was one 

thing, a totally different thing to agree to the humiliating price at which 

it was offered by a confident foe. F^ven when the English representatives 

had at length brought themselves to abandon Henry VT’s claim to the 

Fi'ench throne, they still clung obstinately to the hope that he w^ould not 

be required to do homage for his continental lands. It was l)ecause 

Charles VII proved unaccommodating on this point that the conversations 

between Beaufort and the Duchess of Burgundy, held near Calais in the 

autumn of 1439, were broken off’ with a general peaxre as far away as ever. 
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But the failure of Somerset’s expedition in 1443, on the success of which 

much had been staked, and the gradual loss of ground in the north during 

York’s lieutenancy finally convinced Suffolk for one that the only thing 

that now mattered was the preservation of what remained of Henry V’s 

conquests, even if this implied a sacrifice of title and a confession of defeat. 

The earl had a better right to express an opinion on the military situation 

than any other of the king’s ministers. For like his grandfather, the 

hated favourite of Richard II, he had seen long service in the wars before 

he turned courtier and advocate of peace. FiXperience had also well 

qualified him toactasan ambjissador; apart from the diplomatic knowledge 

which he had gained at Arras, as Dunois’ prisoner after Jargeau, and 

for four years the amiable gaoler of Charles of Orleans, he had become 

intimate with several of the Frencli leaders. Unfortunately, he did not 

possess the courage of his convictions and was unwilling to identify him- 

self publicly with a course of action which might l)ecome unpopular. For 

ten years he had enjoyed great backstairs influence without attracting 

hostile notice, when Beaufort’s retirement forced him out into the open. 

But though he was bent on self-iiggrandisement, he had no taste for the 

kind of prominence which had been fata) to his grandfathc*r. Foreseeing 

that he might be accused of betraying his country's intere sts if he fissumed 

the responsibility of treating in peiwi with Charles Vf I, he tried to shift 

the burden to other shoulders; the mere rumour of his appointment had 

been surficient, he alleged, to provoke an ugly growl from the citizens of 

London. He was, however, overborne by his equally nervous colleagues 

and, on the explicit understanding that he should incur no individual 

blame for what he was about to do, he consented in F'ebruary 1444 to 

head an embassy to the French court. Although no impartial 1‘ecord of 

his mission survives, his own account, if only txaause it reveals him os 

shirking all the major issues, bears tlie stamp of truth. According to this, 

he secured the hand of Margaret of Anjou for his master and a general 

truce for two years without committing Fngland definitely to anything 

in return. As he told parliament in 1445, ‘he neither uttered ne com¬ 

muned of the specialty of the matters concerning in any wise the said 

Treaty of peace, nor of what manner of thing the sanre 'Freaty should 

be’'; he left all this to be determined later by the king himself in con¬ 

sultation with ambassadors from France. His audience was so relieved 

at the ea.se with which he had obtained this breathing-sjiace that they 

were blind to the possibility that a final settlement might not be won 

as cheaply; their subsequent disillusionment and anger were all the more 

extreme. For the moment everything seemed to be going well for Suffolk. 

He returned from Tours with a greatly enhanced reputation. His report 

was enthusiastically accepted by both lords and commons and Gloucester 

himself seconded the Speaker’s vote of thanks. Hut on 2^ Decciinber 1445, 

Henry VI, acting apparently under the influence of his sixteen-year-old 

queen, wrote to his father-in-law, Rene of Anjou, agreeing to the 
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surrender of Maine. He had reckoned without the eflPect of his promise 

in England. Owing to the refusal of his captains to obey orders, the 

province had to be taken by force in March 1448. Meanwhile, although 

the truce was renewed, the occuri'ence of frontier incidents and the rising 

temper of the English had killed all prospects of a stable peace. Finally 

Charles VII declared war in July 1449. 

The news of the proposed delivery of Maine annihilated Suffolk’s briet 

popularity and stamped him in most eyes as a traitor. It became an 

article of common belief that he had already promised it secretly when 

negotiating the king’s marriage, but for this there is not a scrap ot 

evidence. Many stories of his criminal incompetence as a general, his 

Francophil sympathies, and his treasonable ambition were soon being 

freely circulated. Although the majority of these were unfounded, his 

detractors were on firmer ground when they criticised his covetousness. 

There was no gainsaying that he had profited from his situation at court 

to a degree unusual even in those times; when the commons put the 

number of his patents at more than thirty, they were guilty of no ex- 

aggeration.^ And not content with amassing lands and offices, he and his 

business partners made use of royal licences to circumvent the regulations 

of the Staple and to fore.stalI their competitors in the Flemish wool 

market. While privileges like these set the middle classes against him, 

his territorial designs excited the jealousy and alarm of his own order. 

In East Anglia, where his ancestral estates lay, he was a grasping and 

unscrupulous neighbour; and Sir John Fastolf was not the only land- 

owner to find himself ‘Sx‘xed and troubled...by the might and power of 

the Duke of Suffolk and by the labour of his council and servants.” Such 

notorious malefactors as Sir Thomas Tuddenham and William Tailboys 

were encouraged to terrorise the countryside and were shielded from 

justice in the royal courts. In this way Suffolk made a host of enemies, 

including his former colleague, Ralph, Lord Cromwell, and the young and 

powerful Duke of Norfolk. His example was naturally followed elsewhere 

by other members of the government; in no district more ruthlessly than 

in Kent, where the tyrannies and extortions practised by Lord Say and 

Sele w ith the aid of his son-in-law^, sheriff William Crowmer, led to Cade’s 

Rebellion in 1450. It is not sui*|)rising that the regime did not last. 

At the moment when his reputation was becoming tarnished, Suffolk 

* In 1446 Suffolk was Stewani of the Chiltern Hundreds, Constable of Walling¬ 
ford, Steward of the Honours of Wallingford and St Valery» Chief Justice of Chester, 
Flint, and North Whales, Chief Steward of the Duchy of Lancaster North of Trent, 
Stew'ard and Surveyor of all mines in England and Wales (taking a of their annual 

yield), to mention only the more important of his grants. He held also the reversion 
of the wardenship of the New Forest and of Gloucester’s earldom of Pembroke, 

together with the castles and lordships of Pembroke, Llanstephan, Tenby, and 
Kilgarren. hi 1447 he became Chamberlain of England, Warden of the Cinque 
Ports, and C’onstable of Dover Castle; in 1448 Captain of Calais. Raised toa rnarquisate 

n 1444, he was made Duke of Suffolk in 1448. The heiresses of Warwick and 

Somerset were among his wards. 
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involved himself in fresh difficulties by making a martyr of the Duke of 

Gloucester and by alienating the even more formidable Duke of York. 

In his dealings with York he would appear to have been gratuitously 

offensive, but with regal'd to Gloucester it is more than likely that he 

could not help himself. For Duke Humphrey had ceased to be a harmless 

spectator with the veering of popular opinion against the truce. Tl\e 

difference was clearly marked in his bearing during the parliament of 

1445'-4?6; at its beginning he joined with the estates in congratulating 

Suffolk upon his diplomatic triumph; befoi-e its close he had denounced 

the governmenfs peace policy in unmeasured terms. This “Long Parlia¬ 

ment/’ with its protracted debates and numerous adjournments, severely 

tried the ministers’ patience and opened their eyes to the danger of 

allowing Gloucester to remain at large. Tliey therefore decided upon his 

impeachment and, in order to lessen the risk of a miscarriage, to hold the 

trial at Bury St Edmunds, where Suffolk’s influence was strong. The 

latter’s adhei'ents were mustered in large numbel's about the town when 

parliament met there on 10 February 1447, less than a year after its 

troublesome predec'essor had been dissolved. Gloucester justified these 

precautions by making a show of resistance, but was easily outmatched. 

As soon as he had arrived, on 18 February, he was placed under arrest 

in his lodgings. Five days later he was dead. Although foul play is im¬ 

probable and in fact was not at first suspected, a removal .so opportune 

was bound to give rise to unpleasant conjectures. Embroidered with much 

contradictory detail, the murder of “the good Duke Humphrey” became 

before long part of the stock-iirtrade of every Yorkist pamphleteer. 

Even Cardinal Beaufort, then himself dying far away at Winchester, was 

eventually made to play a part in this fictitious tragedy. 

Unlike Gloucester, Y orkhad had no quarrel with Suffolk or his colleagues 

before 1443. In that year, however, the appointment of the Duke of 

Somerset to be Captain-General of France and Guienne had given him, 

as the king’s Lieutenant in Normandy, just cau.se for protest. Scarcely 

had this .stonn blown over than he began to nurse another and more 

rankling grievance. It was being openly said in England and, as he hinted, 

with the connivance of the ministers, that he had “not governed the 

finances of France and Normandy so well to their weal and profit as he 

might have done.” In 1445 he came home to attend parliament, and was 

so far successful in clearing himself that by July 1446 his accounts 

had been examined and approved. This did not, however, silence his 

traducers. He therefore decided to pick a quarrel with Suffolk’s right-hand 

man, Adam Moleyns, by this time Bishop of Chichester and Keeper of 

the Privy Seal, whom he regarded as the source of his ill-fame. Moleyns, 

he told the council, had bribed soldiers from the Norman garrisons to 

complain to the king that he had defrauded them of their pay\ ITie in- 

* For the Articles of the Duke of York against Adam Moleyns and the latter’s 
Replies, see British Museum, Harley MS. 543, ff. 101-3. 
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suiting terras in which Moleyns flatly denied the truth of this accusation 
still further widened the breach between them, put an excessive strain on 

York’s loyalty, and made 1447 the turning-point in his career. By treating 

him as an enemy, the court had made him one. Though time would dis¬ 

close his want of judgment, no one could have been better suited by rank 
and fortune for the leadership of what was now certainly the popular cause. 

He had become in 1447 by the death of Gloucester heir presumptive to 

the throne; through his mother he had already inherited the rival 

Mortimer claim, and as the representative of the three noble houses ot 

York, March, and Clarence he was far and away the largest landowner 

among the king’s subjects. Suffolk’s reasons for wishing to be rid of him 

are clear. After prolonged hesitation, it was decided not to send him 

back to France, where he was beginning to win the affection of the army, 

but to virtual exile as King’s Lieutenant in Ireland. His appointment was 

dated 29 September 1447, but he was so reluctant to obey that nearly 

two years elapsed before he betook himself to his new post. 

Yet even with Gloucester and York out of the way, Suffolk can hardly 

have felt himself secure. His government, enjoying neither the respect of 

the people nor the co-operation, outside certain districts, of the landed 

gentry, found it almost impossible to preserve order. Tyranny at the 

centre was therefore diversified by anarchy on the fringes, where the 

king’s writ ran to little or no purpose. In many parts of England, but 

especially in the more lawless north and west, magnates were beginning 

to settle their disputes in the field rather than in the royal courts. Even 

when the forms of law were outwardly respected, justice was perverted 

by corruption and “maintenance,” for although judges were as a rule 
superior to bribery or intimidation, this was most certainly not the case 

with sheriffs, juries, and witnesses. A legal quarrel often ended in an 

encounter between rival bands of men-at-arms. In 1441, for example, 
Devon witnessed the first of a series of “wars” between Courtenays and 

Bonvilles, in which, it is said with perhaps some exaggeration, “many 

men were hurt and many slain.” Yet when the parties were called to 

account, they made the merest pretence of obeying and were soon again 

at one another’s throats. It was the knowledge that he could not count 

on redress in Star Chamber which prompted Archbishop Kemp to garrison 

Ripon “like a towm of war” when threatened by Sir William Plumpton 
and the inhabitants of Knaresborough Forest. That the king’s ministers 

from weakness tolerated such breaches of the peace sapped their remaining 

authority and brought them into universal contempt. For a decade the 

country had been slowly getting out of hand; by the autumn of 1449 it 

was ripe for revolution and civil w^ar. 

What finally destroyed Suffolk was the French invasion of Normandy, 

for it precipitated the long-impending financial crisis. Since 1438 the 

royal debt had risen from ^168,000 to jP372,000; the land was full of 
disappointed creditors and of unpaid and mutinous soldiers; and now 

28 
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a new expeditionary force was wanted. Although the Winchester parlia¬ 

ment of 1449 had only just been dissolved when war broke out, another 

immediately became necessary. This met at Westminster on 6 November, 

to be greeted on its arrival by news of the fall of Rouen. The Speaker, 

William Tresham, who was an adherent of the Duke of York, was not 

long in proving himself a resolute champion of administrative reform. 

ITie hour had come for the rats to leave the sinking ship; the Treasurer, 

Bishop Lumley of Carlisle, had in fact already resigned in September 

rather than face the wrath of the commons; his example was followed by 

Bishop Moleyns on 9 December and by the Chancellor, Archbishop 

Stafford, on 31 January. Cardinal Kemp, who had for some time wisely 

held himself aloof, now^ accepted the great seal and displayed considerable 

ingenuity in steering a moderate course under difficult circumstances. 

The new Treasurer, Lord Say, who had the more exacting task, was less 

skilful. What looked suspiciously like an attempt by William Tailboys 

to murder Lord Cromwell, in Westminster Hall on November, produced 

the first trial of strength. Although defended by Suffolk, Tailboys w'as 

committed to the Tower to await trial at the request of the lower house. 

When parliament adjourned for (’hristmas, the future of the unpopular 

favourites was still in doubt. But during the vacation, on 9 January, 

Moleyns was assassinated at Portsmouth ‘‘for his covetousness'” by a mob 

of angry seamen; as he died some sort of confession was wrung from him 

which fatally incriminatcKl Suffolk in the loss of Maine. The duke’s 

impeachment was now inevitable. But although Oomwell was working 

assiduously against him among the members, he was still secure in the 

royal favour. Moreover, when the estates reassembled on tlanuary, 

“there was great watch about the king and in the city of I^ndon every 

night. And the people were in doubt and fear what should fall, for the 

lords came to Westminster and to the parliament with great power as 

men of war.’"* Hoping to steal a march on his critics, Suffolk rose on the 

first day of the new session to ask to be heard in his ow^i defence; he 

recited his past services and challenged anyone to find any evidence of 

his disloyalty. The commons, however, were not to be intimidate<3; their 

answer was to request his arrest pending a detailed indictment. This was 

at first refused by the lords. But when the commons asserted that the 

duke had sold England to Charles VII and had fortified and victualled 

Wallingford Castle in readiness to assist the invaders, he was ordered to 

the Tower. On 7 February he was formally impeached under nine heads. 

These amounted to little more than a repetition of current gossip about 

his treasonable correspondence with the French, the supposed object of 

which was to place his son, John de la Pole, on the English throne, after 

marrying him to the Beaufort heiress, Margaret of Somerset. This was 

unconvincing enough, but even more wildly improbable was the suggestion 

that he had deliberately prevented peace with France. When the indict¬ 

ment was read over to Henry VI in council on 12 February, he ordered 
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the matter to l>e reserved for his own decision. This was generally 

interpreted as an acquittal. ‘‘The Duke of Suffolk is pardoned,’’ Margaret 

Paston wrote from Norwich a month afterwards, “and hath his men again 

waiting upon him and is right well at ease and merry.” But already her 

news was out of date. On 7 March the lords ordered the impeachment 

to proceed and two days later the commons presented a fresh bill of 

charges, far weightier than their first. The duke, they argued in the 

course of eighteen articles, had been tl^e “privies! of the king’s counsel” 

since 1437, and during this time had impoverished the realm, broken its 

laws, vsold offices to the highest bidder, and enriched himself mightily at 

the Crown’s expense. The prisoner in reply stoutly maintained his 

innocence and described these new counts as “false and untrue.” But 

during the ensuing argument some damaging points were made against 

hirn^ The lords still lusitaied to deliver their verdict, and meanwhile 

the court was working Ix^hind the scenes to achieve a compromise. This 

was announced by the Chancellor in the king’s name on 17 March; no 

judgment would be passed on the accused, but he would be banished from 

the country for five* years. Soon afterwards he was set at liberty. At the 

same time parliainerd was adjourned to Leicester in an attem{)t to save 

his friends. Narrowly escaping capture by the infuriated Londoners, 

Suffolk made his wav U) Ipswicii, where he solemnly swore to his innocence 

in tfie presence of I he county and bade farewell to his heir. On 1 May 

he lanbarked fur Calais. He was, however, intercepted in the Channel by 

a mutinous royal ship, the Xkhokh^ of tJw Toiccr^ and beheaded without 

further trial bv a nameh'ss Irishman with six strokes of a rustv sword. 

Mysterious as was his end, his character and aims are hardlv more 

intelligible. To one ))istorian he is a statesman, farsighted, loval, and 

misuuderstood, to anothei* an unscrupulous aiul bhmdeiing tyrant. The 

truth, as so often, lies probably somewhere midway between these opposite 

extremes. For good or ill, he was no figure of heroic mould; ambitious 

vet timid, corrupt yet well-meaning, he was the inevitable scapegoat who 

atonwl for the sins of others as mu(*h as for his own. 

The fall of' Suffolk was tlie signal for which the country had been 

waiting. While his trial was in progress, riots, routs, and unlawful 

congregations were rej)oited from various (juarters. Kent especially, for 

long the playground of l.ord Say and his band of extortionei>», was in 

a ferment, inspired by wandering agitators known as “the Queen of the 

Fair” and “Captain Bliaibeard.” The authorities dealt promptly with 

a danger so near the capital, and Captain Bluebeard, alias Thomas 

Cheyney, a fuller of Canterbury “feigning himself a hermit,” was caught 

and executed. For a while all was quiet. Then at the beginning of June 

a large and disciplined force, commanded by one Jack Cade, who called 

^ Suffolk’s (letailod answer is lost, toil the commons’ reply to it will be found in 

Historical MSS. ('oninii.vsion Hepo7't,\\)p,,pi). 27^1 HO. Thisdocunientwasoverlooked 
by L. King-sford ifi bis Prejudice and t^ornise in -Vf7A Ventnry England, pp. 140-76. 
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himself John Mortimer, a cousin of the Duke of York, marched un¬ 

expectedly on London and encamped at Blackheath. No contemporary 

document gives a clearer picture of the hardships with which the lower 

and middle classes were afflicted than the restrained and skilfully drafted 

manifesto in which the rebels set forth their grievances. These were 

partly economic, partly administrative. “All the common people, what 

for taxes and tallages and other oppresisions, might not live by their 

handwork and husbandry.'” The Statute of Labourers, which had been 

re-enacted with new provisions in 1446, and excessive purveyance were 

singled out for separate mention, while grave unemployment was said to 

have been caused in the weaving industry by the interruption of overseas 

trade. The courts, w'hether central or l(x*a], offered no help to the poor 

litigant; “the law serveth nought else in these days but for to do wrong.*” 

As for the traitoi's about the king, it was through them that he “hath 

lost his law, his merchandise is lost, his common people is destroyed, the 

sea is lost, France is lost (and) the king himself is so set that he may not 

pay for his meat and drink.’’ Among the reforms desired were an act of 

resumption, the dismissal and punishment of Suffolk’s “false progeny and 

affinity,” the recall of York, the formation of a new government of “true” 

barons, and the repeal of the Statute of labourers. This was a popular 

programme, and it is not surprising that a London chronicler thought 

its contents “rightful and reasonable.” Its moderation was calculated to 

set at rest the fears of property-owners and to win new recruits to the 

army on Blackheath. With the same objects in view' Cade kept his men 

well under control and dealt severely with those who disolxjyed his oixlers 

against plundering. Nevertheless the government accused him of advo¬ 

cating communism. The baselessness of this charge is exposed by the 

recorded occupations of those afterwanls pardoiu^d for their share in the 

insurrection. More than half were yeomen, husbandmen, and craftsmen, 

and over a hundred were of gentle birth. The pix^sence of 98 constables 

may explain how the host was collected and why it was so orderly. Far 

from being a rabble of peasants and labourers, it was a well-organised 

body drawn from all classes of society below the rank of knight. That 

these men should have wished to “hold all things in common” was 

absurd. 

Parliament was sitting at I.<eicester when the court was informed of 

what was afoot. No time was wasted in raising an army since the lords 

were already attended by the bulk of their retainers. Having hastily 

adjourned the session, the king set out for London in their company. 

From his camp in Clerkenwell Fields, he opened negotiations with Cade’s 

men on 15 June. But two days later he rejected their demands and 

peremptorily ordered them to disperse. They withdrew overnight towards 

Sevenoaks. Here on 18 June the vanguard of the royal army came into 

conflict with them and suffered a defeat; whereupon the main body, 

which had remained inactive at Greenwich, became mutinous and began 
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to clamour for the heads of the king’s ministers. The arrest of Lord Say 

and William Crowmer came too late to appejuie its wrath. By this time 

it was completely out of hand and engaged in sacking the houses of 

courtiers in the city. After some days of indecision, the king retreated 

to Kenilworth, leaving the citizens to fend for themselves with the help 

of the Tower garrison. His departure coincided with a general outbreak 

of disorder in the southeni counties. On 29 June at Edington in Wiltshire 

Bishop Ayscough of Salisbury was dragged from the altar and stoned 

to death, while other household officials narrowly escaped like fates 

elsewhere. Cade, who had employed the interval in rounding up sup¬ 

porters from Kent, Surrey, and Sussex, marched into Southwark at their 

head on 2 July; on the same day the men of Essex, with whom he had 

established contact, advanced as far as Mile End. Although the rebels 

had many friends among the Londoners, a majority of the aldermen 

were justifiably reluctant to admit them within the walls. Treachery, 

however, next day enabled Cade to obtain posstission of London Bridge 

and to make himself master of the city. His difficulties were vastly 

increased by the narrow streets and by the excited condition of the 

London mob, but so well did he maintain discipline that only a few 

houses were pillaged and no extensive rioting took place. Saturday, 

4 July, was occupied in bringing Say and Crowmer to justice. The former, 

delivered up to his enemies by the commandant of the Tower, was tried 

at the Guildhall and summarily exe<*uted in C'heapside, when he declined 

to plead; his son-in-law met his death at Mile End. Cade and his 

followers then passed Sunday quietly in their lodgings on the south bank 

of the Thames. This gave the city authorities a chance to take the 

offensive. That night the royal troops sallied forth from the Tower and 

attempted to recapture London Bridge. But they failed to surprise the 

sentries, and after a battle which lasted until daybreak they were glad 

to withdraw under cover of a truce. ITiis encounter, however, had also 

cooled the aidour of the insurgents. They had less to fight for since 

their principal oppressors were dead and the others out of reach. When 

therefore Cardinal Kemp, Archbishop Stafford, and Bishop Waynflete 

opened negotiations, Cade was ready to come to terms. On 8 July, less 

than a week after their entry into the capital, the rebels marched home 

bearing with them full pardons for all that they had done. No ^sooner 

were they dispersed than the ministers began to regret their initial 

clemency. The amnesty which they had granted did not of coui*se apply 

to any fresh acts of rebellion, and therefore, when Cade made a wholly 

gratuitous though fruitless assault upon Queen borough Castle in Sheppey, 

they were within their rights in proclaiming him a traitor. Pursued by 

the new sheriff of Kent, he fled to hiding in Sussex, where he was mortally 

wounded on 12 July while resisting arrest. Eight of his accomplices were 

condemned to death by a royal commission which sat at Canterbury 

during the following month. For the moment popular indignation had 
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spent its force, and when two other ‘‘Captains of Kent’’ came forward, 

they failed to raise the commons and were tvisily suppressed. 

The government was still reeling under the shock of these events when 

Richard of York landed uninvited at Reauniaris. To meet this new danger, 

Edmund Beaufort, Duke of Somerset, was hurriedly recalltnl from France 

and made Constable of England. His presence at tlie king’s side emphasised 

the dynastic issue already raised by York’s return. For although his 

family had been debarred from the royal succession by Henry IV, Somerset 

was, after the king, the sole surviving male member of the House of 

Lancaster and therefore, so long as the (]ueen continued barren, the only 

man who could dispute with York the title of heir to the throne. If, on 

the other hand, the latter chose to preha* his descent in the female line from 

Edward III, he had a better right to be king than Henry VI himself. But, 

whatever may have been at the [)ack of his mind, York, like Bolingbroke 

in B399, assumed an air of injured innocence and simple loyalty. It is 

indikely that he deceived anyone, except perhaps the unsuspecting king. 

For some time the name of Mortimer had been in peoplt‘’s mouths and now 

its representative, himself the son and nephew of traitoi s, had ret urned from 

banislnnent without permission to set the realm to rights. Many there¬ 

fore flocked to his standard, and in spite of sev(‘ral attempts to arrest his 

advance, he succeeded in reaching Westnunster will) 4000 men-at-arms. 

Here, towards the end of September, he forced his way into tin* royal 

presence. The household was ‘‘afraid right sore.” at this intrusion, but 

the king rect'ived his cousin with fair words and accepted without demur 

his assurances of good faitli and allegiance. 

From ]i()w onwai-ds Ilenrv devoted his energies to the vain task of 
trying to reconcile the warring elements in his kingdom. It is impossible 
to doubt his honesty, but had his efforts as peacemaker been the 7*esult of 
guile, they could hardiv have jdaved more comph tely into tlie hands of 
Somerset and the courtiers. Again and again York was outwitted. 'I’hus, 
wlienheopened his attack bv submittinga j)rogramme of iiecesNai vreforms, 
he was answered that it was unseemlv for the ('rown to take one man’s 
advice alone. This was sucli sound constitutional d(K*trine tliat he could 
not (piestion it w ithout f)utting himself openly in tla‘ wrong. Nor could he 
object to tlie proposed afjpointment of a “sad and substantial council,” 
including others besides himself and his friends. His success wiis no greater 
in the [)arliament which met at Westminster on 6 November, even tliough 
hespared no pains to prejudice its verdict in his favour. I’he influencewhich 
he brought to bear on the elections doubtless helped to procuie him a more 
sympathetic hearing from the already fViendly commons, but lie had badly 
miscalculated the reactions of his fellow peers. Headstrong and self-centred, 
he neitlier possessed tlunr confidence nor had exerted himself to secure it; 
his call to his partisans to be with him during the session in their best array 
was therefore foiled by the pnssence of his opponents in equal or superior 
numbers. He had now lost the advantage of surpri.se. His royal blood 
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and the pretensions which it nourished w'ere to handicap him as they had 

handicapped Gloucester. He could not rely upon the support of the 

barons as a class, because their interests as a class were not served by his 

elevation to the first place in the State. For them the choice no longer 

lay, if it had ever lain, between good government and bad government, 

but between York and Somerset, ultimately between York and Lancaster. 

In the absence of a common motive, each man would choose as his private 

ambitions and opportunities dictated. The upper classes were already in 

any case too much divided by local and family feuds to align themselves 

solidly on any one side. These lesser loyalties now governed their conduct 

in the wider field of national politics; if Courtenay was for I^ncaster, 

then Bonville was for York. Duke Richard was, apart from the king, the 

lord of more acres than any man in England; he could depend upon the 

assistance of his nephew, John, Duke of Norfolk; and his other kinsmen, 

the liarls of Salisbury and Warwick, cadets of the powerful house of 

Neville, were soon to become his close allies. Those who hated or feared 

these families as neighbours wanted no stronger motive for drawing closer 

to the court. Thus, as the issues became clarified, the opposing foi'ces 

revealed themselves as more evenly matched than at first seemed probable. 

Yet it was not in York’s nature to draw back, even though he saw the 

promise of a decisive victory slipping from his grasp. Instead of waiting 

for a more favourable opportunity, he merely displayed his impotence 

by appealing Somerset, who soon regained his freedom, ^fhe commons 

faml no better. Their petition, that some thirty men and women, accused 

of ‘^misbehaving” about the royal person, should be expelled from the 

court and brought to justice, weis treated by the king with almost con¬ 

temptuous levity. And when Thomas Young, M.P. for Bristol, asked for 

York’s recognition as heir presumptive to the crown, he was sent to the 

Tower for his pains, while parliament was immediately dissolved. This 

was at the end of May 1451. In the previous February, York had further 

damaged his cause by taking a conspicuous and, it seems, a willing part 

in tlie so-called “Harvest of Heads,” that bloody assize by which the 

last traces of the popular movement in Kent were extinguished. He was 

soon given cause to repent his harshness. For when he was next hard- 

pressed, the gates of I^ondon were barred against him and the men of 

Kent remained sullenly unresponsive to the call of Mortimer. It is not 

difficult to account for the indifference of the middle and lower classes 

during the Wars of the Roses. Bitter experience had taught them that 

they could look for little help or gratitude from either party, and they 

were therefore content except on rare occasions to be idle spectators of a 

barons’ quarrel. In this battle of kites and crows they only shewed their 

good sense by their neutrality. 

The parliament of 1450-51 had concluded nothing. The government, 

though badly shaken, had outlived the crisis; it had even succeeded to 

some extent in entrenching itself afresh; but its most formidable critic 
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was not disarmed and only temporarily discouraged. The struggle there¬ 

fore continued, in and out of parliament, with increasing violence for 

another ten yeai-s, the result being in doubt up to the very last. Until 

the autumn of 1453 the tide ran strongly in favour of the Lancastrians. 

When in February 1462 Duke Richard again took up arms, they were 

already preparing to strike. He was promptly cornered at Dartford in 

Kent, induced to disband his forces, and tricked into an ignominious 

capitulation. In the following year the return of a parliament with strong 

royalist leanings enabled Somerset to push home his advantage. During 

the course of two sessions, the one at Reading from 6 to 28 March, the 

other at Westminster from 25 April to 2 July, an unusual harmony 

prevailed between the commons and the court. Thus the king was desired 

to resume all royal grants to York and the other ‘‘traitors assembled in 

the field at Dartford” and to “put in oblivion” that petition of 1450 

which had aspersed his choice of household servants. Sir William Oldhall, 

Speaker in the last parliament and one of York’s trusted councillors, was 

attainted for his share in the recent disturbances, and a statute was passed 

condemning all who in future neglected to appear at the royal summons 

to the penfdty of utter forfeiture. Needless to say, so loyal a body lent a 

favourable ear to the king's request for money; not content with voting 

one and a half tenths and fifteenths, it gi*anted him the wool-subsidy 

and certain other taxes for life, and authorised him to raise 20,000 archers 

at the expense of the shires and boroughs for six months' siuwice if and 

when they were required “for the defence of the realm.” Parliament was 

then adjourned until 12 November. In the interval, however, on or about 

10 August, the king, whose strength had Ix'en overtaxed, lapsed without 

warning into a state of imbecility. At first the new\s was not allowed to 

leak out. But on 24 October a gathering which is described as a council, 

though neither Somerset nor the Chancellor was present, met at West¬ 

minster, and resolved to send for York “to set rest and union betwixt 

the lords of this land.” By 21 November he had assumed control. Shortly 

afterwards Somerset wa.s ap{>ealed by Norfolk and committed to the 

Tower. The situation had, however, been complicated by the birth of a 

son and heir to the queen on 13 October, an event which destroyed York's 

hope of a peaceful succession to the throne on Henry's death. He met 

this new blow with commendable calm. If there were those who 

cast doubts on the boy’s paternity, he gave their insinuations no official 

countenance. On the other hand, motherhood wrought a violent change 

in Margaret's position and behaviour. Whereas she had hitherto rested 

content with a subordinate place at her husband's side, interfering only 

to obtain small favours for her pei-sonal dependants, she now became the 

resolute and implacable defender of her son's rights. The I^ancastrian 

cause had at length obtained a mettlesome if uncompromising champion. 

As soon as the adjourned parliament reassembled at Westminster on 

14 February, she laid claim to the regency. It is prolmble that she icceived 
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some support from the commons; even the lords were loth to decide 

against her, but after much hesitation York was named Protector on 

27 March. It is nevertheless clear that many did not relish his elevation 

and that the spirit which had vexed Gloucester was not dead. He was 

able to abridge the royal household ‘Ho a reasonable and competent 

fellowship,’’ to ensure the appointment of new ministers, chosen from 

his own kin, and to restore a measure of conciliar government; he was 

equally successful in subduing a Lancastrian rising in the North. But 

the infant Ed wal'd was recognised as Prince of Wales, and though 

Somerset continued in prison, it was not thought expedient to bring him 
to triah. 

These arrangements did not endure, for about Christmas 14*54 the 

king retumed to his senses. At the beginning of February Somerset was 

reinstated and York dismissed. Although for a time moderate counsels 

prevailed and some attempt was made to effect a last-minute compromise, 

this was imperilled by the open preparations of the courtiers to avenge 

their wrongs. By March the prospect was so threatening that York 

w ithdrew in dudgeon to the North and with the support of the Nevilles 

began to collect an army. This done, he marcheil on London. Arriving 

outside St Albans on 22 May, he found the town occupied by the king 

and a royal host commanded by the Dukes of Somerset and Buckingham. 

Ban'icades had bt^en hastily constructed, but the defenders were out- 

nunilKTed by five to three^ After an abortive parley, York, without 

waiting for the arrival of the Duke of Norfolk, who was at hand wdth 

reinforcements, gave the order to at tick. The engagement in the streets 

and gardens of the town lasted less than an hour; for, thanks to their 

superior numlxu’s and to the skill and dash of the young Eiirl of Warwick, 

the Yorkists soon carried the day. But although the casualties were few, 

the deaths of Somerset, Northumberland, and Stafford gave rise to blood 

feuds in the ranks of the nobility w hich were not assuaged for many years 

to come. After the battle, King Henry, who had received a slight wound 

in the neck from an arrow while standing idly beneath his standard, w^as 

respectfully conducted bac’k to W’^estminster by the victors. There he 

agreed to summon a parliament. In spite of the fact that the Yorkists 

openly rigged the elections, the proci?edings were interrupted by rancorous 

quarrels and “many a man grudged full sore” an act of indemnity which 

was passed to absolve the rebels from the consequences of their treason. 

In the autumn, however, the king’s mind again gave way, and York 

* Even Somerset's captivity was protective rather than punitive; was done,'* 
as he himself told James II of Scotland, the advice of the Lords of the King's 
C'ouncil, which, as I understand, was most for the surety of my person." (Nicolas, 

IVoceedmgs, vi, p. Ixiv n.) 
^ York’s advantage lay in his more numerous rank and file. He was accompanied 

hy the Earls of Salisbury and Warwick and by Lord (linton. The king had with him 
the Earls of Pembroke, Devon, Nortliumberland, \Viltshire, Dorset, and Stafford, 

and Lords Clifford, Roos, and Dudley. 
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became Protector for the second time on 17 November, But the lords 

only consented to his appointment after they had been thrice petitioned 

by the commons, while they carefully safeguarded the rights of the 

Prince of Wales and insisted on the ultimate authority of the council to 

exercise ‘‘the politic rule and governance of this land.’’’ York did not 

enjoy his position for long. For after Christmas Henry once more re¬ 

covered. He was, it seems, at first in favour of keeping the duke as chief 

councillor, but the queen spared no pains to undermine their good 

relations. Although an open breach was somehow averted, in August 

1456 she carried her husband off* to the midlands, where the Lancastrian 

estates afforded them better protection than the capital. On 7 October 

a council took place at Coventry, attended by York and his friends, at 

which Buckingham essayed the role of peace-maker. But after ttiking 

an oath of obedience to the king, the malcontents again withdrew from 

the court. Nothing happened for a year or more. Then on 25 March 1458, 

a hollow pacification or “loveday'**’ was staged at St Paufs in London, 

although this did not interrupt the preparations which each side was 

making for civil war. York spent most of his time in the Welsh Marches, 

Salisbury was at Middleharn in Wensleydale, and Warwick was at Calais, 

biding their chance, while Margaret kept “open househokr' in Cheshire 

and set herself to court its gentry on her son's behalf. Warwick's naval 

successes, sheer piracy though they were, helped to revive Yorkist credit. 

In November 1458, therefore, he was ordered to resign his command and, 

wl)en he declined, an attempt was made to waylay him as he left the 

council-chamber. Meanwhile Duke Richard was strengthening his hands 

by means of a family alliance with the house of Burgundy. There can be 

little doubt that he had by now set his mind on the throne, but he wisely 

kept his own counsel and not even his own allies were aware of the direc¬ 

tion of his thoughts. By the spring of 1459 both parties were ready. 

The court had the advantage of interior lines, and it was in its interests 

to prevent the Yorkists from combining forces. But Salisbury slipped 

past an army sent to intercept him, defeated Lord Audley at Blore Heath 

on 22 September, and joined York at Ludlow. Warwick arrived from 

Calais with a part of its garrison shortly afterwards. When, however, 

the royalists advanced into Shropshire, York's followers melted away at 

the “rout of Ludford," and their leaders were obliged to beat a hasty 

retreat. Duke Richard and his second son, the Earl of Rutland, retired 

first into Wales and later to Ireland, where they were received with 

enthusiasm by the inhabitants of the Pale; his heir, Edward, Earl of 

March, accompanied the Nevilles to Calais; at the close of the year only 

Denbigh held out against the king. 

The royalists celebrated their triumph in the Coventry parliament of 

20 November~20 December 1459, an assembly hastily convened and un¬ 

scrupulously packed. The lords found the leading Yorkists guilty of 

treason in their absence, and swore to uphold the Lancastrian succession. 
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But the government cast aside discretion by the oppressive fashion in 

which it sought to repair its crumbling authority. Its forced loans, 

purveyances, and commissions of array, rendered it generally obnoxious and 

prepared the country to accept a revolution. When, therefore, Salisbury, 

Warwick, and March landed at Sandwich on 26 June 1460, they were 

welcomed with every sign of joy by the men of Kent. Thus fortified, they 

entered London on 2 July. To curry popular favour and to justify their 

invasion, they proclaimed the misdeeds of the king’s advisers and even 

accused them of preaching that his will was above the law. Their task 

was simplified by the fact that the royal forces were scattered; for while 

Henry and a number of lords were at Coventry, some were in the south¬ 

west and others had gone north with Margaret to search for reinforce¬ 

ments. Leaving Salisbury to guard the capital, Warwick and March 

rightly decided to strike at once. Outside Northampton on 10 July they 

came up against the main body of the enemy and won a battle in which 

the king was captured and several of his closest supporters, including 

Buckingham and Shrewsbury, w'ere slain. This done, they returned to 

Ix)ndon to await York's /irrival and to call a parliament in the name of 

Henry V I. It met on 7 Octolx*r. Three days later Duke Richard appeai'ed, 

and Avithout waiting to test the temper of his allies strode to the throne 

in Westminster Hall as if he intended to occupy it. He w^as, how^ever, 

stopped by Archl)ishop Bourchier, who asked him pointedly whether he 

desired to interview the king. His reply, “I know of no person in this 

realm the which oweth not to wait on me rather than 1 on him,” filled 

his audience w ith consternation. Obstinately though he pressed his claims, 

the lords stood firm. A fortnight’s deadlock ended inacompromiseby which 

lienrv Avas to retain the crown for life on the understanding that York was 

to succeed liim to the exclusion of the Prince of Wales. But precious time 

had been wasted in argument Avhile the I^ncastrians w ere massing afresh 

in Yorkshire. It was not until the l)eginning of De<.:ember that Richard, 

now iigain Protector on the grounds of the king’s incapacity, set out to cope 

with these new enemies. After spending C’hristinas at his castle of Sandal 

near Wakefield, he issued forth only to l)e overwhelmed and killed by 

Northumberland and the young Somerset before its gates on 30 December. 

Rutland was stabbed to death soon afterwards by Lord Clifford, whose 

father had lost his life at St Albans; Salisbuiy was beheaded by the men of 

PonUdract. Margaret’s absence in Scotland, where she succeeded in ob¬ 

taining help from the tpieen-mother, delayed the I^uicastrian advance; but 

in February 1461 she put herndf at the head of a mixed Imnd of English, 

Welsh, and Scots, and marched south along tlie Great North Road. Her 

wild border levies struck terror among the inhabitants by plundering 

houses and churches on their route. At St Albans, WarAvick tried to 

head them off, but he wiis decisively defeated and forced to leave the 

capital unguardetl (17 February). King Henry, who was with him, 

escaped to join his wife. It was probably owing to his influence that she 
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was persuaded not to lead her undisciplincjd troops into the city, where 

they would almost certainly have got out of hand. By this clemency he 

threw away his one remaining chance of keeping the crown. For Edward 

of York, after crushing the Earls of Pembroke and Wiltshire at Mortimer's 

Cross, was approaching from the west. On ^6 February he rode with 

Warwick into London where he was “elected'’ king by general acclama¬ 

tion. Too late, the Lancastrians retreated northwards, but he pursued 

and overwhelmed them with great slaughter at Towton on 29 March. 

Henry, Margaret, and their son fled towards Scotland, while iklward re¬ 

turned to Westminster for his coronation. 

It is only too easy to convey a distorted impression of Lancastrian 

England by dwelling exclusively upon the story of its political failure. 

The continued existence of a govemment which liad abdicated its priinarv 

function of maintaining order and impartial justice, the abuse of power 

by turbulent vassals, and the clasli of baronial factions could not but 

leave their mark upon the lives of ordinary men and women. Yet in de¬ 

scribing the hardships inflicted by this “lack of governance," there is a very 

real danger of exaggeration. Such incidents as the cold-blooded murder 

of William Tresham by a private enemy in 1450 or that of Nicholas 

Radford five years later had few contemporary parallels. In some districts 

and at some times, conditions were admittedly bad and growing worse; 

this was, for example, the case in Yorkshire, Norfolk, Kent, and Devon 

throughout much of the hist two decades of Henry VTs reign and over a 

wider area during the years 1450 and 1459-61. But if the rights of 

property were often infringed, the forms of law misused, juries and wit¬ 

nesses bribed and intimidated, some allowance must be n)ade for the fact 

that these evils were at least to some extent common to all medieval periods. 

For the rest, the customs accounts show^ a decline in overseas trade, taxation 

was by normal standards high, and the king did not pay his debts. That 

as a result both town and country were less prosperous goes w ithout saying. 

But for any blacker picture of universal desolation the evidence is slight 

and untrustworthy. It w ould never do, for instance, to accept at their face 

value the ex parte statements of those engaged in litigation. And after 

all even the war at sea had its compensations, since it brought no small 

gain to innumerable native privateers. 

TLliere are, however, other things for which these sixty years deserve to 

be remembered, namely for their artistic achievement and their bright 

promise of intellectual growth. It is true that in painting and illumina¬ 

tion Englishmen had fallen well behind their continental neighbours, 

though critics have perhaps been over-ready to attribute to this or that 

foreign artist everything of value which time and Protestant iconoclasm 

have spared. It is also true that the architecture of the fifteenth century 

was often wanting in inspiration and mechanical in its detail. But no one 

can question the splendour of its bell-towers, the rich perfection of its 
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wood>carving, stained glass, and metal-work or the occasional excellence 

of its figure sculpture. Civil disturbance did not impair the mastery with 

which these arts were practised; the traditions of native craftsmanship 

survived the wars undamaged. As much if not more can be claimed for 

English scholarship. Under the enthusiastic patronage of Humphrey 

Duke of Gloucester, the “ new learning*” took root, especially at Oxford, 

and began to flourish, William Grey, Chancellor of the University in 

1440, and the infamous John Tiptoft, Earl of Worcester, were among the 

first humanists to study in Italy and to correspond with foreign scholars. 

The ancient ways, on the other hand, were not deserted. Lyndwood*'s 

Provinciale and the controversial writings of Thomas Netter of Walden 

repel the charge of intellectual stagnation frequently brought against this 

period. One l^ok deserves more special mention: the Repressor of Over- 

much Blaming of the Clergy ^ by Bishop Pecock of Chichester, a defence 

of reason against Lollard ^fundamentalism,^ was the first considerable 

work of learning to be written in the English tongue. Everywhere the 

vernacular was gaining ground. Between 1400 and 1450 it completely 

ousted French as the language of the upper class and even made inroads 

upon the conservatism of the government departments. It had already 

triumphed in poetry with Chauc*er; and if after his death it proved a 

clumsy instrument in the hands of Hoccleve and Lydgate, the ballads of 

John Page and others shew that there were still men who could turn it 

to robust and graphic use. Finally, education was being more widely 

spread by the foundation of new grammar schools. In short a low degree 

of public security was not incompatible with a vigorous national life. 



CHAPTER XII 

ENGLAND: THE YORKIST KINGS, 1461-1485 

In October 1460 Richard, Duke of York, confronted Henry VFs 

parliament with a petition which set out his claim to the throne. It was 

a short document, not very interesting to read. It was, in fact, merely 

a genealogical table. But it had a weighty thesis, for it purported to 

shew how the duke could trace back his rights to the crown through 

Philippa, daughter of Lionel, Duke of Clarence, third son of Edward III, 

to Edward I and beyond. Against their wishes, and after vain efforts to 

push responsibility upon the judges and serjeants-at-law, the lords gave 

their considered opinion in a carefully graded series of objections. They 

could not approve the duke's claim, because they were bound by oath to 

Henry VI; because acts of parliament were of greater authority than 

arguments drawn from chronicles; because entails of the crown destroytKl 

the Yorkist case; l^ecause the science of heraldry disprovt*d it, inasmuch 

as Richard bore the arms of Edmund langley, whereas—if his assertions 

were true—he should Ik* bearing those of Lionel, Duke of Clarence; 

because, finally, the Lancastrians were kings of England not by conquest, 

but by lawful right descending to them from Henry III. The duke 

answered these challenges in a replication of sound medieval dialectic. 

His claim was just; therefore by the law^s of Holy Church the lords were 

absolved from their oaths, since oaths sworn to the prejudice of the just 

rights of another were void. If need be, he woul ! ^lke the decision of 

a spiritual judge on this point. As for acts of pari' tment—and the same 

held good of entails of the crown—if Henry IV had so just a claim, why 

did he want to bolster it up with such devices.^ As for the law s of heraldry, 

for reasons not unknown to all the realm, he had refrained from using 

LioneFs arras; but “though right for a time rest, and Ik? put to silence, 

yet it rotteth not, nor shall perish.’' The Lancastrian title from Henry HI 

was false; no more needed to be said of it. 

Instead of following the secjuel to this play of dialectic until we see 

Parliament nominating the Duke of York heir-apparent, let us turn to 

another series of objections. Between 1461 and 1463 Sir John Fortescue, 

sometime Chief Justice of the Court of King’s Bench, and at that time an 

exile in Scotland, sharing in the meiigre hopes that still kept together 

the remnants of the Lancastrian party, exercised his w its—and they were 

tolerably sharp—upon those same Yorkist claims. He arrived at some 

conclusions that should interest us. I^wyer-likc he sought the weakest 

link in the chain, and he found it in the reference to Philippa. Think on 

the inconveniences that would follow if a woman ruled. To Fortescue 

they were many and obvious. How could she collate to prebends in the 

voidance of bishoprics, or give a death sentence in criminal cases? How 
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act as God’s medium as a healer? The king’s touch derived virtue 

from the coronation rite of anointing the king’s hand, and no woman 

could be so anointed since she was unable to bear the sword. And what 

of disadvantages more practical in kind? What of the risk that a king 

might have several daughters, so that the English realm, like a feudal 

estate, would descend to co-parceners? And what of graver possibilities? 

A queen might marry a foreign ruler, or (prescient Fortescue) might 

take so long to choose a husband that her subjects would not know 

where they stood. It could not be. Woman was under subjection to man. 

There was no place for her as ruler. And if so, how was she to pass on 

to another any rights to the crown? No man—it was a principle of the 

common law—had power to transmit greater rights than he himself 

possessed. Ergo this Yorkist claim was impossible. It was also revolu¬ 

tionary. For it upset an arrangement accepted by the Yorkists, whereby 

I^ncastrian kings had ruled in England for over sixty-three years, and 

by so doing had acquired a prescriptive right. There seemed nothing more 

that needed saying. 

Here was pretty argument, but not the constitutional theory needed to 

keep abreast of the facts of politics. For behind York’s petition lay at 

least ten years of history, years steadily productive of impressions upon 

his mind. If he looks to us like a conspirator, we ought not to forget 

the stimulus provided by l^ncastrian ineptitude. It was not so much 

the unexpected biilh of Henry Vi’s son (13 October 1453), nor the 

openly avowed hostility of Margaret of Anjou, nor the rivalry between 

him and Somerset, nor even his attainder after defeat at Ludford 

(12 October 1459) which finally decided York’s course. Behind all these 

lay a logic of events forcing him towards one conclusion. Even before 

1450 York, like many other subjects of Henry VI, looked critically on 

that king’s occupation of the kingship (to call it misgovernment would 

be to impute too much activity to that “j)uppet of a king”), and before 

1460 York was holding strong opinions which he shewed himself capable 

of expressing in manifestos more cogently political than the petition in 

which he sued for the crown. The weakness and extravagance of Lan¬ 

castrian administration, the poverty consequent upon reckless alienation 

of Crown lands, the failure of the war in France, ending in the complete 

inability of the government to protect the south coast-towns from the 

raids of Fi'ench pirates, above all, hatred of the foreigner which was 

finding—not perhaps without some reason—a butt in Margaret of Anjou, 

these were the realities of politics. They brought home to one kept out 

of the king’s counsels by the machinations of evil advisers the imperative 

need for action. It would have to be action strong and far-reaching; but 

when it came it must be justified in language plain men could understand. 

Ideas gathered from legal antiquarianism were grafted on to a feudal 

conception of kingship to serve as a solution of problems of practical 

politics. So York propounded his subtleties, and Fortescue shuffled his 
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quotations from the Scriptures, the Fathers, the Schoolmen. And each in 
a vague way must have known that the problem lay elsewhei'e. The 
lawyer, indeed, lived to .say so, was induced to take back his arguments, 
and—moi-e important—struck right down to the bed-roc’k of the political 
troubles in an analysis of the government of England so masterly in its 
realism that it yet remains an indispensable guide. 

We have aiTived, surely, at the crux of the Yorkist dilemma, h^or 
a movement which began as a bid for reform was soon linked to a theory 
unworthy of it, which hampered the Yorkist achievement. Legitimism 
was something of a novelty, but it contributed nothing worth while to 
constitutional theory. It pointed into the past. Intended a.s a solution 
of Yorkist difficulties, it was to prove a damnom fuu^reditds. It led, how¬ 
ever, to some consequen(*es that are instructive. 

The legitimist argument implied—it is seen clearly enougli in For- 
tes<me\s thought—an analogy bt^hveen the kingship and a f)rivaLe estate 
governed by the rules and principles of private law, and that analogy, 
characteristic as it was of the medieval a{)proac]i, was not adapted to 
solve the problems of an age bristling with real, n(‘W difficulties. For 
these legitimism had nothing to offer. The right to the crown was made 
to read like the pleadings in an action on a deed of gift. It was all very 
w'ell, but consequences would .sooner or later have to be met. "iVue, they 
were not obvious in 1460 when Richard, Duke of York, seemed successful. 
They were, indeed, even less clear in 1461, after Richard had met his fate 
at Wakefield, and Ids head, decorated with a crown of [)apei‘ and straw, 
had been placed upon the walls of York. His young son Edward 
succ*eeded to claims having the colour of a greater right by virtue of tlie 
grievou.s wrongs done to his house. So the full implications still remained 
hidden. But they were looming large in 1483 when Edward IV was no 
rnort', and men were bringing his young son Edward, a child of thirteen, 
across the English shires towards his father's tlirone. We need not se*ek 
to know, at this point, what hap{)ened in those weeks of June and July 
1488, when Richard, uncle of t he king elect, was taking charge of affairs. 
We need only notice Richard's justilication of what he was about to do. 
It was so commonplace, so familiar an episode in the medieval court of 
law. He nullified the prince's right by im})uting against Ihm the stigma 
of bastardy. We have not reached the dejitlis. When Henry Tudor 
turned his attention towards Richard and the iMigli.sh throne in 1485 he 
went one .step farther. Henry's novel disseisin upon the Yorkists wits 
followed by a marriage—into the family whos(‘ possessions he had seized. 

To an age not yet removed from the crudities of legal pnx-ediii-e the 
peculiar emphasis that vv^is being phiced u|)ou claini.s, rights, possessions, 
and family ti'ees suggested an obvious solution, “...incontynent after the 
pitouse and dolorouse Deth of that noble and famous Prynce and oure 
Right honorable Lord of woidhy meniorie youre Fader the Due of 
York... .It pleased your high Mageste...to proctxie of Princely prowesse... 
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in Bataille: uppon whom it pleased Almyghty God tograunt untoyoure 

seid Mageste the hande of victoryIt is war, but war under the eye 

of the Supreme Judge, and that is trial by battle. And as we watch the 

demeanour of Englishmen living under the sudden changes of kingship 

dunng the Wars of the Roses, and preparing to accept whatever comes, 

may it not perhaps be helpful to keep in the front of our explanations 

a suggestion of this special cast of thought? It has unexpected results. 
When a Lord Rivers, like many of his contemporaries, could change over 

to the Yorkist side in 1461, and could tell a foreign observer that Henry’s 

cause was lost irretrievably, one begins immediately to search for epithets 

like disloyalty or double-dealing. Is it necessanly what such behavour 

implies! to contemporaries? Was indifference to the political situation the 

reason why the country acquiesced in the change? Men had much to lose 

and gain by what was happening; but who were they to adhere to a king 

deserted by God ? 
Now, as in many other problems of this difficult period, men have held 

divided opinions about the real meaning of the Wars of the Roses. We 

cannot afford to be uncertain. For some years now we have been hearing 

some challenging questions, and their import is great. Was the struggle 

between I^ncastrians and Yorkists, it has been asked, the simple affair 

it was once fashionable to depict? Was it a protracted civil war, an almost 

unbroken series of bloody battles, which sapped the resources of the 

country, decimated the families of the nobility, and engaged the energies 

of contemporaries to the exclusion of practically all else, leaving behind 

a trail of desolation easily traceable in the social, political, and cultural 

life of the community? Or was it, on the contrary, an aimless—some 

would even go so far as to say a meaningless and futile—faction-fight that 

it is not worth while trying to understand? Was it a struggle with no 
intei'est for the country generally, the conceim of few save the rival family 

groups of great lords, who joined gladly, impelled by no real political pre¬ 

dilections, but finding in it an easy means of gratifying that taste for 

military ventures stimulated by war with France though doonied to find 

outlet elsewhere after the disastrous failure of the English enterprise 

across the Channel? If the first of these views be correct, then it would 

seem that the wars are at once the beginning and the end of Yorkist 
history. If the latter is to be accepted, then clearly it becomes necessary 
to look more closely at the other features of the period. The alternatives 
are embarrassing; an incident from Edwanl’s reign may suggest an ap¬ 

proach. 
In April 1465, the ladies at court amused themselves with a pastime 

that should remind us we are still in the Middle Ages. Their hero was 
I-*ord Scales, the queen’s bi other. They tied around his thigh a collar of 

gold and pearls, and pushed into his cap a parchment roll. Opened by 
the king, this proved to be articles for a tournament in which the ladies’ 
champion was to engage against a noble adversary. How it all fell out. 

29 
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how Scales challenged the renowned Antoine, Bastard of Burgundy, 

what preparations there were for the jousts at Smithfield in 1467, and 

what knightly prowess was shewn before a brilliant court, all these things 

and more may be read in the elaborate surviving account This, surely, 

is the generation that will appreciate what Sir Thomas Malory will be 

writing in 1469: “Then was the cry huge and great when Sir Palamides 

smote the neck of Sir Launcelot’s horse that it died. For many knights 

held that it was unknightly done in tournament to kill a horse wilfully— 

except it were done in plain battle, life for life.’^ But it is this generation, 

too, of which it will be said: “And aftyrwarde thei [the Earl of Oxford, 

Aubrey, Tuddenham] were brought before the Erie of Worscetre and 

juged by lawe padowe that thei schuld be hade to the Toure Hylle 

where was made a scaffolde of viii fote hyzt and ther was there hedes 

smyten of, that alle men myght see.’’ This is the dualism to be en¬ 

countered in the period. Before we become involved, it will be well to 

make some play with chronology. 

Subsequent to the challenge whereby the Duke of York brought his 

discontents into the open with the first battle of St Albans (1455), there 

was a lull in active hostilities. Then began the period of sustained conflict, 

though not of continuous warfare. An examination of the events shews 

that the military engagements fall into four well defined phases: the 

first runs from 1459-61; the second from 1462-64; the third from 

1469-71; and the fourth includes the events of 1484-85. The first 

phase was, as might be expected, one of considerable activity, with 

several heavy engagements. If the Yorkists were successful at Blore Heath 

(23 September 1459), they were beaten at Ludford (12 October 1459)» 

largely because of the refusal of the men Warwick had brought over from 

Calais to fight against their king. But York’s party was avenged at 

Northampton (10 July 1460), when Henry VI was captured. They were 

routed at Wakefield (30 December 1460), but the I^ncastrians be¬ 

smirched their reputation by breaking the Christmas truce, and—worse 

than this—by shewing after the battle a vindictiveness which set an evil 

precedent. The death of the Duke of York was a staggering blow for his 

party. He was not of the stuff* from which great leaders are made, but 

he was no mere conspirator for a crown. However much motives of self- 

interest influenced his actions, there was mingled with them a genuine 

zeal for administrative reform, and a love of justice in all probability 

nobler than would have been his achievements had he lived to translate 

into royal decrees the ideas of his manifestos. If responsibility for the 

banning of war must be laid on his shoulders, then at least it should be 

counted to him that his opponents did less than nothing to help him 

keep the peace. And in removing him they did not right the evils he 

wished reformed. His party, left without a leader, was not crushed. Of 

the battles of 1461, Mortimer’s Cross (2 February), second St Albans 

(17 February), and Towton (29 March), the second was a I^ncaatrian 
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victory, but the other two proved that the young Earl of March had 

military ability, and could take his father^s place. The first phase, then, 

was decisive. It gave the English crown to a Yorkist, 

The second phase (1462-64') was of altogether different quality. Its 

events were only of local significance, its military engagements minor 

affairs in northern England, where Edward IV’s supporters dealt with 

attempts made by the remnant of the Lanca.strian party to win a foothold 

on the border. The main activities recorded were sieges of the castles of 

Bamborough, Du ns tan borough, and Alnwick, a minor engagement at 

Hedgely Moor (April 1464) which went to the Yorkists, and another 

Lancastrian rout at Hexham (15 May 1464). 

There followed four years of peace, and then the third phase (1469- 

71) began. It was short, but full of incident. In reality the period 

comprised three separate movements. The first, covering the months of 

June and July 1469 and the battle of Edgecote (26 July), put Edward 

in Warwick's hands. The second, with the rebellion in Lincolnshire, the 

defection of Warwick to Henry VFs side, led to the expulsion of Edward IV 

(September 1470). The thii'd movement began in March 1471 with 

Edward's return. After the battles of Barnet (14 April) and Tew^kesbury 

(4 May) he was again king, this time firmly established, and until his 

death (9 April 1483) he reigned in peace. 

The disturbances after his death were unsettling, but they did not 

amount to war, and the fourth and last phase of the Wars of the Roses 

opened in October 1483 when the Duke of Buckingham raised rel)ellion 

against Richard III, It was to have heew an ambitious enterprise, with 

risings in BrcekiuKk, Kent, and the south, and with help from Henry of 

Richmond. But by 2 Novemlxjr Buckingham had been caught and be¬ 

headed at Salisbury. On 7 August 1485 Henry of Richmond landed at 

Milford Haven, and the last challenge to the Yorkists was made. The 

struggle was brief. On 22 August 1485 the Battle of Bosworth made 

Henry VII king. 
A description of the incidents confirms some impressions conc^eming the 

I'eal nature of the struggle. It is evident that the military events were 

sporadic, that we are not concerned with a country suffering under thirty 

years of constant fighting, that there were, on the contrary, long periods 

of peace. Estimates of the effects of the military campaigns must, 

accordingly, be temperate. The results could not have l)een as serious as 

they have sometimes been described. Closer examination confirms this 

opinion. The last word on such a matter must rest on what can be dis¬ 

covered about the military events themselves, and the vagaries of medieval 

writers when handling figures are now well known. Modem research finds 

it difficult to take seriously their statistics of troops engaged in any 

campaign, and in some conflicts—the first battle of St Albans is an 

instance—it is content to label them as mere skirmishes. Nor are the 

chroniclers' estimates of casualties now regarded without scepticism. That 
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comlmtants, especially the nobility, were killed during and after battle 

is certain, but whether in such numbers as chroniclers state is doubtful. 

And there ai’e other questions. There is, for example, the charge that 

troops inflicted heavy damage in the towns and villages through which 

they passed. On this count, certainly, the northern troops employed by 

the Lancastrians were severely criticised by contemporaries, and it goes 

a long way towards explaining Margaret\s failure to win support in the 

south. But the modern scholar looks for facts, and legal records have 

been searched on the assumption that they should yield evidence of 

robberies, lootings, assaults, and like offences committed in areas occupied 

by troops. Such have not been found in significant quantity. Thus, the 

old picture of an England devastated by civil war is not borne out, and 

modem writers are inclined to regard other features in the life of the 

century as those deserving greatest attention. 

All this is to the good, provided reaction does not go too far. To put 

the Wars of the Roses in proper perspective is one thing; to write the 

history of the period without them is another. They have to be explained, 

not explained away. It can be argued, for instance, that the absence of 

evidence in legal records is natural, due not to any absence of lawlessness, 

but to the plain fact that victims would l^e unlikely, in such times of 

disturbance, to expect much from due process of law as a means of satis¬ 

faction for wrongs done. A striking estimate of the dislocation due to 

the wars is revealed from the trade statistics for those years. At the 

crucial p^^riods, 1460 and 1470, trade at the ports came virtually to a stand¬ 

still. This was not due to material destruction. In the years immediately 

following, figures leap up, in many cases, to an abnormal height. The 

trading returns register the shock due to political disturbance. There 

can be no doubt that the struggle between the two parties for political 

control must be taken into account in dealing with the period. The 

Wars of the Roses were in the Imckground affecting the life of the times, 

and affecting it for evil. What this really meant will be better appreciated 

when other features have been noticed. 

Where are we to look, if not at military events? The question raises 

a problem, that of the nature of the available historical material. For if 

we were content to view the period through sixteenth-century writings 

we should see what their authors intended us to see, an England 

languishing in misery, awaiting the Tudor dynasty that would put all 

things right. And this is assuredly where we should begin were it not 

that everyone now discredits the legend about the lack of contemporary 

material for the Yorkist period. There is no dearth of evidence, though 

all is not easily accessible, or simple to use when found. And, certainly, 

all has not yet been forced to yield up its secrets. If we lack, with a few 

poor exceptions, the monastic chronicles which were the pride of an 

earlier age, that fact is in itself a matter of history; and the town chronicles 

which take their place, imperfect though they may be, are memorials to 
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that civic consciouHness whose growth is one of the most hopeful features 

of the period. It was an age when ordinary men and women were be« 

ginning to make use of pens, and from the sets of family letters surviving 

much history can be written. Nor is tliat all. Intensive study has ex¬ 

ploited plea rolls, chancery proceedings, wills, customs accounts, local 

records—to mention only some of those recently used—and the work has 

as yet only skimmed the surface. What it promises can be suggested by 

some examples. 

It has been the opinion of some that the inhabitants of the great 

merchant towns, including Ix)ndon, were violent partisans in the wars, 

consistently Yorkist in their sympathies. Others have spoken of them 

as actuated throughout by downright motives of self-interest, ready to 

desert either party if there was anything to be gained. Others, again, 

have suggested that the townsmen carefully refrained from shewing any 

preferences and completely ignored the wars. Considered opinion favours 

the view that in the main the attitude of the citizens was one of cautious 

moderation. They could not fail to l>e interested in the changing fortunes 

of the political parties, for whatever happened bore ultimately on the 

question nearest their hearts, the hope of a governnient firmly established, 

strong enough to give England peace, far-sighted enough to refrain from 

interfering with their trading interests, if not wise enough to encourage 

their enterprise. From the immediate events they had normally little to 

fear. Both parties in the wars needed support; .so policy constrained 

them to be careful. Thus, although many of the towns figured in the 

conflict by lending either arms or men, they were not the scenes of battles 

or sieges, which is another argument against too serious an estimate of 

the material damage done. Some towns—Coventry is an example—suffered 

financial lo.sses. Some gained. I^mdon, for example, won two charters, 

and the confirmation of a third, from Edward IV. Canterbury, Colchester, 

Ludlow are other instances of charter-gaining towns. But, on the whole, 

the citizens took no really important part in the dynastic stniggle. That 

is not to say that they did not feel the effects of what was happening. 

I'hey could not stand completely alcK)f. Some suffered as did Southampton. 

In 1460, when Warwick was expected, the Earl of Wiltshii'e descended 

upon the city, seized five Genoese trading vessels riding in the harboim, 

filled then) with sailors, and drew upon the town for their provisions. 

When Edward IV came to the throne, Southampton had to make a pay¬ 

ment to the treasurer of the household, and also find an annuity of i:^154 

for the Earl of Warwick as Constable of Dover. In the troubles of 

1469-71 Warwick demanded, and seems to have obtained, payment of 

his annuity. But when Edward returned, and a new C'onstable of Dover 

was appointed, the town was charged with another pension for him. Not 

all towns were as unfortunate. Some—Bristol is the best example—seem 

to have been almost untouched. Others, the majority, had a history for 

which Nottingham will serve as type. That city began by being well 
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disposed towards Henry VI until Edward gained ground. Then, by the 

gift of a few troops and money, the citizens won a confirmation of their 

charter. In 1464 they sent some troops to Edward at York. In 1471 

they spent about sixty pounds on soldiers and liveries for him. When 

Richard III came to the city he was royally received; but when news of 

Bosworlh reached them, the citizens hurried to cultivate Henry VII. It 

was the common story. At Henry VFs restoration in 1470 the University 

of Oxford sent their felicitations; the hand of Providence was at work. 

But some months later they wei'e sending up infinite thanks to a most 

merciful God whose divine wisdom had seen good to restore Edward IV. 

They rejoiced with Richard III at his accession; but they hailed Henry VII 

in words which placed him somewhat higher than Hannibal and Alexander. 

So the tov/ns, on the whole, played for safetv. Their preference, when 

they shewed it, seems usually to have l>een for the Yorkists, and that 

choice was not haphazard. What they wanted above all else was peace, 

and a strong government able and wishful to give trade and industry a 

chance to flourish. They thought they saw a hope in the Yorkists; at 

any rate, they knew how little they could expect from Henry VI. So 

they bided their time in caution, and went on with the work that lay to 

their hands. 

There was much for them to do, and most of it took them far from 

politics. They, like their fathers before them, were alive to the possibilities 

of trade, and at home and abroad they were busy making use of their 

opportunities. The scope was wide. Their ventures took them far afield. 

Yorkist merchants in Iceland fought strenuously to retain trading interests 

in danger of being lost. Yorkist ships sailed into Irish harbours in cjuest 

of the commodities that rich land could pnaluce. '^riiey journeyed regularly 

to the ports of France and Spain, and there were adventurers among them 

ready for greater risks. Nor was trade limiteil to the commodities their 

own ships brought. The more seasoned traders of the Italian cities brought 

to these shores the luxuries of the Mediterranean and the East: there 

was scope for trade at home as well as abroad. In sucli enterprises much 

of the energy of Yorki.st England was being spent, and it was with those 

engaged in such tasks that the future lay. To write tlieir names is to 

chronicle the fifteenth century, and provide, as well, the clue to more 

than half the history of the sixteenth century. There is a crowded gallery 

of portraits from which to choose, in the main (thanks to lettei's) self 

portraits. The Celys form a link between the wool of the Uotswolds and 

the merchants of Calais and Bruges; experts in all matters })ertaining to 

credit and trade and exchange; shipping goods to Zeeland, Flanders, 

Bordeaux; skilled in the lore of markets; not always very scrupulous in 

their dealings, and yet, on the whole, not an unattractive set of business 

men. There are the Midwinters, the Busheys, the Forteys, dealers in wool, 

scouring the Cotswold villages for the comnuKlity their pfickhorscs would 

carry to the busy ports. There are the S{}rings of Lavenham, the Tame.s 
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of Gloucestershire, the Wottous, Boleyns, Jocelyns, shrewd men of business, 

generous builders of churches, speculators in landed estates on which the 

next generation of their families would live veneered with Tudor honours, 

the new nobility around the throne. There are the Canynges of Bristol, 

busied with the cares that crowded in upon the owners of so large a fleet 

of ships, but not too busy to leave their memorial in Bristol’s most beauti¬ 

ful church. These, and others like them, were the men into whose hands 

trade and industry had been entrusted, and the results of their enterprise 

would be known in the days when the Yorkists had long passed from the 

scene. They had much to do, a great deal to gain. But with all their 

commercial interests and cares, they never forgot the towns where they 

had made their homes. They played their part in gild and local govern¬ 

ment, sharing in civic feuds and festivities, lending their patronage to 

town pageants, building and decorating churches and halls. They lavished 

their wealth upon beautiful homes, combined sternness and charity in 

their treatment of the less fortunate and moi’e improvident members ot 

the community, cultivated with disci-eet gifts the lawyers and judges and 

gentlefolk whose favours might advantage themselves and their towns. 

Men with many faults, but not without inestimable virtues, learning to 

handle wealth, gaining experience in self government, and benefiting their 

towns with much of that wealth they must leave behind them when their 

trading cares would trouble them no more. Little wonder if national 

politics had few attractions for them: they had so much else on hand. 

If the merchants were intent on their own lives and advancement, so 

too were the country gentry with whom they had some dealings, and into 

whose homes their daughtei's were permitted .sometimes—a little super¬ 

ciliously—to bring welcome dowTies and powerful connexions with the 

w orld of trade. Here, too, there is no lack of types. Pastons, Plumptons, 

Stonors, Timptuleys, Debenhams—we know the family portraits, and the 

public records often flash an unexpected gleam on to careers it would 

.sometimes be kinder to leave in the dark. Tlie impressions to be gathered 

are all of one kind. We see these country gentry living strenuous lives in 

a world that is very real, very hard; fighting many difliculties,surrounded 

by foes. They play their part in local government as sheriffs, justices of the 

peace, commissioners appointed to do work for the Crown. Sometimes 

they are members of parliament. They are to be found in the wars, serving 

in the company of nobles whose protection and favour they seek. But 

their real loyalty is not here. What interested them above all else was 

the family to which they belonged. They were consecrated to its conser¬ 

vation ; to its well-being they gave up their lives. To further its prosperity 

they fought the countryside. In its interests there was no trick to which 

they would not stoop. They were capable alike of fmud or of taking a 

hand in a trading venture. They were not above a little smuggling, or 

the risks and gains of piracy. Theirs was a cynical view of life, especially 

in matters pertaining to law. Usually up to the eyes in litigation, they 
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were for ever in the law courts. They would use any means to gain their 

ends: bribe a juror, intimidate a sheriff', flatter a nobleman, knock a rival 

on the head. ITiey were past masters in the finesse of writs and legal 

procedure, experts in filing a bill of complaints against an enemy. But it 

was all done in the greatest of causes: for the furtherance of the family 

fortunes. Marriage was a matter of business, for when such interests are 

at stake there can be no place for sentiment. And yet it seems to have 

worked very satisfactorily. These Stonors and Fastens were well served by 

their women-folk, fit mates for such men, efficient rulers of large households, 

stem mothers, shrewd housewives, and yet not devoid of the finer graces, 

quite able to appreciate a gift of ribbons or seek news of Ixmdon fashions. 

The country gentry knew what they were about in being ambitious for 

their families. The nobility had often sprung from lowly origins, and 

what had happened before could be repeated. It was worth the effort, 

for the nobles were still powerful, despite their experiences in the French 

wars, and although the dynastic struggle was leaving its mark upon the 

resources of most of them. Vast landed estates accumulated in few hands 

by a skilful policy of marriage alliances made the heads of great houses, 

like the Nevilles, the leaders of politics. Their hou.sehold establishments 

were modelled on, or challenged comparison with, the royal household; 

their hospitality was lavish, their ret^iiners were numerous. But they 

were living on their capital, and not all of them would have the staying 

power needful if they were to survive unimpaired. As yet they were not 

feeling the full eff’ects of the social changes, or of the political quarrels in 

which they were involved. But the future would not lie with them. It 

was reserved for the wealthy middle class now rising to im|:K)rtance. 

Meanwhile, the most sinister influence of the Yorkist nobility was its 

deliberate encouragenient of the forces of lawlessness and the spirit of 

turbulence. By their participation in the Wars of the Roses, their 

employment of large bands of retainers, their failure to collaborate with 

the government in any policy of repression ()f lawlessness, they were in no 

small measure the creators of the problem which lay at the r(X)t of the 

Yorkist failure. When the time came for a ruthless eradication of these 

evils, the nobility were found so inextricably involved in them tliat they 

had to suffer. 

Whatever remains to l>e said of Yorkist England, few will now accept 

as true a judgment which would dismiss it as a scene of decay, or exhaus¬ 

tion of national vitality. Here was exuberant life, but what is difficult 

to determine is the exact quality of that life. So far we have l)een thinking 

largely of material things. Before we can feel sure that we have all we 

need for interpreting the age we must try to probe things [)€rtaining to 

the mind. It is a venture in which improvable generalisations do not 

help. The existence of private correspondence is interesting; it is not 

enough to justify the looser statements of Gairdner and Kingsford to the 

effect that literacy and education were widespread, and that most people 
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could express themselves in writing, with ease and fluency. There is no 

proof of this. All we know is that Yorkist society shew.s some surprising 

signs of education, and that—however it was done—facilities for rudi¬ 

mentary instruction seem to have reached a wider sphere than the houses 

of the nobility or the business circles in large towns. To say that is, of 

course, to concede much; but there is no great claim to be matle for the 

second half of the fifteenth century in the history of literature. It was 

no golden age. The best list that could be drawn up for it is a strange 

assortment, not one to thrill with admiration: Malorv\s Morte (TArthur^ 

Fortescues works, Littleton\s treatise on Tenures^ Capgrave’s English 

works, Ripley's Compound of Amitomy^ Hardyng's ‘poetical’ Chronicle^ 

the Latin poem of Peter Carmelianus. And yet, it was a matter of no 

small significance that a goodly few of the ordinary folk of Yorkist England 

were not ignorant of letters. Some day—it was not so far away—there w ould 

l)e material for them to use, and their demands w^ould dictate .supply. 

It is worth a thought that when, after 1477, William Caxton began his 

great work in England, some of the first products of his press w'ej-e a 

Book of Courtcffy (1477), The Canterlmry Tales (1478), and Chronicles of 

Efifflaml (1480), Was he forming public taste or catering for it.^ 

How such things were inmle possible takes us into the history of English 

education. We have no need, and no business, to say over again what 

othei's have said of Henry VPs services to that cause. But we have the 

right to ask whether the Yorkists did anything to continue his work. 

And the answer is iinexpeciedly encouraging. Not even the political 

uncertainty could stop the movement entirely, and even though they were 

not the eijuals of their predec!es.sor, both Edward and Richard did some 

things of which they htul no net*d to be ashamed. True, Edward started 

biidly. In 1463 his enthusiasm for 8t (yeorge's Cliapel, Windsor—and 

perhaps the fact that he had not as yet .seen how to combine a continua¬ 

tion of Henry's work with the elimination of Henry's name—led him to 

annex the pro}>erties of Eton College for his own foundation. For a while 

Et on's progress was checked, if its definite retrogression w ^is not encouraged. 

But in 1467 wisdom j)revailed, the school received back its privileges, this 

time with Edward as founder. His wife, too, gave generously to Queens' 

College, Cambridge, the foundation of Margaret of An jou. Even Richard III 

and Anne w'cre mindful of the universities. They gave land.s to Queens' 

College, found iiioney for fellowships, and granted—from the foifeited 

estates of the Duke of Buckingham—property to Magdalen (Jo]lege,Oxfoixi. 

What they did, })rivate donors like Thomas Rotherham, Chancellor of 

Cambridge University in 1475, imitated. 

Nor did the earlier movement for the foundation of schools die out. 

Between 1465 and 1475, Stillington, Bishop of Bath and Wells, founded 

Acaster. In 1472 Margaret, widow of Lord Hungerford, obtained a royal 

licence to CAiry on the work of her father-in-law^ by founding a grammar 

school at Heytesbury in Wiltshire. In 1480 Waynflete made statutes for 
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his college of Magdalen, Oxford, and the school attached. In 1483 

Rotherham founded Jesus College, Rotherham. 

Here were the channels of education. They wei-e being used. Shrewd 

families like the Pastons knew the value of learning, for their fortunes 

rested on money borrowed by old Clement Paston for the education of 

his son William, who rose to be a judge. The tradition lingered on in 

the family; the sons went to Eton, Oxford, Cambridge, or the Inns of 

Court. For we must not forget these last, although their fifteenth-century 

history is almost a blank. There is more than a suspicion that education 

there was construed in fairly liberal terms. But to what extent they were 

doing anything to educate beyond the standards of a highly skilled pro¬ 

fession is as yet uncertain. The connexion of the sons of country gentle¬ 

men with them is a subject that would iDcar investigation. 

The day will come when someone will venture to put together what 

can be known of the intellectual life of Yorkist England. Of the fascina¬ 

tion of the subject there is no doubt: but an exacting equipment will be 

required. For this j^eriod in the story of English humanism will be 

mainly a study of origins. Data yet to Ix^ collected will consist mainly 

of human relationships, contacts of minds, influence of teacher on student, 

fashions in thought. Intangible things, and yet important. Beyond a 

few letters, some translations, scraps of poetry, and the manuscripts they 

so assiduously collected, these early humanists do not stfein to have left 

much on which we may work. To discover their secrets will be a delicate 

task demanding patience in piecing together unexpected and faint clues, 

discrimination in analysing facts, subtlety in interpretation, skill in 

handling evidence so gossamer-like that only the deftest of fingers may 

touch and yet keep it intact. But the results, if we are not mistaken, will 

justify the work. For the first time the real nature of the Yorkist achieve¬ 

ment will be seen. Already there are encouraging signs. We have, at any 

rate, been told enough to teach us this is a subject on which we dare not 

be dogmatic, and that is more than some earlier writers knew'. 

The older theory provided two well defined phtises into which most of 

what was known of English humanism could l)e packed, 'i'he first, ending 

in 1448, saw the dawn of the Renai.ssance, with Hurnphrev, Duke of 

Gloucester, as its lefuler. Then came the period of darkness, 1448-88, 

when humanism was killed, presumably by the Wars of the Roses. Then 

in 1488 the full Renaissance opened with the work of the Oxford re¬ 

formers. ITiat tidy theory needs examination. I'he work of the first 

phase is now scrutinised more closely, and although its importance is 

fully appreciated, it is seen that there were shades in what is too glibly 

described as humanism. Humphrey and his contemporaries were humanists, 

but not to the same degree or in the same way as the more finished 

products of later years. These forerunners, enthusiasts for Italian culture, 

wealthy book-collectors, ready patrons, were only beginning to be touched 

by Italian ideas; and were only partially changed by the contact. Their 
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successors were more thoroughly imbued with the new spirit. There is, 

too, a different opinion of those years between 1448 and 1488. In that 

apparently sterile period something seems to have been happening. 

What exactly it was cannot as yet be told; but some facts are known. For 

one thing, it is certain that throughout those years contact with Italy was 

maintained. The known dates when some of these Englishmen went to 

Italy is evidence of continuity. In 1442 Grey went; in 1451 Flemming; 

in 1455 Free and Gunthorpe; in 1458 Tiptoft; in 1464 Selling and 

Hadley ; in 1469 Selling again. Further, there is a distinct development 

discernible in the humanism of these men. They go to Italy to some 

extent equipped. They are accepted as equals by Italian humanists. 

Their culture is richer than that of the first generation. Some, like Free, 

may well be called professional scholars. They begin to leave specimens 

of their work and we can judge its quality. In a word, humanism is 

gathering strength as it moves through these years. Like earlier visitors 

to Italy these men wx^re also book-collectors, and they, too, bequeath their 

collections to English colleges, thus preparing the way for those who 

followed them. 

Quite as interesting, but a more involved story, is that concemed with 

England. Not much is known, but exchequer records have l>een brought 

to light which note {myments made to Greek scholars in England in 

1465-66, while the study of manuscripts has revealed a group in English 

collections written—almost certainly by one of these same Greeks—to 

the order of an English archbishop in 1468. In 1475 Conielio Vitelli 

was praelector of New College, Oxford. One recalls that Grocyn l)ecame 

a Fellow there in 1465, that Linacre went to Oxford in 1480, and was a 

Fellow of All Souls in 1488. ITiese are precious links: they stress the 

continuity of development. Men did not return to England to forget 

what they had learned, and most of them came back to impoitant offices 

in Church and State. And what of places neaixr home than Italy 

Yorkist foreign policy had close contacts with Burgundy, and although 

tins is not the place for a description of that Court fis a home of art and 

lettei's, it may 1^ profitable to recall that Caxton was employed by 

Margaret of Burgundy, that the monochrome paintings in Eton College 

Compel (1470-88) shew a revival of English {minting under Flemish and 

Burgundian influences, that similar contacts can be traced in English 

illuminations. The historian of the English Renaisvsance may well extend 

his search if he is to do liis work thoroughly. But the last woi*d on the 

subjei^t must rest with him. 

When a young king of twenty-two, moie than tolerably good looking, 

popular' because of his skill and courage in w ar and the promise he shews 

of developing into a strong ruler, decides to marry, we shall judge rightly 

that his subjects will be interested. Wlien we learn that his bride is a 

widow, five years his senior and the mother of two sons, we may be a 
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little apprehensive of his choice. And when we gather that on May-day 

of 1464 Edward IV married Elizabeth Woodville in strictest secrecy, with 

no intention of letting the news be made public—it was only forced from 

him in a council on 4 September of that year—we shall fancy we have 

found a topic of some note. To probe all Edward’s motives is not possible; 

but that here is a masterful, if not wise, pereonality is certain. And we 

have the advantage of being able to track some of the results of his 

6u^tion. 

For four years, ever since the death of tlie Duke of York, Richard Earl 

of Warwick had Ixjen by the king’s side. A foreigner writing fix)m 

England in March 1464 said there were two rulers here. One was the Earl 

of Warwick; the name of the other he could not remember. Whoever it 

was, this was not quite a fair judgment on Edward, but it does no more 

than justice to Warwick, and certainly expresses what the earl would 

have liked men to feel. Hei*e was a worthy representative of the baronial 

class, wealthy, powerful, able, the leader of a family group owing posi¬ 

tion and power to the number of its offspring and the skilful policy of 

marriage alliances in which its members s{>ecialised. He hacl all the 

requisites, and not a little of the ambition, wherewith to take the lead in 

affairs. From 1459-71 he is never negligible in English politics. Indeed, 

one may say that Edward’s reign falls into two distinct peri(xls (1461-69: 

1471-83), and that Warwick was primarily resj>onsibl€ for that division. 

In the first phase it is not an exaggeration to say that the reaction of 

these two pci'sonalities one to the other provides a key motive to Yorkist 

history. From 1458-64 there can be no question of Warwick’s whole¬ 

hearted devotion to the Yorkist cause, and his effort to keep the party 

together after Wakefield was the work to which hklw ard ow^ed histhrone. 

Throughout his career Warwick’s aim was to maintain and increase his 

power, and to govern the king’s affairs. Fxlward’s marriage suggests that 

Warwick underestimated the young king. 

In 1460, when the Yorkist leaders were sheltering at Calais, a supporter 

of Henry VI who had gone out to find them was captured, and brought 

into their pre.sence: 

'^and there my lord of Saiieoury rated him, him knave’s son, that he should 
be so rude to call him and these other lords traitors, for they shall be found the 
king’s true liegemen when he should bo found a traitor cfec. And my lord of Warwick 
rated him, and said that his father wa.s hut a squire, and brought up with King Henry 
the Fifth, and sethen himself made by marriage, and also ma<le lord, and that it was 
not his part to have such language of lords being of the king’s blood. And my lord 
of March rated him likewise.” 

By May 1464 the Earl of March was king; the prisoner, Richard 

Woodville, Earl Rivers, was his father-in-law. Another family had jostled 

its way a little too near the throne, and a crowd of greedy relatives 

intrigued with the queen for rich wives, titles, estates. To suggest, as 

some have done, that Edward man^ied in order to make an opposition 

party to Warwick is to rationalise unduly the follies of youth. The 
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Woodvilles never exercised much influence over the king. He certainly 

did not throw off the domination of Warwick to deliver himself captive 

to second-rate men for whom he never seems to have shewn feelings other 

than those akin to contempt. But policy or not, the results were all one. 

The new arrivals soon found Warwick and his friends their deadly ene¬ 

mies, whose memories were not so short as was the king‘*s. While Edward 

lived, the W’^oodvilles did not have to be taken very seriously as politicians. 

But as soon as one of their numljer became a queen it must have 

occun’ed to some far-sighted Englishmen to ponder anxiously what would 

happen if Edward should chance to die. For the moment we need not 

look so far ahead. What we see is that Edward's marriage, something of 

a miftaUmnce despite his mother-in-law Jacquetta of Luxemburg, was also 

something of a gesture. It told Warwick that, although he and the king 

might still work together, it could never again be on the old terms. Thus, 

a man whose very ambition was a pledge that he would have been Edward’s 

strongest supporter in the years between 1461 and 1469, when the king 

was honestly trying to govern well, w^as given a grievance to nurse. There 

was in France one w^ho would know how to awaken it when he judged the 

moment opportune. 

Louis XI succeeded Charles VII on 22 July 1461. Ties of sentiment 

had bound Charles to the I^nca.strian cause—was not Henry VI the son of 

his sister, and Margaret of Anjou the niece of his wife.^ With Louis XI 

no such fond ideas would be given any play. His problems were too serious. 

ITiere was the great task of keeping intact, and adding to, the powers of 

the Crown. There were the Dukes of Burgundy and Brittany to watch, 

and, if possible, to crush. And with Mward IV as a party to whom they 

might apply for help, that king would have to l>e controlled; not because 

Ed wan! was likely to lye as clever as l/ouis, but because anything he did 

would have reactions for France. Louis w^ould not have deserved his 

reputation for diplomatic subtlety had he not seen how to use his advan¬ 

tages. So Edward and Warwick were soon involvetl in his schemes. Thus 

it is that foreign policy played a large part in Edwanl’s reign, but it is 

not due to that king’s ability. Through all, it is Ijouis' nuister-niind that 

i.s at work. And the tnigedy, from the Yorkist standpoint, was that this 

concentration of energy upon foi^eign politics hindered internal refonn 

that was .so essential to stability. It helped, too, to pnxluc^ the theme 

of the first phase of Edward's reign, the slowly widening breach between 

the king and Warwick. 

The first four years of Yorkist supi^emacy shewed the dangers of 

Lancastrian plots abroad. In April 1461 Margaret of Anjou had crossed 

to Brittany to get support for a projected invasion of England. Louis 

also lent 20,000 marks with the promise of Calais as security. But by 

1463 Edward was known to be mastering his kingdom; so Louis stopped 

spinning this web. He was in need of English help. He would cut his 

losses, abandon the wretched l^ncastrians, consider seriously Edward’s 



4S4 Edxvard IV mid Warwick 

claims to Normand y and Guienne, if only England would help him against 

Burgundy. Warwick, the powerful subject, seemed worth cultivating. 

He and Louis explored together the possibilities of a marriage between 

Edward and Bona of Savoy, the sister-in-law of the French king. 

As we have seen, Edward had other plans. And thus it was continually 

between 1464 and 1469. Edward^^s eyes strayed in the direction of Bur¬ 

gundy. Warwick was charmed by the master diplomat in France. 

Edward had reasons. English merchants were anxious about their trade 

with Flanders; there was still the glamour of old memories—it would be 

so good to win again in France what the Lancastrians had won and lost. 

Louis had to work hard, and by 1467 his need of the English was so great 

as to cause him to raise his bid. He promised to place Edward’s claim 

to Normandy and Guienne for arbitration before the Pojkj. Edward was 

right to be suspicious, but his subsequent policy went farther. On 

1 October 1467 his sister Margaret was betrothed to Charles, Duke of 

Burgundy. By the middle of 1468 a definite alliance with Burgundy wa& 

followed by an agreement with Brittany. It shewed I^uis that Warwick’s 

influence was less than he had thought. 

Ever since the beginning of his reign Edward had shirked the issue 

whether the Hanse merchants should be given renewed trading privileges. 

There was history behind that question, but the present politics is all 

we need note. Until a clear understanding with Burgundy had Ix^en 

reached it vf&s unwise to take a strong line. So in 1461, 1468, and 1465 

temporary renewals were granted. The truce wuth Burgundy freed Eel ward. 

In 1468 when an English trading fleet was seized by the King of Denmark, 

Edward retaliated by confiscating the goods of Hanse merchants in 

England. The council upheld the legality of this act. Thus a serious 

commercial dispute was opened. 

So the years passed between 1464 and 1469. Towards the end Warwick 

began to realise where he stood. Others were as disillusioned as he. In 

January 1468 there were tales of mob attacks on the Rivers’ estates in 

Kent. In July the trial of Cornelius and Hawkins for trea^ion revealed 

I^ncaetrian plots, and worse, shewed that the government stooptHl to 

torture in order to ferret them out, and that wealthy merchants like 

Sir Thomas Cook might be implicated, to satisfy Woodville vengeance, 

and be mulcted of their wealth. In November there were moi*e plots. Sir 

Thomas Hungerford and Henry Courtenay paid with their lives. In 

April 1469 the mysteriou.s Robin of Redesdale was massing trocjps in the 

North, and when Edward went against him in June he was surprised at 

the strength of this malcontent’s following. 

There wei’e deeper depths. On 11 July 1469, Warwick was at Calais, 

marrying his daughter to Edward’s brother, the Duke of Clarence. That 

weak, ineffective, yet troublesome young man, tempted by a rich dowry 

and perhaps encouraged to dream greater things, had thrown in his lot 

with the earl. The day after the marriage they sent to England to say 



The first phase, 1461-70 486 

they would shortly arrive to support Redesdale. Before the end of July 

Edward'^s army had been defeated at Edgecote and soon the king was in 

Warwick's hands. His plans did not as yet include the substitution of 

Clarence for Edward. As always his aim was control of the king and 

dismissal of the Woodvilles. They were not plans easy to realise. What¬ 

ever feeling ran against Edward, there was no enthusiasm in England for 

two kings in prison and Warwick supreme. So the earl walked circum¬ 

spectly. Ixiward w'as freed to go to London, but he soon discovered that 

freedom was not release from his captor. He was too weak to punish 

Warwick and Clarence; so he had to pardon them. There was even a 

scheme for a marriage between Edward s four-year-old daughter and 

George Neville, the nine-year-old son of the ikrl of Northumberland, 

Warwick's nearest male heir. It looked as if the earl would win. But the 

Lincolnshire rebellion of 1469-70, when a private quarrel between local 

gentry spread into a serious rising, shewed that bNchind the ostensible 

leaders were Clarence and Warwick. By April the two were in flight for 

Calais. 

Warwick had failed, but he was not yet beaten. Was it subtle, cold¬ 

blooded Ixiuis XI who thought of the next move, the diplomatic revolu¬ 

tion ? At any rate, there it 8(K)n was: nothing leSvS than a proposal to 

replace Edward IV by Henry VI, and a marriage alliance between the 

earl's daughter and Fidward, son of Henry VI. It is not surprising that 

Margaret of Anjou was slow to give consent. Alx)ut 23 June 1470 Louis 

broached the new scheme to her. She took a month l)efore she could 

bring herself to meet Warwick; hut in the end she gave way. By 

Septeml>er, Warwick and Clarence were in England. By October, 

Edward IV was across the water at Alkmaar, a king without a 

kingdom. 

After the release of Henry VI his ‘‘re-adeption" began, with Warwick 

in command. The problems before him were many, their solution was 

not obvious. A country alarmed at this fresh political upheaval wanted 

peace, firm government, relief from taxation, and perhaps it still thought 

of war witb France. Warwick could not work miracles. He could not 

pi'event a young, determined, and chastened Edward from planning a 

return. On 11 March 1471 the king sailed from Flushing,landingat Raven- 

spur. It should not escapes notice that he crossed in boats supplied by the 

Hanse merchants. At Barnet when his forties met those of Warwick it 

was not Edwwd who wa.s left dead on the field. 

If Warwick's career was finished, the second phase of Edwanl'vS was 

beginning. It was not like the first. From 1471^3 a different Edward 

was in control, one whose rivals had been removed from his path. The 

death of Warwick was followed by that of the young son of Henry \^I, 

killed after Tewkesbury. And on 21 May 1471 Henry VI himself ended 

his unhappy life. Contemporary gossip thought his death too opportune 

to be altogether natural, imputing a share in it to Edward and Gloucester. 
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Whether that was so or not, Edward was at last secure in the possession 

of his crown; but the results were not wholly beneficial. Security brought 

out the least attractive features in his character. His companions were 

of lesser calibre than his earlier friends, and some ugly traits, not altogether 

absent formerly, now became intensified. Cruelty, avarice, lack of grip on 

affairs, absence of sustained purpose amounting at times almost to idleness, 

extravagance, extreme dissoluteness, these are predominant. He is said 

to have retained the affections of the populace to tlie end, but there were 

signs that men no longer expected much from Yorkist rule. These twelve 

years cannot be dismissed as uneventful, but many of the happenings were 

of a kind unlikely to do England any good. 
The end of the main struggle between Yorkists and Lancastrians ought 

to have been seized as an opportunity for giving England peace, and the 

solution of some of those problems so much in need of attention. Instead, 

Edward returned determined to seek revenge, and war with France was 

assured. In July 1474 a treaty of perpetual friendship with Charles of 

Burgundy pledged the duke to help Edward against Louis. '^The early 

part of 1475 was big with preparations and by July he was in France 

leading as fine an army as had ever left England for that country. Despite 

grumbling at taxation the idea of war was popular in England, but what 

was really in Edward’s mind when he exploited this traditional sentiment 

it is hard to see. In August he met Louis at Picquigny; but it was in 

order to talk peace. They agreed that the dauphin should marry Edward's 

daughter, that Louis should pay 75,000 crowns and a further annual 

pension of 50,000 crowns for the rest of Edward's life, and another 

50,000 crowns for the ransom of Margaret of Anjou. In return, Edward 

promised to take his troops home. By 28 September Edward's great 

expedition was over and he was back in London. The fact that after such 

a shameless failure to take the offensive he survived his return is a measure 

of England's weariness with civil strife. 

Meanwhile, those Hanse ships had not been lent by philanthropists. 

Edward had promised redress of the wrongs complained of by the merchants. 

In 1474 a conference met at Utrecht. The merchants were in no mood for 

compromise. They asked for complete restoration of privileges, reversal 

of the council's decision of 1468, heavy compen.sation, and a clause ex¬ 

empting them from English taxation. They had their way. It was no 

victory for English commerce. Within the year the Hanse merchants 

were back in England, and English merchants had to yield to them the 

monopoly of trade with central Europe. 

For the rest of the reign Edward's foreign policy can be dismissed 

briefly, provided it i.s remembered that although results were negligible 

foreign affairs still absorbed much of the king's time, and caused him to 

squander energies which might with profit have !>een used in domestic 

politics. The years 1475-83 are dominated by I^uis XI. Although the 

regular payments of Edward's pension suggest that the English king had 
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made a good bargain, in reality I^uis was not throwing money away, and 
time shewed that he knew l)est what he was doing. The key to the tangled 

politics was the death of Charles of Burgundy in January 1477. Hence¬ 

forth Louis'* object was the acquisition of Burgundy. Mixed motives 
tempted Edward to join Maximilian, who had married Charles’ heiress, 

Mary of Burgundy; but his desire to make marriages for his children, 
unwillingness to forfeit his French pension, and increasing laziness held 

him back. On the other hand, Louis kept him busy by scheming with 
James III of Scotland, until in 1482 England and Scotland drifted into 

war. Louis’ superiority was manifest in the treaty of Arras (23 December 

1482), by which he agreed that the dauphin should marry Maximilian’s 

daughter. At last Edward realised Ix)uis* duplicity and the futility of 

his own work, but death overtook him before he could retaliate. The 

short reign of Richard III does not centre around foreign politics. Richard 

was too uncertain of the chances of invasion by Henry of Richmond to 

l)e able to take a strong line. His fears made him keep on good terms 

with France and Brittany, and in 1484 even the Scottish war was brought 

to an end. 

Must a puzzle of personality for ever prevent us from understanding 

Richard’vS brief career as king? It would seem so, l)ecause of the peculiar 

nature of the materials available for study; and yet, if we can agree that 

grey is a better medium w'ith which to paint him than either black 

or white, there is hope of a tolerably credible portrait. Among contem¬ 
poraries, Warkworth would seem to acquit Richard of the murder of 

Henry VFs son after Tewkesbury, but his insinuation that the duke was 
at the Tower on the night Henry VI died may lie read to mean that even 

during hi.s own life-time Richard was suspect. The Ooyland narrative, 
written about I486, is hostile. Its author clearly believed Richard put 

to death the two young sons of E<iward IV. (ortainly, such talk was 

going the rounds in France in July 1484. The too ingenious theory that 

would dist*redit this Croyland source by jnaking it a composite work by 

two w riters of opposite views has been completely disproved. But as yet 

we are only on the threshold. The Tudor w riters ai*e the source of the 

controversy. TTiey have to Ixj weighed, because the l>est of them did 
prolmbly obtain information from Richai*d\s contemporaries; but they 

could hardly avoid prejudice in dealing w ith what was for them very recent 
politics rather than ancient history. And one took one’s politics seriously, 

as seriously as Rous did when he thought he could make men believe in 

a Richaitl who began life as a monster, born after two years of gestation, 

with a complete set of teeth, hair down to the shoulders, and the right 

shoulder higher than the left. More’s Richard III is of different stuff; but 
it is not devoid of guile. Whether More or Morton wrote it has been 

canvassed, and serious study would have to explore the relation of the 
I^tin and English texts. Morns aut ntdlus'^ thinks one who has 

spent time on the problem, and his verdict can be accepted. Certainly 

30 
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the work is of great interest, a contribution to English historiography, 

a landmark in the history of English prose. But is it history? There are 

things in it we cannot accept as fact, and it must remain for historians 

a secondary authority. To a far greater degree is that true of what other 

Tudor writers like Polydore Virgil, Hall, and Fabyan have to say. 

But what can he substituted for such works? The obstacle t>efore those 

who try to acquit Richard of the charges Tudor writers levelled against 

him has been the scarcity of material. No contemporary writer refutes 

them; so all that can be done is criticism of the details of their statements. 

The 8ubjec*t is treacherous. Those who try to take sides are soon in a sea 

of speculation upon human character and motives, for the inter[)retation 

of Richard's personality varies with the degree of emphasis plactMi upon 

the facts. Take an example in the theories of the way Richard's accession 

was achieved. Opposite schools will agree, to a ]>oint. Both accept some 

things without question: that Edward IV before he died (9 April 1483) 

meant Richard to protect his son's interests; that Edward left the prince 

with his mother and her family; that the Woodvilles and Richard had no 

love for each other. Both will say that by 4 May 1483 Prince Edward was 

in London in Richard's care; that on 13 May Richard summoned j)arlia- 

ment; that by 14 May Richard was calling himself the king's dearest uncle, 

Duke of York, and Protector of England; that Richard pushed on pre¬ 

parations for Edward's coronation; that on 9 dune a prolonged council 

wtus held. But here is the parting of the ways. One school, accepting 

wholly, or at any rate leaning towards, an unfavourable interpretation of 

Richard's character, sees all later events as a calculated plot which had 

been present in Richard's mind from the start, involving the execution of 

Lord Hastings (13 Jin\e) because he opposed Richard's plans, the publi¬ 

cation of a fictitious story of a pre-contract of marriage l)etween Edward IV 

and Lady Eleanor Butler which made the W^oodville marriage illegal, and 

the execution of Anthony, Earl Rivers, his nephew Richard Grey, and 

others of the VVoodville party at Pontefract (25 June). J'he other school 

prefers to stress the legitimac*y (piestion. They depict Richard anxious, 

in the early days after Edward's death, to Ixt scrupulously fair to his sou, 

preparing for the boy's coronation with no idea of usurpation in his mind. 

Then, about 8 June, Dr Robert Stillington revealed the secrtd of the 

pre-contract. An astounded Richard faces the facts, sees the dangers that 

would follow the coronation of a bastard, and in a difficult situation 

decides that the only solution is for liim to take the throne. 

Neither interpretation satisfies. An explanation of Richard's action is 

possible, but not on these lines, nor in a manner ac*ceptable to those who 

take back into the fifteenth century standards acijuired in a later age. 

Some of the facts are clear enough, and tlierc can be no doubt that 

Richard had the acumen and self-interest to appreciate them. Edward IV' 

settled his son's fate by raising the W'^oodvilles to |K)wer. For the key 

problem of politics after his death was bound to Ik* that of the custod> 
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of the royal minor, and the candidates wei’e the Wood vilies and Richartl. 

Whichever was in power, neither could be safe. There is no need to depict 

a Richard steeped in crimes, the murderer of Henry VI and his son, and 

the destroyer of Clarence. There is no reason, even, for thinking of him 

as a man of one idea, and that his own advancement. Thet‘e was room in 

his mind for many conflicting ideas. Indeed, the more we visualise him 

as a man of liis own times the more .satisfying that view will appear to be. 

He could 1h‘ fearful for his own safety and yet at the same time anxious 

to act loyally by his nephew, afubitious and yet resigned to bide his time, 

starkly realist and yet sufficiently Yorkist to absurdly credulous of 

gossip affecting legitimism. There was room for all these things in his 

mind, but for one thing there was no place. Semtirnent was not a fifteenth- 

century virtue, and neither Richard nor his contemporaries cared much 

about the fate of those whom business or politics threv\’ in their way. 

The dualism of the (‘entury was in Richard’s personality. He was not 

lacking in some of the finer cjualities. His carec*r as Duke of Gloucester 

reveals a loyalty to Edward IV which compares favourably with the 

attitude of Warwick or Clarence; his private life, though not without 

reproacfi, was infinitely Ix'tter than that of Edward; his grief for the 

deatii of his son Edward (died 9 April 1484) was very genuine; to the 

en<l, his reputation in the north country stood high. Rut contemporaries 

found it hard to forget the sus[)icion that ‘Mie also put to death the ij 

children of Kyng Edward for which cause he lost the hertes of the people,” 

and rumom's of his projected marriage to his niece made them wH)nder 

what he harl done to his (jueen, so that Richard found it necessary 

to denounce publicly the story of an engagement. No amount of apology 

can remove all the suspicions, i)ut many of them may |K‘rhaps Ix^ under¬ 

stood, if not condoned, wdien thought of in relation to the age in which 

he lived. 

Who shall say what heady bi*ew^ w'as in the cup of knowledge Renais¬ 

sance Italy wa.s handing around so freely ? There are some, at any rate, 

who drank and were never again the same. What happened to eJohn 

Ti{)toft, Earl of Worcester, to change him from an earnest seeker after 

Italian culture into the savage butcher and Ix'header of men? Only the 

most pi'onounced pathological case plays with death for a whim, and 

Tiptoft’s unswerving loyalty to Edward IV until his execution at the 

“re-adeption” (18 ()ctot>er 1470) suggt^sts there v%as some logic behind 

his remorseless treatment of those taken in rebellion, and that it must be 

explained by something other than mere lust for blood. He had travelled 

widely, and h#ul l)een an honouivd friend of .scholai-s and statesmen in 

Italy. Had he learned something more seductive than humanistic reverence 

for the classics? Had he, perchance, caught the whisper of some new¬ 

fangled ideas of j)olitics, a new^ dotdrine, for instance, that the State was 

right as well as might, that resistance to authority must be crushed no 

matter what the means employed, that tlie necessity of the State knew no 
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law ? His opinions are not etisy to glean, but the speech he is supposed 

to have made when condemning Sir Ralph Grey suggests that in his eyes 

disloyalty to the king was a breach of feudal obligations and a challenge 

to authority besides which death was as nothing. Behind the cruelty we 

fancy there was purpose. Had Richard III heal’d the same voices.^ He 

had oppoilunities. After 1470 he w'as Edward's close adviser, and there 

had b^n some ugly incidents. Clarence had Ix^en no friend to him or to 

Edward. Forgiven for his past with Warwick, he had leamed nothing. 

To the end he remained futile, restless, shifty, quarrelsome. He hated 

Gloucester because of his desire to marry Anne Neville, and Clarence 

wanted the Warwick estates for himself. He quarrcllecl with Edward 

because the king would not allow him to pursue a marriage with Mary 

of Burgundy. He defied the king by interfering in the treason trial of 

Stacy and Burdett. It could not go on. At last there w'as a bill of 

attainder, and on 18 February 1478 a mysterious death in the Tower. 

What part, if any, Gloucester played is not known; but he must have 

heard l.ouis XFs cynical advice to Edward to put Clarence out of his 

way. It is useless to speculate on Richard's motives. What is clear 

enough is that his ruthlessness, cruelty, lack of the moral or sentimental 

ties that might stand between him and what he sought, are all traits for 

which we shall not look in vain in the politics of France or of Renais.sance 

Italy. And assuredly they will be met again in the England of the 

Tudors, 

What Richard would have done with |>owcr we can hanlly judge. He 

had so little time in which to work out a policy. But there are signs of 

ability, a desire to do stern justice, a generosity towards the dependants 

of those who fought against him, some qualities of leadership which 

suggest he might have achievwl something greater than his crimes. The 

whole problem of his career lies in its brevity. It is more than likely that 

in the eyes of his subjects much—if not all—would have l>een forgiven 

him had he reigned twenty years and given England peace. But in the 

Duke of Buckingham he had his Warwick, and even though this rebellion 

could be stamped out and Buckingham bedieaded (October 1483), l)ehind 

him was a more sinister and more fortunate conspirator. From Henry 

Tudor there was no escape. 

When all has been said of the {Mjrsonalities of these kings, the real 

signihcance of the Yorkist period is still elusive. An account that 

dismisses the subject with some comment that inadequate kings failed 

to maintain their position because of their weakness does less than justice 

to the work of Iklward IV^ and Richard III. For these kings had some 

contribution to make to general development. If they were not Ijincas- 

trians, neither were they Tudors, They stand apart. Their reigns have a 

quality of their own. 

The secret may be revealed if the period is viewed from another angle. 

To approach it through official records rather than narrative sources is to 
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make discoveries. We shall find—but it is a fact over which one need 

not be greatly disturbed—that there are some inconvenient gaps in such 

sources. For this it is likely that antiquarians, rats, and carelessness are 

more responsible than the government departments, and historical argu¬ 

ments to the effect that the machine of government was not functioning 

ai*e inconclusive if leased wholly on the absence of records. Allowing for 

such gaps, there remain materials sufficient in quantity to provide a 

picture of the Yorkist government at work. Not much of the machinery 

has the attraction of novelty, and the constitutional historian has only 

a few opportunities to study fresh expedients of government. The main 

framework remained what it was before 1460, depai'tn)ents of chancery, 

exchequer, household, courts of common law, parliament, and council. 

The Middle Ages had devised a system competent to administer the 

country even in a period of political disorganisation. Tliere was no call 

for a revolutionary policy, no need for reconstruction. Not even the 

Tudors, when they came, needed to make many alterations. They merely 

adapted existing institutions to new needs. And perhaps there will be 

found the heaviest indictment of the Yorkist kings. They realised, but 

only partially, the nature of some of their problems, and on the whole 

shewed little skill in adaj)tation. It wa*^ not that they shirked responsibility. 

‘‘My Lord Chaiinseller, thys must be don.**’ Such notes are sometimes 

foiuid in 1'idward's haiul on warrants. They give a truer picture of Yorkist 

kingship than that suggested by generalisations about failure due to 

weak Iciulei'ship. I'ar from being inefficient both Edward and Richard 

did much, but it is doul)iful whether they knew what they wanted to do. 

Neither had the dogged purpose, ruthless power of concentration, 

dominating motive, of a Henry VII. But the criticism must be tempei'ed. 

Twenty-four years span the reign of Henry VTI, years fully occupied with 

the preliminaries making it possible for five members of the Tudor 

dynasty to call the crown of England theirs over a period little short of 

one hundred and twenty yeai*s. In the same length of time three members 

of the house of York made more or less fleeting contacts with that same 

crown; then a house that was scarcely a dynasty was transformed from a 

political fact into a historical problem. Perhaps there is some excuse if 

a deep and consistent policy is not discernible in their actions. 

Of one thing we can l)e certain. The challenge, to the Yorkists sprang 

from the prevalent lawlessness. It is worth exploring, for it reveals the 

subtleties of their task. That the country recognised the seriousness of 

the problem the most superficial glance at the rolls of parliament will 

reveal. The Yorkists came to power because of their implicit promise to 

restore law and onler. Edwaixi IV, in his first parliament, was greeted 

by a petition revealing what men hoped. It was for peace and good 

government. When we mc?et parliament again in 1483 they are still lioping 

in almost identical phrases. So, too, private individuals. “God for Hys 

holy mersy geve grace that ther may be set a good rewyll and a sad in this 
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contre in hast, for I heitl nevyr sey of so niych robry and in ansi aw ter in 

thys contre as is now within a lytyll tyine/’ Margaret IVston was not alone 

in her prayer. But peace and vsecurity did not come. The reason is not 

found on the surface. Lawlessness was directly connec’ted with rapid 

changes in the whole structure of society, and the Yorkist failuitj to cope 

with it was due not to indiftercmce but to the inability of the legal 

machine to adapt itself sufficiently quickly to new needs. Both Edward 

and Richard knew the urgency of the question, as may easily he proved. 

In the Easter term of 1465^ Edward actually sat in King’s Bench—an 

unusual incident for the later Middle Ages—and in several years he can 

be followed in various parts of the country in company with his judges 

making a judicial progress in an attempt to stem the tide of disorcler. 

Wholly admirable work, but it did not touch the roots of the problem. 

Arrangements for the administration of law in the country felt the 

impact of changing conditions, and the main difficulty w^as for law to deal 

with men who held its forms in contempt, and were too familiar with 

its limitations. For the paradox of those years, when it was imperative 

to keep the country gentry in order, was that the responsibility for 

eulministering the law' was put into their hands. The justices of the p(‘ac(‘ 

were the chief agents of h>cal government. They were the most sufficien t 

knights and esquires in the coimtry. They were also, very often, the 

leaders of armed bands and rebiiners of the nohilitv. 

The problem went deeper. To understand it there must lx‘ kept in 

mind the close relation bet\vt*en .social and 1‘conomic movtnnents, and the 

development of the forms and doctrines of law. If socitd v is to stand the 

strain of progress in the former, it must be e(juij)ped l>v ct>nstHut develop¬ 

ment in tiie latter. And as we watch the* working of the common law 

system at the end of the Middle >Ages there comes a conviction that the 

relationship was not suffieiently close. Throughout tliose years clerks 

w^ere writing their records, their plea rolls co»iie regularlv from King’s 

Bench and Common Pleas, the Year Books report tases. All is done s<» 

formally that we can hardly tell that the party conflict developed into 

war. \ et a study of these records l(‘avcs a doubt, d’heoreticallv, all is 

well. In fact, a legal system, ce»ituries old, was overburdenwl with 

archaic survivals and highly technical foruialism, so that it offered to th<* 

unscrupulous countless opportunities ranging from essoins to bril)erv, 

from perjury to legal (juibbles, from pardons, Inmefit of clergy, and 

sanctuary privileges to pedantic insistence on proc‘edural forms, whereby 

the ends of justice might 1k‘ defeated. It is not that lawyers were corrupt , 

but rather that a .stereoty|)ed, highly technical, and over-elaborate 

structure was unable, though its agents had the Ix'st will in the world, to 

respond to the fresh needs of the fige. Indml, tlie more scrupulouslv the 

common law judges did their work according to the pro(‘edure and 

principles they knew, the more clearly they revealed tlie deficiencies of 

the sy.steni, and confounded confusion. 
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Men were blindly feeling their way towards the truth. Proof is 

provided by developments outside the common law. This is not the 

place to write the history of conciliar jurisdiction, or the growth of equity 

in the chancery. Bui these things had their place. It is from 1474 that we 

date the first extant case in which a chancellor made a decree on his own 

authority without the council, and it is certainly after that date that the 

independent equitable jurisdiction of the chancery was fully exploited. 

That result was due to developments going back earlier than the Yorkist 

period, but the foices ificreased in impetus after 1460. The failure of 

the common law to meet new needs came out clearly as fifteenth-century 

commercial enterprise increased the complexity of business relationships. 

I'rade implied contracts, ties l)etw'een native merchants and aliens, 

disputed agieements needing legal decisions. The common law did not 

always provide nMuedies; w})en it did they could only be arrived at 

through involved teclmicjue and slow process. Some more elastic method 

of settling such (|iiesiions was needed It was found in the chancellor. The 

exercise of liis discretion in settling disputes was not untpiestioiunl by 

the common lawyers, and the Year Books conhiin opinions which shew 

they were in fighting mood. But the chancellor's (‘onscience was too useful 

a device t(» Ik* checked by academic [>rotests, and the growth of this new 

court is ojie of the most significant features of the late Middle Ages. 

In a similar way earlier ideas combined to give the council sitting in 

the star chan^ber importance in criminal eases when the common law 

courts failed to <lo justice. Activity here was checked because of the 

coiincirs umviiahilitV when such matters had to decided; but the fact 

tliat sucli process was possible was important. The court of Star Chamber 

of the early Tudor period cannot be understood unless it is linked to 

ideas eiirrent in the Yorkist perical. 

In examining other elements in the system of government there is 

.something to Ih‘ said for another glance at the ideas of Fortescue. Those 

thoughts of his prophetic of Tudor policy have become a little hackneyed, 

and the maxims in his writings which seventeenth-century writers were 

to use have been often not(al. But enough is not always made of the 

imdieval east of his thouglit. And that, rather than the novelties, is of 

great(-‘st \alue, for it sht‘ws us that the political and constitutional 

thought of his day had not yet fully emergeil from the Middle Ages. 

For Fortescue, the fiiiuiamentals of English politics lay in the special 

quality of th<‘ kingship. Fdsewhere there might he the rule of kings, 

hut it was dominium ri'^ah\ the rule of one who makes the law. In 

England it was dominium poliiwmn ei re^ak whereby the king rules with 

laws to which his sul)jects have assented. It is doubtful whether Fortescue 

meant more than a concept of a king under the law, and the emphasis 

he is making is not intended to exalt parliament. Mis king has two 

duties: to defcaid his people from external foes, and to do justice. In the 

most famous of his works Fortescue a})plied his ideas to the English 
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system. The Lancastrians had failed because they were weak; was it 

possible to prevent a recurrence of the tragedy? It is unfortunate that 

the dating of this work should have to depend upon the interpretation 

of a passage in one manuscript, for we are left to guess whether it was 

written as a programme of I'eform for Henry VI in 1470, or for Edward IV 

after his i-etum, though the presumption is in favour of the latter theory. 

In any case, the hope of connecting it with the Yorkist system of 

government is slender; but its ideas suggest a true line of approach. 

He saw the root of the matter in the poverty of the Crown. A poor 

king will have to borrow; creditors will be usurers, and if unpaid, men 

with a grievance. Payments have to be made by the exti'avagant method 

of assignments on revenues, and the king^'s needs may tempt him to adopt 

^‘exquisite'’ means of screwing money from his subjects. His heavy 

expenses demand a large income, and if it is not forthcoming, there is a 

danger that his subjects may desert him for a richer man. Subjec*ts 

richer than he are a menace. So Fortescue concentrates on means for 

increasing royal revenue: by acts of resumption of Crown lands, by stern 

refusals to alienate any royal demesne. The overmighty subject must be 

curbed by preventing the accumulation of large estates under one man, 

by hindering marrieige alliances between gre^it families, by the seizure of 

lands for treason, by heavy fines for permission to alienate estates. 

Against these great subjects, too, is aimed his reform of the council. The 

great lords have been so busy looking after their own affairs, even in the 

council, that they have had no time to spare for the king's business, and 

their relationships with retainers militated against the preservation of 

secrecy in mattei’s of State. Fortescue's council would consist of twelve 

clerics and twelve laymen, sworn of the council to serve during pleasure, 

but not to be dismissed save by a majority vote, and bound to none save 

the king. There would be an afforcement of four spiritual and temporal 

lords appointed yearly, and the office holders, the chancellor, treasurer, 

privy seal, and smaller men would also be memlairs, (Councillors would be 

paid, there would be a president—probably the chancellor—and the 

council would have a register. This scheme had something in common 

with the Yorkist council. 

Despite generalisations that absence of council records for this period 

implies absence of conciliar activity, there are reasons for suggesting that 

the subject will bear closer investigation. In chancery warrants, signed 

bills, petitions, chancery rolls, teller s rolls, year books, the aiThives of 

the Hanse towns, and other sources there is a quantity of scattered 

material. Brought together, it suggests an impression of a council 

working less sporadically than has been supposed, in matters of diplomacy, 

trade, administration, domestic policy, and judicial business. To some 

extent the personnel seems to fit Fortescue's proposals. Under Edward 

and Richard the tendency seems to have been for a small group of 

ecclesiastics, clerks, and officials, with a sprinkling of nobles attached to 
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the king by their official posts, to form the nucleus of the council at 
Westminster. Appaixmtly, here as elsewheit*, Henry VII worked out a 
policy not of revolutionary innovation, but of development to a logical 
conclusion of the ideas and institutions of his immolate predecessors. 
Another feature should be noticed. There is some evidence of a division 
of the council, with a group at Westminster and another with the king. 
Here, too, was an idea to be more fully utilised by the next dynasty. 
There is work still to be done, but when the Yorkist period is probed for 
signs of conciliar activity, some threads will be found that make con¬ 
nexion with the conciliar development so emphatically associated with 
Tudor rule. It will not be ignoi*ed, for instance, that a Council of the 
Marches of Wales—even though it was not made a permanent institution 
until the reign of Henry VII—certainly originated under Edward IV; 
that it was Richard III who, improving on Edward’s ideas, organised the 
Council of the North; and that if the title of the Court of Requests was 
only evolved after Henry VII and Henry VTII had dealt for some years 
with ‘‘poor men’s complaints,” there was in Richard Ill’s reign a special 
clerk of the council whose duty it was to deal with such cases. Faint origins, 
it is true; but their existence strengthens the impression that in constitu¬ 
tional matters the Yorkist period wa.s not without experiments. The merit 
of the early Tudors lay in the skill with which they worked out the details. 

What Fortescue thought of parliament is suggested by the care with 
which lie kept his council free from its control. What the Yorkist kings 
made of it is best read in its history. In a reign of twenty-two years 
Fxlward IV called seven parliaments, but as the writs for one were recalled, 
only six actually met. At the “re-adeption” Henry VI issued writs for a 
parliament. It seems to have assembled, but there is no official record of 
its proceedings. Richard III summoned one parliament. Kings whose 
justification lay in legitimist doc*trines could not, in the nature of things, 
Ik’ expected to champion parliamentary authority; but they found the 
institution useful for pa.ssing acts of attainder against their enemies, and 
they could not afllbrd to ignore it iis long as they needed money. It is 
noteworthy that after 1475, when in receipt of his French pension, Edward 
called only two parliaments, one in 1478, almost exclusively busied with 
Clarence’s attainder, and another in 1483 w^lien the Scottish war made 
finance a jiressing question. 

Yorkist parliamentary history has yet to be written, and there are 
formidable difficulties in the way, unless materials now missing are 
brought to light. But some work has been done which shews there are 
discoveries possible. They are worth mention if only to suggest the lines 
on which fresh investigation is likely to nin, and what modification of 
older views such work is likely to produce. 

Of first interest is the composition and pei-sonnel of parliament in those 
years. For the lords this is not difficult, A clear decline in niimerica 
strength indicates the reaction of politics upon the nobility. In 1454— 
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the last parliament before the outbreak of war—the number summoned was 

53. In 1461 the total was 45. In 1485 only 29 came to Henry VIFs first 

parliament. The decrease was only temporary, but it suggests the effects 

of deaths, attainders, and non-attendance during the period of party 

strife. It is, however, the representation of the commons which attracts 

grcatt^st attention, and presents most difliculty. For here, unfortunately, 

we have full returns for only three parliaments, so that generalisations 

must necessarily l)e tentative. Some striking facts, however, can be per- 

ceivetl. Shire represiuitation remained constant at 72, but it is not easy 

to lean) much about the members chosen. More can be said of the 

boroughs. The highest numl>er making returns under Henry VI was 96 

in the parliament of 1453; the lowest being 77 in that of 1425; while the 

average was 87. For Edward’s parliaments the figures were about 96 to 

the parliament of 1467, 97 to that of 1472, and 101 to that of 1478. 

Study of the personnel also suggests that something was happening to 

make parliament less insignificant than some writers have been prepared 

to admit. Borough represenhition changed its character. It was no 

longer the monopoly of merchant burges.ses. Others (!ompetcd with them. 

The younger sons of great families, professional men, civil servants, and 

lawyers, the smaller gentry retained by great nobles, were stepping into 

their places. Further, the nobility were manipulating elections, 'i'he 

Duke of Norfolk, for example, scorns to have controlled electioiis at l^*wcs, 

Shoreham, Brainlxn*, Reigate, Gatton, Horsham, and probably exerted 

authority in some Suffolk elei^tions as well. ()ther cases shew that he was 

not exceptional. Now, the full meaning of this will onlv fK* clear wlien 

niore is known of the part parliament was pl/iying in political life. But 

it seems safe to conclude tliat parliamentary representation was st^en to 

have advantages, it may have been because of the dynastic struggle, it 

may have been lx‘cause of the opportunities it f)ffered of a political can?er. 

In any case, the history of the Yorkist parliaments does not suggest that 

they fostenxl any sturdy opposition to royal policy. Perhaps wlu*n more 

is known of their activities we shall learn that ahvadv tlie ( Vown had found 

the way to control parliament in its own interests, and for its own purposes. 

Such is, indeed, suggested by other known facts. Ixlward IV un¬ 

doubtedly interested himself in elections, and —it has Inm suggested- 

controlled the commons tlirough their Speakers. Certainly in this period 

that official, accidentally or by design, ( an usual I v lx? sliewn to have 

court (connexions, and that must have had houw weight. Possibly these 

facts help to explain a pljenomenon recently emphasised which suggests 

a profitable field of study. Investigating the forms and f)i(H*cdure of 

parliament in the late Middle Ages, a n?cent study has drawn attention 

to some striking tendencie.s^ Most notable i.s tlie suggestion that under 

Edward IV and Richard III some changes occurred in the method of 

‘ H. L. (iray, The Influence of the Commom m Early Ugislatkm (Harvard Hist. 
Ser. XXXIV, 11X32). 
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initiating legislation. After 1465, instead of the cominons taking the 

lead, the goverimient began to do so. It began with the framing of acts 

of resumption, but the process was extended until by the time of 

Ricliard III official activity in legislation was so marked as to deserve the 

epithet “epoch-making."' Now the full meaning of this will only be 

caught when it can be linked more closely to the personnel of these 

parliaments, for we must see the reactions of party divisions. But if this 

theory has any meaning it most assuredly is that earlier views on the 

nature and function of parliament in the Yorkist period need revision. 

Coupled with this subject is another of equal importance. Whatever 

has been said in disparagement of parliament during this period, there 

has been no question of its participation in financial matters. But in 

relation to Edward IV the non-parliamentary financial activities of that 

king have usually excited more interest than his dealings with parliament. 

Even here, however, attention to detail suggests subtleties. Between 

Ivlward's parliainents and his own financial policy there is an interesting 

connexion, llie financial event of 1474-75, usually regarded as the? pt‘ak 

of fklward's aibifrary policy of raising money without parliainentarv 

sanction, must lx* set in pei'sjx'ctive with parliament in the background. 

There can l)e no question that iK'tween November 1474 and March 1475 

theix? was ex/icted from wealthy subjects a )iew' form of tax on income 

and proper!v. ('ontemporary sources describe how Edward personally 

interviewed likely subjects to make them promist' payments. The official 

accounts shew' that such “gifts" were described as "‘henevolencia,'" and 

that the proceeds amounted to a considerable sum. But the proceedings, 

wliile novel, w(‘re not entirely without prect‘d(*nt. 'The parliament of 1472, 

to wliich J'dward announced his intention of recovering the lands in 

France, made a grant of 1 f3,(K)0 archers for a year. The money produced 

by a tax on lands, Uaiements, rents, and annuities was insufficient; so a 

fresh exjaulient was devised, which fell most heax ily on those not seriously 

touched bv this taxation. This new tax was not collected, but it j)robably 

inspired !klward's beiievt>lence*. This was to Ik; a tax to yield about 

two-thirds t)f a fifttx*nth and Umth, h!k1 was to Ixi paid by those who 

would otherwise escape taxation. The incidence of the btmevolence was 

largely on the south-eastern counties—Ixindon alone contributed 28 T of 

the w iiole—and these parts were precisely those where trade and industry 

flourished. It would appear then that Edward's Ivenevolence may fairly 

1k‘ regarded as one of a series of attempts to reform an antiquated system 

of taxation, and that it was designed to include those who were growing 

rich in trade and industry, but who escaped ecjuitable taxation under the 

old forms of assessment. In 1484 Richani's |>arliament, in a stitute whose 

preamble grossly exaggerated the effe(*ts of this taxation, abolished 

benevolence.s. But a year later, when Richard's generosity to those who 

had helped him had practically depleUxl the resources left by Edwanl IV, 

he was compelled to use a very similar expedient. True, he kept strictly 
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to the letter of his law, by calling such contributions loans and giving 

pledges of I'epayinent; but in effect there was little difference. The failure 

to keep the spirit of his own legislation may have reacted on his popularity. 

Yet another problem connected with parliament cannot, in the present 

state of our knowledge, be solved. It has to do with the content of 

legislation. In this period the commons concerned themselves largely with 

matters economic, and statutes deal with a variety of subjects, prohibitions 

from using foreign shipping, regulation of the staple for wool, orders for 

the bringing of bullion to England, acts to encourage the home manu¬ 

facture of cloth, regulations for the silk industry, limitations on the 

import of wheat, sumptuary legislation, and similar measures. Unwin's 

destructive criticism of attempts to read into Edward Ill's legislation 

an economic policy makes it hazardous to insinuate that these Yorkist 

measures were framed in tlie intert‘sts of an economic nationalism. But 

the consistency of parliamentary activity, and stray examples which have 

come down to us indicative of English opinions suggest that a case might 

well be made out for the existence of such ideas. 

In one sphere the Yorkist kings certainly expn'ssed self-sufficient, 

independent, not to say nationalist ideas, and that was in their relations 

with the Churcli. In 1461 the chances were against this. For if the j)apal 

legate Coppini had l>een as great as he thought he was, there would have 

been considerable ecclesiastical activity in English politics. The I^ncas- 

trians ruined his repubition at Rome, and Edward soon shewed he had 

no intention of allowing ecclesiastical interference with his plans. His 

relations with the Papacy were friendly but independent. Pius II in 1464 

asked for assistance against the Turks, and when the English clergy might 

have granted a tenth, Fxlward refused, authorising a subsidy of sixfXinc^e 

in the pound provided the money wei*e sent through his hands. Much of 

it seems to have remained there. With Paul II his relations were not 

happy, since that pontiff’ dabbled in Warwick's schemes, but in 1482 

Pope Sixtus IV sent Edward the sword and cap of maintenance. 

Richard Ill’s views coincided with his brother s, and although Innocent VIII 

was not pleased with news of se<|uestration of ecclesiastical projan ty and 

violation of church privileges, on the whole then? is not inucln to he said 

of the king's relations with Rome. 

With the Church in England the Yorkists cultivated close relations, 

and the support given to the party in 1461 by the leaders of the Church 

was maintained fairly consistently. Main intei*e8t in ecclesiastical history— 

as in so many other matters—is to be found in the curious mixture of 

new and old ideas, problems, and institutions from the clash of which, in 

the fulness of time, was to spring that grave issue of State versus Church 

that dominates the Tudor period. Of the old problems, the most important 

are the existence of the C’hurch as a privileged institution whose im¬ 

munities challenged the secular power; and the signs that ecclesiastical 

institutions were failing to maintain the standards of an earlier age. The 
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first of these questions means primarily the continued existence of benefit 

of clergy and the institution of sanctuary. The second is largely concerned 

with the state of the monasteries. Of the new, the most significant is the 

existence of opinion hostile to the doctrinal teaching of the Church, and 

attacks upon its members for their failure to meet the needs of the age. 

Of all these cross currents there are indications, but Yorkist policy lacked 

direction and there is little to shew that the real nature of the problems 

was grasped. In the matter of ecclesiastical immunity, for example, 

Edward IV, by a charter of 2 November 1462,granted complete exemption 

from all lay jurisdiction in cases of felony, rape, treason, and trespass 

committed by clergy. How far such a grant was realised is difficult to 

discover. The Church, under Edward and Richard, certainly complained 

that it was not. On the other hand, legal records and Henry VIFs act 

against benefit of clergy suggest that the privilege was grossly abused, 

and was one of ihe contributory causes of the criticisms levelled against 

the Chinch. And the abuse of sanctuary was such as to make that insti¬ 

tution one of the first to be attacked when the Tudors began their 

onslaught on ecclesiastical immunities. 

The state of the Church is a more difficult question. That there were 

grave abuses is certain, and some of the visitations, evidence from legal 

recoi'ds, and other sources suggest that some of the clergy were no better 

than they should have been and often not as good. But the lack of 

sufficient evidence makes it hard to tell how far degeneration had set in. 

The attacks on Church teaching emphasise again the Yorkist period as 

one of continuity. Edward IV was a zealous opponent of new doctrines 

and his reign supplies several examples of punishment, the cAses of 

James Wyllys (1462), William Balowe (1467), and John Goose (1474) 

being the best known. They shew that teachings derived from Wyclif 

and Peax^k were doing their work; but we are dealing with a thin stream. 

Interest lies not in the strength of the movement but in the fact that it 

exists. Slowly, a-s we move on towards the sixteenth century, heretical 

opinion gathers force; the Yorki.st contribution was important because 

it maintained continuity. 

Here this survey of Yorkist England may well end. It is wisdom not 

to be dogmatic about a quarter of a century in which there was so much 

lif(\ but not so much self-assurance or conviction. Men hardly knew 

whither they were going, and to try to suggest the opposite is to lose 

the really essentia] quality of the period. If it had been otherwise, if 

there had l>een some deep, inv igorating purpose to give direction to their 

energies, these Yorkist monanbs would have left a more abiding influence 

for good or ill upon the national development. As it was, they failed. 

I'hey lacktHl something. It was not courage, nor opportunity, nor ability. 

The diflienuu c Ixtween them and their Tudor successors—and it was a 

vital diff‘erenct‘—was that the latter knew what they wanted to do, and 

did it. Bet‘ause of this the new dynasty ruled over a new England. 



CHAPTER XIII 

IRELAND, 1315-f. 1485 

Robert Bruce followal up his victory at Bannockburn, not only by 

directing raids into the northern counties of England, but also by 

organising an invasion of Ireland under the leadership of his brother 

Edwanl. Ireland had funned an important recruiting ground for previous 

campaigns against Scotland, and a diversion there would hamjKir the 

English king and prevent him from obtaining further aid from that 

quarter. Momiver it is probable that Donnell (VNeill, King of Tirowen, 

was already in correspondence with Bruce and had promised him assistance, 

though the Remonstrance of the Irish to Pope John XXIP sometimes 

cited as proof of this correspondence, was not written until at least two 

years later. 

On 26* May 1315 Edward Bruce landed at I^rne Haven with about 

6000 men. With him came'rhomas Randolph, Ivirl of Moray, who had 

played a leading part at Bannockburn, and a niimlxT of knights. Having 

overcome the opposition of the local lords and left a force to Ix^siege 

Carrickfergus, the Scots, accompanied by Donnell O'Neill, marched 

southward, plundering many a pros[)erous honiestearl on the w'ay. On 

29 June they reached Dundalk, where they took the town and pIundertKl 

and burned the neighlx>uring country. About 22 July Edmund Butler, 

the justiciar, with the feudal host of Munster and Leinster, and Richard 

de Burgh, Earl of Ulster, with levies from Connaught, including an Irish 

force under Felim O't 'onor, King of Connaught, assembler] together in the 

plains of l^outh. Bruce, how'(‘ver, avoids! a regular battle and began to 

retreat northwards through Irish territories west of the earl's domains. 

The earl, leaving the justiciar to guard Ixunster, undertook to deal with 

Bruce, wliom he followed northwards, but through his own territory east 

of Lough Neagh. Thus Bruce reiu-hed the district lx‘tween the Bann and 

Lough Fovle and broke down the bridge at t'olerainc before the earl 

aiTivt'fl there. AVhile the two armies were at opposite sides of the river 

Bann, Bruce secretly offert^d Felim undivided power in Connaught if he 

would desert the earl, and at the same time encouraged his rival, Rory 

OX^mor, to attack the English in Connaught. Felim accordingly with¬ 

drew with his forces, only to find himself supplanted in Connaught by his 

rival. The earl, seeing himself deserted by Felim, movt^d a little southwards 

towards his base at the town of C onnor. Bruce then cn)sse<l the Bann in 

l)oats and surprised and completely routed the earl in a Imttle near 

Connor on 10 September. William de Burgii, the eaiTs cousin, was 

taken prisoiuT, and tin* earl letrented to (’onnaught where sheer anarchy 

prevailed, Tliis was Bruce's (ii*st important victory. It left Ulster at his 
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mercy, and it was the signal for risings of the Irish in Connaught and 

West Meath. 

On 13 November Bruce, having received some reinforcements, marched 

south again into Meath. Here at Kells he defeated Roger Mortimer, 

lord of Trim, who had assembled a large but untrustworthy force. Bruce 

made no attempt against the strong castle of Trim, but bumed Kells and 

many places in the western half of the lordship of Meath. Early in 1316 

he passed through Irish Offaly to the FitzGerald districts about Rjathangan 

and Kildare. Here about the upper waters of the Barrow in Clanmalier 

must have occurred the incident, misplaced by Archdeacon Barbour, when 

O^Ilempsy, chieftain of that district, tried to drown Bruce's army by 

turning the river into his camp. Bruce went south as far as Castledernjot, 

plundering and destroying everything in his course, and meeting with 

little opposition until on 26 January, near Ardscull, he encountered 

a formidable force under Edmund Butler, John FitzThomas of Offaly, 

and Arnold le Poer, seneschal of Kilkenny. What happened is obscure. 

Disiord, it is said, arose among the commanders and they dispersed in 

confusion leaving the field to the Scots, Thus the third attempt to defeat 

the invaders failed. There was no ‘‘unity of command.’"' A more formid¬ 

able foe to the Scots was the widespread famine which prevailed owing to 

the failure of the harvest of 1315. In the third week of February 1316 

Bruce led back his forces, thinned and weakened by hunger, to his camp 

in risler. 

Some s{)oradic risings of the Ixunster clans were suppressed by the 

justiciar, and in (’onnaught Felim O'Conor, assisted by Richard de 

Bermingliam of Athenry, succeeded in recovering his throne from his 

rival. Afterwards, liowever, he made a great combination of the Irish with 

the object of expelling the English from the province, but at Athenry on 

10 August he was killed and his army cut to pieces by the English under 

William de Burgh (wlu) had been releasetl from Scotland) and Richard 

de Bermingharn. Tiie O'Conor’s never recovered their former power. 

bxlwaixl Bruce did not again in this year venture out of I'lster, wdiere 

he was crowned King of Ireland early in May, but though some opposition 

was made to him there by the local lords, and it was not until September 

that the heroic defenders of (’arrickfergus were starved out, no combined 

effort was mfide to t?xj>el him. About Christmas King Robert Bruce 

himself joined him w ith reinforcements, and afx)ut 13 February 1317 the 

two brothers appeared witliout warning at Slane in Meath. The Earl of 

Ulster tried unsuccessfully to cut off their rear-guard by an ambuscade, 

but his forces were dispersed and he fled to Dublin. The citizens, now 

thoroughly alarmed, imprisoned the earl whom they suspected (but 

seemingly without valid grounds) of complicity with Bruce, hastily 

strengthened their walls, and fired the subiirl>s. Bruce, seeing their 

determination and not being prepared for a lengtheneil siege, came no 

nearer than (’astleknock, and the campaign, like that of the previous 
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winter, resolved itself into an uninterrupted progress of devastation. The 

Scots marched through County Kildare and across County Kilkenny and 

the Butler territory in Ormond to the confines of Limerick, the English 

magnates hanging about their rear, but not staying their course. 

Presumably Bruce expectetl the Irish of the west to rise in his support, 

but the battle of Athenry had crushed the Gaelic clans. When about 

11 April intelligence was received of the landing of Roger Mortimer 

with a force from England, the Scots, weakened once more by hunger 

and hardship, slipped back to Ulster, and on 22 May King Robert, seeing 

that nothing more could be done, returned to Scotland. These two winter 

campaigns, though they wrought incalculable damage to Ireland, so far 

from establishing Ed wal'd. Bruce on his throne resulted for the Scots in 

the wasting of two armies. There was no Bannockburn in Ireland. Not 

a single important town or castle except in Ulster was taken and held, and 

the Irish, though they rose sporadically to plunder their neighbours, were 

only half-hearted in supporting Bruce. Finally, at the close of the year. 

Pope John XXII pronounced excommunication against the invaders and 
all who supfKirted them. 

Meanwhile Mortimer released the Earl of Ulster, outlawed the de Lacys 

who had assisted the invaders, and forced the border clans into submission, 

but made no attempt to recover Ulster. It was not, however, until 

October 1318 that Edward Bruce once more came south, with apparently 

a smaller Scottish force than before but attended by an unwieldy l>ody 

of Irishry and some disaflected Englishry including the outlawed Lficys. 

He took up a position on the slopes of the hill of Faughard a little north 

of Dundalk, and here on 14 October he was opposed by John de 

Bermingham of Tethmoy at the head of a force composed of the local 

levies of the neighbouring counties and some of the townsmen of 

Drogheda. Disregarding the advice of his knights to await some expected 

reinforcements, and in spite of the frank warning of the Irish that they 

would not ‘tstind in plane melle,'* Bruce in his “outrageous succudry’^ 

determined to fight that day. The Scots, apart from their Irish followers, 

were probably outnumbered by their opponents and appear to have been 

overpowered by a rush of footmen. Edward Bruce and all who stood 

their ground were slain, while the remnant protecteil by the Irish fled. 

Thus ended the Scottish invasion to the general relief of both Anglo-Irish 

and Gael. “No better deed,’' says the Irish annalist,“for the men of all 

E2rin was performed since the beginning of the world than this deed, for 

theft and famine and destruction of men occurred throughout Erin during 
his time for tlie space of three yeai^s and a half.” 

The Scottish invasion marks theljeginning of the ebb of English influence 

in Ireland, but its immediate effects were a general impoverishment, a 

weakening of the moral fibre of the settlers, and agrowing turbulence no 

longer confined to the Irish. Except in Thomond, where in May 1318 

Richard de Clare was killed and English supremacy received its death- 
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blow, there was little immediate change in the relative positions of the 

two races, but both Irish chieftains and English lords were everywhere 
weakened and began to lose control over their subordinates. The conflicts 

of the period between tlie court and the baronial parties in England had 
also their echo in the feuds that arose in Ireland between the Geraldines, 

Butlers, and Berminghams on the one side, and le Peers and de Burghs on 

the other. As a means of keeping the peace it was ordained in 1324 that 

“every chieftain of great lineage should chastise the felons of his own 

family” and their adherents, and this inept plan was pei-sisted in though 

the magnates always preferred to chastise each other's felons. In the end, 

under the Mortimer rc^gime, Arnold le Poer was left to die in prison 

(whither he was flung on a trumped up charge of heresy), while in 1328 

Maurice FitzThomas was created Earl of Desmond and in the following 

year James Butler was made Earl of Ormonde. 

An example of the lengths to which the spirit of insubordination led 

the Anglo-Irish may be seen in the murder of John de Bermingham, 

the victor at Faughard, who had been created Earl of I^uth in recogni¬ 

tion of his services. On 10 June 1329 he and a large number of his 

relatives and de{)endcnts were massacred by members of the oldest families 

in the county, and in the view of contemporaries their motive was their un¬ 

willingness “that he should I'eign over them.” But a more fateful snapping 

of the feudal tie was the murder of William de Burgh, the young Earl of 

Ulster. When Earl Richard died in 1326 his vast domains passed to his 

grandson, William, then in his fourteenth year. In 1331, when Edward III 

was for the first time his own master, he appointed Anthony de Lucy, 

already noted for his severity, as justiciar and the young Earl of Ulster 

as king’s lieutenant, and at the same time issued a mandate to the justiciar 

to resume all grants of lands and lilyerties mfule since the king’s accession. 

These were in fact grants made under the influence of the late Roger 
Mortimer, and tlie principal person affecte<i would seem to have bc^en the 

Earl of Desmond. The justiciar im{)risontxl Desmond and also AVilliam 

de Bermingham, brotlier of the late Ivirl of Louth. William was a turbu¬ 

lent biiron and had assisted the Karl of Desmond in his feud ajjainst the 

l\)ers and de Burghs, and in July 1332 the justiciar caused him to be 

hanged. J'liis unwonted act of severity caused a great stir, and in 

Novemlxr De Lucy was superseded by John Darcy. Desmond was 

rele^ised on mainprise, and a milder regime was instituteil. Meantime, in 

November 1331 the Earl of Ulster, in pursuance of the ordinance to 

chastise wrongdoers of his lineage, imprisoned his kinsman Walter, son 

of William de Burgh, who had acted in a very high-handed manner against 

Turlough O’Conor, King of Connaught, and, like his father before him, 

was s*iid to have been aiming at the sovereignty there. In the course of 

the year 1332 he died in the earl’s prison, and vengeance for his death is 

said to have been the motive for the murder of the earl. Certain it is that 
on 6 June 1333 the earl was treacherously killed near Carrickfergus by 

31 
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some of his Ulster feudatories. He is described as a man subtUmimi in- 

genii^ reipublicae et pcu%s amatory and he received the full confidence of 

the king, but it is clear that his attempt to control the aggressive action 

of his kinsmen in Connaught was deeply resented. 

Though it does not appear that the De Burghs of Connaught were 

directly implicated in the earPs death, they certainly took advantage of 

it for their own ends, but their action W6is neither so sudden nor so 

dramatic as generally represented by modern writers. The main facts 

seem to have been shortly as follows: The custody of the Connaught lands 

during the minority of the earPs daughter and heiress Elizabeth was given 

to Edmund de Burgh called ‘the earPs son’ {i.e, son of Earl Richard), but 

differences soon arose between him and another Edmund de Burgh, called 

“ Albanach,” brother of the late Walter de Burgh. For two generations 

this last-mentioned branch of the family had exercised virtual control in 

Connaught, and a state of war soon existed between the two Edmunds. 

Finally in 1338 Edmund “the earPs son” was taken privsoner by F>dnmnd 

Albanach, and while the Archbishop of Tuam was trying to reconcile the 

kinsmen, the earPs son was drowned in Lough Mask by the Stauntons. 

Edmund Albanach could not hope to escape liability, and he fled to the 

Scottish Isles. The King of England, however, was too much engaged with 

his designs on the French crown to exert his authority in Connaught; so 

he granted Edmund and his brother Raymond “sufferance” for two years, 

and then on 10 April 1340, apparently as a reward for their obtaining 

troops for him against France, he panloned them for the death of Earl 

Richard’s son. This practically amounted to the abandonment of the 

rights of his ward, and indeed resulted in the extinguishment of the 

authority (never very great) of the Crown in Connaught. There was, 

however, no renunciation by the De Burghs of their allegiance, nor any 

immediate adoption of Irish customs. After this the supremacy of 

Edmund Albanach was recognised by most of the Fmglish settlei’s in Mayo 

and Sligo, and from time to time he fought to establish his supremacy 

over Clanrickard (Galway) also. He was called by the Irish “Mac William,” 

and the patronymic became a title, but it was not until after his death in 

1375 that there were two recognised Mac Williams, viz. the Mac William 

Lochtar (the Lower) in Mayo, held by his descendants, and the Mac 

William Uachtar (the Upper) in Clanrickard, held by the descendants of 

his brother William or Ulick, while the descendants of Edmund the earPs 

son had to content themselves as lords of Clanwilliam in Counties Limerick 

and Tipperary. 

In the earl’s domains in Eastern Ulster great changes also took place, 

but not immediately. There were dynastic disputes in Tyrone between 

the descendants of Donnell O’Neill, who died in 1325, and the de«c*endants 

of Hugh Boy (Aedh Buidhe) O’Neill. The latter, called the Clannaboy 

O’Neills (Clann Aedha Buidhe), were eventually driven out of Tyrone and 

settled in the Irish districts east of Lough Neagh and the Upper 
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In 1354 they were supported by the English against the O^Neills of Tyrone, 

but about the year 1360 they began to encroach upon the English, who 

were eventually confined to the littoral of Counties Down and Antrim. 

In Leinster too the area of English rule was beginning to shrink, 

Lysagh CTMore, who died in 1342, took Mortimer's castle of Dunamase, 

and henceforth the O'Mores practically dominated the district of Leix up 

to the time of the Protector Somerset. The clans about the fringes of the 

Wicklow mountains became more turbulent and began to combine in 

their attacks on the Anglo-Irish of the plains. To meet these the plan 

was adopted of employing a Mac Murrough to control the rest. In the 

Great Roll of the Exchequer of Ireland for 1334 there is entiy of a pay¬ 

ment to Donnell son of Art Mac Murrough for his good service in fighting 

against O'Tooles and O'Bynies, rebels to the king, and from a subsecjuent 

entry for 1336 it appears that by an agreement with Roger Outlaw, deputy 

of John Darcy, an annual payment of 80 marks was to be paid to the said 

Donnell “for expediting certain business of the king^" This appears to 

be the earliest record of that annual payment to Mac Murrough which 

eventually became a “black rent" exacted under threats. 

In 1341 the king, presumably attributing the decreased revenue of Ireland 

and the ill-success of the Irish government to the corruption and self-seeking 

of Anglo-Irish officials, ordered John Darcy, the justiciar, to remove “all 

officers beneficed, married, and estated in Ireland and having nothing in 

Englarul," and to substitute “ other fit Englishmen having lands and bene¬ 

fices in England," and at the same time onlained the resumption of all 

Crown grants made by himself or his father. The former measure was the 

beginning of that distinction between “English by blood" and “English 

by birth" which naturally incensed the older settlers, and both it and the 

high-handed resumption of Crown gnints caused widespread disaffection 

amongst them. Consequently, w^hen John Moms, Darcy's deputy, sum¬ 

moned a parliament to meet at Dublin in October, the disaffected Anglo- 

Irish did not attend, but headed by the Earl of Desmond met at Kilkenny 

and drew up a long petition to the king in French under twenty-seven 

heads setting forth in moderate language the evil state of the country, 

the causes of the reduced revenue, and the grievances, including the said 

resumption of grants, under which the loyal inhabitants sufferetl. The 

king made conciliatory replies and, with refei-ence to the resumed lands, 

ordered that they should be delivered to the owners on giving security to 

restore them to the king if the grants should be found on enquiry to be 

rightfully revocable. On the strength of this concession the king urged the 

Irish lords to bring him troops for his intended expedition to Brittany. 

But some of “the old English" were not conciliated. This was apparent 

when Ralph d'Uffbrd arrived as justiciar on 13 July 1344, accompanied 

* Compare the entry in the roll misplaced in the printed Calendar of Patent and 

Close Rolls (Ireland) as 10 Edward II, p. 20, No, 20. 'I'he roll clearly belongs to 
10 Edward III. 
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by his wife, Maud of Lancaster, widow of the murdered Earl of Ulster. 

In the following February the Earl of Desmond tried to convene another 

irregular assembly of the notables at Callan in County Kilkenny. This 

was prohibited and failed, but when the justiciar summoned a parliament 

in July, the earl held aloof. Thereupon the justiciar marched into Munster, 

took Desmond’s castles at Askeaton and Castle-Island, hanged after trial 

three of his knights who defended them, and confiscated his lands and 

those of some of his former mainpernors. He also entrapped and im¬ 

prisoned the Earl of Kildare. Ralph d'Ufford is given a black character 

by the Anglo-Irish annalists, but he died in office on 9 April 1346, and 

a milder regime followed. Kildare was reletised, and in May 1347 he joined 

the king with a contingent at the siege of Calais. Desmond also went to 

England under the king’s protection and was eventually restored to favour. 

In the winter of 1348-9 the Black Death reached Ireland and many 

fell victims to it. As in England it resulted in a great scarcity of labour, 

decay of learning, and a further relaxation of the bonds of society. 

The Statute of Labourers, already passed in England, was ordered 

to be enforced in Ireland. Its objects were to compel labourers to 

work at the rate of wages accustomed in 1346 and to secure that 

victuals should be sold at reasonable prices. But economic laws cannot 

be permanently evaded by legislative devices, and in spite of the statute 

labourers were not forthcoming except at wages which rendered landlord 

cultivation no longer profitable. Owing, too, to the frequent raids and 

consequent insecurity, many freeholdei's gave up the struggle and migrated 

to England, and the great agricultural prosperity which hml followed the 

introduction of the manorial system into Ireland was at an end. 

In 1358 the situation in Leinster became alarming. Art, son of Murtough 

Kavanagh, who, it appears, had been ‘‘recently ci-eated Mac Murrough 

by the jmsticiar and Council,and had l>een in receipt of payment for 

service against the rebels of I^inster', now turned against the king and 

headed the rebels. Subsidies were hastily raised and defensive measures 

taken, and in the summer of 1359 expeditions were made under James, 

second Earl of Ormonde, against Mac Murrough and “ Obryn’’'^ (This w as 

seemingly the occasion of the capture by the O’Byrnes of Henry Cristall, 

who in 1395 gave to Froissart an account of the expedition of Richard II 

in that year.) About this time the castle of Ferns was finally lost and 

with it ail English control over the northern part of County Wexford. In 

March 1361 the king announced that he was sending his son Lionel to 

Ireland, where he declared his dominions were in danger of being totally 

lost if his subjects there w'ere not immediately succoured. 

Lionel, who had been created Earl of Ulster and given in marriage 

Elizabeth, daughter and heiress of the last earl, landed at Dublin on 

15 September with a goodly retinue. Actual records concerning his 

* Great Roll of the Exchequer (London) for 1356-8. 
2 Calendar Cloee RolUt, Ireland, 32 and 33 Ed, III, pp. 68 and 77. 
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military achievements are few. Art Mac Murrough, King of Leinster, 

and Donnell Reagh, his expectant successor, were captured by him—it is 

said by treachery—and died in prison. He had in his pay some of the 

Kavanaghs and even Sheeda {Sioda) Mac Conmara of Thomond*. Niall 

O’Neill also submitted to him*. There appears to have been a com¬ 

parative respite from Irish raids in his time, and it was thought safe to 

transfer the sittings of the Exchequer and Common Pleas to Carlow. 

But the viceroyalty of Lionel, now Duke of Clarence, is chiefly re¬ 

membered for the Statute of Kilkenny passed in 1366. This act has been 

much misrepresented. Its aims were two-fold: (1) to preserve the alle¬ 

giance of the dwindling number of loyal subjects of the Crown in Ireland 

and keep them from falling, as others of English descent had already 

done, into the turbulent ways of the Irish and their lower plane of civilisa¬ 

tion; (2) to remove as far as seemed possible the occasions of conflict 

between the tw'o nices and of dissension among the English themselves. 

The clause which has especially been stigmatised prohibited all alliances 

by marriage, gossipred, fostering of children, etc. between English and 

Irish. This provision was not new. A similar clause appears in an act of 

1351 and again in an ordinancHi of 1358, where the reason is given that 

through such alliances, ‘^by waniings and espials on both sides of the 

Marches, infinite destructions and other evils have hitherto happened” 

and expeditions in war and peace have been impeded. There were other 

provisions with the same object: such as enjoining in English districts 

the use of the English language, and prohibiting, as between Englishmen, 

the adoption of the Brehon law and the making of any difference between 

English born in Ireland and those bom in England. Such attempts to 

preserve the loyal remnant from becoming merged among the wild Irishry 

were indeed a poor substitute for the bolder policy of enforcing order and 

even-handed justice over the whole of Ireland, but they were presumably 

all that the statesmen of the period were prepared to undertake. These 

clauses were moreover welcomed by the loyal inhabitants, were often re¬ 

enacted, and probably did help to keep in being some of the higher 

culture, the political organisation, and the wider outlook which had been 

inherited fi-om England. 

In the twenty-eight years that elapsed from the departure of the Duke 

of Clarence to the arrival of King Richaixl II in person there were twenty- 

four changes in the office of chief governor. It was difficult to get anyone 

to accept the thankless task of trying without adequate resources to 

defend the sorely harassed land. The king chafed at being called upon 

to pay for defending territories in Ireland, from which on the contrary 

he sought subsidies for his foreign wars, while on the other hand the 

Anglo-Irish pleaded inability to grant subsidies for either purpose. Re¬ 

course was again had to paying pensions to Irish chieftains to induce 

‘ Great Roll of the Exchequer (L#ondon), a® 38 Ed. Ill (1304). 
* Calendar of the Register of Archbishop Sweteman, p. 283. 
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them to keep the peace. Thus in the last year of the reign of Edward III 

Art, son of Dermot Mac Murrough, of Okinselagh (North Wexford) under¬ 

took for himself and his following that they would fight on the king’s 

side against the insurgent Irish of Leinster, he receiving 40 marks for 

the ensuing year, and about the same time “ Art Kavanagh [i.e. Art Og, 

son of the Art executed by Lionel], who pretended to be <*hief of tlie 

Irish of Leinster,” claimed 80 marks a year from the king as his fee, and 

having assembled a great number of Irishmen committed divers outrages 

in Leinster and w^ould not come to peace unless paid that sum. Where¬ 

upon the justiciar, James, second Earl of Ormonde, was authorised to 

retain Art for one year at that rate. But ‘buying off' the Goths’ has 

always proved a policy of the worst example, and in the following year 

Murrough O’Brien of Thomond came into I^inster with a great force 

threatening devastation, and a parliament at Oastledermot wjls obliged 

to raise a subsidy of 100 marks to stay his hand. This was somewhat 

exceptional, but this Art Kavanagh, commonly called ‘‘Mac Murrough,” 

during his long chieftainship of forty-two yeai-s, broke out again and 

again, probably because his retaining fee was not regularly paid, and in 

his time the greater part of the County Carlow, which had been doini nated by 

Raymond le Gros and his feudatories and successors since the tw el fth cen t ury, 

yr&s lost to the English. Other border Irish chiefs, too, soon follow tnl Art’s 
example. 

^rhere w^ere moments when the tide of the Irish resurgence was sbiyed. 

In May 1380 Edmund Mortimer, who had rnarrietl Philippa, daughter 

and heiress of Lionel, Duke of Clarence, landed in Ireland as King’s 

Lieutenant. “The nobles of the Gael,” we are told, “c^ime into his house 

headed by [Niall Og] the heir of the King of Ireland, Niall O’ Neill,” but 

when Mortimer took prisoner Art McGuiness (who hful defeated the 

English and slain their ally O’Hanlon earlier in the year, and had slain 

Mortimers seneschal, James de la Hyde, in 1375 ‘) the Gael held aloof from 

him. He rebuilt the bridge at Coleraine and advanced far into Tyrone. 

He also recovered and fortified the castle of Athlone, and din ing his brief 

term of office Ireland enjoyed comparative peace, but he died unexpectedly 

at Cork on 26 December 1381. After Mortimer’s death the Irish again 

became aggressive. O’Brien was attempting to make “a general coiupiest” 

of the south-west, and 0 Neill was plundering aiul burning English towns 

in the north-east, while in Connaught the insecurity that followed on the 

decay of English government reduced both English and Irish to nearly 

the same level of disorder and consequent poverty. In 1385 the 8il Murray 

clans became permanently divided into two Ixxiies under O’Conor Dorm 

and O’Conor Roe respectively, and were often at variance with one another, 

while the English, already grouped under the two Mac Williams, often 

joined in the fray and in general on opposite sides. In this year the Irish 

' See ChartuiarieSf St Martfs Abbey, Vol. ii, p. 283 ; and compare the Four Masters 

1375, where the editor, followed by other writers, misunderstands the name. 
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parliament besought the king to visit Ireland in person to save the land 

which was in peril of being in great part lost, but the young king hod 

too many troubles to contend with both at home and abroad to think of 

complying at the time, and though John Stanley in 1390 obtained the 

submission of O’Neill, there was no marked improvement in the state of 

Ireland until at length, on 2 October 1894, the English king landed at 

Waterford with a large army. 

Richard II met with no serious opposition except at first from Art 

Mac Murrough, os he is now usually called. This formidable chieftain, 

who claimed to be King of Leinster, had a new grievance. In 1391 the 

lands of his wife, Elizabeth Calf, heiress of Sir Robert Calf of Norreigh 

in County Kildare, were forfeited, not because (as often stated) she had 

married an Irishman, but because her husband “ was one of the principal 

enemies of the king^” According to the Foitr Masters in 1394, but 

probably before the king’s arrival, Art burned New Ross which had been 

the most prosperous town in Leinster, ‘‘and carried away from it gold 

silver and hostages.” Richard’s army attacked Art in his woody fastnesses 

called Garryhill {Garbh’ChoUl near Myshall) and laverock {Leamhrach 

near Clonegall) and burned his fortresses, but failed to capture him. 

Afterwanls he submitted and was admitted to the king’s peace on the 

termsofan indenture(stillextant)madebetween him and Thomas Mowbray, 

Earl of Nottingham, and dated 7 January 1395: viz. that he would 

faithfully serve the king and obey his orders, and would surrender all lands 

of which he or his followei's “had recently taken possession in I^inster” 

{que nupcr occupata fuerunt)., while the king would treat Mac Murrough 

as his liegeman, and on performance of the terms would provide him and 

his heirs with 80 marks a year and his wife's inheritance in Norragh, and 

that all his armed warriors should leave I^inster and go with him and 

receive the king's pay for w^arring against the king’s rebels elsewhere, and 

should hold of the king all lands which they might so acquire. These 

terms having been approved by the king, Mac Murrough and his urriaghs 

on 16 February and following days did homage and swore to observe the 

covenants in the said indenture, and in default to pay large sums to the 

Papal Chamber. To understand this arrangement it must be remembered 

that the present County Wicklow^ formed no part of the fief of Leinster, 

as gi'anted to Strongbow, and that even in l^inster so understood it was 

only from the “recently occupied districts” that the fighting men {homines 

arnuUi MkUores sm gverrantes) were to clear out. Presumably the various 

enclaves which the Irish had always been allowed to retain in parts of 

Okinselagh, Leix, and Offaly were not to be disturbed, and certainly no 

great clearance of the native population was contemplated. To the king 

the arrangement must have seemed a pacific and even a generous way of 

procuring the disbandment of the rebel armies as such, but he little under¬ 

stood the Irish mentality if he thought they would willingly carry it out. 

^ Calendar Patent Roll, Ireland, Richard II, p. 148, No. 27. 
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As the Four Masters observe, ‘‘although Mac Murrough had gone into 

the king’s house he did not afterwards keep faith with him.” 

Meanwhile the king went to Dublin which he reached on 6 November, 

and at Drogheda on 16 March Niall Og O’Neill, captain of his nation, 

submitted to the king in person and undertook to restore all lands which 

he had “unjustly seized” together with the biiarnimht (military service) 

of the Irish of Ulster. The submissions of Turlough O’Conor Roe of 

Connaught, Brian O’Brien of Thomond, Teig MacCarthy of Desmond, 

and of some fifty of the lesser chieftains, and also of some rebels of English 

descent, followed during the course of the king’s stay in Irelands 

Froissart recounts how a certain squire of England named Henry 

Cristall, who had been for seven years (probably 135!)-65) in captivity 

with a chieftain named “Bryn Costerec” (probably O’Byrne “the 

victorious,” Coscorach) and had learned the Irish language, was employetl 

by the king to teach the four “moste puyssaunt” Irish kings, namely 

O’Neill, O’Brien, Mac Murrough, and O’Conor, the usages and customs 

of England preparatory to receiving the order of knighthood. This he 

did to the best of his power, though they w ere “ ryght rude and of grose 

engvn,” and on Lady Day in March in the cathedral of Dublin they were 

made knights “with great solempnyte.” 

Having thus w on over the Irish chieftains to his “obeysaunce,” Richard 

made a peaceful progress through Leinster, holding pleas and receiving 

submissions at various places. He w'as at Kilkenny for most of April and 

reached Waterford on the 28th of that month. Here on board the king’s 

ship O’Conor Donn submitted and was knighted. He had previously 

written to wani the king against his rival O’C’onor Roe, who, “though 

base-born, sought to appropriate to himself the title of O’Conor,” and in 

fact was one of the four chief kings already knighted. At the same time 

the king knighted William de Burgh, the Mac William of Clanrickard, 

and Walter de Bermingham of Athenry. On 11 May he was back in 

Dublin, whence he left for England on the 15th, having Ix^en upwaixls of 

eight months in Ireland. Whatever we may think of the w isdom of taking 

Irish submissions at their face-value, Richard II among English sovereigns 

deserves special credit for his persona] efforts to pacify Ireland. 

Roger Mortimer, Earl of March and Ulster, grandson through his 

mother of Lionel Duke of Clarence and heir presumptive to the throne, 

was left behind as King’s Lieutenant. But the royal army once gone, it 

soon became nmnifest that the Irish had no intention of observing the 

terms of their submissions. In 1396 and again in 1398 the O’Tooles and 

O’Byrnes broke out, and on 20 July in the latter year Roger Mortimer 

was slain by them at Kellistowii in County Carlow. To avenge this 

di.saster and punish Mac Murrough and his urriaghs was the object of 

King Richard’s second expedition to Ireland. On 1 June 1399 he landed, 

^ Notarial instruments embodying the terms of these submissions, or enrolments 
thereof, and other connected documents are still extant in the Public Record Office 
in London and have been edited by Professor Curtis. 
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as before, at Waterford. We have a circumstantial account of this 

expedition from an eye-witness, a Frenchman named Jean Croton. After 

waiting a fortnight at Kilkenny for succour that never came, the king on 

23 June set out against Mac Murrough. His route seems to have been 
across the County Carlow and by the woody valley of Shillelagh to 

Arklow. The Irish feared the English arrows and did not oppose the 

main force, but they harassed the vanguard and cut oft* stragglers. 

Mac Murrough’s uncle came with a halter round his neck and sued for 
mercy, but Mac Murrough himself scorned to follow his example. He 

knew that the English could get no provisions, and in fact they suftered 

great privations until three ships with supplies came from Dublin to a 

port close by (presumably Arklow). But now Mac Murrough craved an 

interview to treat for peace. The young Earl of Gloucester met him, 

each at opposite sides of a stream between two wooded hills some 

distance from the sea (presumably in the vale of Ovoca). The interview, 

graphically described by Creton, was abortive. The earl charged Mac 

Murrough with the breach of his sworn fealty and the killing of Mortimer, 

but Mac Murrough insisted on pardon without any penalty {ix. without 

surrendering his possessions in Leinster). When Richard heard this, he 

swore that he would not leave Ireland until he had Mac Murrough, alive 

or dead, in his power. But the army had to be fed, and they went on to 

Dublin, l^hree companies were made ready to go in quest of Mac Murrough, 

but when about the middle of July tidings came from England, “the 

redeless king^’ learnt that he had a more formidable f(K* to meet in the 

person of Henry of Lancaster, and with the departure of Richanl II the 

pn)spect of a pacified Ireland became more visionary than ever. 

During the reigns of the three successive kings of the house of Lancaster, 

in spite of some active viceroys, the condition of Ireland went in general 

from bad to worse. Henry IV was too much engrossed in securing his 

own position against revolts and conspiracies of his English subjects, 

Scottish raids, and Welsh guerrilla warfare, to pay adequate attention to 

the unhappy state of Ireland. Henry V wasted his energies in splendid 

but futile victories in France, which only left a heritage of woe to his 

successor; and when at la.st the claim to France was abandoned by 

Henry VI, the long struggle between the Houses of York and Lancaster 

forbade all unity of action. Again and again border Irish chieftains 

entered into agreements to be liege subjects henceforth and even to war 

against the king’s enemies, but these agreements had at best only a 

temporary effect. Thus in April 1400 Art Mac Murrough was again 

admitted to jx^ace, his annuity and his wife’s lands restored to him, but 

he more than once plundered the English of Carlow and Wexford and 

attacked their walled towuis before his death in 1417. In 1401 w^hen the 

king’s son, Thomas of l^ncaster, was lieutenant, Mac Mahon, O’Reilly, 

and O’Byrne entered into similar agreements. Between 1414 and 1420 

John Talbot, Lord Fumival, afterwards famous as leader in the wars with 

France, brought all the border Irish into temporary submission, and 
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actually ‘^caused in many places every Irish eneuiie to serve upon the 

others.” But Talbot had to create and maintain his forces, and being 

supplied with insufficient funds was unable to pay for the victuals which 

he commandeered from the impoverished liege people. They were there¬ 

fore faced with the alternative of being either plundered by their enemies 

or despoiled by their defendei-s. In 1421, when the fourth Earl of 

Ormonde was justiciar, articles of complaint were drawn up and sent to 

the king, and these show the pitiable state of the loyal English owing to 

‘‘unceasing wars” on them and the “hateful coignes” levied by some 

lieutenants and the great men of the land. 

During the whole period from 1414 to 1449 the chief power in the 

government continued, with some exceptions, to oscillate between the 

Talbots (Sir John and especially his brother Richard, the Archbishop of 

Dublin) and the Butlei's, and there >vas much enmity l>etween the two 

families. Both the fourth Earl of Ormonde and Sir John Talbot, however, 

did their best to resist the encroachments of the border clans and to bring 

them to submission. Ihus in 1425 Talbot induced Calvagh O’Conor Faly 

to free all English lands from “black-rent” and to make many promises 

of redress and of good behaviour in future, and later in the same year 

Ormonde caused Owen O’Neill to enter into an elaborate indenture 

acknowledging the rights of the young Duke of York to whom, as heir 

to Roger Mortimer, the earldom of Ulster had descended, and to make 

similar pacific promises. But in 1430 and follow ing years Owen burned 

Dundalk and exacted tribute, and with O’Conor Faly plundered West 

Meath, and afterwards he expelled Mac Quillin from the Route in 

County Antrim, while Donough Mac Murrough, recently released from 

captivity, raided County Kildare. These and other outbreaks caused the 

Irish council in 1435 to write to the king that “Ireland w^as well nigh 

destroyed,” so that “in the nether parts of Counties Dublin, Meath, 

Louth, and Kildare, there were scarcely 30 miles in length and 20 in 

breadth where a man may safely go to answer the king’s writs.” 

At this time indeed the fortunes of the few remaining English in 

Ireland were nearly at their lowest ebb, and just when England was about 

to lose lier last possessions in France she seenuxl to Ixj on the point 

of losing her last hold on Ireland also. English statesmen at the time 

paid little heed to Ireland, but that some in England with clearer vision 

saw how vital it was for her to control the neighbouring isle appears from 

the Libelle of Eriglyshe Poly eye published in 1436. In a passage which 

deserved to be remembered the writer says: 

“Nowc here be ware and hertly take entente. 
Aft ye wolle answere at the laste jugemente, 
'io kepe Yrelond, that it l>e not loste; 
Ifor it is a boterasse and a poste 

Undre F^ngland, and Wales another. 

tJod forfiede hut eche were othere brothere 
Of one ligeauiice dewe unto the Kinge.” 
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The extreme weakness of the loyal Ang^o-Irish in the fifteenth century 

was no doubt a consequence of the long-continued failure of the govern¬ 

ment to perform its primary functions of keeping order and dispensing 

equal justice, and thereby gradually winning the confidence—no easy 

matter—of the Gaelic clans. The loyalists, always a small minority, had 

become fewer in number and economically weakened. Many had migrated 

to England and others had become Hibernicised. The Irish in military 

efficiency were no longer their inferiors. All the great chieftains had 

strengthened themselves with regular bodies of Galloglasses {gaU6gldigh\ 

or professional soldiers, originally imported from the isles and of the race 

of “Mighty Somerled,’"’ such as the the Mac Donalds, the Mac Dugalls, 

the Mac Sweeneys, and the Mac Sheehys. They had learned the im¬ 

portance of disci[)line and there was no great disparity of weapons. What 

saved the remnant of the old English settlers and the semblance of 

English organisation was the lack of unity, nay the utter discord, that 

prevailed over Gaelic Ireland. Not only were neighbouring clans fre¬ 

quently warring against each other, but the ruling families of the old 

clan-groups were splitting up into rival factions. This was particularly the 

case with the OX’onors and the O'Neills, but others shewed the same 

tendency. Even the Leinster clans, since the days of Art Kavanagh, never 

united all their forces. Each preferred to pluncler the English for his own 

hand. The spirit which caused this fi.ssiparous tendency, whether we 

regard it as love of independenc*e or mere jealousy and self-seeking, pre¬ 

vented Gaelic Ireland from combining under any one chief to expel “the 

foreigners." 

In July 1449 Richard, Duke of York, came to Ireland os King's Lieu¬ 

tenant, to which office, “as to an honourable retirement," he had Ixjen 

relegated for ten years in Decembtu* 1447. He was well received not only 

by the Anglo-Irish, but also by the Irish chieftains of Leinster and Ulster, 

towards whom he adopte<l a conciliatory policy resulting in many 

indentures of He held parliaments in 1449 and 1450, but early in 

Septeml)er in the latter year he returned to England detennincHl to claim 

at least hi.s rightful share in the councils of the kingdom. The contest 

now^ brewing between the Houses of l^ncaster and York had its pale 

counter[)art in Iix4and, where it soon embittered the longstanding 

jealousy bt'tween the Butier’s and the Geraldines. James, the fourth Earl 

of Ormonde, was, however, trusted by the Duke of York as well as by tlie 

Lanctvstrian kings, and the duke appears to have left him (and not, as 

stated by many writers, his son, the Earl of Wiltshire) as deputy w hen he 

departecl for England. Ormonde held two parliaments as the duke's 

deputy and made a sue(*essfiil nmrtial circuit through the border territories 

iK'fore he die<l in August 145J^h Edward FitzEustace, a Yorkist, was 

tlien appointed the duke's deputy, probably by the Irish council. On 

Mnv 145»L however, the new Earl of Ormonde and Wiltshire, who had 

* See Duald MacFirbis’s Annals, a** 1452. 
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thrown in his lot with the I^ncastrians, was appointed lieutenant by the 

king, thus superseding the Duke of York; but this appointment led to 

great disturbances and was not accepted in Ireland, which was pre¬ 

dominantly Yorkist, and FitzEustace appears to have acted up to his 

death in October 1454, when Thomas FitzMaurice, seventh Earl of 

Kildare, was appointed by the council, and afterwards, as the duke’s deputy, 

held parliaments up to 1459. 

After the dispersal of his followers at the Rout of Ludford on 12 October 

of that year the Duke of York fled for refuge to Ireland. In England he 

was attainted as a traitor, but he was well received in Ireland, “for he 

had exceedingly tyed unto him the hearts of the noblemen and gentlemen 

of that land.” In a parliament held before him in 1460 he sought by 

several enactments to protect himself against his opponents in England 

and to gain favour in Ireland, but the contest, which had now become a 

dynastic one, could only be settled in England, and the duke accompanied 

by several Anglo-Irish lords and their retainers left about September to 

join the victorious Earl of Warwick and claim the crown. When he 

seemed on the eve of success he fell in the fight at Wakefield on 

30 December. But the triumph of the Yorkists was only deferred, and 

on 4 March 1461 the duke’s son was enthroned at Westminster as 

Edward IV. 
The new king confirmed the Earl of Kildare in his office and rewarded 

the Bamwalls, FitzEustaces, Prestons, and others for their services to the 

Yorkist cause. The Earl of Ormonde and Wiltshire had \)een beheaded 

after the battle of Towton, but his kinsmen still caused disturbances in 

Ireland. They w'ere, however, defeated by the forces of the Earl of Desmond 

in 1462, and in the following year, in reward apparently for this service, 

Thomas, Earl of Desmond, was appointed deputy, while Kildare was made 

lord chancellor. Desmond had the characteristics of an Irish chieftain 

and relied greatly on the support given to him by the Irish and the 

“degenerate” English, but was regarded with distrust by the English 

lords of Meath and Fingal. They accused him of “extorting coigne and 

livery, and of being advised, ruled, and governed by the king’s traitors and 

rebels.” At the time he was supported by the king, but his rule ended in 

disaster. In 1466 he was taken prisoner along with some Meath lords by 

O’Conor of Offaly, and though the prisoners w'ere afterwards rescuecl, 

marauding parties devastated Meath unchecked. More ominous still, 

O’Brien of Thomond led a host—“the greatest since Brian Borumha was 

conquering Ireland”—into Desmond, and was only bought off from 

Leinster by the earl “making sure to him” the territory of Clanwilliam 

in County Limerick (which did not belong to the earl) and a tribute of 
60 marks from that city. 

Next year Desmond was superseded by John Tiptoft, Earl of Worcester, 

and by the parliament held before him on 4 February 1468 both 

Desmond and Kildare were attainted of treason in respect of “alliance 
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fosterage and alterage with the Irish enemies, and in giving them horses 

and harness and arms and supporting them against the King's faithful 

servants.*^ Desmond was beheaded on 14 February, but Kildare was 

pardoned and restored in the following July. The Gaels of Ireland 

lamented the death of the Earl of Desmond, whom they regarded almost 

as one of themselves, and contemporary evidence indicates that he was 

suspected of using his influence with them to further his own ambitions 

and against the interests of the loyal English. The unwonted severity of 

his punishment, however, may be ascribed to the character of the Earl of 

Worcester, who earned the name of the “grim butcher” for his ruthless 

executions of those who intrigued against the king. It was at any rate 

bad policy, and it led to the complete estrangement and ultimate ruin of 

the house of Desmond. 

During the brief restoration of Henry VI in the winter of 1470-71 

Tiptoft—“the wreck of the maledictions of the men of Ireland”—was 

himself beheaded. The Irish council now again appointed the Earl of 

Kildare as justiciar, and he was continued as deputy under the Duke of 

Clarence. In short, he and his successors in the earldom, the eighth and 

ninth earls, gradually made themselves indispensable to the government, 

and whoever was named King's Lieutenant, an Earl of Kildare for the next 

sixty-four years, with brief exceptions, was the real governor and source 

of power in Ireland. 



CHAPTER XIV 

SCOTLAND, 1328-1488 

The treaty of Northampton (1328) surrendered the Plantagenet daini 
to the suzerainty of Scotland. But the tender years of Bruce’s son David II 

(1329-71) and an opportune revival of the Balliol candidature afforded 
occasion for provocation which English policy was willing to exploit. The 

circumstances were largely of Bruce’s making. After Bannockburn he 
declared forfeiture upon many between whom and himself Red Comyn’s 
murder raised a blood-feud. The treaty of 1328 provided for the 
restitution of some thus dealt with. But its stipulations were not fulfilled, 

and the “disinherited” set their hopes of restoration upon foreign arms. 
Among the disaffected were Henry de Beaumont, whose wife was niece and 

heiress of John Comyn, seventh Earl of Buchan, Gilbert Umfraville, also a 
Comyn by maternal descent, who claimed the earldom of Angus of which 

his father had been deprived, and the forfeited Earl of Atholl, whom 
marriage connected with the same stock. A Balliol restoration promised to 

promote their own, and, with Edward Ill’s secret encouragement, Balliol 

having died in 1313, his eldest son Edward returned to England from 
France in 1330. Two years later, accompanied by the “disinherited,” he 
landed in Fifeshire (1332), demanding “the lands which are our own by 

right,” dispersed a force under the incompetent Regent Mar at Dupplin 

Moor, and mastered Perth. In September he wa.s crowned at i^-one 
as “Edward I." But before the end of the year he was over the Border, 
expelled by as sudden a turn of fortune as won his first success. Like his 

father, he had bartered Scotland’s independence for English support, and 
with English auxiliaries returned in 1333 to make another bid for the 
throne. Defeat at Halidon Hill, near Berwick, drove David Bruce to 

France for security, and Edward III exacted from his protege renewed 

acknowledgment of his suzerainty, along with the surrender of Berwick 
and Lothian (1334). Bruce’s work was undone. But Balliol’s authority 
depended wholly on his suzerain’s aid, and Edward Ill’s ambition 
inconveniently veered to another purpose. In October 1337 he published 

his claim to the throne of France. Scotland consequently was spared; 
her English-held strongholds were slowly recovered; Balliol was re¬ 

called to England, and in 1341 David was again among his people. 

Bound to France by ties of hospitality, he was now invited to strike a blow 

on her behalf. Defeated at Neville’s Cross (1346), he was carried into 
captivity, recovering his liberty eleven years later (1357) upon an under¬ 

taking to pay 100,000 marks in ten annual payments. By a subsequent 

agreement the rigorous terms were somewhat abated. But when David 

died in 1871 Scotland was still deep in debt to England, in whose hands 
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Annandale, Berwick, Roxburgh, and Lochmaben also remained. A cen¬ 

tury passed before she was expelled from Scottish soil. 

IJnworthy in other aspects, David’s reign may be counted the cradle of 

vernacular Scottish literature. Among his subjects were John Barbour, 

archdeacon of Aberdeen, author of The Brus^ an epic of David’s heroic 

father, and Andrew of Wyntoun, a canon regular of St Serfs, whose 

metrical Original Chronicle records history from the Creation to the ac¬ 

cession of James I in 1406. Contemporaries of Chaucer, their remoteness 

from the Renaissance spirit reveals the relative backwardness of Scottish 

culture in a period calculated to brace rather than refine the national 

character. On the other hand, the Bruce reigns placed Scotland on the 

path of constitutional progress. Already in 1291 the voice of the Crown’s 

lesser vassals had been heard in a national crisis, though an organised 

system of county representation was not planned till the reign of James I, 

Unlike England, where the development of lx)rough and county member¬ 

ship was simultaneous, the Scottish burghs preceded the counties as an 

established estate in Parliament. Bruce’s Parliament at CAinbuskenneth 

in 1326 must be counted their earliest association with the Estates. 

Needing money to finance a costly and persisting warfare, his summons 

of the burghs was not disinterested. But, as with the English Third 

Estate, the date of their first appearance may not be regarded as the 

beginning of an uninterrupted attendance. In the course of the following 

hundred and thirty years they frequently were not summoned; only after 

1424 their attendance seems to have been regular. The reign of David II 

also supplies another detail of constitutional development. At the 

Scone Parliament in 1367 the majority returned home caum aiUumpnt^ 

leaving a commission to watch the interests of their constituencies. At 

Perth also, in 1369, propter importuniiatem et caristiarn iemporis, the 

majority departed, leaving the remainder to hold the Parliament. A few 

montlis later the practice was repeated. Alleging the impropriety of 

divulging matters of State to the whole body, a commission was set 

up, which, in 1424, was constituted specifically to consider “articles” of 

business submitted by the Crown. Thenceforward, till the seventeenth 

century, the Committee (or Lords) of the Articles virtually iKsurped the 

delil)erative functions of Parliament. Whether it was the natural outcome 

of circHiinstances, or the convenient device of the Crown or another 

dominant interest, or modelled on French precedents*, the Committee 

made the Scottish Parliament the pliable instrument of the Crown. 

From a similar committee, appointed specially to deal with litigation (ad 

deliberandum mper hidiciis contradictts\ dcxoloped the judicatory which 

at a later time became the Court of Session’. Still, the ciicumstances of the 

two reigns put in the hands of Parliament powers which considerably 

curtailed the sovereign’s prerogative—regulation of the coinage and 

* Cf. Rait, The Parliament* of Scotland. 
* Cf. Hannay, The College of Justice. 
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currency, determination of war and peace, and the supervision of executive 
acts. 

In David^'s reign also the inferior clergy had direct representation in 

Parliament, though there is no appearance of such a praemunientes clause 

as Edward I addressed to the English bishops. At the Scone Parliament 

in 1367, besides the bishops and their proctors, priors, and abbots, certain 

of the lower clergy were placed upon the commission ad parliamentum 

tenendum. In 1369 and 1370 a similar course was followed, while in the 

latter Parliament a few inferior clergy (jpauci> de infei^ioribus cleri) were 

condemned for absence per contumaciamy a term which predicates a special 

summons. Throughout the fifteenth century the number of inferior 

clergy present was always small, in some degi'ee for the practical reasons 

that deterred their secular colleagues^ But a few ordinarily sat upon the 

Parliamentary committees, while the association of the Spiritual Estate 

with Parliament explains its frequent trespasses upon the domain of 

ecclesiastical authority. During a period of pestilence in 1456, the Estates 

directed the bishops to organise open-air processions in their dioceses, and 

to grant indulgences to the clergy conducting them. Other notable 

examples are Parliaments attempts to restrict the immunities of criminous 

clerks, curtail the abuse of sanctuary, and oppose the system of papal 
provisions. 

In the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries France and Scotland both 

suffered interruptions of a hitherto unbroken male succession in the 

reigning house. The experiences of 1292 and 1306 were repeated upon 

David IPs death in 1371. His heir was his nephew Robert Stewart, son of 

his half-sister Marjorie (o6.1316) and Walter the High Steward {oh. 1327). 

Of Breton stock, the Stewarts were established in Shropshire early in the 

twelfth century and thence migrated to Scotland under David Fs patronage. 

Walter FitzAlan {oh. 1177), first of the Scottish line, received estates in 

Kyle and Renfrew and the High Stewardship of the kingdom, a dignity 

which became hereditary till a higher superseded it; from it the family 

took its name*-'. Robert, sixth in de-st^ent from Walter FitzAlan, was the 

first of a line of sovereigns who reigned, but rarely ruled, for more than 

300 years. In a period when a strong hand was needed to curb feudal 

arrogance, it was Scotland s misfortune that, with few exceptions, the 

Stewarts were ill-equipped to accomplish their task. From 1371 onwards 

to 1488 the arresting fact in Scottish history is the challenge offered, 

especially by the house of Douglas, to the new dynasty. Supported by a 

private competence relatively trivial, the Stewarts were hard put to it to 
hold their own. 

When Robert II (1371-90) received the crown, the lordship of Douglas 
had recently (1858) been raised to an earldom. Faithful service to Bruce 

1 Principal Rait {ScottUh Hist. liev. xii. 116) concludes that those who attended 
were generally officials or clerks. 

* The form Stuart" came from France with Mary Stewart. 
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brought it much property in MofFatdale^ Jedburgh, Ettrick Forest, 
Lauderdale, Teviotdale, and Eskdale, while the Wardenship of the East 

Marches and Justiciarship below the Forth, augmenting its private 
jurisdiction, made its authority almost royal in a situation whose prox¬ 

imity to England afforded opportunities for spectacular service which 
constantly exalted it in popular estimation. William, first Earl of Douglas, 
significantly contested the succession to the throne with the first Stewart, 

and no less than six children of the first and third earls married into the 
royal house. James, second Earl of Douglas (pb. 1388), husband of 

Robert IPs daughter Isabella, placed his name upon the pinnacle of 

popular reganl at Otterburn, the one heroic event of the first Stewart 

reign. Almost upon its second anniversary Robert II laid down his 
undistinguished sceptre. 

His successor, Robert III (1390-1406), inherited his father'^s character 

and, like him, came past middle age to the throne. Called John at the 
font, the unhappy associations of this name clung to him persistently. 

Crippled, irresolute, he stands in the background in turbulent years 

whose chief disturbei-s were his own family. The wanton burning of 

Elgin Cathedral (1390) was the act of his brother, fittingly named 
“Wolf of Badenoch,*^ whose clumsy effigy to-day is incongruously 

housed in Dunkeld Cathedral. Such acts as those that made his nephew 

Alexander Earl of Mar, and brought the earldom of Ross to the Stewarts, 

display a lawless spirit in the royal house which called for Parliament's 

reproof in 1397, The king’s eldest son, David, Duke of Rothesay*, 

dissolute and reckless, provoked a claim to suzerainty by the newly estab¬ 

lished house of I^ncaster, and in 1400 a King of England for the last time 
campaigned on Scottish soil. Two years later Archibald, fourth Earl of 

Douglas {oh. 1424), Robert’s son-in-law, retaliating, was defeated on 

Homildon Hill, and, supporting Hotspur’s blusterous challenge at Shrews¬ 

bury (1403), passed into HenrylV’s custody till 1408. Meanwhile, after 

an act of characteristic violence, Rothesay died (1402) in confinement, 

probably at the instigation of his uncle Robert, Duke of Albany. 

Anxious to preserve his heir, James, a boy of twelve, the king sent the 

prince to France. Off Flamborough Head he was intercepted by English 

privateers, who conducted their prize to London (March 1406). ITie 

disaster broke Robert’s declining spirit. 

Till his death in 1420, little concerned to procure his nephew’s release, 

Albany ruled as Regent in his name, and by a characteristic act of self- 

seeking provokcKl an enemy in a new quarter. For a century and a half 

the allegiance of the Western Isles to the Scottish Crown had been 
perfunctory. John of the Isles {oh. 1387), balancing his course between 
Bruce and Balliol, was with difficulty brought to an oath of fealty. Donald 

his son {oh. 1423) flung down the gage at Harlaw. Alexander, Donald’s 

* In 1398, along with his uncle Robert, Earl of Fife (Duke of Albany), he re¬ 
ceived the dignity of a dukedom. The title was new to Scotland. 

32 
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successor {oh. 1449), was twice imprisoned as a rebel. John, last Lord o 
the Isles (06.1603), suffered attainder. The record ranks the Macdonalds 
of the Isles with the Douglas as types of the feudal license of their 
generation. Donald’s quarrel with Albany was provoked by the duke s 
dealing with the earldom of Ross, which devolved in 1402 on the late 
earl’s heiress Euphemia, Albany’s grand-daughter. Euphemia was induced 
to take the veil and resign the dignity to her uncle, Albany’s son, to 
the prejudice of her legal heir, Mary, wife of Donald of the Isles^ Assert¬ 
ing his wife’s claim, Donald demanded the earldom, and, offering England 
his ‘‘aUegiance and amity,” led his caterans to defeat at Harlaw (1411) 
a few miles from Aberdeen. 

Otherwise Albany’s regency was marked by events which reveal the 
stirring of intellectual forces elsewhere at work in Europe. The voices of 
Hus and Wyclif already echoed in Scotland, where, in 1407, James Resby, 
an English Wyclifite, was burnt for challenging the Pope’s authority. 
A quarter of a century later (1433) Paul Crawar, a Bohemian, testified 
at the stake for similar heterodoxy. Equally significant is the foundation 
of the first Scottish university. The apparatus of learning as yet was 
confined to the cathedrals and monasteries, whose libraries, as, for instance, 
those of Aberdeen and Glasgow, contained the works of the Fathers, the 
treatises of the schoolmen, l^itin translations of Aristotle, and I'emains 
of pagan antiquity. With meagre opportunities at home, Scottish 
students sought instruction elsewhere. Oxford and Cambridge in the 
infrequent intervals of peace received them in their halls. And when that 
avenue to learning closed, the Ancient I^eague opportunely invited them 
to France. In 1326 a Scots College, restricted at first to natives of Moray, 
was founded at Paris. But the zeal for learning, as well as the need for 
an educated clergy competent to confound heresy, demanded a university 
on Scottish soil. In 1413 Pope Benedict XIII sanctioned a stuihtm 
gemrale at St Andrews. Forty years later (1451) a second was established 
at Glasgow, and, after a similar interval, a third was founded (1495) at 
Aberdeen. In all three the university w'as the daughter of the Church 
whose interests it was designed to serve. 

Albany’s son Murdoch, his successor as Regent, was more sensitive than 
his father to the national dishonour involved in the sovereign’s pro¬ 
longed captivity, and the death of Henry V in 1422 facilitated an agi'ee- 
ment. In 1423 ‘‘perpetual peace” was covenanted between the two 
realms, Scottish men-at-arms were recalled from French service, and 
James obtained his release. Delaying his return to marry I^y Joan 
Beaufort, the “milk-white dove” of the Kingut Qtiair, he arrived in 
Scotland in the spring of 1424 and took up his heavy task. Succeeding 
two sovereigns of indifferent health and vitality, James came to the throne, 
at the age of thirty, in full physical vigour. At peace with England, 
save for a vain effort to recover Roxburgh (1436), his purpose bent 

' See Pedigree Table xxiv in Terry, op. cit. 
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unrelaxingly to one absorbing task. Let God but grant me life,’’ he is 

said to have promised, “and there shall not be a spot in my kingdom 

where the key doth not keep the castle and the bracken the cow,” The 

crises through which the kingdom recently had passed—the war with 

England, his own minority and captivity, and the accession of a new 

dynasty undistinguished as yet by ability or public servic‘e—had per¬ 

mitted the Crown to be overshadowed by its feudatories, whose addiction 

to private vendettas, contempt of royal authority, and subordination of 

national to selfish interests, constituted a serious menace to the public 

welfare. James held it his mission to restore to the Crown the authority 

others had usurped, and if he was little scrupulous in the means he 

employed, the circumstances called for drastic action. 

James’ activity was tireless, his vengeance unrelaxing. Within two 

months of his return he seized Murdoch’s eldest son Walter, his brother-in- 

law Malcolm Fleming of Cumlx?rnauld, and Thomas Boyd the younger of 

Kilmarnock, one of an aspirhig family. L^rly in 1425 he laid hands on 

Miirdo(*h’s father-in-law, the aged Earl of Ix?nnox, and arrested Murdoch 

himself, his wife, and their younger son Alexander. If their fate was ever 

in doubt, Murdoch’s remaining son James More decided it. Descending 

upon Dumbarton, he gave the place to the flames and slew the garrison. 

James hesitilted no longer: in May Murdoch’s eldest son was executed at 

Stirling; Murdoch, his son Alexander, and his father-in-law Lennox met 

the same fate. The ruin of the house of Allmny requited James’ long 

c!aptivity and Rothesay’s death. Till the end of his rcngn James retained 

the I^ennox earldom. He dealt as summarily with thi'ee other fiefs. On 

the plea that it was a male fee he attached the earldom of Strathearn and 

sent its holder to England as a hostage for the royal ransom. The Earl 

of March, whose father ha<l leagued with England in the late reign, 

siifferwl forfeiture. Putting aside the legal heir, James also seized the 

earldom of Mar. As summarily he dealt with Alexander of the Isles, 

son of Donald of Harlaw, who, with other chiefs, was seized and imprisoned. 

But though the most formidable of his associates went to the block, 

Alexander w^as spared, and in 1429 was again in arms, till, marching upon 

the lowlands, he w'as intercepted and made submivssion. Of the highlands, 

as of the low lands, James was the master. 

As tirek^s was the king’s legislative activity. Parliament empow^ered 

him to summon his vassiils to prixluce their charters and justify possession 

of their lands, forlmde pursuit of private vendettas and the maintenance 

of excessive feudal retinues, and secured the Customs to the Crown for a 

“living.” His enactments reve^il James’ close observation. He prescribes 

the arms and armour at military musters, instructs all moles above twelve 

years to “have usage of archery,” recommends the provision of practice 

grounds for the purpose conveniently “near paroche kirks”, proscril>es 

the? competing game of football under penalty of fine, instructs in the 

sowing of peas and beans, imposes penalties on negligent farmers enter- 
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taining destructive rooks ‘‘biggand in treis,’’insists upon honest sporting 

tackle for the lure of salmon, orders vigorous hunting of wolves, and 

threatens poachers and unlawful slayers of the red deer. He regulates 

the costume of his lieges and the price of their victuals, devises precautions 

against the outbreak of tire, regulates weights, measures, and the coinage, 

ordains an inquisition of idle men, provides for hospitals, and requires 

ale and wine houses to close on the stroke of nine. 

James was as masterful in his relations with the Church. The first act 

of his first Parliament assured its accustomed liberties and privileges, and 

in 1425 the law was enacted under which Paul Crawar suffered. James was as 

firm with the orthodox as with the heretic. He admonished the Church 

to use its wealth in the service of religion, bade the monastic fraternities 

put their houses in order, and gave them an example in his Carthusian 

foundation at Perth, the only house of that rule in Scotland. He instructed 

the ecclesiastical synod to modify the procedure of the Church courts, and 

involved himself in a dispute with the Papacy by his fearless invasion of 

the spiritual province. At the Council of Basle he was repi*esented in the 

effort to uphold the liberties of Christendom against papal usurpation. 

In the constitutional development of the kingdom his reign holds a place 

no less important. From an early period freeholders of the Crown l)elow 

baronial rank had the right to attend Parliament. In fact, they did so 

either perfunctorily or not at all. To give the Crown the support it needed 

against its baronage, James desired to establish the country lairds in 

Parliament alongside the burgesses. To that end, by an act of 1428, he 

permitted their order in every sheriffdom to send up two* or more of their 

number competent to speak in their behalf. But he failed to overcx)me 

the indifference of the county gentry, and more than a century passed 

before county representation was satisfactorily regulated. As clearly 

grounded upon his English experience was James’ injunction to the 

county freeholdei-s to elect ‘‘a common speaker of Parliament” com{>etent 

to “propone all and sundry needs and causes pertaining to the Commons 

in the Parliament or General Council.” The innovation failed to com¬ 
mend itself and was not pressed. 

The tragedy that cut short James’ strenuous career was invited partly 

by his rapacity, partly by the ambition of his kinsmen, desc*endants of 

his grandfather Robeid II’s second marriage with Euphemia Ross, of 

whom James’ half-uncle Walter Earl of Atholl, only surviving son of 

their union, was head and representative. James himself was descended 

from Robert II’s first marriage with Elizabeth Mure, which, though 

legalised by papal licence, remained canonically irregular on grounds of 

consanguinity, of the previous contraction of Elizabeth to another spouse, 

and of her irregular cohabitation with Robert before matrimony. Atholl’s 

hopes of succession, advantaged by James’ destruction of the house of 

Albany, were further encouraged by the fact that James’ heir was not 

* Clackmaunau aud Kinross were restricted to one. 
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born till 1430, after six years of wedlock, and was still an infant when 

his father’s murder gave him the throne. The active contrivers of that 

deed were Sir Robei*t Stewart, Atholl’s grandson, whom James had 

admitted to his household, perhaps with an eye to naming him heir- 

apparent should his own marriage remain barren, and Sir Robert Graham, 

whom he had arrested and released upon his return to Scotland, a man 

whom his brother's marriage attached to Atholl, and whom James’ treat¬ 

ment of Stratheani provoked. Early in 1437 Parliament was summoned 

to Perth to receive a papal legate. The castle not being in repair, James 

quartered the court upon the Black Friars outside the city. On the night of 

20 or 21 February, Stewart, in service as Chamberlain, admitted Graham 

and a baud of AthoH’s retainers. James was about to retire, when a sound 

of tumult warned him of danger. Seeking to bar the door of his apartment, 

he found the bolt withdrawn, and, raising a flag in the stone floor, dropped 

to a vault below^ Graham, with othei’s, entering the hall, found it empty 

of all but the queen and her women. But a noise from below revealed the 

king’s hiding-place, and there the assassins did their work. 

Aeneas Sylvius Piecolomini, afterwards Pope Pius II, who visited 

Scotland in James’ reign, found it a rugged, inhospitable land, where the 

winter vsun “illuminates the earth little more than three hours.” The 

towns were open and their houses for the most part constructed without 

lime. In the country the roofs w^ere of turf and the doors of ox-hide. 

Bread was a luxury, flesh and fish the principal diet of the j)Oor. The 

crops were meagre and the country ill-supplied with timber. Hides, wool, 

salted fish, and pearls were exported to Flanders, and the native oysters 

were superior to those fished in English watere. The common people 

lacked refinement,and their women, though comely, were not distinguished 

for chastity. Scotland appeared to Piecolomini “a barren wilderness,” 

and not until he reachecl Newcastle on his southward journey did he 

“once more Ix^hold civilisation.” Froissart, who visited the country in 

David IPs reign, tells a similar story: Edinburgh could not vie even with 

Tournai or Valenciennes. The French who campaigned in the country 

declared they had never known till then the meaning of poverty and hard 

living. On the other hand, Pedro de Ayala, who visited Scotland r. 1500, 

found populous towns and villages, hewn stone houses, glass windows, 

excellent dooi-s, good furniture, a prosperous tiwle in salmon, herring, and 

dried fish, and a considerable and growling public revenue, Scotland’s 

economic development in and after James I’s reign was considerable. 

From the accession of James I to that of Charles I in 1625, a period 

of two hundred years, every sovereign came to the throne as a minor. 

James I’s English widow was the first of a succession of queen-mothers 

left to guard a juvenile king, a circumstance of which the baronage took 

advantage. In no other country had their order so prolonged an oppor¬ 

tunity to exhibit the evils of a feudal society. James IPs reign (1437-60) 

passed in circumstances with which Scotland was to become familiar. His 
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mother, after her second marriage to Sir James Stewart, Knight of Lorn, 

vanishes out of Scotland’s story, leaving James in the control of minor 

notables—Sir William Crichton and Sir Alexander Livingstone of 

Callendar, both of whom had enjoyed his father’s favour. In collusion 

the two planned a crime which, whether inspired by fear or by the 

traditions of their dead master’s policy, put a feud between Douglas and 

Stewart which only the ruin of one or the other could compose. In the 

autumn of 1440, William, sixth Earl of Doiigleus, a boy of fifteen, was 

invited with his brother David to Edinburgh, where the young sovereign 

was in residence. Douglas was related to those who had planned the late 

king’s murder, and actually was heir to the pretensions of the house of 

Atholl. On these or other grounds his death was determined. The brothers 

were seized as they sat at meat with their royal host, and, after a swift 

and mock trial, were hurried to the scaffold. Both were without issue and 

the vast Douglas heritage was broken up. Annandale, a male fee, reverted 

to the Crown. The French duchy of Touraine, which dated from 1423, 

lapsed to the Crown of France. Only the unentailed portions of the in¬ 

heritance descended to the dead earl’s sister Margaret, the Fair Maid 

of Galloway. No sentence of forfeiture having lx.'en declared, the title 

passed to James the Gross {oh, 1443), great-uncle of the murdered earl. 

William, eighth Earl of Douglas {ob. 1452), set himself to exact tlie 

vengeance his father had been careless todemand. Uniting with Livingstone 

he procured Crichton’s outlawry and his own appointment as Lieutenant 

of the Realm. A papal dispensation in 1444 permitted him to marry 

his cousin the heiress of Galloway, and about the same time he entered 

into a “band” with the F>arl of Crawford, the most formidable noble north 

of the Forth, who inherited the wrongs of the fallen house of Mai*ch, and 

also with John, Lord of the Isles and Earl of Ross {ob. 1503). The termina¬ 

tion of the truce made with England in 1438 gave him opportunity for 

service in a familiar field, and a notable victory near Gretna on the banks 

of the Sark in 1448 revived the prestige of the Douglas name throughout 

Scotland. James, now in his twentieth year, had in his cousin and chancellor. 

Bishop James Kennedy of St Andrews, an able statesman conceraed to 

maintain the Crown’s authority against baronial leagues and ambition. 

In the summer of 1450 Douglas was dispatched to Rome on a diplomatic 

mission, and in his absence James made a formidable demonstration of 

authority on his tenitories. In February 1452, cither unsuspicious or 

contemptuous of danger, Douglas ol)eyed a royal summons to the court 

at Stirling. Hk retinue found quarters in the town l>elow. Douglas was 

housed in the castle, and on the morrow of his arrival supped with the 

king. The topic of the Crawford-Hoss “band” was broached and the 

king demanded its dissolution, Douglas refused, and flames flung himself 

upon him, shouting “False traitor,since you will not, this shall,” dirking 

him as he spoke. The crime demanded a conclusive trial of strength 

between the Crown and its most powerful vassal. Parliament attainted 



James II 476 

Crawford in June 1452 and applauded James’ recent violence upon a 

traitor. Lavish grants of property drew a formidable army to the Crown’s 

support, and before the summer was over the new Douglas and his brothers 

made their submission, while Crawford yielded to the king’s lieutenant, 

Alexander Gordon, first Earl of Huntly. For the moment James was 

content, permitted Douglas’ marriage with his brother’s widow, and named 

him a commissioner to England to negotiate a truce. Douglas probably 

used his opportunity to promote disloyal ends. Whatever the provocation 

he received, James took the field again in March 1456, wasted the Douglas 

lands, and drove the earl and his brothers to England, where they became 

pensioners of the English court. Meanwhile, in Scotland, the earl was 

attainted, his property forfeited, his Wardenship of the Marches recalled. 

Once or twice he made futile efforts to trouble Gotland, and, so engaged, 

was captured in 1484. He died without issue in 1488, and the greatness 

of his house with him. 

That a subject should so long have menaced the Crown was due in 

large measure to the poverty of the royal house. This disability was now 

removed. Douglas’ attainder forfeited to the sovereign a rich property, 

while in 1455 opportunity was taken to attach to the Crown in perpetuity 

lordships which the public interest forbade to pass into the hands of 

subjects—Galloway and Ettrick forest, sometime Douglas property; the 

castles of Edinburgh, Stirling, Dumbarton, with their domains; the 

earldoms of Fife and Stratheam; and others of less importance. James 

outdistanced his father in the extent of his appropriations and enrichment 

of the Crown. He died master of the kingdom and in the moment of his 

last success. Excepting Berwick, Roxburgh remained the last fortress in 

English hands. It fell in August 1460, but cost the king his life. While 

watching the practice of one of his great pieces, “mair curious than 

became the majestic of ane king,” the monster burst and killed him on 

the spot. He was only in his thirtieth year and had reigned twenty-four 

Something he owed to Kennedy's sagacity, most to his own character. 

The new king, James III (1460-88), a boy of ten, inherited none of 

the vigour and resource of his father and grandfather. In him the royal 

authority was as impotent as under the first two Stewarts, the Crown 

once more became the sport of contending factions, and treason, abetted 

by England, shewed itself within the royal house. The rivalry of York 

and l^Ancaster also affected Scotland. Allied to the Beauforts, James H’s 

sympathies inclined to the Lancastrians, and though his widow, Mary 

of Guelders, influenced by her relationship to the Duke of Burgundy, 

favoured the Yorkists, her son’s advisers, alarmed by the exiled Douglas’ 

collusion with the White Rose and the latter’s disposition to revive 

English claims to superiority, supported their late sovereign’s prefer¬ 

ence. In 1461, after their rout at Tow ton, Margaret of Anjou and her 

husband besought assistance and offered Berwick as a bribe. With 

intervals it had remained in English hands since 1296. In April 1461 
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Henry restored it and recruited a considerable force in Scotland in his 

behalf. Edward IV, retaliating, promised Douglas reinstatement and 

John of the Isles possession of Scotland north of the Scots Water (Firth 

of Forth), provided they gave him faithful and effective service as lord 

paramount. John of the Isles took arms, Douglas and his brother harried 

the marches, and Kennedy, gauging the weakness of the I^ncastrian 

cause, at length turned Henry VI adrift. In 1463 a truce was made with 

Yorkist England, prolonged by mutual agreement to fifteen years. 

The deaths of the queen-mother and Kennedy, first of Scotland’s 

ecclesiastical statesmen, delivered James in his fifteenth year to an 

aspiring family whose fall was as sudden as its rise was swift. The chief 

actors in a rapid drama were Robert l4ord Boyd and his brother Sir 

Alexander, the latter of whom was both governor of Edinburgh Castle 

and the king’s instructor in martial exercises. In February 1466 the 

Boyds banded with others to secure the king’s person. In July James 

was kidnapped and carried to Edinburgh, whei-e, in October, a submissive 

Parliament named Lord Boyd sole governor of the realm, keeper of the 

king and his two brothers, and custodian of the royal fortresses. Whether 

or not he acted in collusion with the Yorkist government, Boyd’s chief 

purpose was to advantage his family. His son received the earldom of 

Arran and the hand of James’sister Mary (1467). If selfishly inspired, 

Boyd’s rule performed one first-rate service to Scotland. Her failure to 

pay the ‘‘annual” for the Western Isles since 1426 had accumulated 

considerable arrears, and even before James IPs death Norway de¬ 

clared her dissatisfaction. French mediation suggested a match between 

Christian Fs daughter and the Scottish king to compose the difficulty, 

and in 1468 Arran was sent to Norway to arrange it. His mission was 

successful: James’ proposal for Margaret of Norway was accepted; of her 

jointure one-sixth (10,000 florins) was to accompany her to Scotland; for 

the balance (50,000 florins) the Orkneys were pigged and full acquittance 

was given for the “annual.” In fact the princess brought but two of the 

promised ten thousand florins; her father therefore pledged the Shetlands 

too. Neither group was ever redeemed, and in 1472 both Orkneys and 

Shetlands were annexed to the Scottish Crown. The king’s marriage 

extinguished the Boyds’ supremacy, Arran’s presumptuous union with 

royalty excited the jealousy of his peers. His father and uncle, impeachtnl 

of treason, suffered forfeiture and Sir Alexander went to the block. 

Arran passed a roving life in Europe until his death. His wife, divorced 

from his fortunes, gave her hand to the first I>ord Hamilton {ob, 1479), 

to whom she took the Arran title. 

James at this point could look back U[)on a reign not undistinguished. 

Berwick, Roxburgh, Orkney, and Shetland had l)een recovered, St 

Andrews had been constituted an archbishopric, John of the Isle.s 

had been brought to submission, and his earldom of Ross augmented 

the domains attached by forfeiture. But within the i*oyal house dis- 



James III 477 

sension had been growing. In tastes and temperament James had little 

in common with his brothers, Alexander Duke of Albany and John 

Earl of Mar, who shared the contempt of his lords for what they held 

their sovereign*‘s unkingly occupations. Albany, ambitious and disloyal, 

sold himself to England in a treaty signed at Fotheringhay in 1482, and, 

joining Edward’s brother Gloucester, gave siege to Berwick. The crisis 

brought the barons’ quan*el with the king and his plebeian counsellors to 

a head. Accompanied by his favourites, James encamped at Lauder 

Bridge, where Archibald ‘Bell-the-Cat,’ Earl of Angus, speaking for the 

malcontents, threatened to retreat unless the king’s minions were dis¬ 

missed, and, on James’ refusal, hanged them forthwith. Opposition to 

Gloucester and Albany collapsed, and, Berwick having fallen, the dukes 

entered Edinburgh in triumph. Returning to England, Gloucester 

mastered the castle, as already he possessed the town of Berwick (1482). 

It passed finally from Scotland’s possession. 

Meanwhile, James and his brotiiers seemed reconciled. In December 

1482 Albany received the Lieutenancy of the Realm and the earldom 

of Mar and (iarioch. But he was still in league with England, where his 

agents in February 148fJ confirmed the Fotheringhay compact. Suspecting 

his treason, James, in March, Imnished him from court, and Parliament, 

in May, visited his treason upon his head. Attainted, he fled across the 

Border, threw a last stake with exiled Douglas in 1484, and passed to 

the Continent, where he died (1485). Three years later James closed an 

uneasy reign. His favour of men “of the lowest description” remained a 

grievance with his nobles. His employment of ecclesiastics in the public 

servic’c equally displeased them. In 1488 the storm long threatened 

broke. Provoked immediately by James’ intention to attach the i*evenues 

of Coldingham Priory to his Chapel Royal at Stirling, a confederacy w^as 

formed by the Homes, but agreement was reached upon the king's 

undertaking to choose as his counsellors none but “ prelates, lords, and 

others of wisdom.” Yet his sincerity was doubted, and the confederates 

kept the field. In June the armies faced each other at Sauchie Burn, 

near Bannockburn. Carried from the field by a charger beyond his 

maiuigement, James was tracked bv his enemies to a distant hovel and 

dispatched in cold blood (1488). The circumstances of the murder were 

never divulged. The king, the curious were told, “ hap{)ened to be slain.” 

Thus the fifteenth century clo.sed for Scotland in depressing conditions. 

The careers of Douglas and Albany, and of lesser men, Boyds, Crichtons, 

Livingstones, and others, reveal the imperfect degree to which, after more 

than a century of rule, the Stewarts had tfimed their intractable baronage. 

On the other hand, the apparatus of an ordered State had been set up; 

Parliament functioned in a form it never lost; the outlying islands had 

been recovei*ed to their natural allegiance; and though English enmity was 

still to inflict a disaster greater than any Scotland had experienced, 

English imperialism, working indirectly through a Balliol, Douglas, 
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Albany, or Lord of the Isles, had been firmly resisted. With France an 

alliance existed which drew Scotland into the current of European politics 

and advanced her cultural progress. Two universities promoted learning, 

and cultivated thought found expression in a hardy vernacular literature 

which possessed, in Robert Henryson, a poet whose outlook and style 

bespeaks Scotland’s closeness to the Renaissance, though his contemporary 

Blind Harry’s Wallace glances backward at an enmity which had tested 

and established the foundations on which Scotland’s natural existence 

was laid. She awaited the Reformation to draw her into a new world of 

thought and action from which her geographical isolation and concentra¬ 

tion upon the problem of national preservation as yet held her somewhat 
aloof. 



CHAPTER XV 

SPAIN, 1412-1616 

The political history of fifteenth-century Spain may be taken to begin 

in Castile in 1406 with the accession of John II, the son of Henry III; 
in Aragon in 1412 with the election to the thrones of Aragon and Cata¬ 
lonia of an Infant of Castile, Don Ferdinand el de Antequera, the son of 

John I of Castile and grandson of Peter IV of Aragon. 

The history of Castile in this century is lacking in political importance 
until 1474. It is merely a record of the persistence of internal discord, 
due to the lawlessness of the nobility and the efforts made by the kings 

to dominate this class and to recall it to a state of subordination and 

submission to the laws. Unfortunately, the two kings who succeeded 

Henry III—John II and Henry IV—were lacking in the qualities necessary 
for the achievement of this end. 

John II came to the throne when he was only two years old. His 
minority, however, was a period of tranquillity and good government, 

thanks to the statesmanlike and disinterested character of his uncle Don 
Ferdinand el de Antequera, who not only mastered the nobles, but also 

boldly pushed forward the work of reconquest from the Muslims. He 
achieved the capture of the town of Antequera, in the north-east of the 

district of Mdlaga, in 1410. Unfortunately, his election to the throne 
of Aragon, of which more will be said hereafter, caused the regency to 

fall into the hands of the Queen-mother Catherine, and she was entirely 

devoid of the qualities that were essential for success. When John II 

attained his majority in 1419, he proved to be no better fitted for the 

task. His tastes were for literature, and for the pastimes and spectacles 
of courtly chivalry, rather than for the grave cares of government; and 

he left the management of public affairs in the hands of a nobleman, Don 
Alvaro de Luna, nephew of the Archbishop of Toledo, who became Con¬ 

stable of Castile. 
Don Alvaro was fully capable of pitting himself against the lawless 

nobility and gaining the mastery over them, in spite of their incessant 

attacks upon him, in which they were assisted by members of the royal 
family. But, in order to succeed, he needed the constant support of the 

king; and this was often lacking, since the king had not the strength of 
mind to resist the palace intrigues. On several occasions Don Alvaro was 

banished from the Court, only to be recalled again. This continual alter¬ 

nation of fortime proved too great a handicap for the establishment of 

his political aims, so that they were doomed to failure. The end came 
when the king's second wife, Isabella of Portugal, who had obtained a 
complete ascendancy over her husband, sided with the enemies of the 
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Constable. Won over by his wife, King John caused Don Alvaro to be 

arrested, regardless of the fact tliat the Constable, whatever his personal 

defects—and they were characteristic of the governing class of his time— 

was his best friend and the only person capable of defeating the nobility. 

Don Alvaro was brought before the Council and condemned to death on 

the charge of attempting by sorcery to gain a hold over the king\s mind. 

He was executed in July 1452, and this event marked the triumph of the 

lawless spirit among the nobles and of the intrigues and factions of the 

Court. 
This was clearly demonstrated when John IPs son Henry IV succeeded 

him on the throne in 1454; for he was even weaker than his father, and, 

moreover, he was psychologically abnormal. The nobles proKted by these 

disastrous traits, and the tale of intrigues reached its height. The reign 

of Henry IV, which lasted for twenty years, was one continuous record 

of scandals of all kinds, emanating from the gossip cleverly exploited, and 

probably invented by one of the Court factions, that Henry I V’s daughter 

Joanna was in fact a bastard. On this depended the mantEuvres of the 

rival adherents of Henry IV’s brother Alfonso and of his sister Isabella; 

each party sought to have its own candidate declared successor to the 

throne, though the Cortes had already decided in favour of Joanna. The 

culmination was reached at an assembly held at Avila by the relxillious 

nobles, where, after a mockery of a trial lacking in all legality, the king 

was deposed and driven from his throne in a grotesque ceremony, the {>art 

of Henry IV being taken by a lay figure which was stripped of crown and 

sceptre and cast to the ground. The ^issembly then proclaimed the Infant 

Alfonso {pb, 1468) as king. 

This outrage produced a strong reaction in favour of Henry, and his 

troops won a victory over those of the nobles. Instead of profiting by 

this, the king came to terms with the rebels, recognising his sister Isabella 

as heiress to the throne, which was tantamount to a definite affirmation 

of his daughter’s illegitimacy. Isabella had refused to l>e elected queen 

when this was proposed by the nobles, but, bedieving in her right to the 

succession, she accepted the king’s recognition of her as heiress to the 

throne. Henry, however, changed his mind again, taking offence at 

Isabella’s marriage with the Infant Ferdinand of Aragon in 1469. Con¬ 

sequently, he revoked his decision in favour of Isal)ella, and made another 

in favour of Joanna. It failed of its purpose, since neither Isiibella nor 

her supporters would accept this new royal judgment. Five years later 

(1474) the king died, and civil war immediately broke out. 

The nobles were divided, some supporting Joanna, othei’s Isal>ella. 

Joanna tried to avoid war and to refer the matter to arbitration by a 

commission composed of members of the Cortes, This, however, came to 

nothing. Then the King of Portugal, who was oftercnl Joanna’s hand in 

marriage by her supporters, took sides with her; while Isiibella’s party was 

joined by Henry’s old favourite, Don Beltran de la Cueva, who was reputed 
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by public opinion to be the actual father of Joanna^ The issue of the 

war was favourable to Isabella, whose troops were victorious at Toro and 

Albuera. Peace was signed with Portugal at the treaty of Trujillo in 

September 1479, which had an important bearing on the relations of 

Castile and Portugal in the Canary Islands and on later expeditions and 

conquests in West Africa*. As a compensation to Joanna, an attempt 

was made to marry her to the son of Isabella and Ferdinand, Don John. 

But Joanna returned a dignified refusal to this proposal, and of her own 

accord entered into a convent, and remained there until her death, never 

ceasing to style herself Queen of Castile. 

While these events were happening in the Castilian kingdom during 

the reigns of John II and Henry IV, Aragon was entering upon a new 

phase in its political history, which was marked externally by the accession 

of a dynasty Castilian in origin. Not that the previous kings of Aragon 

had been of pure Aragonese or Catalan race. Actually, they had frequently 

married Ciistilian princesses, and rarely Catalan ladies, after Catalonia 

had been linked under Kaymond-Berengar IV with Aragon. So, much 

Castilian blood had mingled with the old Aragonese strain and with the 

newer but distant Catalan strain which derived from the marriage of the 

Count of Barcelona and the princess Petronilla, niece of Alfonso I of 

Aragon, in 1137*. 

The change of dynasty took place in the following circumstances. The 

existence of various claimants after the death of Martin I caused the 

menace of civil war, since public opinion was very much divided in its 

choice. After two years of hesitation and procrastination, the Cortes of 

Catalonia in 1410, and those of Aragon and Valencia in 1412, decided to 

settle the question by arbitration. A mixed commission was appointed, 

consisting of three delegates from Aragon, three from Catalonia, and three 

from Valencia; Majorca, Sicily^ and Sardinia were not represented. This 

commission acted as a court deciding the question on the basis of private 

law, that is to say as a matter of family inheritance, following the precedent 

set a century before bv Alfonso X of Castile in deciding the succession 

to the throne. 
The two most important claimants from this point of view were the 

Castilian Infant Don Ferdinand el de Antequera^ who has been mentioned 

before in connexion with the minority of John II of Castile, and who 

was, through his mother, the nephew of Martin I; and the Count of Urgel, 

the son of a cousin of Martin I and great-nephew of Peter IV. From the 

point of view of degree of kinship the advantage lay with Ferdinand. It 

* In consequence of this rumour Joanna was called I-a Beltraneja by her contem¬ 
poraries. 

* See infra, Chap, xvi, p. 523. 'Fhere were two treaties, one of Alca^ovas on the 
succession to Castile, the other of Trujillo on the Canaries etc., and they were con¬ 
firmed at 7'oledo in March 1480. 

3 See mpra, Vol. vi, pp. 405 sqq. 
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is very probable, too, that his personal qualities, which had been demon¬ 

strated in his regency of Castile and in the war with the Muslims of 

Granada, played an appreciable part in helping the commission to their 

decision. Moreover, within the commission the candidature of Ferdinand 

was ardently supported by the famous Valencian preacher, Vincent Feri'er, 

who had great prestige among his contemporaries. The commission decided 

in accordant with Ferrer's view, six votes being definitely in favour. To 

these may be added the vote of the Aixhbishop of Tarragona, who 

declared the election of Ferdinand to be ^‘the most useful," though from 

the point of view of kinship he preferred the Count of Urgel or the Duke 

of Gandia; the (Catalan Vallseca also supported the view of the archbishop. 

The decision of the parliamentary commission was known as the “Com- 

promivse of Caspe," from the town where the sittings were held. 

The election, which was proclaime<l on June 1412, was well received 

by public opinion in Aragon, but with some discontent in Valencia and 

more still in Catalonia, where feeling was in favour of the Count of TJrgel, 

himself a Catalan. However, this did not lead in eitlier case to open 

opposition. The Cortes of Catalonia even sent to I'erdinand a deputation 

authorised to recognise him as king and to obtain from him a general 

amnesty, which was to include the Count of Urgel provided that he too 

would recognise Ferdinand. The new king granted even more than they 

asked, proposing a marriage between the count's daughter and his third 

son, Don Henry, to whom he promised to grant the diudiy of Montblanch 

as well as a large sum of moimy. 

The Count of Urgel, however, was induced bv the injudicious mlvice of 

his mother and of the Lord of I.,oarre to refuse hisassoit to tin? flecision 

of Caspe, and to embark upon a civil war, Avhich only lasted for a short 

time in spite of the assistance he received from English, Gas(*on, and 

Navarrese knights and men-at-arms, and the moral, though secret, support 

of the Duke of Clarence, the King of England's son. Ferdinand soon 

triumphed over his rival, who surrendered at Halaguer on 31 October 1413. 

The king spared his life and confined him in a castle, allowing him the 

right of having his own servants, of receiving visitoi-s, and other kindnesses, 

which considerably softened his captivity. Shortly afterwards, the war 

was ended by the sun*ender of the Lord of Loarre and the count's mother. 

Meanwhile, a section in Catalonia remained hostile and distrustful 

towards the new king. This attitude .seems to have derived from two 

sentiments: the one, which may be called a national feeling, l)ase(l on the 

fact that Ferdinand was neither Aragonese nor Catalan by birth, though 

in fact through his mother he had Aragor)ese blood in his veins; the other 

procee^ling from the fear that Ferdinand, owing to his (Vistilian origin, 

would be a despotic ruler. This was a very (juestionable hypothesis, for 

the Aragonese kings, so far as in them lay, had taken as strong a line as 

the kings of Castile in their struggle with the lawless nobility and the 

burgher oligarchies, and had been no less careful to stiengthen as mucli 
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as possible the powers of the ruler against the feudal tendencies which 

made for the decentralisation of political and administrative functions in 

the usual medieval manner. 

Feixlinand, indeed, though he was certainly cognisant of this Catalan 

prejudice, was probably not sufficiently careful to preserve a show of 

respect for the traditional rights and customs of Catalonia ; these did not, 

in fact, constitute a formidable danger to the sovereignty of the king as 

had those of the ITnifin which had Ixjen crushed so relentlessly by Peter IV 

of Aragon^ He accordingly had some friction with the Catalans over 

certain parliamentary formalities in the Cortes of Montblanch in 1414, 

and over the payment of a toll at Barcelona. Ferdinand maintained the 

view, which was subsequently to prevail in public law, that the king was 

exempt from this payment. The authorities at Barcelona, on the contrary, 

maintained that payment was obligatory even upon the king. The king 

ended by yielding, owing to the popular excitement which w^as aroused over 

this (juestion; and, fortunately, nothing worse occun*ed than a few minor 

affrays. Ferdinand, moreover, did not interfere with the political and ad¬ 

ministrative autonomy which Catalonia enjoyed in the kingdom of Aragon. 

He had another much more serious problem to settle, international in 

character and closely affecting Spanish sentiment and interest—the Great 

Schism of the West, llie xVvignonese Pope at this time was Benedict XIII, 

an Aragonese of the p()W(;rful family of Luna; consequently he was called 

the anti-Pope Luna, though in fact the circumstances of his election were 

perfectly legal. He fiad assisted Ferdinand to win the crown of Ai‘agon, 

and might logically luive expected to receive the king's support. But 

Ferdinand was won over by the instance of the Einjieror Sigismund, who 

was anxious to end the schism and had securcHl the abdication of the 

other two Popes, John XXIII and Gregory XII, to pave the way for a 

new election; so he brought pressure to bc^ar on Benedict XIII to obtain 

from him his alxlication also. Benedict, however, would not hear of it. 

Strong in his legal position, and to that extent justified in his attitude, 

since he had bi*en elect(*d in accordance with the canonical regulations 

then in force, he refused to alxlicate and, shutting himself up in his castle 

of IVhiscola in Valencia on tlie Mediterranean coast, continued to l>ear 

the title of Pope up to his death in 142tS. And even this event did not, 

as was anticipated, provide a final solution of the s(‘hism. 

Ferdinand I was succefnlcxi in 141(5 by his eldest son, Alfonso V, who 

inherited together the united States of Aragon, Catalonia, Majorca, 

Valencia, and Sicily. Sicilv was governed at tlie time by Ferdinand's other 

son, John, whom the Sicilians, in their desire to lx? indejxaideiit, tried to 

elei't as king. To avert this danger, Alfonso rec allcxl John to Spain. He 

himself was soon drawn into the vortex of Italian affaii*s, especially owing 

to the prol)lem of the old dispute bedween Aragon, Genoa, and Pisa over 

Sardinia and Corsica. 

^ Cf. mprn, V-ol. vi, p. m. 
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Alfonso was actually in Sardinia when he received an embassy from the 

Queen of Naples, Joanna II, asking for his support against the numerous 

enemies who were trying to deprive her of her Neapolitan realms She 

promised Alfonso the title of Duke of Calabria and the succession to the 

kingdom of Naples on her death. Her most formidable enemy was the 

French duke, Louis III of Anjou, who, like his father Louis II before him, 

maintained his claim to the Neapolitan throne. Alfonso responded to 

Joanna's appeal and accepted her conditions. He despatched a squadron 

against Louis who was threatening Naples with a fleet, and won a striking 

victory over him; and he himself capturt^d the castle of Cena near the 

city of Naples. 

But Joanna was quite inconstant, and once more changed her mind; 

under the influence of her lover, the Grand Seneschal Caracciolo, she 

deprived Alfonso of the inheritance and transferi'ed it to Louis of Anjou. 

Alfonso refused to submit to this cavalier treatment, and l>egan a struggle 

to make good his rights. This provoked a fresh war in 1452S between the 

kingdom of Aragon and the house of Anjou, which supported the queen; 

and she remained in possession of her kingdom up to her death in 1435. 

In her will she bequeathed the throne of Naples to the surviving son of 

Louis II, Rene of Anjou. Alfonso determined not to accept this, but to 

conquer the kingdom which had been promised to him. The war at the 

beginning went most unfavourably for him: he was captured by the 

Grenoese at Gaeta in 1435 together with his brotlier John, who wa.s then 

King of Navarre, and was handed over to the Duke of Milan, Filippo 

Maria Visconti. The duke was won over by Alfonso to render him his 

liberty without ransom and even recognised him as King of Naples. 

Fortune then changed in Alfonso's favour, and he entered Naples in 

triumph on 26 February 1443. Rene of Anjou judged it hof)eless to con¬ 

tinue the struggle and returned to France. Alfonso wtis can?fu] to enter 

into good relations with the Pope, Eugenius by assisting him against 

the condottiere Francesco Sforza. The Pope granted him investiture with 

his new kingdom on 15 July 1443, and this was confirmed by the next 

Pope, Nicholas V. Thus Alfonso completed the work lx*gun in South Italy 

161 years before by King Peter III of Aragon, and fulfilled too the political 

aims long cherished by the counts of Barcelona. 

From 1443 onwards Alfon.so V resided at Naples, and was rather an 

Italian than a Spanish monarch; for, despite the frequent appeals, backed 

by all the notables of the realm, of his wife, Queen Maria, w ho governed 

Aragon and the other provinces duririg his absence, he never returned to 

Spain. Of the 42 years of his reign, he spent 29 in Italy, 2() of them 

without a break. It used to be thought that this voluntary exile was due 

to disagreement with his wife, but since the monograph of the Spanish 

* For these events ami Alfonso’s reign in Naples see mpra, ( hap, v. pp. 
176-80. 
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historian Gimenez Soler in 1898, this hypothesis can no longer be main¬ 

tained. Probably the real reason for his permanent stay at Naples was 
the fear that he would lose it if he returned to Spain. Naples was to him 
a conquest of the greatest importance and worth the sacrifice he made for 

it; his Spanish subjects were not of his mind, and to them there was no 

justification for their king‘‘s absence. 

Alfonso was not only endowed with great politicjal and military qualities, 
but he was also highly cultured; at Naples he shone as a Maecenas of 

the sciences, of the arts, and of letters, and he was inspired deeply with 
the spirit of the Renaissance. He was justly called the Magnanimous. His 

court was the most brilliant centre for philosophers, linguists, men of 

letters, and artists of his age, Spaniards as well as Italians. He enriched 

Naples w'ith architectural monuments, some of which remain to the present 

day. He paid a compliment to the Catalan part of his Spanish kingdom 

by making its language the official language of his court at Naples, a 

proof that the kings of the Castilian dynasty were able to assimilate the 

spirit of their new country. 

At his death in 1458, Alfonso divided his territories, giving Naples to 
his natural son Ferdinand (Ferrante), and the remainder to his brother John, 

who had lK‘en for some years, as has been said. King-consort of Navari*e. The 
queen, Blanche, died in 1441. From his marriage with Blanche John had 

a son Charles, Ihnnce of Viana, and a daughter Leonora, betrothed in 1432 

to Count Gaston of Foix and married to him a few years later. So the 

heir to the throne of Navarre was the Prince of Viana, who w as bound by 

an undertaking given to his grandfather not to adopt the title of king 

during his father's lifetime; jictually, he frequently took over the govern¬ 

ment of the country owing to the absence of his father, who was more 

concerned w ith the intrigues at the court of Castile, the struggle of the 

nobles with Don Alvaro de Luna, than with the interests of Navarre. 

John's second mantage, in 1447, with Joanna Enriquez, daughter of 

the Admiral of Castile, connected him still more closely with affairs at 

the ( astilian Court, especially in opposition to Don Alvaro, a bitter 

enemy of the Admiral. Don Alvaro tried to make peace and to obtain 

the alliance of the Navarrese; and he applied to the Prince of Viana 
with this object. I'he prince welcomed the proposal, but his father was 

hostile to it. Opinion in Navarre was divided between the two view s, not 

from any real interest in the quarrels of the Castilian Court, but because 

these provided a convenient excuse for the feuds of the great aristocratic 

houses of Navarre and for the lawless tendencies of the nobles. So the 

rival factions ranged themselves in two parties: the one, known popularly 

as the Bmrmiis^ supporting the prince; the other, known as the Agra- 
montau^ on the side of the king, or more truly of the queen, Joanna. Civil 

war soon broke out, aggravating the situation in Navarre, which w^as 

already complicated by the intervention in Castilian politics against Don 

Alvaro. At the beginning, fortune so favoured the Agramontais that the 

33 
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Prince of Viana had to leave the country and take refuge in Italy. His 

father tried to disinherit him, and to this end made a pact with his son- 

in-law, Count Gaston of Foix, the husband, as has been already mentioned, 

of Charles’ sister Leonora. The Prince of Viana, for his part, succeeded 

in gaining the support of liis uncle Alfonso V, King of Anigon and Naples, 

and of the Pope, both of whom favoured the i-cgular succession to the 

throne of Navarre. Unfortunately Alfonso V died shortly afterwards (1458), 

and as a result Don John found himself possessed of the kingdom of 

Aragon, both legally and actually, w hile at the same timt* he w its ck facto 

ruler of Navarre as well. In the trial of stjt‘ngtli Charles st'erned to be 

hopelessly overmatched. As soon as he itdiinu'd to Spain, he was arrested 

by his father’s orders, and his cause seemed to be irremedi/ibly lost. Hut 

then a new element entered into the situation. Ihiblic opinion in ('atalonia 

was stirred by the injustice of the king's attitude; and the imprisonment 

of the prince pi'ovoked so serious a revolt that the king had to give way, 

and not only set his son at liberty, but even sign a formal recognition of 

him as successor to the throne of Navarre (Agieenient or Concordat of 

Villafranca, 21 June 1461) and also as the acting governor of Catalonia 

with the title of Lieutenant (LugarirnicNtr). 

The sudden death of the prince three months afterwards caused a fresh 

outbreak of civil war, for puldic opinion attributerl his tleath to poison 

and assigned the guilt of it to the (jueen, Joanna. So, tlie Catalans 

w^ere ranged against king and (pieen. J'he army of the (a/icraiitat 

{Diputcu'idn General)which directed public affairs in ('atalonia, marched 

against the queen, wdio was then in Gerona. J'Ik' town was b(‘sieged, but 

w^as courageously defended by Joanna and her adherents, so that the king 

was able to come to the rescue and forced the Cat4ilans to raise the siege. 

John was determined to ci ush the revolt, and had collected an army com¬ 

posed of Aragonese, Castilian, and French troops. 'rh(* (ieneralitat then 

issued a manifesto declaring the king and cjueen enemies of ( atalonia and 

as such to be expelled from Cahilan territory (11 June 1462). At the 

same time the government sought for a new monarch to aid them in their 

struggle with the treacherous king. In turn, llenrv IV of Castile, the 

Constable of Portugal, and John, Duke of (jdahria, Kene of An jou's son, 

consented to help the Catalans. Rene of Anjou was even named (/ount 

of Barcelona, in spite of the old enmity of the Dukes of Anjou to Cata¬ 

lonia, whichluid tx*en so strikingly evineed in their l ivalry w itli Alfonso V' 

for the throne of Naples. But Henry I\"s help was only transitory; 

that of the Constable of Portugal was limited to himself alone, since lie 

brought no troops, and was soon ended by his death; while John of 

Calabria, whose arms won fortune in the field, fell a victim ft) jmison on 

15 December 1470. The war was then in its eighth year. King John II at 

last ended it by offering peax*e on favourable terms in 1472; he was 

indeed forced to this by necessity, for he had become afflicted with 

blindness and he was left desolate by the death of his second wife. 
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Catalonia and Aragon thus reunited, joined forces against the King of 

FranceSto whom John II had imprudently ceded Roussillon; this province 

was attached to the crown of Majorca, which had been incorporated with 

that of Aragon from the time of Peter IV. Seven years later John died 

(19 January 1479), and the thrones of Aragon, Catalonia, Valencia, 

and Majorca passed to the son of his second marriage, Ferdinand II, who 

in 1469 had married the Infanta Isabella of Castile and on Henry I Vs 

death had been proclaimed, with his wife. King of Castile on 13 December 

1474. So, at the l)eginning of 1479, the two great monarchies which 

emerged from the struggles of the Middle Ages in Spain were united 

under the sceptre of the royal pair, Ferdinand and Isabelhi. This opened 

the {>eriod, so fruitful for the history of the Peninsula, known as the age of 

the Catholic Kings, as a sequel to which a single monarch was to reign 

over the wliole of Spain. 

Navan'e remained for the time apart, as it had been inherited by 

John IPs daughter Leonora, Countess of Foix. As a result, this kingdom 

fell under the preponderating inHuence of France and so remained for 

some years. 

To undei'stand properly the structure of political life, both in Castile 

and Aragon, during the age of the Catholic Kings—that is to say, from 

1479 to the death of Istibella in 1504—it is necessary to realise the 

political relations existing Ixdwech the two sovereigns, Ferdinand and 

Isal>ella. These relations had l>een fixed fii'st of all by their marrijige- 

contract {CapituUu'loru'H\ and later by the regulations drawn up by the 

Cardinal of Spain and the Archbishop of Toledo as arbiters of the dispute 

which arose between Lsa}>ella and Ferdinand after 1474,owing to the claims 

of the latter to lx‘ iTgarded as actual sovereign of Castile. His claims, 

which were supported by some Castilian nobles and by opinion in Anigon 

generally, were based partly on the fact that Ferdinand was nearest of kin 

to the dyniisty which had reigned in Castile from the time of Henry II, 

j>artly on the Aragonese custom which recognised female rights of suc¬ 

cession to the throne but always preferml the ruler to be a man rather 

than a woman. 

The al)ove-meniioned regulations created a kind of dyarchy, in which 

justice was to be exercised conjointly when they hapj>ened to be together 

in the same place, or by either of them independently if they happened to 

}>e separated. Royal charters were signed l)y them both, and the coinage 

lK)re both heads upon it, while the seals also contained the arms of lx)th 

kingdoms. Apart from this the administration of Castile was reserved 

to Isiibtdla in her owui right. Ferdinand raised some difficulties about 

accepting this arrangement, but eventually he gave way. The principle 

of equality Ix'tween the two sjx)uses which resulted from this system is 

expressed in the well-known formula,‘"Tan to inonta, m on ta tan to, Isabel 

* mpruy Chap, viii, pp. BO, 2Bft, 202. 
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como Fernando,’’ which is found so often on contemporary monuments; 

there is a magnificent specimen on tapestry still to be seen in the cathedral 

of Toledo. On the other hand, Isabella was not recognised to have any 

rights in the government of Aragon; she never interfered in the concerns 

of her husband’vS kingdom, which remained completely distinct from those 

which affected Castile. 
In Castile the problems were of two very different kinds, l^he one was 

of an international order—the constant possibility of war with the Muslims 

of Granala, and the rivalry with Portugal over Africa. The other was an 

internal matter—the contest between the monarchy and the nobles, which 

raised the question of public order, of the tnaintc'iiance of the central 

authority of the State, and of social and political discipline. The Catholic 

Kings confronted all these diverse problems with equal energy, and ended 

by solving each of them successfully. 
The war against the Muslims, the continuation, that is to say, of the 

Reconquest, was pursued with a delibtTate persistence aiming at the 

absorption of the kingdom of Granada. At the death of Henry IV', with 

the exception of Gibraltar which had Ix^en ceded by the King of Granada, 

Isma^ll III, there had been no farther advance upon Muslim territory 

since that w’on by Don Ferdinand during the minority of John II. The 

brilliant campaign of Don Alvaro de Luna and Henry I\, and the victory 

of La Higuera (or Higueruela) near Granada in 1431, which is depicted 

in the magnificent frescoes in the cloisters of the Escurial, had had ?io 

positive result. 
Isma‘Il III had acknowledged himself as a tributary of the King of 

Castile, but his successor ‘All Abu-l-Hasan, also called Muley Hacen, 

broke this dependence and took by surprise the castle of Zahara in 14^1. 

The Castilian forces replied to this attack by capturing Alhama on 

26 February 1482, a stronghold seven leagues from Granadfi, the loss of 

which was lamented in a famous Moorisli ballad of the time. The war, 

once started, lasted for eleven years. In view of the determined attitude of 

the rulers of Ca.stile, it is remarkable that the Moorish kingdom, weakened 

as it was, still preserved sufficient strength to oppose a long and desperate 

resistance to the Christian armies. Moreover, these armies, backed by 

the diplomatic skill of Ferdinand and Isabella, were further materially 

aided by the rivalries which broke out in the royal family of Granada, 

especially after 1483, Ixtween Abfi-l-Hasan and his son Boalxlil, and 

also between BoaMil and bis uncle Abu-‘xVbd>Allah! Muhammad 
(‘‘Az-Zaghal”). 

In 1482 the war went unfavourably for Castile. Fenlinand Ixsieged 

the town of Loja, south-east of Granada, hut was defeated and pursued 

by the Muslims as far as Cordova. He suffered a similar disaster shortly 

afterwards in the Ajarquia hills near Mdlaga, where Az-ZaghaP’ was in 

command of the victorious Muslims. But in the spring of 1483 fortune 

changed. While the town of Lucena, south of Cordova, w as being l>e8ieged 
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by a Muslim army commanded by Boabdil and his fatherdn-Iaw, the 

freneral ‘All * Attar, a Castilian force under the Count of Cabra arrived on 

the scene. In the battle that ensued, ‘All‘Attar was killed and Boabdil 

taken prisoner (^3 April). Then the diplomatic skill of the Catholic 

Kings and their advisers, the Marquess of Cadiz and the Count of Cabra, 

was brought into play. By the pact of Cordova, Boabdil was released on 

condition that he would assist the Castilian troops against that part of 

the kingdom of Granada which was ruled by “Az-Zagbar** (he hiul 

recently dispossessetl Abu-l-IIasan), the rulers of Castile promising him 

their help in return. 

So began a new period of civil war among the Muslims, with the 

throne of (Tranada as the stake. Father, son, and uncle (Abu-l-^asan, 

Boalxlil, and “ Az-ZaghaF') fought out their triangular duel, and thereby 

assisted still further the pui’pose of the Castilians. At one point Boabdil 

had to take refuge with the Christians, and onc*e again he was set at 

liberty. Then Abu-l-Hasan died, but the struggle continut*d Ix'tween 
Boabdil and ‘‘Az Ziigbal.'^ 

The Castilian troops profited by these circumstances to carry on the 

war and to capture towns and fortresses in the neighbourhood of Granada. 

Zahara, Alora, Setenil, Cartama, Coin, Honda, MarlK'lla, l^ja, Velez- 

Mjilaga, and finally Malaga itself fell in turn into their hands l^etween 1483 

and 1487. Tlu; year 1487 marked a critical sbige. Most of the Muslims 

followed “ i\z-Zaghal,'' in disgust at BoalxliTs ofx^n attitude of submission 

to the (’hristians for the sole purpose of maintaining himself at Granada. 

“Az-Ziighar' hinrself and his followers maintained their resistance with 

a splendid courtige. They succeeded in raising the siege of Almeria, and 

in prolonging inonlinately the defence of Baztt, an important fortress to 

the west of Granada and close to ‘‘Az-Zaghal's'" hea<lquartci's at Guadix. 

yueen Isal>ella even sold her jew els to expedite military operations, and 

Baza was at last taken at the end of 1489. The result of this triumph 

for Castile wfis the submission of Az-Zaghar' and the surrender to the 

Catholic Kings of the territory he ruled, namely the eastern portion of 

the province of Granada and the district of Almeria. 

Only Boabdil and the town of Granmla now held out. Boabdil refused 

to open the gates of the capital to the Catholic Kings as he had formerly 

promised to do, and the Cjistilian army Ixsiegtd the town in 1491. The 

camp of Ferdinand and Isalxdla, which was pitclied close to the town on 

its south-east side, in the farm of Gozeo, was destrovcxl by fire; it was 

then decided to construet an entrenched camp, with buildings, walls, 

ditches, and the like—a military town, in hict, after the fashion of the 

old Roman encampments. This town was callcxl Santa Fe, and it is still 

in existence to-day. 

The result was easily to Ixr foreseen. Negotiations for the surrender of 

Graiiada were opeiUHl at the end of the year; the town capitulated, and 

the Catholic Kings made their triumphal entry into the fortress-palac'e 
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of the Alhambra, which commanded the town, on 2 January 1492. The 

principal conditions of the surrender were: a complete guarantee for the 

persons and property of the Muslims who wished to remain at Granada; 

liberty to all who wished to leave the country to depart, and to take 

their possessions with them; the preservation of Muslim religion and law; 

and the freeing of prisonei*s. The Moors of Granada were substantially 

placed under the same conditions as the Mudejares of old. 

Thus was completed the Reconquest of the Spanish tenitory which 

had fallen into the hands of the Moors at the beginning of the eighth 

century. Granada was regarded as a new kingdom attached to the 

Castilian monarchy. In the final stage of the war, besides the Marquess 

of Cadiz and the Count of Cabra who have already been mentioned, the 

following distinguished themselves on the Christian side: the Duke of 

Medinaceli, Gonzalo de C()rdoba, whose prowess shortly afterwards in Italy 

won him the title of the Great Captain, the artillery-commander Francisco 

Ramirez, and several other officers and soldiers whose deeds of daring can 

still be read in the ballads, of the time. There were also foreign volunteers, 

like Lord Scales, who came with an English troop, and Gaston de Lyon. 

The national glory and pride in its definitive victory over the Muslims 

were soon tarnished by the failure on the part of a section in Castile to 

observe some of the terms of the surrender. Cardinal Cisneros (Ximenes), 

who earned an illustrious name in the organisation and support of learning 

and letters, took upon himself to contravene the royal pledges, after the 

manner of Archl)ishop Bernard of Toledo five centuries earlier. His 

Christian zeal caused him to ignore the religious liberty promised to the 

Muslims; and he endeavoured to enforce baptism upon them. The result 

was a general rising of the Muslims in Granada and its neighbourhood, 

in the Alpujarra, Baza, Guadix, Ronda, and the Sierra of Filambres 

(Filabres) to the north of Almeria. This second war was long and bloody; 

and it resulted not in the reversal of Cisneros'* policy, but in the adop¬ 

tion of it by the Castilian government, making of no account the terms 

signed at Granada and the long and ancient tradition with regard to the 

Mudejares. A royal decree of 11 February 1502 gave the Muslims of 

Castile and Leon the alternative of abjuring their religion or leaving 

Spanish soil. It was rigorously enforced, in spite of the disorders it 

provoked in various parts, even in the Basque lands. 

This decree was not enforced in Aragon. At the request of the Cortes, 

and especially of the nobles who had Muslims among their vassals, the 

ancient privileges of the Mudejares were left practically intact. King 

Ferdinand forbade the Inquisition to force these vassals to change their 

religion, which was thus preserved by the economic interests of the richer 

classes. Those Muslims who submitted to conversion were termed Moriscos. 

Their social and religious life up to the time of their expulsion in 1609 

forms an interesting study, upon which modem research has thrown 

considerable light. 
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In the very year, 1491, in which Granada was on the point of falling 

into the hands of the Castilians, there occurred the prelude to another 

great event, and one far more important in its consequences for Spain 

and for the whole world—the discovery of America. It would be out of 

place here to describe the causes and the genesis of Columbus’ enterprise, 

or to give the details of his biography and his travels in Portugal, France, 

and Spain to obtain the support and the means necessary in order to 

undertake the voyage on which he hful set his heart, and which he expected 

would bring him by the Western route to the lands of Eastern Asia. 

Even in Spain, in spite of the support he received from the very start, 

there were difficulties to overcome. At last, owing to his insistence and 

to the steps taken on his behalf by some ecclesiastic's and members of 

the nobility, of whom the most noteworthy were Fray Antonio of Mar- 

chena, Fray Diego of Deza, Fray Juan l\‘rez, prior of the monastery of 

La Riibida, the Duke of Medinaceli, the queen’s treasurer Alonso of 

Quintanilla, the king’s cliamberlain Juan Cabrera, and the royal notary 

l^uis de Santangel, he succeeded in arousing the interest of Queen Isabella 

and in gaining acceptance for his project. A contract (capitiiluciones) 

between the Crown and Columbus was signed at Santa Fe on 17 April 

1491. In this were laid down the rights and obligations of both sides, 

and also the principles to be adopted in the government and the develop¬ 

ment of tlie lands to Ixi discovered by (U)luinbus. 

To provide for the voyage, the sovereigns ordered the authorities at 

the port of Palos (Huelva) to put ships and all nec*essary equipment at 

(’olunibus’ disposal; but this end was achieved, not so much by the royal 

order as by the good services of the Andalusian sea-captains Martin 

Alonso Pinz(>n and his brother Vicente, and by the Catalan captain 

Pedro Ferrer of Blancs. The financing of the expixlition was arranged 

almost entirely by the notary Santangel and the Genoese Francesco da 

Pinedo. 'Hie sum Columbus had agreed to provide was guaranteed by 

Pinz()n and other Spaniards and also by Genoese residents in Spain. 

Thi ee vessels {carabelus) were employed on the voyage, two of them, the 

Pinta and the being the property of Pinz()n and his brother. The 

third, w Inch was also the largest, the Santa Maria {Galkga^ Mari Galante\ 

l>elonged to the sea-captain Juan dc la Cosa, who became famous sub¬ 

sequently for his map of the regions first discovered and of the voyages 

in general. I’he Santa Maria was the flagship, and from it Columbus 

directed the expedition. The crews were mainly composed of Spaniaixls 

drawn from different parts of the Peninsula. 

The start took place on 3 August 1492, from the port of Palos. Two 

months and a few' days later, on 12 October 1492, the expedition arrived 

at the first point of American soil, one of the Bahama islands, allied by 

the natives Guanahani and by Columbus San Salvador; conjecture has 

rangtxl over various islands of the group, but it cannot certainly be 

identified. Betw'ecn this date and 16 January 1493, Columbus discovered 
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other islands of the same group, and also both Cuba and Haiti {la 

Espafiola), Though he was not yet aware of it, he had, in his projected 

voyage to Asia, discovei^d the archipelago of the Antilles, adjacent to 

the mainland of America. He returned to Palos on 15 March 1493, and 

in April was magnificently welcomed by the Catholic Kings at Barcelona. 

After this first voyage Columbus carried out three others, the last in 

1502, in the course of which he reached the mouth of the Orinoco and 

the coast of Honduras, that is to say, the mainland both of South and 

Central America. Shortly before the end of the third voyage, in 1499, 

an expedition undertaken by Juan de la ("osa, in company with Alonso 

de Hojeda and Amerigo Vespucci (an Italian in the service of the Castilian 

sovereigns), availing themselves of a general permit from the Crown, in 

an order dated 10 April 1495, to make discoveries, to trade, and to 

colonise, began the great series of discoveries which followed those of 

Columbus; these, ranging over the lands and seas of America and Oceania, 

were due to Spanish enterprise and to the powerful States of the Spanish 

peninsula, which were shortly afterwards united under the rule of the 

grandson of the Catholic Kings, Charles 1 of Spain. 

It was not only in the discovery of America that the reign of Feitlinand 

and Isabella left its mark on American history. In the same reign the 

foundations were laid for the organisation of the new countries added to 

the Castilian Crown, and a beginning was made, as will be seen later, in 

the solution of the novel and difficult problems of all kinds to which 

these discoveries gave rise. 

As to Columbus himself, it remains to add that he was involved in 

political misfortune, arising from his administration of the Antilles and 

the rivalries among the first colonists of In Espafiola; and that he died 

at Valladolid, seven months after his return to Spain from his fourth 

voyage. He was in easy circumstances at the time of his death, and not 

in the wretched conditions so often depicted. He, and his brothers with 

him, had enjoyed the advantages gianted to him l)y the (apitulackmcs 

of Santa Fe, and he had also profited by the financial results of his 

enterprises. Though the sovereigns tried—solely for reasons of State—to 

reduce the privileges originally granted to (olumbus, yet the lawsuit 

that followed resulted in the granting to Diego, the son and heir of the 

great navigator, the title of Admiral of the Indies, wliich brought with 

it corresponding advantages. The stoiy of the ingratitude of Spain to 

Columbus can therefore be dismissed as legend. Finally, the attempt has 

been made to prove that Columbus was not a Genoese but a Spaniard 

of Galician, or even of Castilian, race, though no adequate historical 

evidence for this thesis has yet been adduced. However, there are still 

considerable lacunas in our knowledge of the life of Columbus. 

Columbus" success in his first voyage aroused the jealousy of the 

Portuguese, who had already discovered Madeira and were continually 

pushing their expeditions along the coast of West Africa, in search of 
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an eastern route to the Indies and also in the acquisition of trade, both 

in slaves and other merchandise. At the beginning of the reign of 

Isabella, as we have already seen, a treaty in 1480, followed later by 

others, had decided some of the issues arising from the navigation along 

the coasts of north-west Africa, and the respective rights of Spaniards 

and Portuguese. The latter had had the foresight to obtain by papal bull 

the monopoly for their own expeditions. The Catholic Kings followed 

their example after Columbus’ first voyage, and obtained from the Pope, 

the Spaniard Alexander VI, four bulls, the most important, to judge by 

the protests of the Portuguese, being that of 4 May 1493, which drew a 

vertical line from the North to the South Pole to divide the actual and 

the future discoveries and conquests of the two countries. The objections 

raised by the King of Portugal to this division, and the indefiniteness of 

the line drawn by Alexander VI, led to so much ill-feeling as almost 

to produce a state of war. Fortunately the differences were settled by 

the treaty of Ibrdesillas on 7 June 1494, wliich fixed a new line of 

demarcation: for future discoveries this was taken to be 370 leagues 

west of the Cape Verde Islands, but 250 leagues west for discoveries 

already made or to be made by 20 June 1494. As is well-known, the 

Portuguese expeditions along the co^ist of Africa culminated in that of 

Bartholomew Dias and Vasco da Gama (1497-99), which discovered the 

eastern route to the Indies at the same time that Columbus, in the course 

of his third voyage, arrived at the Gulf of Paria, that is to say, the 

north-east coast of Venezuela. 

Besides the new lands in the West, Spain had important interests also 

on the coast of North Afnca. It was realised in Castile, and Queen 

Isalxilla was deeply convinced of the point, that to assure the success of 

the Reconquest which had be^en so happily completed in 1492, it was 

necessary to preserve Spain from fresh African invasions. To this anxiety 

had been added, since 1453, the fear of what might result from the victory 

of the Turkish Muslims and their entry and establishment in south¬ 

eastern Euro[)e, The C’atholic Kings, and Isabella in particular, exerterl 

every endeavour to control North Africa; for the majoritv of the Muslims 

of Granada who had refused ta abjure their religion had taken refuge 

there. By the treaty of 1480 (’astile had already acquired a littoral zone 

in Magrjib; she also accjuired the right to the Canary Islands, but in 

order to obtain actual possession military operations were necessary. 

Accordingly, the town of Melilla was captured in 1497, and after the 

last descendants of the original conquerors had renounced their rights in 

favour of the Castilian Crown, the Canary Islands were completely and 

definitively conquered by Spanish troops, avssisted by the native princes, 

Guanarteme and Anaterve de Guimar. The work of converting the 

islands into a Spanish possession w^as speedily accomplished, the native 

Gtuinchm l>eing given equal rights, both legal and social, with the 

Spaniards. 
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With reganl to the Turks, nothing of importance happened at the 

time. But the Catholic Kings were justified in adopting a watchful 

attitude; later, on the personal initiative of Charles I and Philip II, there 

was a change, and military enterprises on an important scale were under¬ 

taken. 
While the international activity of Castile was directed to America and 

North Africa, Aragon was pui'suing the route traced out for it by the 

rights and interests of its kings, by those of the counts of Barcelona, and 

also by its agelong rivalry with the kingdom of France. 

This rivalry was temporarily lulled by the treaty of Barcelona in 1493, 

when Charles VIII restored to the Crown of Aragon the districts of 

Cerdagne and Roussillon, which had been lost in the time of John II; 

while Ferdinand the Catholic pledged himself to give no assistance to the 

enemies of the French kingdom, the Pope alone being excepted, and to 

form no marriiige-alliance with the royal houses of England or Naples or 

with the imperial house of the Habsbiirgs. But once again the question 

of Naples arose to trouble the good relations established by this treaty. 

Charles VIII, listening to appeals from a section of the Neapolitan 

nobility and from other parts of Italy as well, in spite of the weighty 

opposition of several personages at his court, decided to undertake his 

enterprise in Italy’. Ferdinand the Catholic protested against the King 

of France’s attack upon Naples, arguing that this kingdom, being a fief 

of the Papacy, was logically included in the provisions of the treaty of 

Barcelona. Charles VIII paid no heed to this protest, and after gaining 

possession of Naples he had himself crowned king there, in February 1495. 

The result of this was the formation of an alliance, known as the Holy 

League, between Ferdinand, the Pope, the dethroned King of Naples (a 

descendant of Alfonso V), Germany, the Duke of Milan, and Venice. The 

armies of the I .eague were for the most part composed of Spanish officers 

and men, Castilians as well fis Aragonese, a further proof of the close 

association of the two kingdoms brought about by the marritige of Ferdi¬ 

nand and Isabella, Moreover, the commander of these armies was the 

Castilian general Gonzalo Fernandez de (Virdoba, who had already 

distinguished himself against the Muslims of Granada. 

In the war that ensued there were, from the point of view of Spain, 

two main phases. In the first (1495-98), the French and their allies were 

defeated, and Naj)les was recon(|ucred. Hostilities w'ere suspended after 

the death in 149(i of tlie King of Naples, Fcrrante II, who was succeeded 

by his uncle, Federigo; and peace was made with Charles VIII, and re¬ 
newed afterw^ards with his successor Louis XII. The terms of this peace 

were laid down in tlie secret treaty of Granada (1500): King Federigo 

was deposed and the kingdom of Naples divided, Apulia and Calabria 

being assigned to Aiagon, and Naples, the Abruzzi, and the Terra di 

Lavoro to France. The Pope and Venice approved the treaty. But its 

’ For the Italian wars, see the CamMdge Modem History, Vol. i. 
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execution raised difficulties as to the assignment of the districts known 
as Capitanata, Basilicata, and Principato. The war broke out again, 
and brought to the Spaniards striking successes in the land-battles of 
Cerignola and Garigliano and the naved battle of Otranto (1503). As 
a result, the kingdom of Naples was restored to the domains of the 
Aragonese Crown. Gonzalo de CcWoba, the great hero of these two 
wars, in which he was aided by subordinates who were to make their 
names still more famous in America, was not only the outstanding general 
of his age but also a skilful administrator of the Spanish possessions in 
South Italy. 

The Catholic King was famous not only for his military achievements 
but also for his diplomatic skill, for he was a master in the cunning and 
the treachery that were the stock-in-trade of the statesmen of his day. 
He shewed too, as did his wife, a careful forethought for the future in 
planning matrimonial alliances for his children with those royal houses 
that were most likely to advance the international position of Spain and 
its political future. Isabella was married to the Infant of Portugal, Dorn 
Afonso, and after his death to King Manuel. The only son of this set!ond 
marriage, Miguel, was recognised, after the death of John, the only son 
of the Catholic Kings, as heir to the two crowns (1498-99). The purpose 
behind this recognition was to unite the two parts of the Peninsula, Spain 
and Portugal, into a single monarchy; but the plan failed, as Miguel 
died when only two years old. Joanna married the Archduke of Austria, 
Philip the Fair, son and heir to the Emperor Maximilian, and heir to 
Burgundy as well. This was the second marriage which the Catholic 
Kings had arranged with the imperial house; the first had been between 
John and a daughter of Maximilian. Their second daughter, Catherine, 
became the wife, first of Prince Arthur, heir to the throne of England, 
and then of King Henry VIII. These two marriages had fatal consequences 
in the future. Joanna’s caused a profound change in the political orien¬ 
tation of Spain; it drew (.'astile into the current of general European 
politics from which it had held aloof for centuries, and w hich was not its 
natural sphere. Combined with the asscx^iation with Italy and the south 
of France, which w^as the tradition of Aragon and Catalonia, this fact 
diverted the districts of central, southeni, and western Spain from their 
own tradition of isolation. 

Queen Isabella died in 1504. This broke the personal bond which had 
caused the two Spanish kingdoms to direct their efforts and their policy 
to the same united purposes in the many enterprises that marked the 
period from 1479 to 1504. The bond w^as not to be maintained, for the 
evil fate which dogged the lives of the children of the Catholic Kings 
willed it otherwise. 

Joanna, the heiress to the crowm of Castile, being afflicted w ith a mental 
malady, was incapable of governing the kingdom, and had to be kept in 
disguised restraint. Queen Isabella in her will had named King Ferdinand 
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as regent of Castile, and the Cortes gave their assent at Toro in 1505. 

This roused the jealousy of Philip the Fair and caused frequent quarrels 

among the royal family. At last Ferdinand renounced the regency and 

retired to Aragon. Philip I did not long enjoy the authority which 

Joanna's condition imposed upon him, for he died the same year that he 

came into Spain. A short provisional regency followed, in which Cardinal 

Cisneros played the chief part, and then Ferdinand was again invited. He 

accepted, and retained the regency until his death. 

This new period of government by Ferdinand, as king in Aragon and 

regent in Castile, was as crowded with political happenings as the years 

1474-1504 had been. First, in point of date, aime Africii; there the 

policy pursued by Queen Isabella, described above, was continued. The 

inspiration of this period came from Cardinal C'isneros, who even took 

part himself and actually financed one of the expeditions. For some years 

all WTnt favourably for tlie policy of the Spaniards. Pehon de la Gomera 

(1508), Oran (1509), Bougie (1510), and Tripoli (1511) in turn fell into 

their hands. The taking of Bougie resulted in the submission of Algiers 

and the recognition of Spanish sovereignty by the Kings of Tunis and 

Tlcmcen. But the same year, 1511, saw a grave check to Spanish arms 

at the island of Gelves, which postponed for long any further progress in 

the conquest of Noi*th Africa. 

Shortly after the defeat of Gelves, Ferdinand engaged in another 

enterprise, having for its objective the Spanish kingdom of Navarre, 

which had been under French influence since 1479. The Catholic Kings 

had tried on two occasions to conclude a marriage alliance with the roval 

house of Navari'e; but both times the negotiations had failed owing to 

the intervention of Madeleine of Foix (Viana), the mother of the Queen of 

Navarre. The eflective cause of the war which resulted in the conquest 

of Navarre and its annexation to C^Lstile was the perfidy shewn to Ferdi¬ 

nand by Queen Catherine and her husband John d'Albret; on the one 

hand they appeared to favour Ferdinand, on the other they signed 

treaties with France that were definitely hostile to him. One of the.se 

treaties, at Blois in 1512, pledged Catherine and John to refuse the 

Spanish troops passage through Navarre. Ferdinand, who was cognisant 

of this agreement, asked leave from the Queen of Navarre to pa.ss through 

her territory with an army in order to enter France; and, as he expected, 

his request was refused. Accordingly he declared war. It proved to be a 

simple matter, as it lasted only two months and terminated with the 

submission of John, who took refuge in France. Having conquered Navarre 

south of the Pyrenees, Ferdinand did nut intend to annex the kingdom, 

but only to retain it during his war with France. To this end, he pro¬ 

posed a marriage between the Prince of Viana, the heir to the throne of 

Navarre, and an Infanta of Spain, on condition that the rulers of Navarre 

abstained from assisting the King of France. Once again this proposal 

was received unfavourably by Catherine and John, who shewed the extent 
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of their animosity by their insult to him in imprisoning his ambassador 

and handing him over to the French. Ferdinand then decided to annex 

Navarre to Castile, and carried this into execution, after an unsuccessful 

attempt by Louis XII and John d’Albret to recover the kingdom. Thus 

was the territorial unity of Spain, begun in 1492 in the south at the 

expense of the Muslims, completed in the north by the incorporation in 

the Spanish structure of the ancient kingdom of Navarre. Following the 

tradition practised in the other parts of the Aragonese kingdom, Ferdi¬ 

nand loyally respected the laws and the institutions, political and civil, 

of Navarre, including the Cortes, which continued to exist until the end 

of the eighteenth century. 

An interesting factor in the conquest of Navarre was the justification 

of it both by Ferdinand and by the Pope. A few days before the entry 

of the Spanish troops into Navarre, which took place in July 1512, the 

Pope, evidently at Ferdinaiurs instigation, published a bull excommuni¬ 

cating Catherine and John and depriving them of their territories and 

dignities. Six months later, on 18 January 1513, a second bull confirmed 

the provisions of the first relating to the deprivation of territories, which 

were assigned by the Pope to the person who should achieve their con¬ 

quest. This had already been accomplished by Ferdinand some months 

previously, but all the same the Pope's bull gave him a legal warrant, 

though, even by the ideas of the time, it was of doubthil validity. 

Ferdinand's own justification took a diflerent form. It w^as expressed in 

the book written by the Castilian jurist, Palacios Rubios, on The juMice 

and laxefulness of the aajulsit 'am and retent ion of the kingdom of N^avarref 

published at Salamanca in 1514. The arguments of Palacios Rubios 

w'ere little different from those of the Pope; they were almost exclusively 

religious in character, and were concerned principally with the schism 

from Po|>e Julius II led by some cardinals supported by the King of 

France, Ferdinand, however, as has been shewn, had been influenced in 

his decision to coiKjuer and annex Navarre solely by politiad motives, 

which were stated in his manifesto of 31 July 1512. Moreover, Navarre 

during its independent existence had been fundamentally a Spanish 

kingdom, and for the greater jmrt of its history it had been united, or 

at least linked, with Castile or Aragon. 

In the meanwhile, affairs in Italy continued their complicated course. 

Julius II, who did not lose sight of the general interests of Italian policy, 

such as he conceived it, had formed against N'enice the League of t'ambrai 

(10 I)eceml)er 1508), which included Ferdinand the Catholic. Shortly 

afterwards, the Po|)o became jealous of the success of the French king 

and substituted the Ixague of Cainbrai by another, knowui as the Holy 

League (October 1511); in accordance with the facility wdth which States 

changed sides at that time, Venice, formerly the enemy, was now' one of 

the partners in the liCague as well as the King of Aragon. The King of 

France, who remained outside it, sought the alliance of the Emperor 
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Maximilian, and war began afresh. It opened favourably for the French 

side, but shortly afterwards a victory won by the League at Novara in 

1518 forced Louis XII to abandon Milanese territory, and to conclude 

a truce with Ferdinand regarding Italian affairs (December 1513). The 

result of this war was to consolidate the position of Spain in Italy, and 

to this the incessant rivalries of the States which played the leading part 

in Italian politics considerably contributed. 

Two years after the truce signed with Louis XII, Ferdinand the 

Catholic died (23 January 1516). In his will he named as regent of the 

kingdoms of Castile, Leon, Granada, and Navarre his grandson Charles 

of Ghent, the son of Joanna and Philip the Fair; and he also bequeathed 

to him the throne of Araigou. The union of Spain under one ruler dates 

from this point, which marks the political end of the Middle Ages. 

Charles was not only bom at Ghent; he had also been brought up in 

Flanders, and had never set foot in Spain. During his absence, which 

only lasted until 19 September 1517, the regency of Castile was in the 

hands of Cardinal Cisneros, Queen Joanna being incapacitated by the 

increasing severity of her mental disorder. 

The reign of the Catholic Kings was not only important for the 

political incidents hitherto recorded, and for the discovery of America 

which resulted in the conquest and annexation of such vast territories. 

It was also important both for institutional, legal, and social facts 

influencing most deeply the internal life of Castile and Aragon, and for 

other facts belonging to the domain of literature, tlie arts, and the sciences. 

As far as Castile was concerned, the most impoidant of all was the 

definitive solution of the formidable problem of aristocratic lawlessness, 

which had been so grievously manifested in the two reigns—of John II 

and Henry IV—preceding that of Isabella. The Catholic Kings applied 

to this problem energetic remedies, which were fully in keeping with the 

character of Isabella and her idea of royalty, and also with the political 

temperament of her husband. They made a direct and speedy attack 

upon, and reduced by force of arms, the lords who dared to brave royal 

orders, and did not hesitate to employ the sternest possible measures. 

At the same time they weakened the financial position of those nobles 

who had received grants from the previous kings to the impoverishment 

of the resources of the Crown, by causing the Cortes in 1480 to revise 

these grants and annul such as were inequitable; they deprived the nobles 

of the possibility of using the Orders of Chivalry as a means of gaining 

for themselves a dominant position, by attaching these Orders directly to 

the Crown and thus making the king the Grand Master of them all 

(1487-94); they rigorously prevented the lords from building castles, 

and caused a number of those in existence to be dismantled; they 

reorganised the administration of justice, putting it into the hands of 

men of middle-class extraction trained at the univei'sities, thereby inter- 
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posing a solid barrier against the arbitrary power of the nobles. In short, 

they attempted, and with success, to transform the nobility which 

dominated the provinces and the countryside into a courtier class 

whose political influence was henceforward to depend on the favour and 

will of the sovereign. So they succeeded in dislodging the old aristocracy 

from the castles and palaces whence it had dominated towns and country¬ 

side, by flattering its vanity and giving its members honorary posts at 

Court. It remained, therefore, tied to the monarchy without being a 

source of danger. One of the forms of this disguised subjection was the 

organisation (in 1512) of a palace bodyguard of 200 gentlemen chosen 

from the noblest families of Castile, Aragon, and Sicily. The position 

was not only an honour highly-coveted, but it carried with it a salary as 

well; and tjfiis was the beginning of the standing army, which was shortly 

afterwards to be organised in detail by Cardinal Cisneros, and perfected 

on its technical side by Gonzalo de Cordoba. 

ITie municipal administration also, which had a tradition of practical 

independence but at that time was much disturbed by political and social 

factions, experienced the intervention of the central authority, which, in 

order to direct both local finance and government, dispatched veedores 

de cuentds (inspectors of accounts), corregidaresy and other officials. Thus 

the Catholic Kings, while they rendered a real service to the municipalities 

by giving them order and discipline, at the same time fostered the 

development of acentralising tendency characteristic of absolute monarchy. 

This tendency, too, was significantly manifested in relation to the Cortes, 

which were seldom summoned after the reforms of 1480. One form that 

this centralisation took, not only in Castile but in Aragon and Catalonia 

also, was the nomination of municipal councillors by the Crown, and the 

strengthening of the representation of the upper middle-class in the 

Council of the Hundred Jurats at Barcelona (1493). 

From the social point of view there were also important changes. 

Actually we know little as to the effects on the peasantry of the absentee 

landlordism consequent on the concentration of the nobility at Court, or 

as to the differences produced in the economic sphere by the transference, 

already noticeable, from agriculture to industry and commerce. But we 

do know of certain legislative reforms on the social side, such as the law 

of 28 October 1480, which, following the lines of the charter of 1285, 

authorised the peasants in the kingdom of Castile to change their residence 

(in other words, to remove from a seignory) and to take their possessions 

with them. On the other hand, there is also evidence to shew that the 

situation of the Christian peasants underwent no marked change, and 

that the abuses and the narrow dependence on their lonls continued still 

to be the rule in most districts; and this in practice prevented any 

general conversion of the j^easants as a whole into free tenant-farmers or 

small free-holders. It seems, however, that the general condition of 

the peasant classes in Castile was already easier and more fortunate than 
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in the various parts of the kingdom of Aragon. That seems to be demon¬ 

strated by the frequent revolts of a social character which broke out in 

those parts at the end of the fifteenth and the beginning of the sixteenth 

centuries. 
Ferdinand the Catholic tried to put a stop to these conflicts by limiting 

the seignorial rights, especially with regard to money dues and forced 

labour. But the nobles put up a firm resistance, and the king had in 

great measure to renounce his aims. He was more fortunate in Catalonia: 

following a formidable rising of the peasiints known as pagcsoH de rameni'<;a^ 

who were kept in the closest subjection by the land-owning class, he issued 

an arbitral judgment, the Decree of Guadalupe, by whicli the pagesoH 

were relieved of certain payments and services to their lords, the so-called 

‘^evil usages*’’ {rnah lums). By the same decree all pagrsos could become 

free on the payment of an indemnity to the lord. 
At the otlier end of the social scale, bn behalf of the wealthy middle 

class in particular, the Catholic Kings deferred to a custom already ot 

long standing in Castile and elsewhere, and, in one of the laws passed at 

the Cortes of Toro (Leyes de Toro^ 1505), sanctioned the institution of 

meyorats^ that is to say, the entailing of an estate, usually in favour of 

the eldest son. This fostered the creation or continuance of great 

aristocratic or middle-class patrimonies. The laws of U’oro are also 

important in other respects in the domain of private law; they mark 

quite definite drift away from the older laws and customs and towards 

Roman law. 

Another fact of great importance from the social and economic point 

of view also happened at this time. It is well known how heterogeneous 

was the racial composition of the population in all the Spanish kingdoms. 

This was brought about, during tlie .Middle Ages, by the grafting on the 

original Spanish-Latin stock of a succession of new strains, Visigothic, 

Jewish, Muslim from diff'erent sources (Arab, Syrian, Bt‘rber), not to 

mention other European elements, the amount of which, though appre¬ 

ciable, may be disregarded, except perhaps the hVankish strain in (ata- 

lonia. We shall probably never know to what extent racial admixture 

took place between the Spanish-Latins and the Germans at the end of the 

seventh century, but we do know that there was considerable admixture 

of Spaniards with their Muslim conquerors and still more with Jews. 

Documents of the late Middle Ages speak (piite explicitly of the large 

amount of Jewish blood that was to be found in most Spanish families, 

even in the most highly placed. When full allowance has been made for 

the fact that these statements were definitely depreciatory in character, and 

exaggerated by passion and malice, there still remains much truth in them. 

This heterogeneity attracted the attention of the Catholic Kings and 

of many of their contemporaries, but they looked on it as a political 

rather than an ethnical question. And they were mucii more concerned 

with the Jewish than with the Muslim aspect of the problem, owing to 
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the existence from the fourteenth century onwards of a growing movement 
of acute anti-Semitism. Moreover, the facts shew clearly the difference 
in sentiment towards the two races, for while in the case of the Muslims 
it led no farther than the imposition of baptism upon them, in the case 
of the Jews it led to their expulsion. 

It seems clear that the principal reason for this measure was the desire 

on the part of the Catholic Kings to bring about religious unity, as a 
means, in their \’iew, to internal peace, the realisation of which was being 

frustrated by the existing hatred towards the Jews. Undoubtedly, too, 
they knew that the expulsion of Judaism, whether brought about directly, 

or indirectly by forcing the Jews to change their religion, would bring 
with it evil economic consecjuences for Spain. These consequences, which 

were later to lx* responsible for saving the Muslims in Aragon from the 

harsh measures ad()[)ted against their co-religionists in Castile, were 

apprehended at the time by contemporaries; in spite of their Christian 

sentiments, they did not overlook the danger of the expulsion from the 

point of view of industrv, commerce, ami other branches of the economic 

life of the nation. Notwithstanding, the expulsion was ordered during 
the yeaiN 1 but it was not then carried into execution. It weus 

repeated on 81 May 14953, in the same terms that were to be used in the 

case of the Muslims in 15053. Hy the ordinance of 1492 the Jews had to 

lx‘ baptised under pain of banishment from Spain within four months. 
It is not possible to obtain exact statistics of the numlxii's wdio were 

baptised or wdio chose to leave the country; estimates vary from 200,000 

to half a million. It was from the Jews who then left Spain and took 

I'cfuge in different parts of Europe or in North Afriea that the Sephardim 

are descended; for ScpharaiU from wliieh theii* name is derived, w^as used 
by them to designate Spain. J1ie economic effects which had been antici¬ 

pated did in fact happen, Oiu* of these, which historical research is now 
bringing to light, was the fact that rich »Iewish merchants among the 

exiles from Spain gave assistance, especially in regard to America, to 

other countries; and they as a result were able to vie wdth Spain in the 

control, the commerce, and thf‘ colonisation of the New' World. 
The expulsion, moreover, did not settle the Jewish problem in Spain. 

The people, and the clergv of course in parti(‘ular, distrusted the 

sincerity of the converted *Jews in their new Ixdiefs. There is definite 
evidence to prove that this suspicion, if not always, was sometimes at any 

rate well-founded. Nor is there anything surprising in this, considering 

tlie manner in which the change of religion was brought about. 
It was in order to deal with these Judaiftuig Christians that the 

(’atholie Kings established in Castile a special tribunal against heretics, 
tlie Tribunal of tlie Inquisition, wdiicli was already in existence in Aragon 

since the thirteenth century. In Castile these offences came within the 
ordinary episcopal jurisdiction, and their treatment was based on the 

penal legislation of the Sbite. The Iiujuisition, on the other hand, was 

34 
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absolutely independent of the bishops, but was closely connected with 

the civil authority of the king. Its organisation and administration were 

highly developed, all the details being precisely elaborated. It owed its 

foundation to a royal decree issued at Seville in 1477, and it was 

recognised and accepted by Sixtus IV in bulls of the veal's 1478, 1482, 

and 1483. In 1483 the Supreme Council of the Inquisition was created 

by papal bull. The tribunal was presided over by a Grand Inquisitor, 

nominated at first by the king; but the third (the famous Torquemada) 

and subsequent ones were nominated by the Pope. It was Torquemada 

who drew up the original rules of the new Inquisition, and these were 

put into force in 1488. Four years earlier the old Aragonese Inquisition 

was reorganised on the model of that set up in Castile in 1477, though 

the change met with some opposition. In 1487 it was also intnxluced 

into Catalonia, where the opposition was much stronger, for reasons other 

than religious. When it was finally established at Majorca in 1490, the 

Catholic Kings had attained uniformity in jurisdiction and procedure in 

this department, a most important one at a time when the storm-clouds 

of religious revolt were already lowering over Christendom. Another 

novelty was the requirement of “purity of blood{Vwipleza d€ mrigre) 

as a condition for admission into public posts, the ranks of the clergy, 

and the Orders of Chivalry; this definitely isolated the converts or new 

Christians, and kept the original Christian element in the Spanish [people 

uncon tarn i nated. 

As to the internal organisation of the Church, the Catholic Kings paid 

particular heed to the religious Orders and the purging of the morals of 

the clergy; vigorously supported by Cisneros, they boldly took in hand 

the work of reform, which was in part satisfactorily accomplished. 

In the American countries where Spanish rule was beginning to 1^ 

established there also arose problems both social and religious. The 

former, so far as they concerned the union of the races and e(|uality of 

treatment, were soon decided in the affirmative by the administration, in 

accordance with the natural bent of the Spaniards; intermarriage betw'een 

the white and the coloured races was allowed, and the Indians were 

granted political liberty and equality under the law by a manifesto of 

Queen Isabella of 20 June 1500, which was repeated in later decrees. 

As to the religious question, it is well known that the aim of converting 

the infidels and pagans figured as one of the foremost reasons for expedi¬ 

tions to non-Chrrstian countries, and that it w as laid down as an essential 

condition in the papal bulls which granted the conquered lands to the 

Portuguese or the Spaniards. The Catholic Kings tried to produce and 

to maintain religious unity in their new territories, both by the preaching 

of the gospel and the conversion of the Indians, and by prohibiting non- 

Catholics or the descendants of Muslims or Jews from going to the Indies. 

These wei-e not the only points in which the Catholic Kings shewed their 

concern for their American lands. They elaborated so completely the 
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organisation of the new territories added to the Crown that, except for 

the institution of viceroyalties which came a little later, of the universities, 

and of governorships {interideTicias) which belong to the eighteenth 

century, all the essential elements in the political, administrative, religious, 

and social structure of Spanish America can be said to have been introduced, 

and even to some extent perfected, during the twenty-four years of the 

joint reign. Evidently, from the very beginning, the sovereigns and their 

counsellors in the government of the country visualised very clearly the 

problems arising from Spain’s position as mother-country to the rulers of 

the Indies. 

Finally, it was in the age of the Catholic Kings that the Spanish genius 

in lettei’s, the arts, and the sciences came into flower; at this moment it 

began to shew its originality and to lay the foundations for the great 

development of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. The literary 

Courts of John II in Castile and Alfonso V at Naples—the latter a 

product of the Renaissance having all knowledge for its aim, the former 

more truly medieval in character—foreshadowed the Court of the Catholic 

Kings, wherein the most striking features were the devotion to study and 

the protection of culture. As formerly Alfonso X of Castile, and again 

as Alfonso V of Aragon more recently, the Catholic Kings attracted to 

their palace teachers and persons of eminence, women as well as men, 

foreigners and Spaniards alike; they gave their protection to the art of 

printing, newly-introduced into Spain; and, by a law of 1480, they gave 

authority for all books that could be of use to the national culture to be 

freely imported into the country. 



CHAPTER XVI 

PORTUGAL IN THE MIDDLE AGES 

PoKTiJGAi takes her name from the city near the mouth of the Douro 

which we call Opoi-to, and from the tenth century the names Portugal, 
Portugalis, Portmak, and Portugale are applied in Latin documents to 

it and the surrounding lands. The kingdom of I^on and Uastile, to which 

they belonged, was divided into provinces ruled by counts, and in the 

reign of Ferdinand I the county of Portugal and the district of Coimbra 

to the south appear among these provinces. Though their exact boun- 

daries are unknown, the first seems to have included the territory between 

the Minho and the Douro with part of the modern province of Tras-os- 

Montes, while the second comprised the territory from the Douro to the 

Mondego; in documents of the eleventh and twelfth centuries the terra 
portuealenMs, w^hich embraced both districts, sometimes figures as a distinct 

province, at others it is considered as part of Galicia. 

On the death of Ferdinand in 1065 the monarchy was divided between 

his three sons, and Galicia with the terra poriiualejim fell to Garcia, but 

it was again reunited under Alfonso VI, who in 1093 extended his frontiers 

to the Tagus by capturing Santarem from the Muslims and making 

Lisbon and Sintra tributary to him. In the following year, however, he 

handed over Galicia and the districts already mentioned to a French 

knight, Raymond, son of William, Count of Burgundy (Franche Comte), 

who had come to the Peninsula in or about 1087, and married Alfonso's 

only legitimate daughter, Urraca. 

Raymond's cousin Henry, a great-grandson of King Robert II of France, 

followed him to Spain, and at the beginning of 1095 he was married to 

Teresa, one of the two illegitimate daughters of Alfonso; either then or some 

months before he obtained the government of the county of Portugal and 

the district of Coimbra under Raymond. This subordination was, however, 

ephemeral, and perhaps l>ecause the defeat of Raymond in the same year, 

followed by the loss of Lisbon and Sintra, convinced Alfonso that the 

frontier could not well be protected by tlie ruler of distant Galicia, he 

disnieml)ered the territory south of the Minho from that to the north 

and entrusted the former to Henry to hold as an hereditary fief. Thus 

the county of Portugal, extending from the Miulio to the Tagus, became 
a distinct entity. 

For the next few years the strife between Christian and Muslim seems 

to have been suspended, so that Henry was able to absent himself from 

hiscounty; inthe winter of 1097-98 he made the pilgrimage to Compostela, 

in 1100 and 1101 he was at the court of Alfonso VI, and in 1103 he set 

out for Palestine as a simple knight; afterwards we find him either 

residing at court, or at Coimbra, oampied in the work of administration. 
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In the meantime family disputes arose, in which he intervened and 

revealed qualities as a politician and an ambition for independence. 

Ilaymond considered that he had a right to succeed to the crown of his 

father-in-law, and in 1107, encouraged by Hugh, the powerful Abbot of 

Cluny, who was his near relation and had given three bishops to Portugal, 

he entered into an agreement with Henry by which the latter was to 

support him, in exchange for the gift of part of the treasure of Toledo 

and the government of the city and district; in case Raymond could not 

carry out this cession, he was to hand over Galicia to Henry, when he 

obtained possession of I.eon and Castile. The death of Raymond in 1107, 

two years before that of Alfonso, rendered the pact nugatory, and Henry 

then sought to realise his designs by persuading the king to leave him a 

part of the monarchy; in this he was disappointed, for on his death-bed 

Alfonso declared Urraca his sole heir. The choice displeased the magnates, 

who naturally desired a ruler capable of carrying on the war 4igainst the 

infidel, and they induced the new queen to espouse Alfonso I of Aragon, 

a young man famous for his military prowess; but strife soon arose l^etween 

the pair and led to civil war, in which they were alternately allies or ranged 

on opposite sides, wliile a revolution broke out in Galicia in favour of 

UrracaV son by lier fii'st niamage, Alfonso Raimundez. 

The accession of Urraca irritated Henry. In the autumn of 1110 he 

prcK'ceded to France to enlist troops, and on his return to the Peninsula 

tile next year he entered into a treaty with Alfonso I for the deposition 

of the queen and the division of the monarchy. A temporary reconciliation 

Ix'tween the consorts frustrated his hopes, and in 1111 he lost Santarem, 

but was able to renew^ his league with Alfonso, and in November they 

obtained a victory at Cunqx) d‘’Espina. However, the Castilian magnates 

succet'ded in separating him from the king, by promising to induce Urraca 

to hand over a jmrt of the kingdom, and in 1112, joining his forces to 

hers, he besieged Alfonso in Peuafiel. On this occasion Teresa arrived at 

the camp and persuaded him to press for the fulfilment of the promises 

he had obtained; his compliance, and the fact that the Poituguese soldiers 

treated her sister as queen, revealed their ambitions to Urraca and 

angered her so far that she entered into secret negotiations with her 

husband to counteract them; nevertheless .she agreed in public to a 

division of her States, but when Henry w^ent to take posse.ssion of Zamora 

and Sahagun, which with other places had been allotted to him, the 

inhabitants, bv order of the (jueen, refused to admit him. Cheated of his 

exj)ectations once more, he resolved to carry on the war against both king 

and queen, but died in his town of Astorga in May 1112 or 1114, with¬ 

out having been able to realise them; he left an only son, Afonso Hen- 

riques, tw o or tliree years of age. 

On hearing of his death, Henry’s widow, whom the chroniclers describe 

as beautiful and astute, hastened to court to press the rights which had 

descended to her, and lacking force, she had recourse to intrigue, informing 
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the king that his wife intended to poison him. The allegation seems not 

to have been without foundation, and Alfonso caught at so good a pretext 

to separate from the queen without losing her possessions; he expelled 

her from Astorga, but the nobles and burghers of Leon and Castile rallied 

to her side and he had to retreat to his own country. Teresa was now 

exposed to the vengeance of her sister, but found safety in submission and 

probably also in the support of Diego Gelmirez, Bishop of Compostela, 

a man of great influence in Galicia on account of his ecclesiastical rank 

and estates, whom Urraca dared not offend; moreover, though in her 

husband’s lifetime Teresa had rarely used the titles of Countess or Infanta, 

she now styled herself Infanta and Queen in the charters she gave; her 

subjects also called her by that title and even spoke of the county as a 

kingdom. It is true that at the Cortes of Oviedo (1116) she figured after 

the queen and her elder sister Elvira and merely as Infanta, but while 

Elvira signed on behalf of her children and subjects, Teresa only spoke 

for the former; she recognised Urraca as her superior, but the absence of 

the Portuguese magnates, and the omission of any reference to them, 

suggests that they had already gone far on the road of independence. 

In the following year a fresh revolution broke out in Galicia in favour 

of Alfonso Raimundez, the leaders being his tutor Pedro Froylaz, Count 

of Trava, and Bishop Gelmirez, and Teresa was induced to take their 

side, because like them she aspired to overthrow the queen’s authority. 

Though apparently unsuccessful in the field, she obtained from the count 

as the price of her support the districts of Tuy and Orense, north of the 

Minho, to add to her county, but had almost immediately to return to 

Portugal to meet the Muslim invaders, who had captured the line of 

castles covering Coimbra; thus exposed, the city itself was besieged in 

June 1117 for twenty days, but, inspired by the presence of Teresa, the 

garrison made a successful resistance. The next three years were tranquil; 

her troops took no part in the renewed war between Urraca and Alfonso, 

though nearly every other part of the monarchy was represented in it, 

and her barons by their aloofness seem to have wished to mark the growing 

separation between them and Leon and Castile. In 1121, however, they 

were drawn into the general conflict, and the occupation of Tuy, if not 

the motive, served as the pretext, though the ambition of Gelmirez to 

liberate his see from dependence on that of Braga was a contributory 

cause; Gelmirez obtained his wish and promotion to the rank of arch- 

bishop from Pope Calixtus II, in exchange for the promises he gave to 

help in securing the crown of Galicia for Alfonso Raimundez, who 

happened to be the Pope’s nephew. Urraca perhaps learnt of the plot to 

replace her by her son, and in any case she determined to attack Teresa, 

who adhered to the league. Accordingly in the summer of 1121 she 

invaded Portugal, overran the country as far as the Douro, and besieged 

the castle of L^hoso, to which Teresa had retired. The latter probably 
had with her the Galician noble Fernando Peres de Trava, reputed to be 
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her lover, whom she had made Count of Oporto and Coimbra; he was a 

friend of Gelmirez, therefore of the party hostile to Urraca, and the 

destruction of Teresa would have been fatal to the success of their plans. 

How they were able to prevent it is a mystery; all we know is that Urraca 

suddenly made a peace-treaty with her sister, and gave her dominion over 

the districts of Zamora, Toro, Salamanca, and Avila, in subordination 

to herself, in exchange for an offensive and defensive alliance. The terri¬ 

tories thus ceded to Teresa appear to have been those which were allotted 

to her husband in 1111, but while he was to possess them independently, 

she only received them as her sister’s vassal. Nevertheless she had reason 

to be satisfied with the agreement, since her cause had been saved when 

on the brink of ruin and her possessions almost doubled. 

During Urraca s lifetime Teresa made no attempt to assert the in¬ 

dependence of Portugal, but shortly after the accession of Alfonso VII she 

formally refused to fulfil her obligations under the treaty of 1121, with 

the result that the king declared war in the spring of 1127, and after a 

campaign of six weeks forced her to recognise his supremacy. An episode 

of the siege of Guimanlles is still remembered; the garrison, unable to 

hold out, undertook on behalf of the young Afonso Henriques that he 

would consider himself in the future a vassal to the Crown of Leon and 

Castile, and his tutor, Egas Moniz, one of the principal nobles and a man 

of high character, went surety for the fulfilment of the bargain. On this 

the siege was raised, but when in the following year the government came 

into the hands of Afonso Henriques, he ignored the promise made in his 

name; whereupon Egas Moniz accompanied by his wife and children went 

to court, and presenting himself to the king unshcxl and with a rope round 

his nei'k, asked leave to redeem by his death the broken word. This noble 

action earned him freedom and its incidents are engraven on his tomb. 

After the check her ambitions hatl received, Teresa had to face an 

internal revolt, directed against the predominance of her lover and the 

influence of other Galician barons in the administration of the county. 

It was largely an anti-foreign movement, justified by the feeling that they 

were opposed to the general desire for independence; indeed it is probable 

that Fernando Peres induced Teresa to submit to Alfonso, since the chief 

author of the pacification was his friend Gelmirez. In Afonso Henriques 

the Portuguese magnates, including the Archbishop of Braga of the 

powerful family of Mendes de Maia, found a natural leader; he had 

reached the age of seventeen and according to a contemporary was a 

handsome youth, a keen soldier, prudent in all his actions, and posses?^ ^d 
of a clear intelligence. In 1125, as if in pursuit of the plan re6Jised only 

much later, he had knighted himself in the cathedral of Zamora, ‘‘accord¬ 

ing to the custom of kings,’’ and now needed no incitement to head a 

movement against the small clique which his mother had mised to power. 

Early in 1128 at Braga he published his intentions, the province of Minho 

rose in his favour, and when three months later Teresa reached Guimaraes 
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with a Galician-Portuguese force, she found him encamped with his 

partisans at St Mamede outside the walls. In the battle that ensued she 

was defeated, and two years afterwards died in exile, the victim, not 

merely of her moral lapse and of the ambitions of others, but of the 

sentiment of nationality which she had worked to develop during a rule 

of fourteen or sixteen years. 

The rebellion of Portugal against Teresa was a challenge to the king 

who had just reduced her to submission, but internal difficulties and the 

incessant war with Aragon forbad him to take it up. In IbSO, encouraged 

by this inaction, Afonso Henriques invaded Galicia. He had a pi'etext 

in the conventions made with his father and the possession by his mother 

of the south of that province; the raids were repeated in the following 

years with varying success, and it is significant that the little county in 

the west continued its defiance while the rest of the Peninsula gradually 

recognised the supremacy of Alfonso, who was acclaimed Emperor of 

Spain in 1135. Two years later the King of Navarre sought to free him¬ 

self and made a pact with the discontented barons of Galicia and Afonso 

Henriques for mutual action; while the former began hostilitic's in the 

East, the Portuguese count with his allies defeated the ro\al forces at 

Cerneja, and, but for a diversion, would have extended his con(|nests to 

the north of Galicia. The capture by the Muslims of the great castle of 

Leiria, which he had only just founded, and a disaster neai* Thomar, 

compelled him to return and defend his southern frontiers and, when he 

was thus occupied, Alfonso VII, having temporarily disposed of the 

King of Navarre, marched rapidly across his states to Tiiv and there 

began to collect an army to invade Portugal. The (oiint had to submit, 

and by the peace of Tuy (4 July 1137) he and 150 of his baions swore to 

help the Emperor against any foe, either Christian or Muslim, and to 

restore any territories he might receive, when so recjuired. Alfonso was 

now free to direct his arms against the common enemv, and in 1138 he 

advanced as far as the river Guadalquiver and in the following year 

besieged the strong fortress of Aurelia; at the same time, by arrangeinent 

with him, Afonso Henriques led his troops across the Tagus for the first 

time and overthrew the Muslims under Esmar at ()uri(|ue (25 July 1139), 

and as a consequence Aurelia surrendered. According to an old tradition, 

Our I^ord appeared to him on the eve and juomised victory, while his 

men acclaimed him King on the field of battle; actually in a document of 

the previous March he had used the title. The success must hav(‘ restored 

the self-confidence the Portuguese had lost by the humiliating conditions 

of the Peace of Tuy, and early in 1140 Afonso Henriques felt strong 

enough to break the pact and invade Gali(;ia once more. When thev met 

at Val de Vez, the Emperor was satisfied with a truce, instead of risking a 

battle against his disobedient cousin; it would seem that he considt^red the 

subjection of Portugal too difficult an enter[)rise. Its count was henceforth 

absent from the political assemblies of the monarchy, and Alfonso VII never 
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enumerated Portugal among his dominions, though he may perhaps have 

consideml it as part of Galicia, to whitrh it had lately been attached. 

In 1143 Afonso I, as we shall now call him, met the Emperor and 

Cardinal Guido, legate of Pope Innocent II, in conference at Zamora, 

and a definite peace between the cousins was arranged: Alfonso VII 

recognised the title Afonso I had taken and the latter received the lord- 

ship of Astorga in vassalage. Even in his capacity as King of Portugal, 

he doubtless remained in some sort of dependence on the Emperor, but 

it was a frail tie, and the meeting with Guido may have suggested how 

it might safely be snapped. While the Roman See exercised considerable 

authority in all Christian kingdoms, it had a special and immediate 

dominion in Spain, so that, if the Pope extended protection to thenew' State, 

that State's existence was assured; Afonso I therefore did homage to the 

legate and wrote to Innocent offering his realm to tlie Holy See under 

an annual tribute of four ounces of gold. The conditions of the homage 

were that he and his successoi*s should pay this sum in perpetuity, and in 

exchange receive support and not recognise any superior authority, save 

that of Rome in the person of its legate. In May of the following year 

Lucius II replied, praising the king's resolution and promising protection, 

but addressing Afonso I as diuv portugallciusls and called his realm terra \ 
nevertheless the acce})tnnce of the king's offer meant confirmation of the 

independence of Portugal, though his royal dignity was only recognised 

by Alexander III in 1179, probably owing to the papal desire for an 

undi\ided S{)ain as a barrier to the Muslim. The Emperor protested, 

but lUiule no further attempt to recover his authority, while the king 

seems to have abandoned the idea of extending his territory to the north 

and east and to have lost A storga, of w hich Alfonso \ II naturally deprived 

him; henceforth he directed liis efforts of expansion southward, and the 

subset}uent disputes with his cousin ivfer to the limits of Portugal on 

that side. 

'Phe death struggle between Ahnoravides and Almohades in Africa, 

and the consequent confusion in J^pain itself, gave him his opportunity, 

and in 1146, allying hiinself with Ibn-Kasi, Wali of Mertola, he issued 

from his base at Coiinbra, crossed the Tagus, leaving Idsbon and 8anUu*ein 

on his flank, and penetrated into the districts of Beja and Merida; his 

devastations led the authoiities of Belatha, the province lying between 

the Mondego and the Tagus, to offer their submission and tribute. He 

followed up this success by surprising and taking by escalade the strong 

castle of Santarem, and next cast his eyes on Lisbon. In June 1147 a 

fleet of some 200 sail carrying 13,000 men, Anglo-Normans, Germans, 

and Flemings, entered the Douro on their way to Palestine; and the 

leaders w ere persuaded to put in at the Tagus and join him in an attack 

on the city, which w^as starved into surrender after a four months' siege. 

Thereupon the almost inaccessible castle of Sintra submitted on terms 

and the garrison of Paimella fled, while many of the crusaders obtained 
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grants of land and remained in Portugal. In the tract of country liberated 

from Muslim rule, the Military Orders, cathedrals, and monastic bodies 

were also given a share; near Leiria the monastery of Alcoba^ was 

founded about 1153, and its monks reduced to cultivation a laige district 

which had been a desert. These corporations established villages and 

towns with colonists attracted from the north, and the king divided up 

among his soldiers the estates belonging to the Muslim inhabitants of 

Lisbon who had died or fled, though the survivors who accepted the 

Christian yoke continued to enjoy their property under the name of 

mouros Jbrros, He made two attempts in the next few years to capture 

the strongly fortified town of Alcacer do Sal with the aid of soldiers 

recruited in England, and though these failed, it fell on 24 June 1168, 

and in 1169 he appears to have taken and abandoned Beja and Evora. 

The reputation he had gained is shewn by the fact that Alfonso II of 

Aragon sought his daughter Mafalda in marriage, and that in 1165 

another daughter of his, Urraca, became the wife of Ferdinand II of Leon; 

and though he suffered a serious defeat in 1161 at the hands of the 

A]mohad Emperor of Morocco,‘Abd-al-Mumin, a body of municipal troops 

acting independently won back Beja in 1162, and, some years after, a 

guerrilla band under Giraldo the Fearless took Evora, Serpa, Juromenha, 

and then striking north-east seized Cdceres and Trujillo, in modem 

Spain. In 1163 the king himself had entered Leon and occupied Sala¬ 

manca to avenge the injuries his subjects received from Ciudad Rodrigo, 

refortified by Ferdinand in 1161, and when defeated at Arganal he sought 

compensation by invading Galicia and seizing Tuy and the territory of 

Limia which had once been in the hands of his mother. Good fortune 

made him reckless; and, while the King of Leon was engaged in expelling 

the Portuguese from Galicia, he proceeded in 1169 to besiege the castle 

of Badaj(5z, at the summons of Giraldo, who had already captured the 

town. Ferdinand hastened back to oppose him and the besieger became 

the besieged, the Portuguese were driven from the place, and in the flight 

Afonso fractured a leg and was taken prisoner. '^The King of Leon 

behaved with extraordinary generosity, for when Afonso confessed his 

fault and offered to hand over all he had in exchange for freedom, he is 

said to have replied: Restore what you have taken from me and keep 

your kingdom.*^ Afonso was only too glad to accept these terms; he 

handed over, twenty-five castles and a large sum of gold and after two 

months" imprisonment returned home. Incapacitated by his injury from 

bearing arms for the rest of his life, he provided for the defence of the 

Alemtejo by granting to the Templars a third of all they could acquire 

there, on condition that they used the revenues in the royal service. Two 

years later he was besieged in Santarem by an Almohad army and again 

saved by the prompt arrival of his son-in-law; since the affair of Badajdz 
he no longer inspired fear in his foes. 

He now made a truce with the Muslims which lasted a decade; his 
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reign as chief of a military nation had virtually come to an end, and 

on 16 August 1170 he knighted his son Sancho and gave him a share 

in the administration and in the control of military affairs; as Portugal 

had no rules of succession, it was advisable to accustom his subjects and 

foreigners to treat Sancho as king before his own death. In 1174 the 

prince married Dulce, sister of Alfonso II of Aragon, and four years later 

he recommenced the war by a raid against Seville, where he burnt one of 

the principal suburbs; his boldness in penetrating as far as the capital of 

Andalusia stirred up Yusuf, Emperor of Morocco, who resolved to reduce 

Portugal, but a naval expedition against Lisbon in 1179 had no result 

and a serious invasion by land required time to prepare. However, in 

May 1184 the invading army from Africa arrived and shut up Afonso in 

Santarem and, though Sancho was able to hold the enemy at bay, 

Portugal owed its salvation to the aid of the Archbishop of Santiago de 

Compostela, who brought an army of 20,000 men on 26 June, and to 

that of the King of I^n, who arrived a month later. The sudden death 

of the Emperor and the dispersal of his host, followed by the failure of 

a fresh attack on Lisbon from the sea, completed the almost miraculous 

deliverance, and Afonso could die in peace on 6 December 1185 after a 

rule of forty-five years. Often unscrupulous in his methods, he succeeded 

by courage, persistency, and good fortune in making a nation, increasing 

its boundaries, founding a dynasty, and securing its recognition abroad. 

Succeeding to the throne at the age of thii-ty, Sancho devoted himself 

to rebuilding towns, founding new ones, and erecting castles, and earned 

the name of Povoador for his work in repopulating the territories devas¬ 

tated by the long wars. T‘o add to the defences and revenues of the 

kingdom, he encouraged the Military Oiders, who in the Held possessed 

the discipline lacking in the royal troops and in those of the coinniunes, 

and by their strongholds protected the frontiers and the settlers under 

their walls; these Oiders included the Ternplai's and Hospitallei-s and the 

newer ones of Calatrava and Santiago. At first Sancho kept aloof from the 

quarrels between his brother sovereigns, and for some years intestine 

strife in Africa prevented Ya’qub, the new Emperor of Morocco, from 

repairing the disaster of 1184 and, when he attempted it in the spring of 

1189, he met with no permanent success. This encouraged Sancho to take 

the initiative, but instead of pushing south-east to recover Beja and the 

Guadiana fortresses, which had been lost in the last years of his father, 

he secured the aid of two crusading fleets on their way to Palestine, and 

sailing together down the flank of Muslim territory to the Algarve, where 

the Portuguese had never penetrated, the allies took Alvor and Silves, 

a city larger and richer than Lisbon, in 1189. The barbarities practisetl 

by the crusaders at the fall of Lisbon and their accusations of bad faith 

against the King of Portugal were repeated, but tiie prospect of booty 

never failed to secure their co-operation. This naval expedition, the first 

in Portuguese history, brought the submission of the western part of the 
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province, and the king inarched back through Muslim territory and re¬ 

conquered Beja, but in the spring of the following year he had to meet a 

fresh invasion from Africa; Ya’qub proceeded first to Silves and, leaving 

a force to besiege it, he traversed the Aleintejo plains, crossed the Tagus, 

took Torres Novas, and sat down before the Templar fortress of Thomar, 
while some of his troops got as far as Coimbra. 

Sancho now found himself in a critical position; the enen»y was estab¬ 

lished in overwhelming force in the heart of the country and might enter 

his capital; but once again Providence came to its aid, in the shape of 

crusaders, who entered tlie Tagus and were persuaded to reinforce him. 

Moreover, a pestilence broke out in the Emperor’s camp and led him to 

offer terms; if Silves were restored, he would give back d'orres Novas, 

retire, and make a seven yeai*s’ truce. Though the terms were refused, the 

Emperor none the less broke up camp and led his army to Seville, but in 

the following year he not only retook Silves and the other conquests of 

Sancho, but got possession of Alcacer, Palmella, and Almada, so that the 

Muslim frontier came up /igain to the Tagus. Evora held out, and th.e 

Muslims abandoned Palmella and Almada, but the king had to resign 

himself to his other losses, and during the next four years he sought to 

provide against a similar calamity by establishing strongholds of the 

Military Orders along the right bank of the Tagus, bv }>eopling the 

province with colonists from the north, and byrestoring the cvistle of Ixuria. 

In 1196 the prowess of Alfonso VIIT of Castile })r()voked another 

invasion of the Peninsula by Ya’qub, and a I'ortuguese contingent shared 

in the defeat of Alarcos, In the following year war broke out Ix'tween 

the Kings ot Portugal and l^eon; the former overran the southern part 

of Galicia and captured Tuy, which he held until 1199, hut he suffered 

a defeat in front of C iudad liodrigo; thougli liostilities appear then to 

have ceased, he founded the city of Guarda on the eastern frontier as a 

protection against Leon and made it the seat of a bisl)0})rie. He also re- 

occupied the noi-th of the Aleintejo by meml)ers of the Military Onlers, 

and the number of foreign settlers along the estuary of the Sado justified 

the grant of a charter to Cezimbra. Thu loss of life caused l)v the great 

famine of 1202 compelled him to greater efforts, and in the ensuing years 

he travelled over his kingdom, and established many new towns and dis¬ 

tricts in the centre, and even south of the T^agus. rhivse acts rather than 

his exploits as a warrior, which were inferior to those of his father, are his 

true title to fame, and he was able to practise them by the peace he 

preserved with his neighbours, Christian and Muslim; on the other hand 

a breach with the Church and a grave malady clouded his last years. 

A conflict broke out between Martinho Rodrigues, Bishop of Oporto, 

member of a noble family, and his Chapter, during which the populace 

rose against and imprisoned their overlord and the royal officers seized his 

goods and those of the see, Sancho took sides against the bishop, but was 

compelled by Innocent III to make restitution, while the citizens were 
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adjudged to be vassals of the Church in accordance with the grant made 

by Teresa to Bishop Hugo in 1120, notwithstanding their charter. 

Before this peace came, long-standing differences between Sancho and the 

Bishop of Coimbra came to a head; when reproved for his personal mis¬ 

conduct and placed under an interdict, Sancho retorted with acts of 

violence and imprisoned the pi^elate, and to a papal protest he sent a violent 

reply, doubtless penned by his chancellor Julian, a lawyer who shared the 

ideas of Aniold of Brescia. However, 1>efore his death in 1211 he became 

reconciled with both bishops and left the country better defended, culti¬ 

vated, and peopled*, if no larger, than he had received it, but the sum total 

of his legacies, ^^^266,000 in gold, suggests fiscal extortion. 

On ascending the throne in 1211, Afonso II summoned Cortes at which 

it was decided that canon law should form part of the law of the realm, 

and that any civil enactment running c^ounter to it should be void, the 

clergy were exempted from many forms of taxation, a concession which 

their maintenance of schools and hospitals justified, and in exchange they 

accepted a law forbidding ecclesiastical corporations to purchase more 

land. The king gained the favour of the Church by these measures, and 

Innocent III confirmed his royal title. Doubtless inspired by Julian, 

Afonso then felt strong enough to refuse to carry out the provisions of his 

father's will in favour of his brothers and sisters, on the ground that Crown 

lands were inalienable. This led to civil war and an invasion by the King 

of Ixjon, who took Coimbra, but the King of Castile intervened, out of 

gratitude for the help rendered by Portuguese troops at the battle ofL>as 

Navas de Tolosa (July 1212), and after five years of litigation the conflict 

was settled in Afonso's favour bv Innocent III, who received twenty-eight 

years’ tribute owing to the Papal See. Nevertheless, the former national 

unity had Ik^cu broken, and the efforts of the king to remove the hostility 

of the nobkis by a general confirmation of their title-deeds did not bear 

fruit; for as it suggested a right of nn'oeation, many refused to accept it. 

Afonso w fis too much occupied with internal questions and too lacking in 

military spirit to seek to extend his frontiers, and he was absent when 

his troops won back Alcacer w ith the help of another crusading fleet, led 

by the Counts of Holland and of Wied, after a two months' siege on 

18 Octolx^r 1217. In the follow ing year he made the bishops a present of 

tithe on the revenues of the royal lands in each diocese, which had hitherto 

lx»en exempt from the tax. This .step seems to have been taken mainly on the 

advice of the dean of IJsbon, but shortly afterwards a dispute between 

the latter and the bishop, in which the king supported the dean, led to a 

change of policy. Gon<,>ilo Mendes, Julian’s successor, and the Lord High 

Steward, Pedro A ones, supporters of the supremacy of the civil powder, 

incited Afonso to violate the immunities of the Church and the privileges 

granted to the clergy by the Cortes of 1211; the law against mortmain 

enacted at that time had not l)een observed, and land had continued to 

{)ass into tlie hands of tlie clergy to the detriment of the exchequer. The 
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Archbishop of Braga convoked an assembly of prelates, and after condemn¬ 

ing the public acts and adulterous life of Afonso excommunicated him 

and his ministers. About the same time a general inquest into titles to 

landed property, ordered in 12*0, raised up enemies among the nobles, 

who were generally not heard in their defence, and Afonso’s bastard 

brother Martin Sanches and the King of Leon invaded Portugal and took 

Chaves. Though the energbtic intervention of Honorius III in favour of 

the archbishop had not moved the king from his purpose, these events and 

the papal threat to release his subjects from their allegiance induced him 

to make peace with the Church some months before his death from 
leprosy in 1223. 

By making reparation to, and a concordat with, the Church Sancho II, 

who came to the throne at thirteen, obtained the removal of the interdict 

which had been laid on the realm, but the hatreds provoked by the events 

of the last reign continued, and were reflected in perennial civil strife. To 

heal these divisions, the king, who had crusading in his blood, renewed 

the war against the Muslims in co-operation with the King of Leon and 

took Elvas (1226), but did not attain his end; noble contended with 

noble, Templar with Hospitaller, bishop with bishop, the monastic Orders 

suffered persecution from the prelates, who met the robberies and 

usurpations committed by the royal officials with spiritual weapons. 

TheCardinaFof Abbeville, sentin 1228by Gregory IX,secured atemporary 
pa<-ification, during which new towns were found^ on the eastern frontier, 

while Elvas, which the Muslims had reoccupied, and Juromenha were 

definitely conquered. The captures of Moura, Serpa, and Aljustrel followed 

in 123^34, but Sancho’s weak government and his continual changes 

of ministers neutralised these victories, and the kingdom graduaUy fell 

into anarchy. In 1237 the Bishop of Oporto drew a terrible picture of 

its condition when he invited the Dominicans to establish themselves in 

the city, yet the Order contributed to the evils by its own dissensions, by 

evading the mortmain law, and by admitting to the priesthoqd men who 

only sought to evade taxation or military service; moreover, the clergy 

of Lisbon commonly compelled testators to leave part of their property 

to the Church under the threat of deprivation of the Sacramrats 

mre was reason for extending the law of 1211, which forbade the pur¬ 

chase of land by ecclesiastical corporations, to the acceptance of gifts 

and bequests, as these had become excessive through the piety of the 

people; but the continual bribes of ecclesiastical immunities, the 

expulsion of the Bishop of Lisbon in a grossly sacrilegious manner by 

feanchos brother Ferdinand, and similar deeds by his uncle in the north 

could not fail to provoke papal intervention, even against a crusading 

monarch The king yidded and gave full satisfaction to the prelat^ 

though the citizens of C^orto continued for two years the struggle with 

their bishop which they had inherited from their forbears; bSt in the 

midst of these contentions bancho found time to pursue the Holy War, 



Deposition of Sancho IL Conquest of the Algarve 615 

and he reduced the castles on the Guadiana from Mertola to the sea, 

together with the western part of the Algarve (1238-40) and confided 

them to the Order of Santiago. 

Records are lacking for the next few years, and all we can be sure of is 

that the public disorder continued and that the king did nothing to check 

it; in consequence, the prelates presented at Rome a catalogue of the 

wrongs of the Church and the misdeeds of Sancho and his ministers, in¬ 

cluding toleration of heretical opinions, and to strengthen their case they 

detailed the injuries done to the State. The accusation that he had let 

the castles fall into disrepair and failed to defend the frontiers was well 

calculated to deprive him of the credit he had gained from Gregory IX 

for his campaign and, whether true or not, his recent indolence gave 

it colour. The intention of the prelates was to shew that he was in¬ 

capable and ought to be deposed; in that case the Pope had a special 

right to take action, because Portugal was a papal fief. As Sancho had 

no children, his brother Afonso, Count of Boulogne, was the natural 

successor, and some of the bishops and nobles, apparently with the 

approval of the new Pope Innocent IV, had already invited him to play 

the part of sfiviour of the country. Early in 1245 the Pope commissioned 

the Bishops of Oporto and Coimbra to require the king to repair his past 

offences and give pledges for the future, and on their arrival at the Council 

of Lyons they reported his obduracy, whereupon Innocent appointed 

Afonso curator of the realm and ordered the authorities to obey him, 

though he declared that he had no intention of depriving Sancho of the 

crown. In September, at a meeting in Paris, Afonso accepted the condi¬ 

tions imposed by the Archbishop of Braga and the Bishop of Oporto, 

which referred mainly to the Church, and at the beginning of 1246 he 

pro<ieeded to Lisbon, which declared for him in the first of its many revo¬ 

lutions. Though Sancho defended himself and called in the aid of Spanish 

troops, led by Alfonso, son of Ferdinand III of Castile, he was finally 

vanquished and died in exile at Toledo in 1248, whereupon the Count of 

Boulogne took the title of king. 

In 1249-50 the forces of the Military Orders conquered the rest of 

the Algarve, but Ferdinand’s son claimed the province under a grant from 

the Wali of Niebla, invaded Portugal, and compelled Afonso III to yield 

it to him; however, in 1253the latter, intent on its recovery, and though 

his wife was living, agreed to marry Beatrice, illegitimate daughter of the 

former, who had become King of Castile and Leon under the title of 

Alfonso X, and it was arranged that the Algarve should revert to 

Portugal when the first child of the union reached the age of seven. In 

1263, after conflicts over its ownership, Alfonso X ceded it to the Infant 

Dinis, son of Afonso III, with certain reservations, on condition that he 

served him in war with 50 lances; the irregular marriage of the King of 

Portugal was validated by Urban IV on the death of the Countess of 

Boulogne; and finally in 1267, by the convention of Badajdz, all restrictions 
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on Portuguese sovereignty vvere removed, and the Guadiana became the 

boundary between the two countries. Since then the frontiers of Portugal 

have harfly varied, a fact unique in European history. In internal affairs 

the policy of Afonso III was to strengthen the Third Estate as an ally 

against nobles and clergy, to recover the Crown property alienated by 

himself under compulsion at the beginning of his reign and by his pre¬ 

decessor, and to increase the revenue which these grants and the civil war 

had considerably diminished. The presence of representatives of the towns 

at the Cortes of 1254 for the first time shewed their increasing importance, 

the provision for the payment of tributes in money and not in kind 

benefited the people as well as the king, who was the chief landowner, and 

the Inquest of 1258 enabled a correct schedule of Crown property to Ix^ 

prepared and revealed how far it had been alienated in fa\our of private 

persons and corporations, often fraudulently to avoid taxation. In 1261 

the Cortes disputed the ancient right of the monarch to raise money by 

debasing the value of the coinage every seven years, and for a considera¬ 

tion Afonso had to renounce it and agiee that he and his successors 

would accept instead a fixed sum payable once only in each reign; the 

principle tliat a new general tax could only be in)[)osed l)v the consent of 

the nation was thus established. Notwithstanding this check, instructions 

were issued in 1265 to the judicial authorities for tlie recovery of lands 

held from the Crown which had Ixen sold by tlu? grantees to the loss of 

its rights; they w^ere to lx* purchased at the prict* paid by tlie present 

owners and, if the latter refused to sell, they were to be confiscated, and 

lands abandoned or uncultivated were also to be seized. In no (*ase was a 

Crown estate to be divided up between members of a family, unh'ss one 

became responsible for the whole rent, and those granted to the Military 

Orders were in future to lx subject to taxation. 

If these revolutionary measures, which were carried out in j)art and 

without hearing the parties intere.sted, failed to relieve the treasury, we 

may attribute this to the lavish exjxnditiire of the king and to the 

rapacity of his courtiers, especially the Lord High Steward, Dom Joao 

Peres de Aboirn, and the Chancellor, Estevam A ones; but as they 

affected thousands of the nobility and clergy, this issue offered an 

excellent occasion for the leaders of the latter to o[)en a campaign 

against the king they had helped to set up and who had Hbust.»<] their 

confidence. Five of the bishops went to Rome and presented a list of 

grievances, those of the clergy being in 46 articles. They (^ontainwl the 

old charges of infringement of eccle.siiistical immunities, interfen*nce in 

the appointment of bishops and clergy, roblxry of the Church, and 

ill-treatment of clerics, but for the first time the municipalities apjxar 

as abettors of the monarch; the accusation that Afonso threatened the 

bishops with death to secure his ends, and had their servants castrated 

and killed and priests stripped naked, accords witli his violent temper 

and the barbarity of the times. He met the storm by presenting a 
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declaration of the towns in his favour and by enlisting for a new crusade 

promoted by Clement IV in 1267, and by his own efforts and those of 

his agents in Rome he succeeded in neutralising the representations of 

the prelates for some years, until the acts of violence and the illegalities 

grew worse and drove them to present fresh complaints. In 1273 

Gregory X endeavoured to bring the king to reason, whereupon Afonso 

summoned the Cortes and had a committee consisting of his friends 

appointed to examine the matter, with the result that it reported in his 

favour. This further subterfuge did not avail him, for by a bull of 

4 September 1275 the Pope required him to swear to carry out the 

obligations he had contracted in Paris and the resolutions contained in 

the bulls of Honorius III and Gregory IX, failing which he threatened 

him with excommunication and interdict, and in the last resort with 

deposition. The king I'emained obdurate and, now as before, changes in 

the occupancy of the Papal See favoured him by causing a delay in the 

execution of the threats, but in 1277 an apostolic commissary published 

the bull in Lisbon and intimated its provisions to the king, so that they 

became effective in due course. No revolution followed, because no 

pretender existed, and Dinis, a capable youth of sixteen, already shared 

in the administration; however, on his death-bed in January 1279, Afonso 

took the oath recjuired of him without reserve. The tenacity of the 

clergy and the patience of successive Popes had won after a struggle of 

nineteen years. 

The interdict continued for some time, Ijecause Dinis, following in the 

ste[)s of liis father, did not auTy out the provisions of the bull of 

(rregory X, in the hojie that they would be modified; and though he 

entered into negotiations at Rome, the short reigns of several Popes and 

difFerence> between liini and them delayed a settlement until 1289. The 

concoixlat then made and its sequels represented a fair compromise, and 

regulated the relations of clergy and Crown so as to pi*eclude further 

disputes on (piestions of principle. By means of a declaration of war 

against C/ustile in 1295, the king obtained the restitution of the towns 

of Serpa and Moura and the cession of those of Aroche and Aracena on 

the east to w liich he laid claim, and by an invasion in the following year 

h(* annexed the district of Riba Coa bt^tween the river of this name and 

the Donro. On the suppression of the ^Pemplars by Clement V, he 

endeavoured to incorporate their property in that of the Crown, but as 

the Pope refused his consent, it was agi'eed that they should be transferred 

to a new Order, the Order of Christ, which was founded in 1319. After 

the coiujuest of the Algarve, the older Military Orders, through lack of 

occuj)ation, fell into decay, of which we have evidence in the complaints 

of the Cortes in 1361, 1472, and 1481, but the Order of Christ played an 

mportant part in the voyages directed by Prince Henry the Navigator, 

which were financed out of its revenues. Notwithstanding the war with 

Castile and the rebellion of the king's eldest son Afonso, which disturbed 
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the whole reign, it was one of moral and material progress, shewn in the 

peaceable settlement of the conflict between Crown and clergy, in the foun¬ 

dation of the university, and in the development of letters, agriculture, 

industry, and the navy. A college had been founded in Lisbon in 1286 

by Dorn Domingos Jardo, one of the king'^s tutors, under his protection 

and that of the monks of Alcoba<^, and in the previous century schools 

existed in the cathedrals and monasteries, but Portuguese who aspired to 

a degree had to go abroad. To remedy this the clergy suggested the 

foundation of a university, offering to pay the teachers, and in 12iK) the 

king founded it in Lisbon, but owing to the conflicts between students 

and citizens he transferred it to Coimbra in 1S08. In imitation of his 

grandfather Alfonso X of Castile, he substituted Portuguese for l^tin in 

judicial procedure, and caused that king’s code, the Siete PuHidas^ to 

be translated; his court, like that of his father, who had lived for many 

years in touch with French culture, was one of the literary centix's of the 

Peninsula, and Dinis himself, beside being a protector of letters, left 

a large number of lyric poems which are contained in the Cancumeiros. 
To benefit agriculture and the revenue, he sought to increase the nunilKT 

of small proprietors and prevent further land from falling into mortmain. 

Following in the trend of previous legislation, a law of 1286 forbade 

corporations from acquiring real estate by purchase, and ordered what 

had been bought since the beginning of the reign to lx? sold within 

a year, under pain of confiscation; in 1291 another law provided that the 

landed property of those who entered religious Orders should not jxiss to 

the latter but only to laymen; moreover, to induce the u[)per class to 

farm, it was decreed that Jidalgos by so doing should not lose their 

nobility, and steps were taken for the division and leasing of uncultivate<l 

land. Marshes were drained and the pine forest of Leiria planted to 

provide wood for constructions and prevent sand from the sea-shore 

being thrown by the wind over the fields round the citv; these measures 

gained for the king the title of Husbandman^ while his reorganisation 

of the navy under the Genoese Emanuele Pezagno enabled the Portuguese 

in the next reign to commence the ocean voyages and reacli the Canaries. 

The queen, St Isabel, contributed to the civilising Avork of her husband 

and ministers by the example of her life devoted to good works, by 

constant efforts to promote harmony between her husband and turbulent 

son, and by her charity in the great plague of 1338. 

Happier than Castile, which was a prey to constant civil disturbances, 

Portugal during the forty years following the death of Dinis enjoyed 

internal peace, save for a conflict between Afonso IV and ins bastard 

brother, Afonso Sanches, and the brief rebellion of his son IV'ter, con¬ 

sequent on the execution of the latter’s mistress Ignez de Ca-stro by 

royal order. In spite of the war with Castile (1336-39), which had no 

tangible results for either side, Afonso helped its King Alfonso XI to 

repel the great Muslim invasion of the Peninsula from Ahica in 1340, 
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and shared in the Christian victory of the Salado (4 April). The foreign 

policy of his successor Peter I was one of neutrality, while at home he 

devoted himself to the stern administration of justice and to the increase 

of the Crown revenues, and amassed a large treasure which was squandered 

by his son Feixlinand; the ideal of equality of all men before the law 

was realised, and afterwards the people said that there had never been 

such ten years as those of his reign. We have an echo of the former 

quarrel between the monarchy and the Church at the Cortes of Elvas 

(1361), w hen the prelates complained without success of the exercise of the 

royal bencplacitum; they raised the point again at the Cortes of 1427 and 

1477, and in 1487 John II renounced the right. 

On the accession of Henry II of Castile, Ferdinand claimed the 

throne as great-grandson of Sancho the Brave, and at the invitation 

of certain magnates he invaded Galicia in 1369, but retired at the first 

sign of opposition, and a Castilian army entered Portugal and captured 

several strong places. A Portuguese naval expedition against Seville had 

to retreat with loss, and in the following year peace was made; Ferdinand 

agreed to marry Henry’s daughter, but with the volatility which charac¬ 

terised him, he ignored this promise and married I^onor 1 elles, wife of 

a vassal, in spite of the protests of his subjects, and he entered into an 

alliance with John of Gaunt, Duke of I.»anciister, who claimed the crown 

of Castile in right of his wife Constance. In DecemlKU’ 1372 Henry II 

invaded Portugal and reached Lisbon, while Fenlinand remained shut up 

in Santarem, waiting for English aid which never came, and in March 

1373 he had to accept Henry’s terms, abandon the English alliance, and 

hand over six towns as security for his good faith. He then set about to 

build a new circuit of walls for Lisl>on, a great w ork w hich was completed 

in two years by forced labour, and at the same time made preparations to 

rt'uew the war with Castile at the first o})porlunity. This came with the 

death of Henry II in 1380. Having secured the assistance of an English 

expeditionary force under Edmund, Earl of Cambridge, the Portuguese 

opened hostilities on the eastern frontier, but a Castilian fleet entered 

the Tagus and laid siege to the capital (March 1382). It held out, though 

tlie king made no serious effort to relieve it, and in August he made 

peace without informing the earl, who had to return to England in 

September. Being a weak man, Ferdinand’s change of policy may be 

iiscribed to the clash of interests and influences around him, and in any 

case the enactments in favour of agriculture and shipping shew that he 

had capable ministers; they included the Lei das Sesmartas^ described 

later on, and tw o others, which granted privileges to builders and buyei*s of 

ships, and established a maritime insurance company, whose regulations in¬ 

fluenced the formation of sea law' in the Mediterranean. At this time Lisbon 

M RS already a great trading port, frequented by merchants of all nations, 

and, according to the chronicler Fernao Lopes, 400 to 500 cargo boats 

lay in front of it at once, many employed in the export of salt and wine. 
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On the death of Ferdinand in October 1383, the crown passed to his 
daughter Beatrice, who had been espoused to John I of Oastile in the 
previous April, while Leonor Telles became regent and bv the marriage 
contract was to hold office until a son of Beatrice conn)leted the age of 
fourteen. These arrangements were generally resented, because Leonor 
had earned the fame of an adulteress by her relations with Joao 
Fernandes Andeiro, Count of Ourem, and because the crown of Portugal 
would pass to the King of Castile if Beatrice predeceased her husband. 
The great majority of the nation set its hopes on the Infant John, 
Grand Master of the Order of Aviz, bastard son of Peter I by Teresa 
Lourenij^o, as the champion of independence. The agitation against the 
scandalous life of the regent, coupled with the fear of foreign rule, grew 
until a group of nobles led by Nuno Alvares Pereira and by Alvaro 
Paes, one of the tribunes of Lisbon, with the support of the citizens, 
resolved on the death of Andeiro and persuaded John to carry it out. 
The latter was then pnKlaimed Defender of the realm by the populace 
of the capital, though the burgesses hesitated at first to join his party, 
through fear of the power of Castile and of the nobles, who were 
legitimists. Thereupon leonor summoned her son-in-law to iiivade the 
realm, while John and his friends sent ambassadors to London to seek 
leave to recruit volunteers; this they obtained, but few came. In Januai-y 
1384 the King of Castile reached Santarem, and Ixonor found herself 
compelled to hand over the government to him; and, though Nuno 
Alvares Pereira defeated a Castilian force at Atoleiros, the main lx)dy 
arrived before the capital on 8 February and began the siege. Oporto 
had adhei^xi to the nationalist cause, and after repelling a Galician attack 
directed by the Archbishop of Compostela, it sent a squadron to the 
relief of Lisbon which forced the Castilian blockade of the Tagus. Tlie 
city continued to resist, plague worked havoc among the besiegers, and, 
when in September his wife fell ill, John I broke up his camp and 
returned home. After reducing some places which held out for Castile, 
the Master of Aviz and Nuno Alvares Pereira proceeded to Coimbra, 
where the Cortes had been summoned to settle the succession to the 
crown; some favoured the former, others another John, son of Peter I 
by Ignez de Castro, but the arguments of Dr Joao das Regras, afterwards 
chancellor, persuaded the assembly to elect the Master of Aviz (G April 
1385). 

Though the King of Castile had retired, nearly all tlie north and 
centre of the realm with 70 towns and castles obeyed him, so that the 
nationalist cause remained in jeopardy; and though the King of l\)rtugal 
and Nuno Alvares Pereira, now Constable, succeeded in reducing Vianna, 
Guimaraes, and Braga, and the Castilians lost a battle at Trancoso, their 
fleet of 63 vessels entered the Tagus in the spring of 1385 and blockaded 
Lisbon. In June John of Castile invaded Portugal with 32,000 men, and 
to meet this large army the King of Portugal could oppose only 6,500, 
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including 200 English archers, when the two armies met at Aljiibarrota 

(14 August 1385). Yet the Portuguese host, though small and lasting, for 

it was the eve of the Feast of the Assumption, had the advantages of 

position and desperation, and fighting on foot it routed the chivalry 

of Castile and their French allies in less than an hour; the allies lost 

3,000 men killed, the royal standard of Castile, and the ornaments of the 

king's chapel. So decisive was the victory that the Constable was able to 

invade Castile, and he defeated tlie Master of the Order of Alcantara 

and his army at Valverde (15 October). On his election to the throne, 

John I had sought an alliance with England, and on the news of the 

battle of Aljiibarrota, the Duke of Lancaster decided to pursue by arms 

his claim to the crown of ('astile, while the treaty of Windsor was signed 

l>etween the King of Portugal and Richard II (9 May 1386). In July 

the duke landed at Corunna, and after over-running Galicia met John I 

and gave him his daughter Philippa in marriage; but the Anglo- 

Portuguese campaign jnoved a failure, and in May the duke accepted 

the terms of peace oftbred him, under which he received an indemnity 

for his expenses, wliile his daughter Catherine was betrothed to Henry, 

heir of the King of Castile. I'he war between this country and Portugal 

liad virtually terminated, though frontier incursions continued, and in 

1387 a three years' truce was made, and renewed for fifteen years in 1393; 

in 1396 hostilities broke out afresh, followed soon by another truce for ten 

Yeai*s, and finally the conflict, which had lasted since 1383, was ended 

by a definite peace treaty (31 October 1411). 

The long war had drawn large numbers of men from their usual 

occupations and accustomed them to fighting and plunder or to a life 

of idleness and crime; to employ them abroad, to satisfy the chivalric 

ideas of his sons, to check piracy, and to continue the crusade against the 

Muslims which was a Portugue.se tradition, the king was persuaded to 

undertake the first of the overseas expeditions, which resulted in the 

capture of Ceuta (21 August 1415) and its retention. His son Prince 

Henry the Navigator had previously sent ships down the west coast of 

Africa, l)ut the methodical explorations he directed, which wei'e inspired 

by religious and scientific ideas and based largely on the information 

obbiined in that city, date from then. To supervise the expeditions, Henry 

fixed his abode in the Algarve and applied himself to the study of 

mathematics and cosmography, selected pilots, and had them instructed; 

moreover, he sent to Majorca for Master Jacome, a noted Jewish car¬ 

tographer, who taught the Portuguese to make maps. In 1418-19 his 

captains rediscovered M^ideira and Porto Santo, which were settled and 

cultivated so as to become sources of wealth in his lifetime. They made 

various attempts to conquer the ('anaries from 1425, rounded Cape 

Bojador in 1434, and by 1436 had reached the Rio do Ouro; but the 

voyages were then interrupted for some years, first by the disastrous 

expedition against Tangier in 1437, where Henry had to leave his 
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brother Ferdinand in the hands of the Moore to save his army, and 

secondly by a dispute over the regenc^y. 

To gain adherents and reward services in the war of indef)cndence, 

John I had made extensive grants of Crown lands to the Constable and 

others, so that, when peace came w^ith Castile, the royal patrimony was 

exhausted and he had nothing for fresh claimants on his bounty and for 

his growing sons; by the advice of Dr Joao das Rcgras and othcre, he 

bought back part of the lands and took their tenants into liis service, and 

in 1483 he made a further attempt to restore the position of the Crown 

by the Lei Mental, Promulgated by his son King Edward (1488-38) in 

1434, it provided that lands granted by the Crown could only descend 

to the eldest son of the grantee and his successors, excluding females and 

collaterals, and that they could never be divided up nor alieimtcd. This 

enactment and the preparation of a new' code, puhlishi'd by Edw'ard's 

successor under the name of the Ordena^oeit AJbnshuvi^ together with 

a literary movement, in which he was foremost, mark the reign of tlie 

philosopher king; Fernao Lopes, the greatest of ]^)rtuguese chroniclers, 

in whose pages an epoch comes to life again, received liis commission to 

write in 1434, and was succeeded by Gomes Eannes de Zurara, Ruy de 

Pina, and Garcia de Rt^ende. When Edward died in 1488, lie left the 

queen, Leonor of Aragon, regent for his son Afonso \' who was a minor, 

but his brother, tlie Infant Peter, by force and intrigue siK'cecxktl in 

getting himself elected in her stead at the Cortes of 1440, and noiwith- 

standing opposition from the queen and the noliles, ho hold the post until 

1448, w'hen at the instigation of the Duke of Braganza and others, 

Afonso took the government into his own hands. Thereupon the {lent-iij) 

hatred against Peter broke out; he allowed himself to lx* dri\en into 

rebellion, and was defeated by the royal forces and killed at tlie battle 
of Alfarrobeira (20 May 1449). 

The Henrician voyages recommenced in 1441, and the profits attracted 

aflventurers and led to the formation of companies to exploit the trade 

of the new-found lands; already by 1446 as many as ol caravels had left 

Portugal and penetrated 450 leagues beyond Cape Bojador, Imt after 

that date there is a gap in our information. In 1455-56 Antoniotto 

Usodimare and x\lvise da Ck da Mosto explored the Senegal and (hunbia, 

and then, or later, with Antonio da Noli, they discovered five of tlie 

Cape Verde Islands, while Diogo Gomes made two vovages in 1456 and 

1460 with orders to reach the Indies, and he carried an inter})reter in 

case he succeeded. Henry died in this year, and tlie Portuguese had then 

penetrated as far south as Sierra Leone, wlule the Azores had bt.'en 

known at least since 1439. In 1461 Pedro da Sintra wetit on to ('ape 

Mesurado, and in 1469 Afonso V leased the royal rights in the Guiiiea trade 

to Fernao Gomes on condition that he discovered yearly 100 leagues of 

fresh coastline, with the result that the Fxpiator was crossed and ('af)o 

Catherine attained between 1469 and 1471. The king did not therefore 
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neglect maritime exploration, but he attached more importance to 

extending Portuguese dominion in Morocco, and in pursuit of this aim he 

captured Alcacer C’cgucr in 1458, attacked Tangier and Arzila in 1462, 

and gained them in 1471; these strongholds served as schools of arms, 

but their maintenance drained the country of men and money it could 

ill afford to lose. 
On the death of Henry IV of Castile in 1474, leaving an only child 

Joanna, the partisans of the latter invited Afonso V to invade the country 

and marry the princess, who was his niece, promising to recognise him as 

king, though Isabella, Henry’s sister, married to Ferdinand of Aragon, was 

already in possession of the crown. As Louis XI of France desired to 

recover Roussillon, which the Aragonese had annexed, Afonso proposed 

an alliance to him, which was accepted, and while Louis invaded Biscay, 

Afonso entered Castile in 1475 to uphold Joanna. After nine months, 

occupied with frontier raids and fruitless negotiations, the Castilian and 

Portuguese armies met at Toro (February 1475) and fought an indecisive 

battle, for while Afonso was beaten and fled, his son John destroyed the 

forces opposed to him. Nevertheless the king’s partisans in Castile grew fewer 

and fewer, and he decided to apply to Louis XI for help; but his journey 

to France proved fruitless, and he had to make peace with Ferdinand and 

Isal)ella at Alca^ovas (4 September 1479). This was follow^ed by the treaty 

of Toledo (6 March 1480), the value of which to Portugal lay in its iwogni- 

tion of her right to the lands and islands to the south and to the conquest 

of Morocco; in exchange she ceded her claims to the Canaries, which had 

leil to friction l>etween the two countries at least from 1425. The wars 

and lilx?ralities of Afonso left the treasury in debt, and under his easy 

rule the Braganza family had come to regard itself as almost equal to the 

sovereign. The energetic character of John II (1481-95) fitted him to 

grapple with these problems, and the general movement towards absolutism 

in other countries pointed out the w'ay. Immediately after his accession, 

a question arose at the Cortes of 1481 as to the form in which the nobles 

should do homage; they considered the one suggested by the king too 

rigorous and the Duke of Braganza invoked his privileges and sent to his 

palace at Villa Viyosa for his title-deeds. The royal officer who accompanied 

the duke’s agent in tlie search found a treasonable correspondence with 

Castile, in which the duke and his brother the Marquess of Montemor 

were implicated, and he took and shewed it to the king, who waited for 

two years before striking at his greatest and richest subjects. At the same 

time the Third Estate asked John to examine the grounds on which the 

nobles held a number of towns under their jurisdiction and, if these proved 

invalid, to revindicate them for the Crown; they also demanded protection 

against the injustices they suffered at the hands of the great lords and 

their officials, and suggested a number of financial reforms. In seeking to 

promote their own interests, the municipalities facilitated the king’s 

absolutist policy, and he proceeded to act on their requests. In 1483 the 
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Duke of Braganza was arrested, tried and sentenced to death, and executed 

at Evora (30 May); all his goods were confiscated, and the Manjuess of 

Montemor only escaped by flight. The queen\s brother, the Duke of Viseu, 

who was involved in the conspiracy, received a pardon on account of his 

youth, but soon afterwards entered into a plot with some of the nobles 

to assassinate the king, who thereupon slew him with his own hand (28 

August 1484), while some ac^complices suffei*ed imprisonment or death. 

Thenceforth John II provided himself with a personal guard, which his 

predecessors had not needed, for, unlike most other countries, Portugal 

did not suflfer from regicide, and her sovereigns appear to have been 

esteemed by their subjects. John shewed a like riithlessness to the Jews 

expelled in 1492 from Spain. He allowed some 90,000 to enter Portugal 

and stay eight months on payment of a poll tax of eight crumdos each, and 

agreed to supply vessels to take them w^herever they wished to go; many 

were robbed and others slain by the people, who had suffered from the 

extortions of their own Jews and attributed the plague which broke out 

to the pi'esence of the aliens, and when the time came for the latter to 

leave, the king ordered them to proceed to Africa. Those vho went were 

treated even worse by the Moors; those who did not go were reduced to 

slavery. Previous to this, the Jews had no reason to comjdain of their lot 

in Portugal, as their own historians admit. 

Afonso V had handed over the administration of tlie forts and factories 

on the African coast to John in 1474, and as soon as the latttu' came to 

the throne he took up Henry’s work, the search for a sea route to India, 

with Henry’s zeal. In 1482-83 Diogo Cao reached tlu* (’ongo and (Vipe 

St Mary, in 1485 Cape Cross; in 1482 Diogo de Azambuja built the 

fort of St George at Mina, and in 1488 Bartholomew Dias rounded 

the Cape of Storms, renamed by the king Good Hope from the ex¬ 

pectation that India would soon be attained, and discovered 1250 miles 

of fresh coast, but the death of Prince Afonso and a dispute with Spain 

caused delays, and the prize fell to John’s successor, Manuel the Fortunate; 

it was not until 1498 that Vasco da Gama anchored oft* Calicut and reali.sed 

the union of East and West of which Henry had dreamed. To supplement 

the voyage of Dias, John had endeavoured to obtain information about 

the route to India by means of land travellers; an expedition went up 

the Senegal, which was supposed to he connected witli the Nile, while 

Pedro da Covilhan and Afonso de Paiva proceeded to Cairo and Aden, 

where they parted company. Paiva died, but Ins companion went on to 

India and East Africa and, after returning to Egypt, sent home an account 

of what he had learnt. His information combined with that of Dias led to 

the voyage of da Gama, which the king planned before he died in 1495. 

The Portuguese failed to discover America, hut John II had good reasons 

for rejecting the project Columbus submitted to him of a western passage 

to India, after its careful examination l>y his mathematicians and cosmo- 

graphers; the eastern route proved to }m] far shorter. When the navigator 
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returned from his iirst voyage in March 1493, the king was advised that 

the new-found lands were in his sphere, and the rumour arose in Spain 

that he had sent a caravel thither and was equipping others for the same 

destination; thereupon King Ferdinand proposed that the matter should 

be settled by negotiations, but without waiting for these he persuaded 

Alexander VI, a Spaniard, to issue the bull of 4 May 1493 by which all 

lands west and south of a line drawn at 100 leagues from the Azores and 

Cape Verde islands were to belong to Spain; then, still not content, he 

induced the Pope to issue another bull on 26 September, enlarging the 

previous concession to the prejudice of Portugal. John had then to choose 

between a war and negotiations; he chose the latter, and by the Treaty 

of Tordesillas (7 June 1494) sua^eeded in getting the line between the 

Portuguese and S{)anish spheres moved, so as to run at 370 leagues west 

of the Cape Verde islands. The king yielded to Spain the supposed route 

to the Indies discovered by Columbus, obtained control of the true way 

to the East, and secured possession of Brazil. This diplomatic victory was 

due to his skill in the conduct of the matter and to the ability of his 

plenipotentiaries. Duarte Pacheco, one of these, wrote of John: “his judg¬ 

ment and intelligence have been unequalkxl in our time,’'and his opponent, 

IsalxJla the Catholic, spoke of him as “the man.” 

When the history of the monarchy l3egins, the population was of 

Hispano-Aral) stock witli a landed aristocracy of Gothic origin. Portugal 

had a relatively well-endowed Church, whose prelates were men of cultui’e, 

communes representing the middle class, possc'ssing an intenial adminis¬ 

tration, guai'antecd by their charters, as independent as that of the 

nobles and clergy on their estates, and in the country districts freedmen 

and serfs; by the end of the thirteenth century personal servitude 

di.siippeared. The Muslims and Jew^s formed groups apart, and in the 

towns, where the^y usually lived, they had their own quarters, enjoyed 

certain privileges, and paid a special tax. 

The monarchy was hereditary and, according to a doctrine inherited 

from the Visigoths and founded on Biblical texts, the king represented 

God, from whom lie leceived his authority; but in practice the privileges 

and immunities of each class and local customs restricted it, and Sancho I 

and his successors, inspired by their chancellors trained in Roman I>aw, 

strove with success to escape most of these restrictions. Their efforts 

were directed to secure the supreme administration of justice, the limi¬ 

tation of baronial and ecclesiastical privileges and properties, the control 

of local administration, and untraimnelled exercise of the legislative 

function. In 1317 Dinis, following in the steps of Afonso II, proclaimed 

that by the law' and custom of the realm the right of judgment in the last 

instance was understood as reserved to the Crow^n in all royal grants, in 

recognition of its overlordshij), and the pniple defended this doctrine in 

the Cortes of 1372. Though inonarchs sometimes renounced this right in 
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their grants, the Third Estate supported it and the Ordenoi^oes Afonsinas 
confirmed it; moreover, in this code the royal judges {Corregidorcs) were 

ordered to visit every place twice yearly. This was a direct challenge to 

the nobles, whose lands called coutos and honras were by custom exempt. 

In the Cortes of 1398 the nobles had complained that their privileges were 

not respected, and in the Cortes of 1434 the people asked Edward to 

assume the entii*e jurisdiction, but he refused; the time had not come for 

so sweeping a reform. Fiscal considerations, even more than the point of 

authority, were at the root of the war waged by the monarchs with the 

Church and nobility, because the lands of the latter were usually free 

from taxation, and they explain the Inquests and the laws against mort¬ 

main, which have already been mentioned. In their policy of aggrandivse- 

ment, the kings often shewed the same lack of respect for the rights of 

others which was commonly imputed to nobles and clergy, as for instance 

in the seizure of six towns belonging to the abbey of Alcoba(^*a in the 

reign of Afonso IV, w'hich were restored by Peter I. The struggle Ixdween 

the Crown and the prelates, in which the former was usually the aggressor, 

ended by a compromise under Dinis, and subsequent disputes between the 

tw'o were amicably settled, while the revocations of grants, the restrictions 

imposed by the Lei Mental^ and the confiscations under John II, by de¬ 

stroying fraudulent titles and recovering property which the kings had 

been constrained to part with in times of difficulty, broke the power of 

the landed aristocracy. With the abasement of tlie privileged classes, the 

support of the communes was no longer necessary to the Crown, In the 

past it had been regularly given; in the Cortes of 1472-73 the people told 

Afonso V that it was his duty to use his “absolute powerto repair the 

injuries done them and not to wait for their complaints. Moreover, a town 

considered it a calamity to be given to a magnate, when civil and criminal 

jurisdiction accompanied the grant, and some, like Oporto, counted among 

their privileges that a noble could not reside in them, in order that their 

womenfolk might be secure from outrage. Nevertheless, when in the Cortes 

of 1475 the Third Estate asked that its approved laws and customs should 

be maintained and royal orders and judicial decisions to the contrary l>e 

cancelled, Afonso V replied that the general request was ill-made, but 

that any special injury would l>e repaired. 

In the course of time, legislative power became the chief attribute of 

royal authority. The early Portuguese kings based their ordinanc'es on 

their own good plea.sure and on the consent of the magnates, but in the 

fourteentlf century this style was replaced by the will of the monarch, 

either with or without the consent of his Council, and in the middle of 

the same century do<mments attribute to the king unlimited power. Some 

of these emanating from Peter I speak of “our free will and certain know^- 

ledge,’" but this changes in the reign of his son Ferdinand to “our 

knowledge and absolute powerthe last formula becomes increasuigly 

frequent and at the end of our period it corresponds to a fact, notwith¬ 

standing the institution of the Cortes. This assembly had its origin in the 
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old Curia Regvi^ or Royal Council, which existed among the Visigoths; 

though in theory under no obligation to consult it, the kings did not fail 
to do so when they hful to take important resolutions. The Curia acted 

in two distinct ways, as an ordinary assembly, or in extraordinary sessions, 

in which matters of great moment were discussed. Both were attended by 

memlK^rs of the royal family, court officials, magnates, lay and ecclesiastical, 

and certain nobles and prelates in whose lands the meetings were held, 

or who happened to be at court. As lawyers grew in political importance, 

they l)egau to have seats on the Council. At extraordinary meetings the 

nobility was represented, not only by the usual members, but by all the 

magnates, who were sjiecially summoned, and the Church sent its prelates, 

secular and regular. The Masters of the three Military Orders also at¬ 

tended, and later on procurators of the cities enjoyed the right to be 

present. The king called the Council, and those summoned were bound 

to attend, because the duty of giving advice was one of the obligations 

of a vassal. 

As thus described, it was an organism suited to the administrative and 

political conditions of the country in early times, but when these became 

more complex it necessarily underwent a transformation and the two 

forms of the assembly, the ordinary and extraordinary, became separate 

!)odies with different functions. Tlie Royal Council, a continuation of 

the ordinary sessions of the Cur ia directed the life of the State in 

its political, administrative, legislative, and judicial spheres, while the 

('ortes, as the heir of the extraordinary Councils, dealt only with general 

(juestions of an economic or legislative nature and with grave political 

matters. 

This evolution was slow and may be said to have begun in the middle 

of tlie thirtecntli century. It was marked by the following stages: 

1. ddie presence of representatives of the towms, at the Cortes of Leiria 

in UrA. 

2. The convocation of the Cortes to deal with finance and taxation, 

which originated in the practice pursued by monarchs, in times of 

pecuniary stress, of renouncing for a number of years, usually seven, 

the right to del>ase the coinage, in consideration of the grant of a sum 

sufficient to meet the needs of the treasury. Afonso III obtained a capitiil 

sum by these means at the ('ortes of Ix*iria, as he could raise money in 

no other wav; however, two centuries later Ferdinand dealt with the 

coinage fis he thought fit, and a hundred years afterwards John II did 

not think it necessary to consult the people about it. 
3. The right of representation thus acquired led membei*s of the Cortes 

to attend with the object of watching over the administration and of 

defending their privileges, and the assembly thus came to act as a check 

()?i the king. 
4. l.ittle hv little the idea of the representation of various classes as 

a fixed principle arose, and their duty to attend developed into a right 

to be summoned and to take part in these assemblies. 
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5. Finally, to the privilege of giving advice, their only business at 

first, was added the right of petition, formulated in articles requesting 

the removal of abuses, which the king accepted or rejected. 

The time of convocation remained dependent on the king's will and 

the mode of summons was by royal letter, sent to all who were entitlecl 

to sit in the assembly, stating the reasons for which the Cortes were called, 

the matters to be discussed, and the date and place of meeting. Each of 

the Three Estates was represented, but this title does not appear until 

the fifteenth century; they consisted of nobles, clergy, and procurators 

of the cities and towns. The choice of persons and their number depended 

on the king, but certain individuals owing to their high position could 

not be omitted, while the right of cities and towns to send members 

depended on custom, or on their charters. The voters consisted of the 

most important citizens, voting took place by signed lists, and one or two 

persons of position and wealth were elected, but rarely more. When the 

municipal spirit declined, nobles and prelates were often chosen by the 

Thin! Estate, and in this case they sat among the representatives of the 

people; sometimes the king wrote to recommend the choice of men in 

whom he had confidence. The members chosen were given procurations, 

in the form of an instrument written in a notary's hook, which conhiined 

their powers; they could not exceed these, and their expenses were paid 
by the municipality. 

The Estates conferred separately and each communicated with the 

others by means of DeJinitorH^ elected on the ground that business could 

be dispatched more speedily by a few, and this committee did the real 

work. The written proposals submitted to the king had the name of 

chapters', the replies, signed by the sovereign or his secretary, were 

issued in the form of a letter, and together with the chapters they con¬ 

stituted legislative acts. Each class fought for its own interests, and 

divergent economic needs often led to discord even among meml)ers of the 

Third Estate. Moreover the latter objected to sharing its power with 

the common folk, and in the Cortes of 1481 it petitioned against the 

intervention of the trading gilds, even in municipal administration, on 

the ground that it was not the business of the lower class to rule, but to 

work and serve, llie Cortes rarely lasted longer than a month, but, if 

necessary, the king was requested to continue them, which he generally 

did; he could, however, dissolve them before the term had elapswl. One 

of the most important attributes of the Cortes was taxation. In early 

times the revenue from Crown lands and the usual contributions were 

sufficient for the current expenses of the administration, and a further 

general tax was only needed on an extraordinary occasion; in that case 

a levy was made, and the Cortes would be (tailed together to sanction it. 

The right of the assembly to a voice in the imposition of taxes obUiined 

recognition at the end of the fourteenth century; in 1372 it refuscKl to 

grant Ferdinand a general excise; in L%7, however, this was voted, but 
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only for a year; and John I, when planning the attack on Ceuta, de¬ 

clared that he would make no levy, so as not to be obliged to summon 
the Cortes. 

By customary law the king should have consulted the Cortes before 

declaring war or making peace, but he did not always do so. They first 

claimed to be heard on these matters with a view of ending the conflict 

upon which Ferdinand had embarked with Castile, and he promised to 

attend to their representations, but forgot his promise. In the Cortes of 

1385 similar demands were made on John I with more success, for at 

least once, when he was negotiating for a peace with the neighbouring 

country, he called the Cortes at Santarem to consult them. Afonso V, 

however, never asked the consent of the people to his African expeditions; 

it is true that in 1475, when about to invade Castile, he summoned the 

Cortes to obtain a subsidy, and they gave it without questioning his 

project. The monarch could require the people to fight, but could not 

oblige them to contribute money without their consent. Nevertheless, this 

and other foreign wars would have been impossible had the nation been 

opposed to them. 

It was one of the privileges of the Cortes to receive the oath of the 

sovereign on his accession and to do homage to the heir to the throne, 

and in fuldition to their ordinary attributes they had others on extra¬ 

ordinary occasions, such as the election of a king on the extinction of a 

dynasty, his deposition, the alteration of fundamental laws, and the 

appointment of a guardian or regent when the king was a minor. By 

their representations they provoked legislation, which, however, was more 

often carried out in the Council than in the Cortes, but they did not 

constitute a legislative assembly; their resolutions had not the force of 

law unless sanctionwl by the king, and he claimed and exercised the 

power to make laws without their intervention. 

The value of the Cortes as a means of obtaining the redress of 

grievances and other benefits may appear to us to have been slight, and 

the repetition of their complaints shews the small effect they had, but 

the Third Estate attached great importance to them and continually 

asked that they should be summoned periodically and often; its members 

could only find in union the force that the nobles and clergy possessed 

individually by rank and wealth. John I was requested to call the Cortes 

annually and consented to do so, but though a record of all the assemblies 

that were held has not come down to us, we may none the less be sure 

that the promise w as not kept In the Cortes of Torres Novas in 1438, 

amid the agitation about the regency, an annual convocation was actually 

decided upon, but not carried out. Down to 1385 w'e have notic*e of 

twenty-seven Cortes and fi*om 1385 to 1580 of fifty-six; the fifteenth 

century w^as that in which they met most frequently. After the consoli¬ 

dation of the royal power under John II, they met only on ten occasions 

in a hundred years; they were replaced satisfactorily by the various 
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Councils, composed of nobles and lawyers, who represented public opinion 

and had more power than the Cortes ever enjoyed. 
The policy of centralisation was maintained by John’s successors and 

enabled Portugal to complete the discoveries, create an overseas dominion, 

and colonise and hold Brazil, the largest country in South America, 

achievements which give her a place in world history; only by the com¬ 

bination of the national resources under the direction of the monarch 

could a small, poor, and undisciplined people have achieved so immense 

an undertaking. 

The ordinary revenue of the State was derived mainly from the royal 

lands and from direct or indirect taxation; the most lucrative impost in 

the last category was the payable on sales and purcthases, at fii^st 

purely municipal, next granted to the kings on special occasions for a 

year, and finally converted by John I into a regular tax, from wliich no 

one was exempt. The extraordinary revenue came from alterations in the 

value of the coinage, already refeiTed to, requests ” (being a levy on pri vate 

fortunes), forced loans, and the product of monopolies, such as the export 

of salt and hides. From the beginning of the fifteenth century, the 

revenue did not cover the expenditure and the defic it became permanent; 

the main causes were the war of independence, the African expeditions 

of Afonso V, his generous grants to the nobles, and attempts to win the 

crown of Castile. The exemptions eiijoyed by the privileged classes and 

the faulty system of collection, entrusted largely to Jews in spite of 

popular protests, prevented an expansion of receipts suflicienl to meet 

the grow ing needs. The net of taxation w as cast so w idely and frequently 

over the lower class that it formed a hciivy burden, and may have been 

partly responsible for the agricultural depression which prevailed from 

the middle of the fourteenth century. 

Agriculture was and still is the chief occupation and source of w ealth 

in Portugal; it had reached a high level under the Muslims, and after 

the Heconquest the Cistercians carried on and even improved upon their 

traditions. The monks of Alcobac^'a made farming implements in their 

own forges with iron extracted from the mines they worked, and such 

was their skill on the land that they were employed to drain marshes and 

superintend the royal granaries. A law of 1252, fixing prices and the 

salaries of labourers, mentions all degrees of men employed to-day on a large 

estate and shews the progress realised at that date. The kings were the 

chief landowners, and all of them enacted agrarian laws ancl protected 

agriculture in the interests of the revenue, yet for reasons that are not 

quite apparent Dinis alone earned the name of the Husbandman. When 

the population was small and scattered, the land produced sufficient to 

feed it, but as the people and their needs increased, any irregularity in the 

season and harvest led to famine; the export of corn was forbidden in 

1272 and afterwards on several occasions, but it could not be entirely 

prevented and, like cattle, it was often smuggled over the Spanish border. 
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The Lei das SesmarlaH only imitated previous legislation in the same 

sense: uncultivated lands were to be confiscated and granted to such as 

would till them, and idle persons were to be arrested and com|ielled to 

work. It was followed by similar enactments of John I, Edward, and 

Afonso V intended to increase the production of breadstuflfs, but none of 

them achieved their purpose, and corn had frequently to be brought from 

abroad to make up for the shortage at home. The depression had many 

causes. The first was the scarcity of labour, owing to the mortality from 

plagues and famines and because labourers fled to the towns, where they 

found greater security and freedom, or adopted an easier mode of life in 

the service of noble or prelate, or took to l)egging as a profession. Hence 

wages and the cost of animals and tools rose, farmers could not pay them, 

and from the middle of the fourteenth century the land under cultivation 

gradually diminished; while in the fifteenth century the ocean voyages 

and the new-found islands took more and more men from the soil, 

especially in the Algarve, and their places were filled with slaves from 

Africa. The multiple taxes which the agriculturist had to pay and the 

oppression he suffered at the hands of the magnates and their servants 

were only contributory causes, for these burdens existed before and there 

is no reason to suppose that they grew woi*se. 

Next in importance to agriculture came sea and river fisheries, followed 

by the raising of live stock and horses, which the kings took a prominent 

part in and encouraged by numerous enactments. The chase was pursued, 

not only as a preparation for war and as a diversion, but to obtain skins 

for home use and export; the quantity of wild animals in the forests which 

then covered a large part of the land made the occupation lucrative. 

Industries were entirely domestic, and wearing apparel, except some 

rough cloth, articles of luxury, manufactured goods, and minerals, save 

salt, came from abroad in exchange for the products of the soil—oil, wax, 

cork, honey, fruit, wine, and occasionally cereals. The population in¬ 

creased very slowly, and at the end of the fifteenth century probably did 

not n]uch exceed one million; from the end of the fourteenth century the 

towns grew at the expense of the rural districts. The Cortes of 1481 

give a sad picture of the internal state of the country, but though their 

chapters^ like those of previous iisseinblies, abound in complaints of the 

wrongs from which the people suffered, the absence of revolts by towns 

or peasants, and even of literary tirades against kings and barons, suggests 

that conditions were not beyond endurance; a sunny climate, religion, 

pilgrimages, dancing, song, and the recital of folk poems, lightened the 

yoke of the peasantry, who had the hardest existence. The leisured 

classes sought recreation and acquired dexterity in the use of arms, in 

chess, riding, games of ball, jousts, tourneys, and jogos de cannas^ while 

bullfights formed part of the programme on great occasions and even 

ecclesiastics took part in them until forbidden to do so. 

Lisbon and Oporto were the chief commert:ial centres, and foi*eign 
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trade was carried on mainly with the countries of the north and the 

Mediterranean. Portuguese merchants possessed a factory at Bruges 

and frequented Mai’seilles in the twelfth century, and in the thirteenth 

they wei*e established in the French channel ports. In 1226 more than 

one hundred safe conducts were granted to them in England, and in 

1352 Edward III made a commercial treaty for fifty years with Afonso 

Martins Alho, representing the Portuguese maritime towns, which was 

the precursor of the still existing alliance between the two countries; 

it contained a novel clause authorising Portuguese fishermen to carry on 

their industry on the coasts of England and Brittany. 

In the fifteenth century the islands discovered and settled under the 

directions of Henry the Navigator and also the west coast of Africa 

sent their products to Portugal and to other countries; Madeira supplied 

wood for the building of houses, wheat, wax, honey, and sugar; the last 

article appears in the Bristol Customs Accounts from 1466 in increasing 

quantities, and it competed successfully with that of Sicily and the 

Levant. The Cortes of 1472-73 and 1481 complained that its export had 

fallen into the hands of foreignei-s, who in 1480 loaded twenty large 

vessels and more than forty smaller ones with it. 'Phe sugar industry 

gave Madeira its first importance and spread thence to the Azores and 

Cape Verde Islands. The Malvoisie grape, introduced from Crete, w^as 

used to make the famous Malmsey wine, while the raising of cattle and 

the export of dragon's blood flourislied in Porto Santo. West Africa 

sent to Portugal slaves, ivory, and pepper, and the large profits derived 

from the gold of Mina enabled John II to build up the maritime or¬ 

ganisation by which the discoveries of his reign and that of his sua*essor 

were made possible. 



CHAPTER XVII 

THE SCANDINAVIAN KINGDOMS DURING THE 

FOURTEENTH AND FIFTEENTH CENTURIES 

Thk fourteenth and fifteenth centuries are above all the period of 

feudalism in the Scandinavian countries. At the beginning of this period, 

the feudal nobility had fixed itself firmly in the saddle, and it overrode 

proudly all other powers. In particular the Danish nobility shewed, during 

this period, a robust and high-handed vigour that easily made it the 

master and arbiter of the country and even of the lands beyond. There 

appeared, however, very little of a national spirit in the ranks of the nobles; 

they simply looked on themselves as nobles, as the naturally privileged 

class of society, and, inspired by this feeling, in the struggle for their 

privileges, they combined with their fellows l^eyond the national frontiers as 

well as inside them. Herein is to be found the chief factor which caused 

these centuries to be also a period of Scandinavian union. But a political 

union of formerly independent kingdoms was not possible without the 

intermediary of the royal power, and although the king, in principle, was 

at the head of the nobility, he at this very time began the attempt of 

building up a self-relying power, representing the nation and deriving its 

strength from non-feudal sources. He too, then, seized upon the idea of 

uniting the Scandinavian kingdoms under a single sceptre, seeing in this 

policy a chance of increasing his own power; and so it happened that 

Scandinavianism in these centuries became an instrument to be employed 

equally by the rival powers which came to the front at different moments. 

It was the natural outcome of scnnal and et^onomic conditions that 

feudalism and nobility still had the upper hand in all conflicts; Scandi¬ 

navian society still W7is so predominantly agricultural, the economic units 

so small, that the government could only be decentralised and rest upon 

the landed proprietors, vassals of the Crown. But, outside this feudal 

society, there was developing a commerce tending to create new economic 

relations; and here the king could see poasibilities of a new financial 

foundation of his power. As a matter of fact, we find him beginning to 

utilise the means that thus pmsented themselves, striving to acquire 

revenue which would l)c at his free disposal. The assistance of the com¬ 

mercial capitalist appeared, however, a two-edged weapon; giving his 

money as a loan to the king, he really made the king his servant, in¬ 

debted and pledged to him for life, and this was the more dangerous to 

the Scandinavian king because the merchant from whom he had to borrow 

was a foreigner. Indeed, the commerce of the Scandinavian countries 

during these centuries was wholly in the hands of the cities of northern 

Germany, of the rich and powerful Hansa; and, when the king tried to 
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consolidate a national royal power, he was faced by the alternative 

danger, the loss of national independence. 

So, in all directions, we meet conflicting tendencies of development. 

The three great powers of Scandinavian history in this period were the 

Nobility, the King, and the Hansa. The fourth leading element in 

society, the Church, had consolidated itself but was no longer an aggres¬ 

sive force; essentially, however, it ranged itself on the side of feudalism. 

The three other powers were still struggling for expansion, and the 

possibilities of conflict were widely varied. ITie history of the conflicts is 

abundant in dramatic events, and some imposing pei'sonalities emerge 

from the whirlpool. It is a pity that no contemporary historian has 

pictured to us the men and their doings. The days of the sagas and 

other historical writings were at an end; all national literature failed 

aw^ay and vanished. Only Sweden, previously without any literature at 

all, produced some works of religious, political, and even historical con¬ 

tent. some rhymed chronicles which provide some glimpses of the pei*son- 

alities in action. Isolated events that were fitted to impress themselves 

upon the mind of the people w^ere celebrated in popular ballads which 

were preserved by oral tradition, mainly in Denmai k, and which enable 

us to catch at least the moral eflect of cerhiin acts upon general opinion. 

But mostly w'e are compelled to study these centuries from dry annals and 

documents, too often disconnected and full of gaps, where w e have to guess 

at motives and characters. 

The murder of the Danish king, Eric Clipping, in the year 1^86, led 

up to a crisis in the history of all Sciindinavia. His widow, as guardian 

of the new infant king, Eric VI Menved, succeeded in bringing home to 

the leaders of the nobility the responsibility for the murder and effected 

their exile. But they immediately found support in Norway, where, at 

that moment, with a barely adult king, the nobility was in power, and 

where, besides, the queen mother, a Danish princess, had a common interest 

with the exiles, who from their own feudal interests had sustained against 

their own king her claims on Danish territory. Tlu^ war that resulted 

from these claims now turned into a struggle betweem feudalism and 

royal power. The coalition of nobles of the two kingdoms provwl suc¬ 

cessful, and by the tioice of 1295 the Norwegian princes as well as the 

Danish exiles obtained acknowledgment of their territorial claims in 

Denmark, while—a provision still more characteristic of the progrt‘as of 

feudalism—two Danish castles, erected by the exiles during the war, w ere 

to be kept under the suzerainty of the King of Norway. King Eric of 

Denmark by no means intended to accept this truce as a final s(*ttlcment 

of the questions involved, and he immediately sought an alliance with 

the young King of Sweden, who just at this date became fn:H,‘ from the 

guardianship of his council of vassals. The following decades witnessed 

a series of changing alliances, in which the Kings of Norway and Sweden 

supplied a continually unstable element, sometimes dominated by the 
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influences of the nobility, sometimes trying to make themselves in¬ 

dependent, throwing themselves on the one or the other side in the 

incessantly renewed inter-Scandinavian wars. 

One of the most remarkable expressions of the conflicting tendencies 

of the period was the royal ordinance issued in the year IMS by King 

Hakon V of Norway. Apparently this king looked on Philip the Fair of 

France as the model for his internal policy, and he really succeeded in making 

the clergy an instrument of royal government. Now, probably alarmed 

by the crushing defeat of the King of Sweden by the nobles with whom 

he was allied. King Hakon proclaimed the resumption of all fiefs granted 

and the abolition of baronial powers, in fact the introduction of absolute 

monarchy. This sweeping ordinance had no practical results; King 

Hakon shewed no power of persistence in a policy of such monarchical 

centralisation. 

The only Scandinavian king who steadily kept up the struggle for 

royal power was King Eric of Denmark; but he spent his forces, economic 

as well as military, in far-reaching plans for extending his power even 

over the German duchies of Mecklenburg and Pomerania with the wealthy 

Wendish towns. In spite of some brilliant moments of victory, he was 

in the end defeateil, and his real power even at home was declining. He 

was forced to recognise the autonomous position belonging to the Duke 

of Schleswig and to give away a province at the other end of the kingdom, 

Northern Halland, as a fief to the King of Norway; in order to pay his 

debts he had to mortgage the whole island of Funen to the Counts of 

Holstein and to pledge the incomes of other fiefs and castles. As a matter 

of fact, Denmark was rapidly becoming feudalised, and when, in the year 

lr'319. King Eric died leaving no children, his brother Christopher, who 

himself had been fighting on the side of the nobility against the king, 

was forced to accept the crown under the conditions presented to him by 

the nobles. He was the first Danish king who at his election (1320) was 

obliged to submit to a capitulation, pledging himself to govern the king¬ 

dom under the absolute control of the parliament of nobles, and to make 

no wars and to demand no taxes without their consent. It was the com¬ 

plete victory of the new feudalism. 

While King Eric of Denmark wiis vainly fighting the ascendancy of the 

nobility within and without his country, feudal tendencies obtained a 

brilliant champion in Sweden and Norway in the person of a brother of 

the Swedish king, named Eric, Duke of Siidermanland, supported with 

never-failing fidelity by his younger brother Duke Waldemar. The two 

dukes really became the leaders of the nobles of Sweden in their fight for 

feudal privileges. Eric, the hero of the first Swedish rhymed chronicle, 

is [)resented to us as the most charming knight of the age, but in his acts 

he appears as a type of the most unscrupulous noble imaginable, by every 

method pushing his personal interests, greedy for power and land, break¬ 

ing his oaths whenever it suited him, betraying friend and foe alike. 
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After many vicissitudes, his activities resulted in creating a unique position 

for him in Scandinavian politics. He married the daughter and only 

child of King Hakon of Norway, thus winning the prospect of power in 

that country; he obtained as a fief the south-eastern province of Norway 

with the new castle of Bohus and also the Danish province of Northern 

Halland; and having gained as his share of Sweden Western Gothland 

and other western provinces, he was finally the master of a compact 

territory, composed of contiguous parts of all the three Scandinavian 

kingdoms, an omen of the future union of Scandinavia. At the same 

time he was the representative and ideal of the whole Scandinavian 

nobility, which was the more strongly bound together in the fight for 

common interests. 

An end was put to the intrigues of Duke Eric by a piece of treat’hery 

of the same kind that he was himself wont to use. In the closing days of 

1317, he and his brother were captured by the King of Sweden and com¬ 

mitted to a prison from which they never emerged; it was rumoured that 

they w'ere starved to death. But the consequence was a general rebellion 

of the Swedish nobles; the king could get no effective assistance from 

his friend the King of Denmark and was forced to fiee the country; and 

in the year 1319 an assembly of the Estates of the realm elected the 

three-year-old son of Duke Eric, Magnus, to 1k‘ King of Sweden. By 

inheritance, owing to the death of King Hakon, Magtuis had just Ix^fore 

become King of Norway, and so the two kingdoms found themHclves 

united under a common king, the essential fact being that in each country 

the nobility w*as in control of the government. 

From 1319, feudal principles dominated in all the Scandinavian 

countries, though they had not developed to the same extent in each of 

them. In Iceland, a truly feudal system was always out of the question, 

merely because there was no need of a military organisation. In Norway 

and Sweden, the holders of fiefs never acqiiin^d rights of jiiristliction in 

their districts. In none of the kingdoms did the fiefs ever InK-ome 

hereditary, except in the Danish duchy of Schleswig, which held a position 

peculiar to itself. The dominating fact in all the kingdoms was that the 

nobility had grown up into an organised class that possessed the mono¬ 

poly of the local gov^ernment, the leading part in the central government, 

and the control of the economic resources and the military^ force.s of 

the nation. In all three countries the Church stood outside the feudal 

organisation, in the sense that the bishoprics and abbeys never l)ecame 

fiefs of the Crown; but from this very time there was an increasing 

tendency to give the high offices of the Church to mcml>ers of noble 

families, and, since almost all landed property belonged to the Crown, 

the Church, and the nobles, these latter really had almost exclusive 

command of territorial wealth. In Norway and Sweden, and in some 

parts of Denmark, particularly Jutland, there was still in existence a 

class of yeomen; but feudal influences from abroad, strengthened by the 
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influx of German nobles, stimulated the greed of the native nobility, and, 

chiefly in Denmark, feudal privileges over the peasants were steadily 

extended. 

The victory of feudalism in Denmark almost seemed destined to dissolve 

completely the unity of the kingdom. The weak King Christopher, stripped 

of all military and financial authority, vainly tried to defend the royal 

power against the nobles whom he himself had formerly helped to resist 

the king. The Danish nobles obtained a vigorous leader from abroad, one 

of the Counts of Holstein, the high-handed Gerhard, who became the tutor 

of his nephew, the young Waldeniar Duke of Schleswig. Together with his 

cousin, another of the Counts of Holstein, he made himself the real ruler of 

Denmark. King Christopher possessed no other means of getting money 

to arm himself against his powerful rival than that of pledging away his 

lands, and after a few years he had hardly any land left, and not a single 

aistle in his own country. Virtually all Denmark was divided l)etween 

Count Gerhard and his allies; for some years King Christopher was a 

fugitive in Germany, while the count made his nephew the nominal 

King of Denmark. When Christopher died (1S32), Denmark was without 

a king for eight years; Count Gerhanl ruled with absolute power the whole 

of Jutland north of Schleswig as well as the island of Funen, while his 

cousin ruled Sealand and most of the other islands. This same cousin 

sold Sevinia to King Magnus of Norw'ay and Sweden, who assumed the 

title of King of Scania, keeping at the same time Northern Halland, 

while Southern Halland with some other parts of Denmark were in 

the hands of his mother, who had married a Danish noble. The kingdom 

of Denmark schemed only a name, and the old frontiers between the 

Scandinavian countries were disappearing. 

Hilt the rule of the Counts of Holstein, demanding heavy taxes and 

putting nc‘W' feudal burdens on the inhabitants, roused an opposition that 

combined w ith the jealousy of the lower nobility to make an end of their 

dominion. Count Gerhard was munlered (1340), and the son of King 

Chri.sto])her, Waldemar, who lived in exile in Germany, was recalled and 

elected King of Denmark; by shrewd negotiations he was able to make 

use of the situation to create for himself a position of power which was a 

sufficient starting-point for a restoration of the monarchy. Waldemar (IV) 

rcceivtfd tlie surname of Jtierdaff^ the original sense of which, like that of 

several other surnames of Danish kings, is uncertain and disputed, but in 

popular tradition it is surmised that it originated from a customary phrase 

of his: “To-morrow is a new day,*” expressing his never-failing patience 

and hope. Indeed he proved to be a sbitesnmn who incessantly w’orked 

to strengthen the royal power. In agnn'ments and promises he was just 

as unreliable as his father had tx^en; but he was also as systematic and 

obstinate in pursuing his aims as his father had been unstable and w^eak. 

He started by marrying the sister of the Duke of Schleswig; he inducted 

the Counts of Holstein as a preliminary measure to exchange northern 
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Jutland for the duchy of Schleswig, and gained for himself a part of 

northern Jutland as the dowry of his queen. From this l)eginning he 

gradually succeeded in redeeming the peninsula bit by bit, utilising all 

his revenues for this purpose, and persuading his subjects to grant him 

taxes to restore peace and justice. 

For the same purpose he received important assistance from the Church, 

which had suffered seriously from the lawlessness of the interregnum. 

Immediately on his accession the Bishop of Sealand handed over to him 

the castle and city of Copenhagen, and from there he could begin to 

redeem the whole island. He exploited the weakness of the Papacy in 

order to make tlie Church of Denmark an instrument of royal government, 

and so he laid the foundation of a durable gain to national organisation. 

He realised a large sum of money by selling Esthonia to the Teutonic 

Order, parting with a province that had been coiKpicred in the crusade 

of W'aldemar II more than a hundred years earlier, but had never been 

other than a burden to the kingdom. By means of this treasure he was 

able to start a series of proceedings with a view to recovering the Crown 

lands that had bi^en lost during or even before the inteiTegnum, and he 

en joyed the advantage of the low price of land that was the c()n.sc<|uence 

of the Black Death. The nobility, led by the (’oiints of Holstein, did 

not allow the king to increase his power in this way witlmut resistance, 

and they took up arms repeatedly against him, but never in perfect accord; 

in each war Waldemar the upper hand, and in the year 1360 they were 

compelled to make their peace with the king. By that time almost the 

whole kingdom was reconquered, and in a parliament of the rc^alin a 

charter was sealed which was in fact an agreement Ix tween king and jK‘Ople 

for the defence of peace and justice as well as for tiie mutual maintenance 

of rights and privilegevS; an important advantage for the king was the 

formal confirmation of the royal courts of justice. It is true tliat in other 

respects he would have to govern the country through his faithful 

vassals; feudalism was still the reigning princi[)le, but the kingdom of 
Denmark was again a reality. 

At the same time, in Sweden and Norway, the national government 

was becoming ever more feudalised. While King Mjignus was a minor, 

the representatives of the nobility and clergy were ruling in both countries 

and they were not willing to give up their power after his coming of age! 

We may observe how the king himself was under thedomination of the ideas 

of feudalism : when, in the year 1335, he married (:ountes.s Blanche of 

Namur, she received as her marriage portion certain districts in Imth king¬ 

doms to administer and tax—a complete novelty in Scandinavia. Tht^‘ 

districts after some years were consolidated into a Swedi.sh-Norwegian 

dominion on both sides of their southern frontier, following the example set 

by Duke Enc the king’s father. When the (|ueen hml given birth to 

two sons, one being named Eric after his .Swedish grandfather, the other 

Hakon after his Norwegian great-grandfather, King Magnus and the 
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nobility of both countries agreed to make each prince the heir of one 

of the two kingdoms; the younger, Hakon, even succeeded to the govern¬ 

ment of Norway as soon as he came of age, though King Magnus retained 

some provinces of Norway. So we see the two kingdoms treated without 

regard to national traditions; the only point of view seemed to be the 

personal interests of the members of the dynasty. 

An exception to this policy may, however, be found in the work, set 

on foot by King Magnus, of combining all the different district-laws of 

Sweden into a national code, as had l>een done at an earlier time for 

Norway; and he succeeded in accomplishing such a codification for Sweden 

in the year 1347. This national law did not mean, however, the 

strengthening of the royal government; on the contrary, it enacted, what 

formerly was but customary, that the king could only exercise his 

authority in collaboration with the Council of Peers. In spite of this con¬ 

cession on his side, the nobility in both kingdoms felt jealous of his 

natural tendency to take decisions on his own account, particularly with 

rc^gard to his third “kingdom,^" Scania. Several times there was friction 

l>etween the two parties, and the feelings of the Swedish nobility are 

exprt\ssed in the “revelations'** of Saint Bridget, a lady of one of the 

greatest families of her country, who in her holy discourses reviled the 

king and quwn in most venomous and foul terms, and at least succeeded 

in blackening their fame to posterity. 

To a certain degn^e, in Sweden and Norway we meet with the same 

tendency towards a dissolution of national unity as manifested itself 

in Denmark somewhat earlier. But even the political separation of the 

two kingdoms could not stop the wielding together of the upper classes 

that had set in front the closing years of the thirteenth century. A 

particular event came to further this development: the Black Death, 

which devastated all the Scandinavian countries during the years 1349-50. 

Only Iceland escaj)ed the plague, l>ecause it interrupted the navigation 

from Norway to tliat distant island; but this first great plague was 

followed by others in the course of the same century, and these reached 

Icxdand <is well, so that all [)eoples of the Scandinavian race had to bear 

the consequences of their devastations. In popular tradition the Black 

Death, in the.se* countiies callwl the Great Death, wa.s iwiid to have- 

depopulated them almo.st completely. Statistics on this point are highly 

discordant, and the consequences of the plague are much disputed. 

Economic values, particularly those of land, swnn likely to have l)een 

depreciated through the loss of a large numl>er of the cultivators, and 

for that reason the wages of labourers and the conditions of peasants may 

possibly have improved. More certain is it that the incomes of the land- 

owners must have diminished. In Dennmrk the king appeal's to have 

taken advantage of these conditions to win imek much land for the Crown. 

In Sweden and Norway we see nothing of that kind. But the Norwegian 

land-owners were hard stricken by the effects of the plague, and the con- 
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sequence was an increasing denationalisation of both nobility and Church. 

It became necessary in Norway to fill ecclesiastical offices to a great 

extent with incumbents from Sweden, and the number of noble families was 

manifestly dwindling. We observe at this time an avowed tendency of 

men and women of noble birth to marry only pei*sons of their own rank, 

and the consequence was that inter-marrying of Swedish and Norwegian 

greatfamiliesbecameincreasingly frequent. In both countries there resulted 

a concentration of landed property in relatively few hands, some single 

families rising to hitherto unknown wealth. But necessarily this mingling 

of nationalities was more to the disadvantage of the nobility of Norway, 

which was easily outnumbered by that of Sweden. If on the whole the 

Black Death weakened the national and economic forces of Norway in 

relation to those of Sweden and Denmark, this was most marked in the 

case of the nobility, and so it pushed on the development which was already 

in progress and was undermining the national independence of Norway. 

Without respect to national policy, the Swedish nobles went on 

fighting for their class privileges. When, in 1S55, the younger son of 

King Magnus ascended the throne of Norway as King Hakon VI, a 

party of the Swedish nobles egged on the elder son Eric to rebtd against 

his father, and they did not hesitate to accept foreign assistance. On this 

occasion a new power entered actively into Scandinavian politics, that of 

the Duke of Mecklenburg, Albert, the very fox of foxes, the match even 

of the ‘‘wolf” King Waldemar of Denmark. Twenty years earlier he had 

married the sister of King Magnus; and in pledge of her dowry he had 

received the control of the herring staples of Scania. Now he saw the 

opportunity of extending his power and his revenues; when, by his inter¬ 

vention, King Magnus was forced to divide Sweden, leaving the south¬ 

eastern part to Eric, Duke Albert received his reward in the possession 

of several castles and districts in the country. For his defence, Magnus 

sought the alliance of King Waldemar and had his son King Hakon 

betrothed to Waldemar s younger daughter Margaret, promising to cede 

the principal castle of Scania, Hclsingborg. But he gained no mlvantage 

from the bargain; when, in the same year (1859), the young King Eric 

was removed by death, Waldemar attacked and conquered the whole of 

Scania, thus uniting again all the old Danish provinces (1360). The 

following year he even conquered the island of Gotland with the rich citv 
of Wisby. 

He ha(^entered upon tbis policy of conquest with the connivance of 

Duke Albert, giving his elder daughter Ingeborg in marriage to the 

duke’s elder son Henry. But by taking Gotland he went l)cyond the 

limits that the duke could well tolerate, and he also rtmewed his alliance 

with King Magnus, causing the marriage lK‘twe‘cn his daughter Margaret 

and King Hakon to be celebrated. Duke AlbeTt took his revenge by an 

alliance with the nobles of Sweden, who willingly deposed King Mamiis 

and elected the duke’s younger son Albert as King of Sweden (1.^3)- 
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Magnus only succeeded in keeping some of the western districts of the 

country. In the war that followed. King Albert was not able to maintain 

himself in Sweden without the support of the nobility, and finally he was 

compelled to grant a charter or capitulation (1371), the first in the history 

of Sweden, by which he pledged himself to govern the country only by 

the consent of the council of lords, the lords themselves getting the right 

to nominate to the council and to appoint the governors of castles and 

fiefs. This meant the absolute power of the nobility. 

With the inci-easing feudalism, which took away from the Crown much 

of its revenues and transferred the military control to the vassals of the 

realm, the kings had to look for new means to maintain the royal 

authority, and in the course of the fourteenth century the Scandinavian 

kings began borrowing money in order to have armies at their 

disposal. But the state loans became a new danger to their power; for, 

in most cases, they hatl no other way of paying their debts than by 

embarking upon new loans or pledging lands and revenues. The fii*st 

state loans sc^ein to have been supplied by the Pope and by the wealthy 

princes of northern Germany, the Counts of Holstein or the Dukes of 

Mecklenburg, and we can easily realise the political eff*ects of the 

borrowing from the latter. But soon we see emerging another financial 

power, which in virtue of its economic superiority came to be a dominating 

element of Scandinavian politics for about two centuries; that powder was 

the towns of the Gernjan Hansa, in particular the so-called Wendish 

towns, i.c. those of the Baltic. 

Their wealth and power were due to their control of the great export 

trade of the Baltic countries, the rye from the plains of the Oder and Vistula, 

the furs from Russia, and so forth*. By their commerce they built up 

important funds of mobile capital, by which they were able to control 

the export and import trade of all the Scandinavian countries, the herring- 

fisheries of Scania, the production of iron in Sweden proper, the exporting 

of cod from Norway, making themselves at home at Wisby, at Stockholm, 

at liergen, and elsewhere. Starting in the thirteenth century by obtaining 

protection for their nav igation, they were able to extend their privileges by 

agreement, by pix^scription, and by force, fighting with success all attempts 

to keep them to the strict letter of the original treaties; and gradually 

they became one of the gre.at political powers of the North, particularly 

after uniting in the celebratt^d Hanseatic League, a name that appears in 

the midst of their disputes with the Scandinavian goveniments towards 

the middle of the fourteenth century. 

When King Waldemar ventured to conquer Wisby, they felt their 

position highly endangered, and a coalition of towns under the leadership 

of Lubeck declared war against Denmark. The war developed into a 

general Scandinavian war after the Duke of Mecklenburg had made his 

son King of Sweden, On the one side were the Kings of Denmark and 

* See mpTUy Vol. vn, Chap. viii. 
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Norway, on the other side, not only Sweden and Mei'klenburg but also 

the Counts of Holstein, the Duke of Schleswig, and finally (1 J367)an alliance 

of seventy-seven North-German towns, reaching from the Netherlands to 

Prussia, calleil contemptuously by King Waldernar “hens.*” The “hens,'*'’ 

however, proved strong enough to defeat the over-confident king, 

capturing the castles of Copenhagen and Helsingborg, ravaging the open 

plains of Denmark as well as the coast of Norway, and cutting off* the 

foreign commerce of both countries. While Waldemar was absent in 
Germany, trying to win allies among the princes there, the Danish 

Council of the Realm made peace with the Hansa, which, on its side, 

found it pn)fitable to treat on its own account without regard to its 

allies when it was offered an important extension of its commercial 

privileges. According to the terms of peace (1370), the German towns 

obtained not only full protection for all their commerce, but in addition 

a considerable low^ering of the customs’ tariff, and even in certain cases 

entire exemption from duties; and, os reparation for damages, they were 

granted the dominion for sixteen years of the chief castles and market¬ 

places of Scania with two-thirds of the revenues. The transformation of 

economic into political interests was ex{)ressed in the tieaty by the 

humiliating provision that the successor of King AV^aldernar sliould not 

be nominated without the consent of the Hansa towns. In the stune vear 

Norway made a truce for five years with the Hansa towns, confirming all 

the rights and privileges they had won in that country. 

King Waldemar was obliged to accept the situation as detcrminwl by 

the treaty; returning to his country, he agreed to lx* reconciled with Duke 

Albert of Mecklenburg, to whom he gave the assurance tliat the grandson 

of them both, the infant son of Henry and IngelH)rg, named Allx‘rt, would 

be elected King of Denmark on his death. IIy these agi'eements he at 

least was able to expel the Counts of Holstein completely from northern 

Jutland, and to limit their power in Denmark to the southern part of 

Schleswig. With Sweden alone the state of war subsiste<l, although the 

Norwe^an kings on their side concluded a treaty of peace by which they 

recognised the younger Albert of Mecklenburg as King of Sweden. 

The situation envisaged by the treaty with the Hans/i towns in 1370 

was realised on the death of King Waldemar in 1375, and the question 

arose whether the Danes would allow a Mecklenburg prince to mount the 

throne of Denmark, and so in fact make the Duke of Mecklenburg the 

master of Denmark and Sweden alike. The Hanseatic towns of Mec'klen- 

burg could not very well oppose the wishes of their .sovereign, but they 

contrived that the Hanseatic League as such did not make use of its right of 

intervention and held aW from the election in Denmark. So the matter 
rested with the Danish lords, and among them two parties formed. 

At this moment, there entered the scene of Scandinavian history one 

who was quickly to ^ome the mo.st ren.arkable {x^rsonage in the,se 
countnes dunng the later part of the Middle Ages. Uk a woman 
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Queen Margaret of Norway, the younger daughter of King Waldemar. 

Born in Denmark, and from the time of her marriage at the age of ten 

educated by a great Swedish lady, a daughter of Saint Bridget, probably 

in the part of Sweden that obeyed King Magnus, she was now Queen of 

Norway and therefore presumably dowered, like Queen Blanche, with the 

frontier fiefs of all thi’ee kingdoms. She thus represented more than any¬ 

one elAe the idea of a Scandinavian policy, which had been prepared by 

the preceding development. Her character proved her a true daughter 

of her father, only still more clever in dealing with men, using kindness, 

art, or force according to circumstances, always self-controlled and clear¬ 

headed, keeping firmly in view her ambitious plans. At this date she 

was aged twenty-two, and five years earlier she had given birth to her 

only child, her son Olaf, whom she made the first instrument of her desire 

fur power. 

At the news of her father's death, she hurried to Denmark with young 

Olaf, soon followed by her husband King Hakon, and there she proceetled 

to win votes for hef son. Siie immediately acted as if the royal power 

were hers, granting fiefs and donations to the Danish nobles. While the 

Mecklenburgs allied themselves with the Counts of Holstein and received 

the support of the Emperor, Margaret delivered the deensive stroke in 

sending a communication to the Hanseatic towns, informing them that 

she would reconfirm all their privileges in Norway if they allowed Olaf 

to Ix! elected King of Denmark. Having thus secured her position, she 

succeeded in gaining for Olaf the homage of the parliament of Denmark. 

In return, together with King Hakon, she signed the charter that defined 

Olafs obligations as king. A consetjuence of the election was war with 

the Mecklenburgs of Germany and Sweden, but it was a rather tedious 

affair, since the nobles on both sides had but little interest in carrying on 

feuds with one another. Queen Margaret stayed in Denmark, governing 

there as the guaidian of her sOn, and four years later, at the death of 

King Hakon VI (1380), when her son inherited the crown of Norway, 

she became the virtual ruler of that country also. The chronicles of 

Llibeck have preserved the impression of wonder ma<le upon hercontein- 

{X)raries by her “great prudence,*” her wisdom and strength, and they 

tell how she made the nobles obey her will, sending the vassals from one 

castle to another, “as the superior sends the monks from one monastery to 

another.'' It is true that she only obtained peace with the Counts of 

Holstein by granting them the duchy of Schlesw ig as an hei’editary fief 

(1386). But on the other hand, in the same year, she regained the 

castles and markets of Scania from the German towns. In Norway she 

strengthened her power by having two of the clerks of her household 

made in succession Archbishops of Nidaros, first a German, and then a 

Swede; the brother of the latter was the chanc'ellor of the realm. It was 

a sign of still farther-reaching plans that she made King Olaf, w hen he 

came of age (1385), take the title of “true heir of Sweden." 
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Then, at a blow, all her plans and edl her power seemed to fall to ruins, 

when King Olaf, in whose name she governed, suddenly died in Scania in 

the summer of 1387. At this critical moment, she shewed to the fullest 

measure the energy of her character; she proved strong enough to over¬ 

throw all the traditional rules of government and to make hei-self in law 

as well as in fact the head of her kingdoms. King Olaf left no direct 

successor; the nearest and only heirs by the law were the descendants of 

the sister of King Magnus, the Dukes of Mecklenburg, either King 

Albert of Sweden or his nephew, the now reigning Duke Albert, who 

had been the rival of Olaf in the Danish election of 1376. Neither Queen 

Margaret nor the nobles of Denmark and Norway could have the slightest 

idea of admitting either of the dukes to the succession. On the other 

hand, neither law nor practice allowed the crown of any of the Scandi¬ 

navian kingdoms to be conferred on a woman. Examples had, however, 

been recently given by foreign nations: during the forty years that ended 

in 1382, a queen of the house of Anjou, Joanna I, htid reigneil in the 

kingdom of Naples, and, in the same year that she met w ith tier death, a 

princess of the same house was made “king" of Hungary, reigning there 

till 1387, while her sister Hedwig for a couple of years was “king" of 

Poland. Such a title Queen Margaret could not assume; but within a 

week after the death of King Olaf, the members of the Danish Council 

present with her in Scania consented to elect her regent of the realm, 

and in the weeks following she received the homage of nobles and people 

in all the provinces of Denmark as “mistress and ruler with full authority 

as guardian of the realm." Immediately afterwards slie went to Norway, 

where the Norwegian Council met at Oslo. She had been foi tunate in 

having the new Archbishop of Nidaros, who had been in her service, with 

her in Scania when King Olaf died, and he summoned the spiritual and 

secular lords of the realm to meet. They liad no legal authority to 

nominate the new king, but, in the beginning of 1388, they decide<l to 

elect Margaret regent of Norway for. the rest of her life, de nying the 

Mecklenburgs any right of succession inasmuch as they were enemies of 

the kingdom. By this act Margaret Ixjcame the source from which the 

future succession was to be derived, and the Norwegian Council, passing 

over her nephew, the young Duke Albert, declared her grand-nephew of 

the same line, the infant Duke Eric of Pomerania, the nearest heir to the 

crown. 

It is worth while noting that many of the lords who participatwl in 

this irregular election were Swedes married to Norwegian heiresses or 

otherwise land-owners in Norway, and at the same time we may observe 

the influence of the intermarriages between the noble families not only 

of Norway and Sweden, but of Sweden and Denmark as well, which 

created common economic interests particularly in the frontier provinces. 

Exactly at the same date that King Olaf died, many Swedish noble.s had 

openly rebelled against King Albert because he tri^ to win back for the 
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Crown the fiefs of his greatest vassal, who had just died; they allied 
themselves with their kinsmen beyond the frontier, and, in the spring of 
1388, their delegates met with Queen Margaret in one of her Swedish 
castles, acknowledging her as the rightful ruler of Sweden and promising 
to accept a successor at her choice. War followed, and in the battle of 
Falkoping, 24 February 1889, King Albert was defeated and captured. 
The whole of Sweden submitted to Margaret, and so she became the 
ruler of all three Scandinavian kingdoms. 

Her first object now was to regularise her position and establish a 
durable Scandinavian union. She immediately obtained the recognition 
of young Eric as her successor in Denmark and Sweden, and he even 
received homage as king, first in Norway, later in the two other kingdoms, 
while she kept as her personal dominion a combination of Swedish, 
Norwegian, and Danish provinces. When Eric came of age, she summoned 
a joint Scandinavian assembly of lords at Calmar in Sweden for the 
summer of 1897, with the object of having him crowned as the king of 
the Union and of making an agreement between the kingdoms that would 
seal their union. It was an unusually magnificent assembly that met at 
Calmar; the only serious disappointment was the complete absence of 
the prelates of Norway, which was probably to \ye explained by their 
reluctance to acc*ept the abandonment of their ancient privilege in the 
election of kings in Norway. King Eric, at the age of fifteen, solemnly 
received the crowui at the hands of the Archbishops of Lund and 
Upsala, and he created more than a hundred knights from all his 
kingdoms. But the negotiations for a real act of union ended in failure. 
A dtK^urnent was drawm up, confirming the perpetual union of the three 
kingdoms, establishing the right of succession of the king’s sons in all of 
them, and providing for a common ele<’tion in the absence of surviving 
sons; in this way a compromise was made between the constitution of 
Norway on the one side and that of Denmark and Sweden on the other. 
Further, the document established rules about mutual assistance in case 
of war, but the government of each kingdom was to be conducted 
according to its own laws. This agreement never obtained legal validity; 
the representatives of Norway refused to sign it, perhaps because it did 
not afford sufficient guarantees against neglect of their interests (there is 
no evidence in favour of the generally accepted hypothesis that Queen 
Margaret induced them to stay away bwause her desires were not met by 
the agreement), and no attempt was maule to obtain its ratification by 
the councils of the separate kingdoms. So the Scandinavian Union was 
not placed upon a stable legal basis; its future was at the mercy of the 
conflicting interests of the royal power and the nobility and of national 
jealousies. 

Margaret remained the virtual ruler of all the Scandinavian kingdoms 
until her death in 1412, and she kept the reins firmly in her hands. 
It is characteristic of her position that, on one occasion, the delegates 
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of Liibeck referred to her as “I^dy King/' As long as she lived, King 

Eric exercised no real power; she instructed him never to decide anything 

by himself, but always to adjourn all matters until she could be present. 

After she was dead, he continued the government according to her 

principles, only carrying them still farther, following out their con¬ 

sequences with decision and energy. 
Both Margaret and Eric strove to make a permanent unity of their 

kingdoms. In Sweden and Norway, even in Iceland and the western 

islands belonging to Norway, they adoptetl the ecclesiastical {)olicy started 

by Waldemar IV in I>enmark. By means of papal provisions they enthroned 

their personal servants or friends in all vacant sees, and, as most of these 

were naturally Danes, they l>ecame instrunjents for denationalising the 

Church of their adopted country. In Sweden, Margaret began intruding 

Danish nobles into the fiefs, and Eric extended this policy to Norway. 

Both of them omitted to fill the high offices of administration in Sweden, 

and they partly did the same even in Norway, where, at last, the king 

made the Danish Bishop of Oslo his chancellor. In fact, the administra¬ 

tion of all the kingdoms was united in Denmark. Sometimes, meml)ers 

of the Swedish or the Norwegian Council of the Realm came to Denmark 

to assist at deliberations over matters concerning their countries, and 

occasionally common meetings of all three Councils were held. But, 

generally, decisions were taken with the assistance merely of Danish 

councillors or even by the royal chancery alone. On the part of the king, 

there was a demonstrable tendency to unify the admiivistration in t^entral 

bureaux, and Copenhagen tended to develop into the capital of an 

empii*e in the modem sense of the word. It would not lx‘ right to 

characterise all this as the expression of a truly Danish imperialism or 

nationalism; in Denmark itself, queen and king took into their stTvice 

many German nobles, and thence they spread even to Sw eden and Norway; 

their recommendation was their fidelity towards the king. But it must 

be added that these German immigrants brought with them a feudal 

spirit that in the end would be dangerous to the royal power. 

On one particular point Queen Margaret maintained a tenacious 

struggle against the feudal principles that from (iermany threatened to 

get a foothold on Scandinavian soil. This w7ls the question of the suc¬ 

cession in the duchy of Schleswig. When the f ount of Holstein, to whom, 

in 1386, she had felt forced to grant this Danisli duchy as a hereditaiy 

fief, died in the year 1404, leaving only children under age, she succ€?edefl 

in making King Eric their formal guardian, and she lx‘gan to seize lands 

and castles of the duchy for the direct royal administration. When, 

accoitlingly, in 1410, the eldest son of the former duke at last prtH laime<l 

himself Duke of Schleswig, Eric protested, claiming that according to 

Danish law no heredity in fiefs was allowed. War broke out, and, with 

interruptions of negotiations,law-suits,and judgments, it lastcxl for more 
than twenty years. King Eric went so far as to contend that fiefs in the 
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European sense could not legally exist in Denmark, and appealing to the 
Emperor Sigismund, who was his cousin, he obtained in 1424 an imperial 
sentence in his favour. But the Counts of Holstein did not submit to a 
decision even of such an authority. They allied themselves with the Hansa 
towns, they were able to conquer Schleswig by arms, and finally, in 1482, 
Eric was forced to leave the duchy in their possession; his fight over this 
matter ended in defeat. 

On other points too he brought himself into conflicts which he could 
not control. The war of Schleswig was an expensive affair, and he had to 
seek for money wherever it was to be found. He tried to extort as high 
duties as possible from the German merchants, limiting their liberties 
and exemptions as far as he was able, and this policy was the reason why 
the Hansa too went to war against him. In this war he was more suc¬ 
cessful, and in any case he was able to establish, from the year 1428, a 
royal revenue of a new kind, the Sound dues on all ships passing through 
the stmits between Sealand and Sc‘Ania. But the extension of the war 
meant still more expense, and he was obliged to tax his subjects more 
heavily than they had been accustomed. 

Queen Margaret had continued her father's policy of regaining lands, 
castles, and fiefs for the (Town, and, in particular, she had pursued the 
same object in Sweden in oixler to increase the royal revenue; in all her 
countries as far as possible she appointed her own bailiffs in place of the 
feudal lords. In this way, the peasants came as it were between the upper 
and the nether millstone. If, after the Black Death, their condition had 
improved, now the reaction set in more and more strongly, king, bailiffs, 
and landlords vying with one another in heaping upon them all kinds of 
taxes and imposts. For the peasants, both feudalism and the development 
of royal power led to the same result—increasing oppression. But another 
consequence was dissatisfaction and disquietude, and from about 1420 we 
notice a tendency to riots and rebellions among the peasants, particularly 
directed against the foreign bailiffs and fief-holders. Of these thei^ were 
most in Sweden, in all probability because the lands and fiefs there were 
richer and more attractive than those of Norway, and so, naturally, the 
movement in Sweden became more important than that in Norway. For 
the same reason, the native nobility of Sweden was more irritated in its 
national particularism than that of Norway; but in botl) countries, even 
among the nobility, dissatisfaction and opposition to the royal policy made 
themselves increasingly felt. The intrusion of foreign clerics into the sees 
created a certain uneasiness in the Church of Norway as well as of Sweden, 
and from 1432 a sharp conflict arose between King I>ic and the chapter of 
Upsala regarding the nomination of a new' archbishop. So, in Sweden, 
quite an army of different forces united to oppose the govenjment of the 
king. Besides, a new sot'ial force entered the field, strengthening the 
movement; this was the growth of an independent merchant and industrial 
class, Imsed chiefly on the export trade of Stockholm and the iron-smelting 
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of the province of Dalame (Dalecarlia). tVom this province came the leader 
of the movement. 

His name was Engelbrecht, son of another Engelbrecht, a mine-owner 
of knightly rank. Personal interests were involved in his rebellion: heavy 
taxes burdened the mining industry, and wealthy nobles were busy 
shouldering out the original owners. But the noble character of Engel¬ 
brecht raised him above egoistic considerations, and his far-sighted views 
made the rebellion a revolution in the history of Sweden. After appealing 
in vain to the king for the removal of the oppressive Danish bailiff of the 
province, he put himself at the head of the disiwvtisfied peiisants and 
yeomen, who, perhaps, were encouniged by the reports of the Hussite 
rebellion in Bohemia. In the summer of 1434 he marched with his army 
through the eastern and southern provinces of the country, everywhere 
calling men to arms against foreign masters, capturing the castles, and 
expelling the bailiffs. Some of the higher nobility joined the relxdlion; 
but the Council of the Realm met at the order of the king, fearing to lose 
its privileges and anxious to repress the people. Engelbretdit, however, 
forced the Council to throw off, in the name of all Sweden, their allegiance 
to King Eric, and a general parliament was called for the next year 
(1435) in the town of Arboga, near the home of Engelbrecht. With this 
parliament, something new was create! in Sweden; there met not only 
the old orders of the realm, secular aiu! spiritual lords, but besides them 
the burghers and the yeomen, thus forming an assenjbly of four orders 
and thereby establishing an institution destined to remain for more than 
four hundred years an important element in Swedish [X)litics; for centuries 
it was the most democratic IxKly in any Euroj)ean country. 

The Parliament of Arlxiga elected Engelbrec'ht regent of the realm. 
ITie Council looked for means of annulling such revolutionary proceedings; 
it negotiated with King Eric witli the object of acquiring the government 
of the country and the transference of the fiefs to itself, and it appointed 
a man of the higher nobility, Karl Knutsson, regent along with Engel¬ 
brecht. In the fii’st place, the popular retell ion was defeated by the 
murder of Engelbrecht in the spring of 14»%. His ideas and his example, 
however, were kept alive in the tradition of the new classes he ha<l called 
to power, and one of his friends composed songs about the little man raiscx! 
by God to save the people, praising literty as the finest thing in the world. 

In the meantime, the rebellion of Engelbrecht had infected the people 
of Norway. Some weeks before his death, yeomen and peasants in the 
districts around Oslo rose against the foreign bailiffs under the leadership 
of a noble, Amund Sigurdsson. The Council of the Realm assembled and 
made an agreement with the rebels, prudently securing their adhesion to 
a purely national programme, whidi included provisions that all fiefs were 
to be given to natives and all high government offices to te filled up. Such 
was the policy of the Swedish Council too, and it succeeded in crushing 
new risings of the farmer class. When the peasants of Denmark likewise 
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rebelled, the Danish Council joined its Swedish colleagues and would not 
obey King Eric any longer. Now the whole movement against the king 
had passed into the hands of the nobility, fighting for its class interests. 
When Eric fled the country in the year 1438, the Danish Council 
summoned from Germany his nephew Christopher, son of the Count 
Palatine of the Rhine (Pfalz-Neumarkt). He was made King of Denmark 
in 1440, and later in the same year King of Sweden. When the Norwegian 
(.'ouncil, whose requests had been complied with by King Eric, found 
itself deserted by its lawful ruler, it last of all, in 144J2, saw no other 
way of)en but to elect Christopher King of Norway as well. 

The accession of King Christopher to the throne of the Scandinavian 
kingdoms meant the defeat of the aspirations for monarcdiical power that 
had animatwl the goveniinent of his immediate predecessoi’s. In all three 
countries the nobilitv took the undisputed control. The Church rose 
again from its former subordination and frei‘d itself from the encroach¬ 
ments of the kings upon the episcopal elections, only indeed to drift under 
tlie dominion of the nobility. The nobles took advantage of the decisions of 
the ('ouncil of Basle which dissolved the alliance of king and Pope, and in 
Sweden and Norway alike native bishops of noble families filled the sees. 
At the same time, the interests of the rising national burgher class were 
sacrificed; the pow(‘rlessness and poverty of King Christopher made him 
dejxmdent on the financial assistance of the Hanseatic towns, and he con¬ 
firmed their commercial privileges to the widest extent in spite of the 
protests of the native burghei's; he himself jestingly declared that the 
Hansfi had more privileges and liberties in his countries than the king. 
He even gave up the dues on shipping in the Sound. 

When, after a short reign, he died in 1448, the nobility saw' no limits 
to their power. In Sweden, a party of the nol)les elected one of them- 
Helvt‘S king, the regent during the former interregnum, Karl Knutsson 
(Charles VIII). In Denmark, the iiobles offered the crown to the greatest 
of their order, the Duke of Schleswig, who was at the same time Count of 
Holstein. He refused, however, Ixing probably not at all desirous of 
falling under the influence of his Danish eompe<‘rs; but he rec’onimended 
to them a German nephew' of his. Count Christian of Oldenburg, who 
wa.s accordingly electwl King of Denmark with a capitulation that left all 
power in the hands of the Council of the Realm. In Norway two parties 
formed, w hich favoured respectively the Swedish and tlie Danish candidate. 
At fii'st, the Swedish party, led by the Archbishop of Nidaros, had the 
up)per hand and caused King Karl to be crowned, on which occasion he 
signed a capitulation corresponding to the Danish one. In fact, earlier in 
the same year (1449), King Christian had already agreed to a capitulation 
for his election in Norway, the first act of this kind issued for that country; 
and, when the arcdibishop die<i shortly after, the Danish party earned tlu^ 
election of its candidate, making Christian King of Norway. Now' a formal 
act of union was signed by representatives of the Councils of Denmark 
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and Norway at Bergen on 29 August 1450, laying down the principle 
that both kingdoms should always obey the same king, and providing 
for a common election by the two Councils on the death of the reigning 
monarch. As a matter of fact, this agreement was a copy of a similar 
agreement signed by representatives of the Councils of Denmark and 
Sweden a few months before, and, after a war of some years, King Karl 
was forced to flee the country, Christian I being crowned as King of 
Sweden 6is well (1457). 

The reign of Christian I marks the lowest point in the decline of royal 
power in the Scandinavian kingdoms. Apparently, his position was a 
brilliant one. He not only unit^ the crowns of three kingdoms, but he 
added to them the dominion of Schleswig and Holstein, succeeding his 
uncle there in the year 1460, on the condition, however, of granting new 
privileges to the nobility of lx)th provinces, thereby confirming the famous 
provision that Schleswig and Holstein should for ever remain linked 
together, a provision that was originally drawn up to protect the interests 
of the landed nobility, but later became a kind of national programme. 
Some years later, Christian gave his daughter Margaret in marriage to 
King James III of Scotland; but for the payment of most of the dowry 
he pledged the Norwegian islands of the Orkneys and Shetlands (1468). 
Still later, he undertook with great splendour a journey to Rome, 
obtaining from the Pope the authority to found a university at 
Copenhagen and from the Emperor the elevation of the county of 
Holstein into a duchy. For all such things he hml to pay dearly. In 
order to win the two duchies he was obliged to give other claimants 
123,000 florins in all; he loved to hold a splendid court, mid he always 
travelled in great state. But he was always in straits for money, and 
in Swedish tradition he received the sumame of ‘Mhtr leaking purse.’’ He 
was obliged to borrow, and he incuned large debts, particularly wdth the 
nobles of Holstein and the Hanseatic towns; they Ix^caine his real masters. 
Of course, he could not avoid confirming all Hanseatic privileges in his 
kingdoms, and he even tolerated it when the (German merchants of Bergtm 
slew the castellan of the city who tried to limit tlu ir control. 

What characterises the national development of tiie lattcT half of the 
fifteenth century is the eclipse of Norway and tlie rise of Swi^len. In 
Norway, the only authority that remained a bulwark, however weak, of 
its independence, was the Church; tlie fight for ecclesiastical freedom 
became identified with that for national indejxuidence. The nobility, too, 
had chiefly their class interests in view; but the national demands which 
they had been driven to put forward in 1436 had very soon lost their hold 
upon them. The immigration of Swedish nobles had Ixfcm followed by 
that of Danish, and about 1450 most of the leading families of the 
country were in fact essentially foreign; it is characteristic that the last 
appeal sent by the Norwegian Council of the Realm to King Eric, in 1440, 
was written in the Danish language, thus foreboding the supersession of 
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Norwegian as the official language of the nation. A Council of the Realm 
with such >a foundation could have neither the will nor the ability to 
maintain a strong national policy, and patently the government of the 
kingdom was continually growing weaker. The pledging of the Orkneys 
and Shetlands in 1468 really meant the final loss of the islands. Already 
before the end of the fourteenth century the administration of the earldom 
was left to the Scottish family of St Clair; from this time the bishops 
were Scots; both earls and bishops gave offices to their fellow-countrymen, 
who acquired land in the islands, and about 1140 the judge of the Orkneys 
gave his decisions in English. Now, from 147iii, the Bishop of the Orkneys 
and Shetlands was made a suffragan of the Archbishop of St Andrews, 
and from that time the Norwegian character of the people of the Orkneys 
began rapidly to disappear, although in Shetland the Norwegian language 
still lived on for three more centuries. The national resistance of the 
Shetlands could be so durable because of the continual commercial inter¬ 
course with Norway. But, as a matter of fact, the active commerce of 
Norway was, towards the end of the Middle Ages, at its lowest ebb. 
Obviously, that was one reason why the traffic with far-off Greenland 
came absolutely to an end about the middle of the fifteenth century; and 
the government neglected its duties toward the colonists, so that, left 
without assistance from the mother country, they died out in starvation 
and degeneration. 

Since the thirteenth centuiy, the export trade from Norway was 
almost completely in the hands of the Hanseatic capitalists, and such a 
condition was not exclusively to the disadvantage of Norway, since 
they were able to make Bergen a great staple for fish, selling the 
Norwegian c(xl to the w hole of northern Europe. One of the consequences 
was the development of fisheries in the northern parts of the country, and 
during these centuries Norwegian fishing-folk spread in settlements along 
the coast of Finmark as far east as the Varanger fjord, thus making this 
part of the kingdom truly Norwegian. But the economic superiority of 
the Hansa merchants w^as an almost insuperable obstacle to the growth 
of a native burgher class; at Bergen the merchants of Liibeck, at Oslo 
those of Rostock formed a power against which the natives vainly tried 
to rise. It was the chief weakness of Norway that, in an age when the 
nobility had lost all national force and spirit, the country could not pro¬ 
duce a burgher class that might take over the task of a national policy. 
In the fjords and the valleys there lived a sturdy race of farmers who 
kept up the national traditions of law and language, and there are signs 
that, during these centuries of national depression, a popular literature 
of folk-songs developed among them, in jjart founded upon the sagas of 
the thirteenth century. But yeomen and peasants here had no political 
interests or aspirations, and so no powerful class was left to defend the 
independence of the nation. 

In Sweden, on the contrary, commercial and industrial activities created 
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a burgher clah»s that was able to comprehend intellectual and political 
interests, and at the same time was strong enough to animate with new 
ideas both the lower ranks of the nobility and the higher ranks of the 
yeomanry, thus uniting them into an efficient body able to express a 
national will. For some decades it might seem as if Swedish politics were 
nothing but the rivalry of different sections of the higher nobility, using 
for their egoistic purposes alternately Christian I and Karl Knuisson. 
During a period of twenty years, until his death in 1470, Karl was thrice 
made King of Sweden without ever having any real pf)wer; wars were 
fought with changing success, and great families joined one or other party 
for merely p^i'sonal reasons. Ikit beneath the surface of ignoble ambitions 
we are able to observe the new life awakening. The struggles of Engel- 
brecht ary! Karl were told in rhymed chronicles, imitating those of the 
age of D(ike Eric, and in these' chronicles we meet with a really national 
spirit,/proclaiming the idea of independence. Other authors strove to 
build up complete histories of the kingdom of Sweden, trying in this way 
to rouse a national consciousness. 

Finally, upon the death of King Karl, the programme of Engelbrt.'cht 
was revived again by the king's nephew Sten Sture. Against the majority 
of the Council of the Realm, chiefly with the assistance of l)urghers and 
yeomen, he was proclaimed regent of Sweden, and he kept this position 
for almost thirty years. In a hanl battle just outside Stockholm, on a hill 
that now forms a part of the city, he won a decisive victory with his 
army of burghers and yeomen over the forces of King Christian (1471). 
The burghers of Stockholm had rushed against the enemy, singing the 
song of St George, the patron .s<uint of their city; and as a token of 
gratitude for the victory Sten Sture made a (ierman artist carve a mag¬ 
nificent sculpture of St George killing the dragon which still adorns the 
Great Church of Stockholm, an expressive witness to the burghers' pride. 
Immediately after the victory, the citizens of Stockliolm, assisted hv 
representatives of other towns, forcxxl the ( ouncil of the Realm to expunge 
from the law the provision that half of each town council should Ik' 
Germans; this was the declaration of independence of tlie Swedish burgher 
class. The new spiritual life of the nation manifested itself by the 
foundation of the University of Upsala (1477), preceding by a year 
that of the University of Copenhagen, and in the following decade the 
new art of printing was employed for the national propaganda. 

At the same time, Swedish population and Swtxlish power were 
spreading northward and eastward. Merchants and fanners of Swedish 
and Finnish nationality settled on both sides of the Gulf of Bothnia, and 
the whole of Finland was brought more and more closely under Swedish 
administration. At the ea.stenirnost point of the Gulf of Finland, the town 
of Viborg obtained its chartered privileges in 1408, and in the decade 
from 1470 to 1480 it was strongly fortified by the same castellan, 
a relative of King Karl and of Sten Sture, who, a little farther to the 



Burgher class 663 

north, founded the strong castle of Olofsborg. At this part of the frontier, 
the Swedes met rivals for commerce and power in Russian cities and 
princes. This was a rivalry which, as early as the middle of the fourteenth 
century, had led to war, but which received a more dangerous and 
important character after the erection of the dominion of the Tsars 
of Muscovy. As a matter of fact, under the rule of King Karl and the 
indetpendent regents Who succeeded him, Sweden entered upon the policy 
of conquest that aimed at extending its power over the lands of the 
Teutonic Order east of the Baltic. As yet, these plans did not produce 
durable results, but they inaugurated a momentous feature of future 
Swedish politics, and they already played a part in the relations of Sweden 
with Denmark. 

In Denmark and Norway, King Christian I, w ho died in 1481, had been 
succeeded by his son Hans. On the part of Norway, there had been some 
vacillation, the Archbishop of Nidaros desiring to unite w ith the Swedes; 
but, finally, the two Councils of the Realms met together and elected 
Hans as common king of both countries (148J^), obliging him to sign 
a capitulation that coidlniu^d the absolute authority of eacii Council over 
the royal powder; it even stated the duty of resistance on the part of the 
subjects in the event of the king not keeping its provisiotis. It testifies 
to the incrtjasing closeness of the union of the two kingdoms that on 
this occasion tlie royal capitulation was issued in common for both of 
them. On the other hand, in the duchies of Schleswig and Holstein, King 
Hans was obliged to divide power with his younger brother Frederick. 

In the reign of this king,tw o opposite tendencies w ere clearly manifested. 
On the one side, he was the creature of the nobility, dependent on the will 
or the consent of the memlxu's of the Council for all his actions. On the 
other side, lie ajipears as a kind of burgher king, almost on a par with 
his contemporary, King Louis XI of Franc'e, finding his friends and 
associates among the wealthy burghers of Copenhfigen, even having his 
son and successor (xlucated in the house of one of them: and he was able 
to revei'se the weak policy of his immediate prtxlecessors in regard to the 
Hansa towns. This task wfis facilibiUnl for him by the disconls inside the 
Hansa lx*aguc and even inside the single towns, particularly in Liibeck, 
But the es.sential factor W7is the development of a native chiss of merchants 
and artisans in the Danish tow ns, while in (*astern Norw ay Dutch merchants 
tx*gan an active competition w ith the Wendish towns, eoming there to buy 
and export on an increasing scale a new eommcxlity, timber. King Hans 
dared to engtige in a privateering war with the Hanseatic towns, and they 
were forced to acquic^sce in the grant of equal commercial privileges to their 
rivals. It was an omen of a iiew' age for Norway too when his son Princ'e 
Christian, as viceroy of this country, in 1508 issued new^ privileges for the 
city of Oslo, by which all those of the German merchants wei'e revoked 
and the retail trade was made a monopoly of the burghers of the city. 

When, however, King Hans schemed to renew the Scandinavian policy 
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of his father by winning the crown of Sweden, he had to consider 
exclusively the interests of the nobility. In fact, already in the year 1483, 
the Swedish Council of the Realm had agreed with the Councils of Denmark 
and Norway to acknowledge him as their king, accepting with pleasure 
the provisions of his capitulation in favour of the nobility. But the regent 
Sten Sture, supported by the lower classes, succeeded in putting off the 
realisation of this promise from one year to another, and even papal ex- 
communication could not induce the people to abandon him. He roused 
the enmity of the higher clergy by interfering in the nomination of 
bishops and abbots, and the nobles complained of not receiving the fiefs to 
which they thought themselves entitled. He threatened them with a social 
revolution, with “another Engelbrecht;’' but at last they organised a 
rebellion, and at the same time King Hans made an alliance with the 
Russian Great Prince Ivan, who invaded Finland. Arriving at Stockholm 
with a strong army, Hans forced Sten Sture to capitulate and was crowned 
as King of Sweden (1497). 

This renewal of the Scandinavian Union lasted only for a few years. 
King Hans had the misfortune to be completely defeated when, with his 
brother Duke Frederick and a strong force of knights and Gei-man 
mercenaries, he attacked the yeomen of the Ditmarschen in Holstein; the 
battle (1500) ended in a disaster, similar to that of so many other conflicts 
between feudal knights and yeomen towards the close of the Middle Ages. 
In the same year, a man of a new type began to agitate for a rising in 
Sweden; his name was Dr Hemming Gadh. He was an ecclesia.stic by 
education, a diplomat by his talents, a revolutionary by instinct. For 
twenty years he had lived in Rome as representative of Sten Sture and 
had been able to obtain the removal of the regent's excommunication. On 
returning, he succeeded in reconciling Sten with one of his bittei'est 
enemies among the Swedish nobility, a distant kinsman, Svante Sture, and, 
being himself nominated bishop to a vacant see—a nomination, it is true, 
that was never confirmed by the Pope, but, instead, drew down on him 
the papal excommunication—he became a member of the Council of the 
Realm. As such, with both the Sture and a few other members, he pro¬ 
claimed the deposition of King Hans (1501), accusing him of oppression 
of the people and of alliance with the Russian enemies of the land. At 
the same time, he instigated a rebellion in Norway, led by a noble of 
mixed Norwegian and Swedish descent. This rebellion, however, was un¬ 
successful, the leader being murdered by a personal enemy, one of the 
Danish nobles in Norway; his widow fled to Sweden and married Svante 
Sture. In Sweden, the rebels had the upper hand against both the nobles' 
party and the Danish armies. 

Upon the death of Sten Sture (1503), Svante Sture was made regent, 
to be succeeded in 1512 by his son, the younger Sten. Under the regency 
of these two Hemming Gadh was the dominating spirit, agitating for an 
increasingly democratic and national programme. He had to give up his 
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episcopal see and was made a military commander; recalling the former 
extortions of Danish bailiffs, he excited the hatred of the people against 
the Danes and the higher nobility alike. Meanwhile the representatives 
of the nobility addressed an appeal for assistance to their fellow nobles 
in Denmark. “We speak the same tongue, and almost all of us are kins¬ 
folk.*” So, more and more clearly, the antagonisms of home politics were 
deciding the dividing lines in the fight for independence. 

Hemming Gadh achieved his greatest success when, as a delegate to 
the Hansa assembly at Liibeck, he induced the Wendish towns to declare 
war against Denmark. This war, however, impelled King Hans to appeal 
to the Dutch and Englisli rivals of the German merchants and to build 
up a strong Danish fleet for the defence of his own burghers. In fact, 
when he died in the year 1513, he was victorious on the sea, breaking the 
predominance of the Hanseatic power, and at home he had strengthened 
the royal authority so far as to give the Council of the Realm occasion 
to complain that he had broken more than half of the articles of the 
capitulation granted at his accession, particularly in conferring high 
positions on non-noble persons. 

In Denmark, as well as in Sweden, the result of the development was 
the decline of the political importance of the nobility. In both countries 
a burgher class was rising that was able to reconquer the national inde¬ 
pendence, both economic as against the Hansa and political as against its 
Scandinavian neighbour. In part leaning upon this burgher class, the 
royal power organised itselt more firmly, thus pi'eparing the creation of 
truly national kingdoms. Only Norway was lagging behind, because the 
growth of an independent burgher class came more slowly there; for that 
country, then, the sixteenth century meant the climax of the power of the 
nobility and, as a consequence, the loss of national independence. 

For all three countries, the crisis began with the accession of King 
Christian II (1513). His government meant the sharpening of all social 
and political conflicts, and led, through much bloodsh^, to the establish¬ 
ment of new conditions for the classes and the nations of the Scandinavian 
North. 



CHAPTER XVIII 

POLAND AND LITHUANIA IN THE FOURTEENTH 

AND FHTPIENTH CENTURIES 

On the extinction of the Premyslid dyiuisty in 130(j, the restomtion of 
the Polish monarchy by a Piast prince txKuime at last practicable. 
Vladyslav the Sliort had l>een a claimant to the throne of Cracow ever 

since the death of his elder brother l^szek the Black in 1288. The elder 
or Silesian branch of the Piast dynasty was divided into numerous princely 

families, which presented the objection from thePolish point of view'of being 
lK)th partially Germanised and politically without strength or prestige. The 

second and third branches, which had ruled in Greater and lesser Poland, 
had become extinct; so that the Kiijawian branch, to which Vladyslav 
iKilonged, had an hemlitary claim to the throne which had won for him 
tlie support of Pope Boniface VIII. Vladyslav was hereditary Prince of 
Brest Kujawski; he had inherited his brother's principalities of Sieradz 

and Lenczyca; and during the reign of Wenceslas II he liad obtained by 
conquest a considerable part of l^esser Poland. In 180() he wa.s recognised 

as Grand Prince by the magnates of Ia^ssci* Poland, Kujaw ia, and Polish 
Pomerania. The Princes of Silesia and Mazovia, howevca, continued to 

be hostile, while Greater Poland remained faithful to his old rival 

Henry, Prince of Glogciw, until his death in 1307. The most obstinate 
resistance w'as offered by the German elements in the country and by the 
pro-German princes of Silesia, who realised that the advent of so strong 

a ruler as Vladyslav involved a Polish patriotic revival against the 
powerful German communities which had establishc^d themselves in the 

towns and countryside. The crisis became acute in th(‘ year 1310 when 

a rising of the German citizens of Poznan (Posen) in favour of the Silesian 

princes was follow'ed in the next year by a still more formidable rel)elli(>n 
of the Germans of lesser Poland headed by the Wojt and tlie Bisliop of 
Cracow. Both movements were crusht^d by the energy of the new (irand 

Prince, and the leaders were severely punished. Far more serious for 

Poland was the new attitude of the 1 eutonic Order. Securely established 

in Prussia, the Order did not confine its activities to the continuance 

of its crusade against the pagan Lithuanians, but began to extend its 

territory at the expense of its neighbour and former ally-~-Poland. It 

had acquired the district of Michahiw from an impecunious Kujawian 

prince; but a greater opportunity for aggrandisement presented itself 
when Vladyslav requested the Order to assist him to recover the province 

of Pomerania from the Margrave of Brandenburg who had seized it in 
UJ07. The Knights, who had long coveted the region of the Lower 

Vistula, responded to the prince's summons with alacrity, seized Danzig, 
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where they massacred the Polish garrison, overran the whole province, 
and settled down in permanent occupation of this important Polish 
territory. In the same year, 1309, the Grand Master, who had hitherto 
directed the affairs of the Order from Venice, transferred his residence to 
Marienburg in Prussia, and took over the direct control of the formidable 
organisation which had established itself on the Baltic seaboard. Vladyslav, 
indignant at this iinex[>ected act of aggression and treachery, appealed 
to the Pope in the first instance, but soon began to realise that an armed 
struggle with this dangerous neighbour would inevitably be forced on 
Poland, In the meantime he attempted to strengthen the position of 
Poland externally by a series of alliances. It was natural that he should 
first invoke the aid of the Holy See, to which both Poland and the 
Teutonic Order owed allegiance; and the friendship for Vladyslav so 
strongly shewn by Boniface VIII in the past was now maintained in the 
firm support given to Polish claims by his successors, whf)se assistance 
was unfortunately moral rattier than material owing to the weakness of 
their position at the time. The new rulers of Bohemia of the house of 
Luxemburg lx?gan to claim the Polish throne as succcvssors of the Pfemyslids. 
Against this new foe Vladyslav sought the help of Charles Robert of 
Hungary, in whom he gainetl both a son-in-law and an ally, and through 
whom he attracted to Poland that cultural influence by which the 
Angevin dynasty was beginning to restore Hungary from the disorder 
into which she had been plungetl since the Tartar invasion. Against 
another enemy, Brandenburg, he made an alliance with the Scandinavian 
kings in 1315; and finally, by a brilliant stroke of political originality 
and foresight, he suggesUxl an alliance with the lathiianians who \vere, 
like the Poles, the victims of Teutonic aggression. The able ruler of 
Lithuania, Gwlymin, welcomed his overtures and sealed the alliance by 
the marriage of his daughter Aldona to Vladyslav\s only .son, Casimir. 
Having in this way established his power at home and abroad, the Grand 
Prince, with the eoxisent ol the Papacy and in spite of the angry protest 
of John of Bohemia, had himself crowned as king at Cracow in 131^0 
under the name of Vladyslav I. 

Meanwhile the ap{X*al of Vladyslav I against the Order had l>een heard 
by a papal commission, w hich in 1321 made an award in favour of Poland. 
The Order, however, refused to abide by the decision and remained in 
Pomerania, so the Polish king decided to resort to arms. The first >var 
betweim Poland and the Teutonic Knights was a severe ordeal for the weak 
divided State, in which Polish sentiment had only just begun to assert 
itself against the German element. Apart from the military prestige and 
the religious character of the Oitler, wdiich brought it recruits from 
among the bt^st elements in Winstern Europe, the support of Brandenburg 
and of Bohemia inatle it almost invincible, the more so as John of 
Bohemia was himself a claimant to the Polish throne and could count on 
the assistance of Vladyslavls enemies in Silesia and Mazovia. Against such 
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formidable allies the assistance given to Poland by Hungary and the 
Lithuanians was scarcely adequate. King John won over most of the 
Silesian princes and the Prince of Plock in Mazovia, and, though his 
activities were partly checked by the Polish and Hungarian armies, and 
though Vladyslav won a great victory over the Order at Plowce in ISSl, 
the terrible invasions of the Knights devastated not only the frontier 
province of Kujawia but even Greater Poland, where many ancient cities 
such as Gniezno (Gnesen), Lenczyca, and Sieradz were reduced to sishes 
and never recovered their former significance; and the end of the war 
found the Order in jMssession not only of the district of Dobrzyn, 
but of all Kujawia. But before this Vladyslav had died at the age of 
seventy-three, urging his .son with his last breath to prosecute the struggle 
against the Order and to recover Pomerania. Vladyslav, reared in the 
petty provincialism of the thirteenth century and forced to struggle against 
insuperable obstacles, had displayed a tenacity of purpose and a patriotic 
idealism that wtis unusual in his age, and by the singleness of his aims and 
his indomitable courage he had successfully revived the Polish State and 
the Piast monarchy. He proved himself a great king not only in actual 
achievement, but in laying so firm a foundation on which others might build. 

Casimir III, sub.sequently called “the Great” (13313-70), .succeeded 
his father without opposition, and was crowned king in Cracow in 1333. 
Growing up with the self-assurance of a prince born in the purple, he had 
not had to experience the uncertainties and bitterness of exile like his father. 
His political education was guided rather by the spacious ideas and 
enlightened ideal of kingship of the Angevin court, of Hungary than by 
the petty quarrels and provincialism of the Kujawian house from which 
he had sprung. A statesman by disposition, he had very different views from 
those of his father, and was prepared to .sacrifice ideals to expediency. 
He determined to abandon his father’s warlike policy, to husband the 
resources of the State, and by graceful conces.sion.s in matters of less 
importance, to attempt to secure what he considered to be the cissential 
ne^s of his country. He realised that in any case Poland had neither 
the means nor the organisation to wage a successful war against the 
Teutonic Order or to dispute the a.scendancy of the house of Imxemburg. 
The root of the problem was the necessity of a clo.ser union of the Polish 
provinces to avoid such disasters as the defection of Silesia and Mazovia. 
Apart from the pre.s.sing need for other domestic reforms, it was essential 
to weld the remaining provinces into an organic whole. In pursuance of 
this aim, Oasimir, by the mediation of the King of Hungary, opened 
negotiations for peace with the King of Bohemia, and agreed to the 
Treaty of Vysehrad by which John renounced his claim to the Polish 
throne, while Casimir paid him an indemnity and recognised his suzerainty 
over the princes of Silesia and the Prince of Plock, hoping by these wide 
concession.s—which were, in any case, inevitable—to gain the support of 
Bohemia against the Teutonic Knights. The attempt to setUe the 
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questions at issue between Poland and the Order was unsuccessful, and 
the case was again submitted to the Holy See; but the negotiations with 
Hungary and Bohemia continued, and at the second Treaty of VySehrad 
in 1339 the question of the succession to the Polish throne was settled. 
Casimir had no sons, and he wished to secure the succession for the 
Angevin house of Hungary with which he was so intimately associated. 
It was agreed that on Casimir’s death he should be succeeded by the son 
of his sister and of Charles Robert, Lewis. This agreement, which was con¬ 
firmed in 1355 by the Treaty of Buda, imposed certain conditions on the 
future king, namely (1) that he should attempt to regain the lost Polish 
provinces, particularly Pomerania; (2) that he should confer offices 
exclusively on Polish magnates; (3) that he should respect all previous 
charters and impose no new taxes. Meanwhile, the dispute with the 
Order dragged on interminably. Pope Benedict XII refused to accept 
the decisions of the negotiatoi*s at VySehrad, and set up a special com¬ 
mission in Warsaw^, which again pronounml in favour of Poland. The 
Order once more protest^ against this verdict, and soon Casimir himself, 
desiring to tuni to the new problem of Russia, found it advisable to 
terminate the protracted negotiations, and consented by the Treaty of 
Kalisz in 1343 to abandon in favour of the Order the Polish claim to 
Pomerania, Chelmno (Kulm), and the district of Michaldw, receiving in 
return Kujawia and the district of Dobrzyn. As compensation for these 
serious losses to Poland in the west, Casimir had for some years been 
seeking fresh acquisitions in the east—a policy which had brought him 
into competition w'ith the powerful ruler of Lithuania, and drawn Poland 
into close relations with the Lithuanian and Russian principalities which 
became of primary imp)ii:ance to her political position. 

The early rise of the Lithuanian people to political importance under 
Mindovg had been checked by the dissolution of their State through lack 
of internal cohesion. But towards the end of the thirteenth century, the 
pressure of the two German Orders on the north and west ha^l forced 
the princes of Lithuania to unite under a new dynasty. The new 
Lithuanian State was the more fonnidable in that it not only comprised 
Lithuania, Samogitia, and Black Russia, but wtis rapidly overrunning 
the extensive principalities of Western Russia, which preferred Lithuanian 
rule as the only alternative to the Tartar yoke. Moreover Gedymin 
(1315-41), the real founder of Lithuanian greatness, had at his disposal 
the remnants of the fierce Jadzwing tribe and the fugitives from Prussia, 
most of whom he settled in Black Russia. He built a new centre for his 
principality at Troki in Lithuania, but later he transferrtHl his capital 
to the new city of Vilna. It is not difficult to account for the amazing 
extension of Lithuanian power, A long tradition of military activity, 
from local raids in search of plunder to great aggi*essive campaigns of the 
whole people, had created a warlike spirit and a rude discipline to which 
must be added the despair and thirst for vengeance of the Prussian 
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emigrants and the patriotic fervour of a people menaced with the destruc¬ 
tion of their liberty and beliefs by the hated German invader* With the 
exception of the Order, all their iieighbours were weak. Poland, in her days 
of weakness, offered the chief field for plunder in men and material, and 
since her recovery had been an ally. The Russian principalities had come 
to look upon Lithuania as their saviour from Tartar rule, since the 
Lithuanian prinws, l)ehind their impenetrable barrier of marsh and forest, 
could defy the Khan of the Golden Horde with impunity. Thus Polotsk, 
long under Lithuanian influence, became subject to IJthuania in 1807; 
Vitebsk soon followed. Podlasia with Brest^ was seized by GtHlymin in 
1815; Minsk was occupied soon after. By his victory on the Irpen in 
15i^0 Gedymin conquered the princes of the Kiev region, though Kiev 
itself, since the departure of the Metropolitan to Vladimir in 1800, had 
lost the last shred of its political and commercial predominance, its phu'C 
having lK‘en taken partly by I^‘m})erg (Iaov, Lwow) and partly by 
Gedyniin'’s new city of Vilna. Gedymin had thus brought under his rule all 
White Russia and a large part of Little Russia, and had established a loose 
union of Russian j)rincipalities not unlike the Kievan union of an earlier 
age. The main thread of Russian history runs in North-Eastern Russia, 
where Moscow was rising to importance under (iedymirrs contemporary 
Ivan Kalita. But the real successor of Kievan Russia, as historians have now 
realised, was not Moscow, alien partly in race and wholly in political 
ideas to Kiev, but the new Russo-Lithuanian State. To complete the 
union of Western Russia, it remained only to occupy Red Russia 
(Ruthenia), as the principalities of Volhynia and (ialicia may most 
cunvenientlv be called. The (juestion of thf* succession to this imjmrtant 
State came up in 18i^4 wlien the princes of the hous(‘ of Roman, Andrew 
and Leo, perished in battle with the 'J'artars. d'here were several claimants 
to their heritage. The Khan of the Tartars, the powerful Lzheg of the 
Golden Horde, claimed the land as .suzerain lord of all Russia. The Kings 
of Hungary had since the beginning of the thirteenth century called 
themselves rulers of Galicia and Lodomeria {i.r. Galich and \ ladimir, 
the ancient capital of V'olhynia). Gedymin's son Liihart was married to 
a daughter of the late j)rince. d'he boyars, h()vve\ (‘r, called in the nephew 
of the late princes, Boleslav of Mazovia; hut his tyranny and support of 
Catholic propaganda resulted in his assassination in 1846, whereupon 
Lubart proceeded to occupy Volhynia, while Casirnir III, as a relative of 
the last prince, claimed Galicia. He invaded the princi[)ality with a large 
army, and after some resistaiice the boyars were won over to recogni.se 
Casirnir as king, while the son of the King of Hungary, being the lieir to 
Casimiris kingdom, was persuaded to postpone the assertion of his claims. 
But with Lithuania a war broke out which lasted with intervals for 
twenty-six years. Gedymin died in 1341, and was succeeded after a ]:)eriod 

^ Subsequently calJed Brest Litewski ([Jtfiuanian) to distin^fuisb it from the town 
of the same name in Kii jawda. 
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of civil war by his son Olgierd (1345-77). After a long struggle, 

Lithuania successfully held Volhynia, while Poland retained Galicia. 

Peace was made in 135$i, whereupon both rivals united to extend their 

power over the southern steppe which the decline of Tartar power after 

the death of Uzbeg threw open to foreign conquest. Casimir’s expedition 

to the new lloumanian principalities, which he claimed as a former 

dependency of Galicia, msulted in failure. But Olgierd overthrew the 

Tartar Khans of Podolia at Sine Vody, annexed Podolia and the Ukraine, 

drove the Tartars into the Crimea, and extended Lithuanian rule to the 

Black Sea. The sons of his brother Koryat governed in Podolia, 

which began to recover from Tartar devastation and to prosper through 

Polish co-operation. One of the same family even became ruler of 

Moldavia. Despite a renewal of the struggle with Lithuania, Casirair 

remaintxi in possession of Galicia till his death, and Polish influence 

remained strong in the neighbouring province of Podolia. 

The results of ('asimir's diplomacy were of the highest significance for 

the future of Poland. Without offering .serious resistance, he had given 

up Silesia, the most wealthy and advanced province of Poland, which, 

despite the pro-German policy of its princes and the preponderance of 

the German element in its towns, still contained in the main a Polish 

agrarian population. He had surrendered Pomerania to the Teutonic 

Order and with it the sole link between Poland and the sea. Under the 

rule of the Order and the influence of the Hansa Ix‘ague, Danzig lost its 

Slav character and became a German town, subject to none of the in¬ 

fluences which made the Germans of Uracow or Poznai'i good subjects of 

Poland; and, together with Thorn, it se*cured a monopoly of the foreign 

trade of Poland with the Baltic area. In exchange for the loss of these 

Polish lands, ( asiinir hml gained in Galicia a country that was rich and 

extensive and oflered a field for Polish expansion, but which contained a 

foreign j)opulation, politically backward and profe.ssing a different form 

of religion. Thu occupation of this province entailed new resjM)nsibilities 

and direct contact with the Tartar world. The general result was that 

the Polish population, pressed back from tlie Oder and Lower Vistula 

regions and alretuly spreading in dense masses over the plateau of Lublin, 

Eastern Mazovia, and the ( arpathian uplands, began to pour over the 

Vistula and the San into the Russian provinces, and together with the 

Russians to colonise Podolia and the deserted lands of the L'kmine. It 

may be pleaded in defence of Casimir s actions that he could not have 

done other wise than surrender Silesia and Pomerania. His real intentions 

and those of the Polish magnates are clear from the continual appearance 

in the treaties with the Angevin kings of the clause concerning the re- 

cx)very of the lost provinces, esj>ecially Pomerania. Casimir himself made 

pei'sistent efforts to carry out this policy. It was obvious that the recovery 

of these lands was not abandoned, but postponed. In the war with Bohemia 

in 1343 he reconquered two border districts of Silesia. In 1351 he re- 
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asserted Polish suzerainty over the princes of Mazovia, who became 
formally vassals of the Polish Crown. The princes of Kujawia, too, 
bequeathed their small provinces to Casimir, who found himself by 1864 
in possession of the whole of that province. Moreover, the decline of 
Brandenburg after the extinction of the Ascanian dynasty enabled Poland 
to recover part of the frontier district at the confluence of the Notec and 
Warta. Yet Casimir's foreign policy, while securing the position of Poland 
among its neighbours, was forced to recognise a definite advance of the 
Empire and the Teutonic Order at the expense of Poland. His reipi 
marks a permanent withdrawal of the Polish ethnographical frontier in 
favour of the Germans, and the undeiiaking of new and onerous tasks 
by the annexation of a Russian province which brought Poland into 
Eastern politics, into contact with the Tartars, the Roumanians, the 
Lithuanians, and ultimately the Muscovites. 

While Casimir was forced by the difficulties of his position to postpone 
rather than to solve the greatest problems of foreign policy, he was able 
to grapple effectively with the important domestic questions which con¬ 
fronted the restored monarchy—problems of equal difficulty, on the 
solution of which his title to greatness would depend. Chief of these 
problems was the local independence of the different provinces of Poland. 
The early Slavs, wdth their strong tribal separatism, had adhered tena¬ 
ciously to the idea of a tribal prince. The early monaiThy, which with 
its crust of Western ideas and institutions had been sujieri in posed on the 
tribal system, had only temporarily succeeded in checking this idea, 
which reapjieared in 1138 and gained strength during the Partitional 
period. Even apart from the retention of separate princes by Silesia and 
Mazovia, Casimir w'as by no means ruler of a united Polish State. He 
was simply Prince of Greater Poland, Prince of Ix^sser Poland, and 
suzerain Prince of Mazovia, and with each of these provinces he dealt 
quite independently of the othere. Each former principality preserved 
the shadow^ of an independent ruler in the pereon of its Wcyjewoda or 
Palatine with his hierarchy of officials. Vladyslav I and his son began 
their task of centralisation by restoring and developing the institution 
of the Starostaship originally introduced by Wenceslas. Thus over each 
of the provinces of Greater Poland—Lenezyea, Sieradz, InowixKlaw and 
Brest Kujawski (the two parts of Kujawia)—a Starosta was appointed, 
with an additional Starosta for Galich after its annexation. Since the 
Starosta was regarded as the king's deputy, no such office was created 
in Lesser Poland till later times. There, as the duties of the ruler grew 
in volume, special officials were entrusted with the functions of the post. 
The StarostUy like the baiUi in France, was the king's deputy and chief 
administrative officer in the provinces; he was also given control of 
military and judicial matters. The office gained in power at the exf>ense 
of the older offices of Wqjewoda and Kasztelan which came more and 
more to be held by local magnates as representatives of the province 
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rather than of the royal power. From the Wojewoda the Starmta took 

over the duties of royal deputy and judge, while from the Kasztelan he 

took the management of the castles and military affairs in general, 

together with the administration of the royal domain, leaving to the 

Kasztelan in each case sufficient land to support the dignity of his office. 

The increase of royal power in the provinces was thus accompanied by a 

material accession of wealth to the royal revenue, owing to the resumption 

of the royal lands by the Crown and their more efficient exploitation by 

the Siarosias. Together with this development of the king’s power over 

the country went a gradual expansion of the central administration, by 

which the greater officials of the province of Cracow were transformed 

into king’s ministers, whose sphere of operations covered all the Woje- 

wodztwa^ of the kingdom. The Chancellor, the Deputy Chancellor, and 

the Treasurer of Lesser Poland became important royal officials, while 

similar posts in other pmvinces became merely titular. The king was 

still the real link between the greater provinces. By the new central 

institutions his officials were able to bring a certain systematisation of 

local goveniment and a greater concentration of important common 

affairs in the hands of the new officials. In the provinces the royal 

prestige luul grown through the permanent subdivision of the great 

tribal units owing to the need in the previous century of finding thrones 

for tlie junior priru‘es. Thus the king had not always to deal w ith a large 

tribal unit like Greater Poland, but with the two princedoms of Poznan 

and Kalisz, each with its Wajewoda and lower officials. l.,esser Poland 

w'as divided into the provinces of Cracow and Sandomierz. Kujawia, in 

particular, had lost its unity and consisted of the two Wojewodziwa of 

Iiiowroclaw^ and Brest and the district of Dobrzy n. But with the union of 

many provinces under one ruler, direct contact of the ruler and the ruled 

had been lost. The king found it more and more convenient to summon the 

officials and magnatCvS of a province to di.scuss the affairs of that province 

on some important question of SUvte. At such a IV^/Vc or jussembly, whether 

convoked by the king or his local official the Staiosta^ the Wojexooda 

appeared as head of the territorial officials and the magnates of the pro¬ 

vince. Thus, with the new importance of the local lVm\ the territorial 

officials gained a new dignity in compensation for the tidministrative and 

judicial power which they had lost. 

One great deft'ct, which had long been a source of confusion for the 

Polish community, was the chaotic condition of the laws. Each province 

had hitherto preserved its own customary laws, which differed widely from 

province to province. On this mass of custom there had b(*en superimposed 

the decrees of the princes and of the two kings, a growing volume of 

legislation which was uncoordinated and contradictory. The king called 

together a Council of advisers, chief of whom were Skotnicki the Arch¬ 

bishop of Gniezno and John Strzelecki the Chancellor, to co-ordinate into 

^ For administrative titles see supra, V^ol. vi, Chap, jciii (b), p. 447. 
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a common code the laws of Greater and Lesser Poland. For the system¬ 

atisation of the laws advantage was taken of the existing statutes of the 

ecclesiastical synods, which offeml a model for the legal phraseology, 

Latin style, and formal arrangement of the new code. The Statute of 
Wi^lica was issued in 1347 as a code for the whole of Poland. It was in 

reality, however, based on the laws of Lesser Poland, and the king 

published a separate statute for Greater Poland. The original and suc¬ 

cessful work of the codifiers was of }>ernianent value in clearing away a 

mass of cumbrous material, in giving lawyers an authoritative legal 

handbook, and in bringing as far as possible into harmony the legal 

conceptions of the diffei’ent parts of Poland. Constitutionally the i-eigns 

of Vladyslav and Casimir were a continuation of the preceding tige and 

were also characterised by the practice of granting cliarters conferring 

privileges and immunities. But in the fourtec^nth century such charters 

tended to affect large groups rather than individuals, and the crystallisa¬ 

tion of definite classes was completed in this period, culminating in the 

Charter of Koszyee in 1374. As the result of thest; jirivileges, in contrast 

to the difficulties and dangei*s threatening tlie State from outside, in¬ 

ternally the leigii of Casimir was a [leriod of unprecedtuiltHl p!*osperity for 

all classes of the communitv, and the great C'asimir as peasiint's king,'" 

protector of the Jews, conqueror of Russia, ^ith a court of brilliant, if 

licentious, splendour, has remained in popular tradition as a magniiicent, 

legendary figure like C'harlemagne, Barbarossa, or St Vhnlimir. The 

knights, though overshadowed bv the small but powerful gi'oup of 

magnates, were emerging as a definite class basing its position on noble 

birth as syinlxilised by a coat of arms and on the possession of an here¬ 

ditary estate. Whether magnate or humble S(|uire, tlie gentleman ‘4)ene 

natus et possess!oriatils'" was Ijeginning to assert himself. This class had 

played a patriotic part in the revival of national sentiment and of the 

Piast monarchy. It was lx*coming more and more conscious of its rights 

under numerous charters and of its duties to the State as well as to one 

particular province. By the charter granted at Koszyee, tlie Szhuhta (as 

it came to be called) received formal confirmation of its detailed liberties 

and of its existence as a class. For the peasantry, tlu* liU-rties granted by 

“German law"’ in the last hundred years had lx‘en universally imitaUnl 

and had profoundly modified the position of those who remained under 

Polish law. For the rural po{}ulation the fourteenth century was an 

age of great prosperity. The villagers, whether managing their own 

affairs under their hereditary Soltt/fi, or dependent on soriu? great land- 

owner, had the right to migrate at will and tlie right of apjieal to the 

royal courts. The new economic improvements introduced hy the Germans 

and the colonising movement over all the country contribuU^d to the 

progress and well-being of the agrarian clas.s, which was now, under 

favourable conditions of unity and order, able to develop its land secure 

from interruption by external and internal foes; and the f'oi’eign colonists 
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were gradually absorbed into the Polish peasantry. Even more than for 

the gentry or the peasants, the age of Casimir saw the rise of unusually 
favourable circumstances for the development of the towns. It has been 

seen that the influx into the towns of German immigrants had created a 
serious political problem. On the other hand, it had given them great 
industrial and commercial prosperity. Not only did the industrious 

German artisans and their Polish fellow-citizens produce important 
articles for home consumption and for export, but the Polish towns 

became centres of trade, ready to take advantage of the opportunities 
offered by the annexation of Galicia, Trade routes from Danzig through 

Plock and from Breslau and Poznah through Cracow converged on I^m- 

berg, and there met the great trade route from the Genoese colonies on 

the Blac'k Sea through which so much of the Eastern trade was carried. 

Russian towns like Lemberg received charters under Magdeburg law, 

and their population was swelled nut only by Poles and Germans, but 

by Jews from the Crimea and from Western Europe and by Armenians. 
The burghers of the Polish cities became wealthy and prosperous, so 

much so that a rich Cracow merchant was able to entertain royalty with 

a magnificence impossil)le for a country gentleman. The development of 
the towns owed a great deal to the care and tact of (‘asimir, w^ho was a 

zealous protector of their autonomy and was careful to tolerate the creeds 

and customs of the non-Polish elements, while at the same time he put 

down with a firm hand any signs of the political separatism which had 

sliew'u itself so dangerous to his father in 1310-11. To cut the links 

which bound the Germans to their native land, he established a supreme 

court of municipal law' in Cracow and forbade all apj>eal to the courts of 

the German cities. As the result of his prudent policy, the growing Jewish 

and Armenian colonics settkd dow n to live contentedly under Polish rule, 

while the German citizens l)€H‘ame, if not Poles, at any rate good citizens 

of Poland, It was not till the sixteenth century that the German burghers 

t)ecame finally assimilated. 

In dealing with Galicia or Red Russia, while the mixed population of 

the towns received the Magdeburg municipal organisation, ('asimir pru¬ 

dently abstained from any atteinfd to impose Polish institutions too 
abruptly on the Russian population. The former principalities were in 

many cases retained by the Russian {)nnces of the Rurik dynasty or were 
gmnted to those Lithuanian princes like Lubart or the sons of Koryat 

and Narymunt w hom the Russian l>oyars had come to consider as natural 
rulers. The leading boyars were summoned to the royal couuc’il to delxite 

matters concerning Russia, Moreover, Casimir was consistently tolerant 
towards the Orthodox Church to which the majority of his Russian sub¬ 

jects belonged. He retained the existing Orthodox bishoprics and sup¬ 
ported the efforts of the Church to have the bishopric of Galich raised 

to the position of a metropolitan sec, since the departure of the Metro¬ 

politan of Kiev to the North in 1800 had left Westeni Russia without 



666 End of the Piost dynasty. Lewis the Great 

a direct head. An Armenian bishopric was established at Lemberg (Lwow) 

in 1367. At the same time the king supported Catholic propaganda which 

had begun to penetrate Russia long before the annexation. Catholic 

bishoprics were established at Przemy.41, Vladimir, Chelm, and Galich, 

while an archbishopric was subsequently established at Leml)erg, Casimir's 

favourite city. In the great expanses of I^stern Galicia and Podolia 

Polish colonisation was encourag^: in particular, the magnates of Lesser 

Poland began to form large estates in Red Russia. Throughout his 

reign Casimir bound the Russian province to Poland by this prudent 

policy of toleration and peaceful penetration. Besides his domestic re¬ 

forms in Poland and Red Russia, Casimir did much to encourage education 

and the arts. He protected learned men like Janko of Czarnk<iw, who 

chronicled the events of his time and country and rosir to be IX^puty 

Chancellor. He founded the Academy of Cracow in 1364, which became 

a centre for the study of law' and was modelled on Bologna. Henceforward 

Polish learning had a centre to rival the ohler Czech university at Prague. 

Above all, Casimir was a great builder, and the saying that he found 

Poland made of wood and left it a country of stone merely expresses the 

truth. Beloved in Poland and respected abroad, Casimir died in 1370 at 

the age of sixty as the result of an accident in the hunting-held. 

The compact and prosperous State which Casimir ha/1 so wisely and 

successfully ruled for thirty-seven years passed by his own wish not to a 

Piast but to Ivcwis of Hungary. By a deliberate desire to raise* the 

throne above the petty rivalries of the native princess of Silesia and 

Ma7X)via, he gave Poland into the hands of th(* iVngevin dynasty which 

had brought strong rule and enlightenment from Naples to Hungary. 

But, however statesmanlike this policy may have been, the king failed 

to foresee the great change it was destintnl to l)ring alK>ut. His plan 

failed,not only bec^ause Lewis had no male issue and was (X'cupied w ith the 

affairs of Hungary and in his own dynastic ambitions rather than with the 

administration of Poland, but because it brought about a political revolu¬ 

tion which gave the Polish magnates a predominant position in the State. 

Lewis, after being crowned at Cracow, returned to Hungary leaving 

Poland under the rule of his mother Elizalx'th, who did not find favour 

with the Poles. He then proc:eeded to alienate the Poles still more by 

uniting Red Russia to Hungary, nominating as his viceroy there Vlady- 

slav, Prince of Opoleh His lac*k of male issue mtide the selection of huslmnds 

for his three daughters of paramount importance to him and the two 

kingdoms, while it also forced him to revise the terms of the treaties of 

VySehrad and Buda. On the death of his eldest daughter, he arranged a 

marriage for her sister Mary with Sigismund, son of the Emperor 

Charles IV, thus planning that she would inherit Poland and Branden¬ 

burg. The youngest daughter, Jadviga (Hedwig), was to lye betrothed to 

William of Austria and was to inherit Hungary and Red Russia together 

^ To-day Oppeln in Silesia. 
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with Austria, Lewis met the Polish magnates at two congresses in Hungary 
and concluded with them in 1374 the Pact of Koszyce, which not only 

determined the succession to the Polish throne, but conferred on the 

Szhchia the fundamental rights which thenceforward regulated its re¬ 

lations with the Crown. This epoch-making agreement comprised the 

following main clauses: (1) On the death of Lewis, one of his daughters, 

to be chosen by himself or his queen, should succeed to the Polish throne; 

(2) The king pledged himself not to diminish the territories of the Polish 

Crown, and to attempt to regain the lost provinces; (3) The king formally 

exempted the Szlachta from all taxes and dues with the exception of the 

payment of two groschen per hide annually which was obligatory for all; 

(4) Territorial offices should be held by the gentry of the province con¬ 

cerned and not by foreigners. The chief significance of the Pact of 

Koszyce was its recognition of the privileged position of the Szlachia, It 

was the first Charter granted to the whole of the Szlachta as a class. 

Secondly, it limited the resources of the monarch by compelling him to 

supjK)rt himself from the royal domain and by depriving him of the right 

to tax the gentry. Lastly, by the very procedure of the congress, it con¬ 

stituted a precedent for the election of the king by the Szlachta^ a custom 

which eventually became permanent. 

Meanwhile matters were going very bfidly for the new king in Poland. 

Piast claimants for the throne appeared in Vladyslav, the last surviving 

prince of the Kujawian house, and Ziemovit of Mazovia; the Lithuanians 

invadwl lied Russia, and the Magyar nobles made them.selves so unpopular 

in Cracow that a massacre took place. After the death of Lewis in 1382, 

still greater confusion followed, and an Interregnum ensued which lasted 

for two years. Sigismund claimed the Polish throne for his wife Maiy, 

but the magnates of Greater Poland, followed by the Lesser Polish leaders, 

insisted that no daughtx?r of Lewis could reign in Poland who had not 

taken up her resident in the country. Parties w ere formed, one of which 

put forward Ziemovit of Mazovia as a candidate for the throne; but the 

power of nomination accoixling to the Pact of Koszyce rested with Lewis’ 

widow. She designated Jadviga, but did not at first allow her to come to 

Poland. The claims of Ziemovit were resisted by Sigismund, who devas¬ 

tated Mazovia in terrible fashion. At last Jadviga appeared at Cracow 

w^here she was crowned as “King’’ in 1384. Soon after a suitor for the 

hand of the new ruler appeared in the person of the Grand Prince of 

Lithuania. 

Since the death of Gredymin, his son Olgierd had continued his conquests 

in the south and east. To his younger son Kiejstut (Keystut) fell the more 

difficult task of defendingthe north of Lithuaniaagainst the TeutonicOrder, 

Under its gieatest Grand Master Kniprode (1361-82) the Order was then 

at the height of its power. By the occupation of Estbonia in 1346, its 

possessions extended from the Narva nearly to the Oder. Its attacks on 

Lithuania had become so formidable that most of Samogitia had Mien 
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to the knights, and Kiejstiit had almost decided to leave his country in 

despair. Olgierd was succeeded in 1377 by his son Yagaylo, or (to use 

the common Polish form) Jagiello, who had for some time wished to adopt 

Christianity. This aim brought him into opposition to his uncle and 

civil war broke out which ended in the death of Kiejstut, whose son 

Vytautas (called Vitovt by the Russians, Vitold by the Poles) fled to the 

Teutonic Knights and with their help invaded his own country. The 

situation was favourable for a revival of the alliance made with Vladyslav 

the Short in 1325. Jagiello sought an ally who would help him to con¬ 

vert his people to Christianity and to fight the Order. Such an ally he 

could find in the Poles, who had l>een great apostles of the Christian reli¬ 

gion and who were bound to resume their struggle against the Order. Now 

that the ruler of Poland was an unmarried princess he had the opportunity 

to .seal such an alliance by a marriage which would unite both States. To 

Poland the proposal of Jagiello offered still greater advantages. Besides 

ending the incessant Lithuanian raids, it held out the prospect of union 

with a State of enormous resources in which the more advamted Poles 

would be the dominant element. They would bt' able to introduce civi¬ 

lisation and Christianity into a gi’eat pagan community. The Polish 

magnates gave their strong support to a project for which they were 

probably responsible. By a treaty at Krevo in 1385 the Grand 1 Vi nee 

pledged himself to accept Imptism, to convert his people, to unite Poland 

and Lithuania, and to recover the lost provinces. In return he was to 

be married to Jadviga and to l)ecome King of Poland. Jadviga, against 

the dictates of her heart, gave up the friend of her childhood, William 

of Austria, and sacrificed herself to the interests of her country in ac¬ 

cepting the barbarian prince as husband. In 1386 Jagiello enten^fl 

Cracow in state, w as baptised as a (^hristian according to the rites of the 

Catholic Church, married Jadviga, and was (Towned King of Poland under 

the name of Vladyslav II (1386-1434). His first act wfis to confirm and 

amplify the privileges conferred by the Charter of Koszyee. Thus by a 

brilliant stroke of diplomacy the Polish magnates achieved one of the 

greatest triumphs of the Middle Ages, by which they secured their own 

political predominance and brought about the union under one ruler of 

Poland, Lithuania, and a great part of Russia. 

The dynastic union of Poland and Lithuania caused a complete change 

in the external relations of Poland. The last two Piast kings had based 

their foreign policy on the alliance with Hungary against the house of 

Luxemburg and the Teutonic Order, Now that a scion of the imperial 

house was on the Hungarian throne, the situation was cjuite different. 

Secure on her Lithuanian frontier, Poland was able not only to recover 

Red Russia, but to open relations with the Roumanian principalities 

which had just emancipated themselves from Magyar rule. In 1387 

Jagiello found himself master of Galicia and received the homage of Peter 

of Moldavia. The rulers of Wallachia and Bes.sarabia followed suit and 
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not only enhanced the prestige of Poland, but gave fresh commercial 

adv^antages to Ix^nbcrg. The first act of Jagiello in Lithuania was to 

convert his pagan people to Catholicism and to create an ecclesiastical 

hierarchy under a bishopric in Vilna. The fierce Samogitians still remained 

pagan, while the large Russian population adhered to the Orthodox faith. 

But internal difficulties soon disturbed the Grand Principality, and were 

intensified by the intrigues of Sigismund and the Teutonic Order. The 

king had set up his brother Skirgiello as viceroy of Uthuania, thereby 

exciting the jealousy of Vitold, the ablest of the descendants of Gedymin. 

A brilliant soldier and an able diplomat, V^itold possessed in a high degree 

the martial character of his dynasty, which gave him Ixetter qualifications 

for the est(‘em of his countrymen than the Polish innovations of Jagiello. 

To his natural talents he aclded an overwhelming ambition which aimed 

at the creation of a great Eastern Empire in which not the Poles but the 

I.ithuanians should dominate the Tartars, West Russians, and Muscovites. 

He set himself at the head of the Lithuanian national party, connived at 

rel)ellions in Polotsk and Smolensk, and lent an ear to the intrigues of 

Sigismund and the Teutonic Knights. With the help of the latter he 

overthrew the incompetent viceroy and forced Jagiello to give him the 

office for himself, w hereupon he soon crushed the rel>el]ion and drove out 

the troops of the Order. He felt himself strong enough to be proclaimed 

as (irand Prince, phu’ated the Order bv the cession of Samogitia, and set 

out to realise his Eastern scliemo. Lithuania already ruled the whole of 

the Dnieper basin and only needcnl to annex Mosct)w and Novgorod to 

reston* Rus.sian unity. I'he great Northern republic was not unwilling 

to intrigue Jigainst Moscow, but Moscow was a serious rival for the 

leadei'ship of the Russians, especially after the victory of the Don over 

the Tartars in Li8(), which had brought her great prestige. Further, the 

Tartar overlord of Mos(‘ow had first to be* ren koned with. The Tartar 

w'orld, like Russia, was at this time in a fluid condition. The leadership 

of the Golden Horde had Ixxui seized bv Tuqtainish, ruler of the White 

Horde, who had reasscuied Tartar rule over Moscow in 1382. He had 

relxdlefl against his overlord, the mightv "Hmur, and had been exjxdled 

from his dominions. He now^ aj)pealed for aid to \’itold, w ho seized the 

opfmrtunity for attacking the (iolden Hortle and assembksi at Kiev a 

great army of liithuanians, Russians, Piiies, and oven Western crusaders 

which wfvs joined by the Tartans of 'ruqtamish. Unfortunately, Vitold 

[K*rmitUHl the new Khan of the Golden Horde to effei't a junction w ith 

I'lmuris general, Edigey; and in 1399 on the banks of the Vhi'skla he 

suffered a terrible defeat in wdiich many luthuanian and Russian princes 

together with eminent Poles like Spytek of Melsztyn were slain. Vitolds 

great scheme was frustrated, and though he annexed Smolensk and made 

the llgra his frontier with Moscow, it was obvious that Lithuanian ex¬ 

pansion had reached its limit. Realising his failure and fully awai\* that 

his own capital was [xjrpetually menaced by the Germans, Vitold decided 
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to seek a better understanding with his cousin. At the congress of Vilna 
in 1401, with the consent of Jagiello, Vitold was proclaimed Grand Prince, 
on condition that at his death Lithuania should return to Jagiello or his 
successor, and that Lithuania should remain a vassal of the Polish Crown. 
The Poles pledged themselves for their part not to elect a successor to 
Jagiello without consulting the Lithuanians. 

This agreement, the first of many acts leading to the union of the 
Grand Principality with the kingdom, made possible the co-operation of 
the two States in the matter of the long-deferred settlement with the 
Teutonic Knights. The Order was now a powerful State which regarded 
the tradition binding it to the Empire and the Papacy as an advantage 
to be manipulated to its own profit rather than as a tie of allegiance. It 
ruled a large and wealthy country, well able to maintain the most redoubt¬ 
able military force in Europe, while its prestige as a crusading institution 
attracted the most enterprising knights of Europe, including such cele¬ 
brities as John of Bohemia and Henry of I^ancaster. The dismay of the 
Knights may be pictured when the news reached them that Poland had 
accomplished by peaceful means what they had failetl to do by force— 
the conversion of the pagans whom they regarded as their natural prey 
and whose paganism w^as the sole reason for the continued existence of 
the Order. The absence of a religious stimulus was bound to affect the 
flow of recruits. Moreover, the recovery of Samogitia by Vitold in 14K)4 
cut off the eastern from the western portion of its territories. To 
Lithuania, revenge on the Order was almost a sacred duty, and for the 
Lithuanians, still pagan at heart, the Order had none of the majesty which 
filled the true Catholics with awe. The antagonism of the Poles to the 
knights was based partly on political history, partly on national sentiment. 
The Order had seized and kept the Pomeranian seaboard. It formed an 
outpost of Germanism w'hich had been untouched by the Polish revival 
of the last century. National sentiment in Central EurojK', where the 
acceptanc‘e of medieval institutions and ideas generally entailed submis¬ 
sion to Germany, was a far stronger force than in the West Tliough 
German feudalism had triumphed in Pomerania and to a great extent in 
Bohemia, and though Silesia while retaining a Polish {>opulation had 
accepted German institutions and Czech suzerainty, Germany found her¬ 
self confronted in the fifteenth century by a strong Slavonic reaction 
which found expression in the war between Poland and the Order and in 
the Hussite movement. Jagiello, like his predecessor Lewis, had sworn 
to recover the lost provinces of Poland, and he found it politic to 
ingratiate himself with his new subjects by a struggle against the Onler. 
The peace party in Poland lost its influence after the death of the saintly 
Jadviga in 1398. The peaceful policy of the Grand Master Conrad von 
Jungingen was reversed after his death by his brother who succeeded him 
in 1407. The immediate cause of war was a frontier dispute. The Order 
had purchased the Neumark from Brandenburg and had seized the border 
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town of Drezdenko which was claimed by the Poles. The impetuous 

Grand Master wished to regain Dobrzv n and Samogitia, and was spurred 

on by the support of Wenceslas of Bohemia and Sigismund of Hungary 

who were jealous of the growing power of Jagiello. The year 1409 saw the 

outbreak of a series of wars which only terminated with the fall of the 

Order in 1466. 

Overshadowed though it was by the Hussite wai*s, the great Northern 

War was important no less for the enormous forces that were brought 

into the field than for its political results. The first year saw merely 

frontier raids. Both sides were organising their forces for the decisive 

encounter. The Knights had the support of the Kings of Hungary and 

Bohemia; of the princes of Western Pomerania who sent a large force 

under Prince Casimir; while they drew' great numt>ers of crusaders and 

mercenary soldiers from all parts of the Empire. Jagiello and Vitold were 

dependent mainly on their ow n resources and were only able to obtain an 

inconsiderable forct* of mercenaries from Bohemia and Silesia, among whom 

was John ^iJka, the future kwler of the Hussites, llie plan of campaign 

appears to have Ixk'ii settled by Jagiello and his Deputy-Chaiicellor 

Tromba with Vitold at Bn^st in l>ec*ember 1409. Mftzovia had been 

chosen tis the Ixtse of operations on acTOunt of its convenient situation 

Ixftween Poland and Lithuania and on the route to Marienburg, the goal 

of th(‘ invaders. The fo(xl supply for the armies was prepared by great 

hunting expeditions in the forests of Belovezh and Kozienice. The meat 

w/Ls salted, packed, and sent down the Narev and \’istula to Plock. The 

Staro.sta of Ibidom had a pontoon bridge constructed and floated down 

the river to C'zerwiiisk, where an island made a more suitable point for 

cnjssing the V istula than Plock. \'itold, by one of the rapid mobilisa¬ 

tions for which the Gedymin princes were famous, assembltMl his army at 

Vilna. Ik'sides Uthuanians, lius-siaiis and Tartars fl(x*ked to his standanl 

He marched to the Naixn* to join Jagiello on the Vistula. The mobilisa¬ 

tion in Poland was more eom{)licatx!d. The general levy had not been 

sumnmned for fifty years, and many nobles preferrxxl to fight in their 

clan groups. However, at the call to arms the levy of each province 

assembkxl under its Wojcwoda and Kasztrlafis and, together w ith various 

clans, met the Czech and Silesian mercenaries at Wolhorz (near Piotrkdw ), 

Ihe united army marcluHl north, took iliree days to cross the bridge at 

Czerwinsk, and jointxl the Lithuanian army under ^Jtold and the Mazo- 

vian force under its princes Janusz and Ziemovit, The complete army was 

of imposing .size* and unusiud diversity. Alongside the Polish knights and 

the clan grou{)s, each with its common arms and slogan, rixle thousands 

of Tartars under Soldan, soon to lx Khan of the Golden Horde. Martial 

Lithuanians nmrcluHl .side by side w ith sturdy ('zech mercenaries who were 

destined to astonish the world. The model of Polish chivalry, Zawisza 

the Black, was in striking contrast to the turbulent Russian boyars or the 

rude skin-clad Samogitians. A division of Poles had been left in the 
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south against Sipsmund, while a large force had been detached to guard 

the long Kujawian frontier. The latter first came into contact with 

the enemy, and impressed the Grand Master with the idea of a Polish 

invasion of the coveted province of Pomerania. Sending Hcni'y von Plauen 

with 3000 men to protect that province, the commander himself with 

his main army remained near the Vistula to await news of the enemy. It 

was only when the Poles had crossed the Wkra and the Tartars began to 

plunder the countryside that he realised from which di nation the attack 

would come. He hastened to oppose the Poles at the crossing on the 

Drwenca. The Poles withdrew, whereupon he crossed the river himself, 

and the two great armies met on 15 July in the great Imttle which is 

allied Gninwald by the Poles, Tannenberg by the Germans, from the 

names of the t\\o nearest villages. The numbers on both sides w’ei’e 

enormous, but were exaggerated by the credulity of contemporary Europe. 

\ et even a moderate estimate gives about 83,0(K) troops for the Onlcr 

and nearly 100,000 for the Polish-Lithuanian army ajmrt from the Tartai’s. 

The army of the Knights was led by the Grand Master in pei>ion, Ulrich 

von Jungiugen. On the other side, though Jfigi( llo was in supn‘ine com¬ 

mand, Zyndram of Maszkowic commanded the Poles and mercenaries in 

the centre and on the left, w'hile Vitold who led the Lithuanians and 

Russians on the right wing seems to have played a great part in the 

direction of the wdiole army. The Polish army sang the ancient hymn of 

St Adalbert, after which the battle begun by a cavalry engagement, at 

first with lance, then with sword and axe. d'he first part, of the Iwittle 

ended favourably for the Teutonic Knights, who routed the Lithuanians 

and Czechs. The battle was ecjualised, however, as fresh Polish troops 

entered the fray, and the threatened right wing was gallantly held by thrcHi 

Russian detachments from Smolensk. Me‘anwhile the Deputy Chancellor, 

Promba, rallied the Czechs, and the battle l3ecame fierce and prolonged. 

At length the Grand Master decided to advance wuth his sixteen Imnners 

of reserves, but the Polish army swung round and withsUKKl the attack, 

while the Tartars rode round his flanks. The Grand Master, whose sacred 

person was held in awe by the Poles, was killed in the dense mob of 

Lithuanians and Tartars, and the remnant of the Knights fled, leaving 

over 18,000 dead on the field, and 14,000 prisoners and all their fifty-one 
standards in the hands of the victors. 

I hc victory of Gninwald was the chief triumph of the Slav reaction 

against the Gennans, and w as as impoidant as the later Hussib* successes. 

All praise is due to the Poles whose patriotic spirit and military prowess 

was largely responsible for the victory, while due respect must lie given 

to the wisdom of Jagiello and the valour of Vitold, undoubtedly the 

greatest figure in the battle. No people but the Lithuanians conkf have 

mobilised and equipped such vast force.s as were necessary to defeat the 

mighty Teutonic Order. Their primitive qualities and simplicity of 

organisation made them expert in handling large masses of men such as 
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feudal Europe could hardly equip, move, or maintain. Nor, on the other 

hand, could the Lithuanian ai'iny have ventured to invade Prussia with¬ 

out the military knowledge and discipline and the intelligent organisation 

of the Poles. But these qualities, while enabling the two peoples to win 

victory in the field, did not help them to exploit their victory. They 

marched through Prussia and commenced the siege of the capital. But 

vonPlauen threw himself into Marienburg and defended it heroically, while 

fresh troops came to his aid from Livonia and from Germany. The great 

army began to disperse. Vitold returned to Lithuania and the Mazovian 

princes withdrew their troops, while Sigismund invaded Poland in the 

south. The Order was saved, and Jagiello reluctantly made peace in 1411 

on condition that he received Sainogitia and an indemnity. In the next 

year, by the Peace of Buda, Sigismund surrendered his claim to Red Russia 

and Moldavia in favour of Jagiello. As a pledge for his debt to Poland, 

he leased to Jagiello thirteen towns in the Spiz district of Hungary, which 

remained Polish till 1769, In domestic affairs the war had two important 

results, the conversion of the Samogitians to Catholicism under the new 

bishopric of Mic^clniki, and the Union of Horodlo between Poland and 

Lithuania in 1416. This agreement confirmed the previous treaties of 

1S87 and 1401 by which the I*oles and l.ithuanians gave mutual guarantees 

as to the election of rulers after the death of Jagiello and Vitold. The 

right to l)ear Polish coats of arms was extended by the Polish Sdachta 

to the Catholic boyars, w ho were granted privileges similar to those of the 

I’olish nobility. I Jthuania was divided into Wojcwodztway and an official 

hierarchy was established on the Polish model, ('ommon (buncils were to 

Ix,^ held at liUblin or Parezeiw. Union of Horodlo was an important 

step tow^ards the closer association of the two States, but it failed to 

conciliate the non-C'atholic element in lithuania. It encouraged the Poles 

to resume the war with the Oitler. The Knights, however, Inid leanied 

the dangers of a pitche<l battle, and the Second War (1414-25^) was a 

campaign of starvation and devtislation which was iuterruptwl by the 

important developments in Bohemia. By the J'reaty of Melno in 1422 

the Order renounctnl all claims to Sainogitia and ceded Niesmwa and 

other frontier towns. 

The great religious and scK'ial upheaval in Bohemia had draw n Poland 

into the vortex of European politics. John Hus had cori'esponded with 

Jagiello, and Jerome had preached in Cracow. The similarity of the 

Polish and (’zech languages made the Hussite doctrines accessible to the 

Poles, while the anti-German element in the Czech revolution evoked a 

sympathetic rt'sponse from the victors of Grunwald. The Polish eccle¬ 

siastical leaders were naturally opposed to the new' doctrines, and they 

took an imporbint part in the Council of Constance under Nicholas 

Tromba, who was iiow' Archbishop of Gniezno. After participating in 

the general questions discussed by the Couiuil, particularly the Hussite 

question, in w hich the secular members of the Polish delegation supported 
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the Hussites, the Poles were most interested in two other matters. They 

made a formal protest against the activities of the Teutonic Order. Paul, 

the Rector of Cracow Academy, wrote a treatise on the one side, while 

the pamphlet of Falkenberg expressed the views of the Order. But a still 

more important problem raised by the Poles concerned an older group of 

dissenters, the Orthodox subjects of Lithuania. For over a century the 

decline of Greek power mid the remoteness of Russia after the Tartar 

invasion had lessened the importance of the Eastern Church for the 

Western world. But the incursions of the Ottoman Turks into the Balkans 

and Hungary, the occupation of Red Russia by Poland, and the entrance 

of Lithuania into the European system, had not only awakened the 

Catholic Church to the problem of its relations with the Eastern Church, 

but had given it an unusually favourable opportunity for effecting a union 

on its own terms \ While the Orthodox prx?lates of Greece and the 

Balkans were ready to make wide concessions to gain assistance against 

the infidel, Jaigiello and the Polish clergy were buniing to bring the 

Russian schismatics within the fold of the Church—an achievement which 

would facilitate the political as well as the religious settlement of Lithuania. 

A deputation of Russian bishops under the Metropolitan, Gregory Tsam- 

blak, was sent to support the petition for a union with the Catholic Church. 

For the moment, however, no union was achieved, as the Hussite problems 

excluded all others. Stimulated by the Polish support of their doctrines, 

the moderate Hussite leaders, desiring a Slav union, offered the Czech 

throne to Jagiello, and on his refusal in 1420 to V'itold. But the Polish 

ecclesiastics under Zbigniev Olesnicki had resolvc^d to oppost^ the Hussite 

doctrines in any form. The new leader of the Polish oligarchy owed his 

rise to his rescue of the king from danger at the battle of Grunwald. His 

position was at first difficult, Ijecause he had not only to face the opposition 

of many secular magnates and a majority among the lesst^r Szlackta who 

were in revolt against the ecclesieistical hierarchy, but he Inid to dissuade 

Jagielloand Vitold from the favour which they shewed to the new doctrines. 

But when Sigismund, fearing a Polish-Czeeh alliance, began to hold out 

hopes of the restitution of Silesia to Poland, the clerical party were able 

to dissuade the magnates from their inclination to join the Czechs, and 

the Statute of Tromba in 1420 restored Church discipline and enacted 

severe penalties against heresy. Vitold, however, still anxious to mediate 

between the Church and the Hussites, accx^pted the Bohemian crown; 

and in 1422, Jagiello’s nephew, Zygmunt Korybut, with 5000 men was 

sent to assist the Czechs. This policy of irresolution soon proved futile. 

Notonly did Korybut prove a poor soldier and diplomat, but the expedition 

aroused the wrath of the Papacy as well as the Empire. If the Poles 

could ignore the threat of their old enemy Sigismund to incite the neigh¬ 

bouring States to a partition of Poland, they could not afford to alienate 

the Papacy and European opinion in general in their dispute with the 

^ See Vol. IV, Chap. xix. 
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Teutonic Order, nor could they relinquish an opportunity of r^;ainmg 

Silesia by negotiation. In fact their national interests drew the Poles 

away from the Hussite cause. The Cssechs were their ancient enemies and 

had weakened the Slav cause by a compromise with the Germans, becoming 

members of the Empire and adopting German institutions far more readily 

than the Poles, whose interests were more bound up with those of Hungary, 

which, like Poland, had preserved its independence, its national institu¬ 

tions and customs. Moreover, Bohemia was in possession of a Polish 

province, Silesia, which every Polish king was pledged to recover. The 

Polish lesser gentry and clergy had grievances against the ecclesiastical 

oligarchy, but these churchmen were Poles like themselves. The Czechs 

were in rebellion against their overlord, the Emperor, who had no status 

in Poland. The Poles felt that they had struggled for Slav liberties at a 

time when the Czechs had not only compromised with Germany, but 

taken advctntage of their stronger position to deprive Poland of its 

wealthiest province. The religious and social struggle was not acute in 

Poland, and it was a prudent policy to sacrifice the vague ideal of a 

struggle on behalf of Slavdom for the support of the Papacy and Emperor 

in the national struggle against the Order and the chance to regain Silesia by 

negotiation. So Jagiello made peace with the Emperor in and by the 

Edict of Wieluii in 1424 imposed severe penalties on the Polish Hussites. 

Oldinicki, having successfully checkmated the efforts of Vitold to support 

Hussitism, had next to oppose his threats to the Polish union with 

Lithuania. Frustrated in his attempt to effect a religious union in the 

Grand Principality, Vitold devoted his energies to the task of making 

himself King of Lithuania. A zealous advocate of Catholicism and Western 

civilisation, at the same time he wished that Lithuania rather than Poland 

should be the leading State in Central Europe, and his ambitions were 

secretly encouraged by Sigismund and the Order. At the famous Congress 

of Lutsk in 14^ Vitold entertained a brilliant gathering of princes, 

ostensibly to discuss the question of defenc^e against the Turks. Besides 

his son-in-law, the Grand Prince of Moscow, the diief guests were the 

KinpiTor Sigismund, Jagiello, the King of Denmark, the Grand Masters 

of both Orders, the papal legate, the ambassador of the Byzantine 

Emperor, the Khans of the Volga and Crimean Tartars, the Hospodar 

of Wallachia, Princes of Silesia, Pomerania, and Mazo via together with 

all the nobility of tlie province of Volhynia. At this picturesque assembly, 

where the guests and their retinues, according to the chronicler, consumed 

daily 700 oxen, 1400 sheep, and 100 bisons and boars, and drank 700 

barrels of mead besides wine and beer, the Turkish question was used as 

a pretext to cover the attempt of the Emperor to persuade Jagiello to 

consent to Uie coronation of Vitold. This intrigue was frustrated by the 

determined opposition of the Polish magnates under Ole^nicki, and the 

proposal was dropped on the death of Vitold in 1430. The tortuous 

diplomacy in which his position involved him, his failure against the 
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Tartars, and his soaring ambition cannot obscure his greatness as a man. 

He was the last brilliant soldier of the house of Gedymin, an able 

diplomatist, and a great influence for progress in a backward area of 

Europe. He ruled his vast principality with ideals that could never merit 

the approbation of Polish or Russian patriots, and while enhancing the 

prestige of Polimd, his main work was devoted to his own principality 

and entitles him to be considered as one of the great men of his age. 

V'^itold'*s greatness was revealed by the ferment into which the country 

was plunged by his death. His project of a religious union with the 

Orthodox Church had been intended to entail an equalisation in status 

of the Russians with the Catholic Poles and Lithuanians. Its failure left 

a cause for discontent among the Russian boyars. The Lithuanians, 

desirous of reasserting their independence, joined the malcontents, who 

found a leader in the king’s brother Swidrygiello, already notorious as a 

rebel against Vitold. The king was forced to consent to his election as 

Grand Prince. But his ambition was not satisfied and was fosteretl by 

the Emperor, the Grand Master, and Alexander of Moldav ia. The action 

of Sigismund was particularly treacherous in that Polish troops were 

helping him in his Turkish campaigns, in one of which the rncKlel of 

Polish chivalry, Zawisza, had perished. The Teutonic Knights invaded 

Poland and began the third period of the Northern War (1431 

Jagiello acted promptly, deposed his brother, with whom the Lithuanian 

boyars were soon disillusioned, and in 1432 raised Zygmunt, Vitold’s 

brother, to the position of Grand Prince. By the Act of Grodno he 

conferred on the Orthodox Russian boyars all the rights and lilxnties 

possessed by the Catholics. At the same time Red Russia received an 

organisation sirnilai' to that of Poland, and Russian magnates there were 

invited to sit in the royal council. The attacks of the Teutonic Knights 

were met by the employment of Hussite troops. At the same time as 

the Hussite mercenaries plundered Pomerania, Zygmunt defeated Swidry¬ 

giello at Oszmiana, while the Poles routed his supporters in Podolia. The 

war was ended in 1435 by a decisive victory over the combined forces of 

the rebels and the Livonian Knights at Wilkomierz. The Grand Master 

made peace in the same year. 

Meanwhile Jagiello had died in 1434 at the tige of eighty-six, as the 

result of a chill caught while listening to the nightingale in the woods 

at night, as was his custom. He left two sons by his fourth wife. The 

eldest son, aged ten, was elected king as Vl^yslav III (1434-44), 

under a regency consisting of the great magnates of Lesser Poland, the 

Tenczynski and Ole^nicki families, with Zbigniev, now Bishop of Cracow, 

at their head. The Jagiello dynasty had now reached the height of its 

power. The religious zeal of Jagiello bad won new regions for Catholi¬ 

cism, and he had proved, under the guidance of 01e.4nicki, a staunch 

supporter of the Church, while at the same time he had won the respect 

of Hussite heretics and Orthodox dissidents alike for his moderation. 



The Union of Florence. Casimir IV b11 

With the death of Sigisinund in 1437, the great Luxemburg dynasty came 
to an end, leaving vacant the thrones of Bohemia and Hungary. It was 

a testimony to the moderation of the Jagiellos when the CV.ech throne 

was offered to the young Casimir, as it was to their military prestige 

when the Hungarian throne was offered to Vladyslav. The Polish oli¬ 

garchy refused the former offer and continue<l to persecute the Polish 

Hussites—a policy which involved them in a struggle with the opposition 

under Spytek of Melsztyn in 1439. The Hungarian offer was accepted, 

and Vladyslav III l>ecamc, like his predecessor Lewis, ruler of both 

kingdoms. C'asimir was made Grand Prince of Lithuania on the death of 

Zygmunt. On his departure to his princijwility and in the absence of the 

king in Hungary, I'oland was left in the hands of the regents. Their 

interest was now' concentrated on the Council of Basle, which ended the 

Hussite schism in Poland in 1433, and tx,*fore which they once more 

raised the cjuestion of the Orthodox ('hurch in Lithuania. The Greek 

(luircli at this time was ap{>ealing for union with the W'estern Church 

and soliciting helj) against the Turks. The Metropolitan Isidore voiced 

the views of the Russians of Lithuania, and at the Council of Florence 

in 1439 a union of tlie two Churches was concluded which failed of its 

ohjirts !>ecausi' of the* subsequent fall of Constantinople, but which lasted 

longer among the Russians despite the opposition of Moscow. Olej^nicki, 

w ho had by this time realised a great part of his political programme by the 

suppression of Hus^itism in Poland, the Cnion of the Orthodox Church, 

and the maintenance of Polish control over Lithuania, now' turned his 

attention to the crusade against the Turks and the recoverv of Silesia. 

Hut the Turkish eampaign ended in disaster, and in the defeat of the 

allies at Varna in 1444 the young King Vladyslav disappeareti. The Poles 

were unwilling to credit the news of his death and an interregnum 

followed (1444-47), after which his younger brother was elected king. 

Hie new king, Casimir IV, was the first *Iagiello in Poland who needed 

no political tutor. His position in Lithuania was secure, and he shewed 

resentment and impatience at the influence of the ec'clesiastical magnates 

in Poland. His long n‘ign of fortv-Hve years (1447-92) was markeil by 

swee[)ing changes in ilie political and economic fabric of the Polish State. 

Tht‘ {>o]i(’v of the great leader of the oligarchy ha/l been based on the 

traditional Polish attitude of R'sistance to the Empire and zealous support 

of the ('huR'h, fi'om which Poland drew its cultural ideas and through 

which it maintained ties with Western Europe. This policy had given 

the Polisli elergv a loading position in the government,and had brought 

the Pol(‘s into jiroininence in Europe. It had won Poland for the Church 

iu the Hussite struggle, in tlie union with the Eastern Church, and in the 

crusiide against the Turks, but it had drawn Poland away from the Slav 

sympathies felt by the lesser Szldchta^ and espc^cially from the war against 

tlu‘ Order, which to a man like Olesnicki was a religious rather than a 

German institution. 'Phe failure to regain Silesia and the calamity in the 
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Balkans had wea|cened the power of the Bishop of Cracow. The new 

policy of the king was to overthrow the oligarchy by concessions to the 

lesser Szlachta^ to abandon the Turkish war, and to resume the national 

war with the Order. Casimir resembled in his methods the European 

rulers who were evolving the New Monarchy,"” but he diflTered from them 

in seeking help from the gentry rather than from the middle class, which in 

Poland was relatively small and of foreign origin. He triumphed over 

the ecclesiastical party in the question of the nomination of bishops. To 

secure the support of the Szlachta for the forthcoming war, he consented 

to the Statutes of Nieszawa, by which he bound himself not to pass any 

new laws or to summon the armed levy without consulting the Szlachta 

thmugh their Sejmiki or local assemblies. Casimir was able to recover by 

purchase the Silesian principality of Oswiencim in 1457 and the district 

of Hawa from Mazo via in 1462. To these were added the Mazovian 

principalities of Sochaczew and Plock and the Silesian principality of 

Zator in 1495. The rest of Mazovia did not return to Poland until 1529. 

But the great event of CasimiPs reign was the final settlement with 

the Teutonic Order. A new situation had arisen in the lands of the 

Order. The population, becoming discontented with such an anachronism 

as the ascendancy of a religious Order, began to look longingly towards 

the growing freedom of the neighbouring realm with its political prestige 

and commercial prosperity. A number of rebel groups were formetl, of 

which the chief, the Prussian Union, in 1454 sent a petition to the Polish 

king for the incorporation of I^ussia and Pomerania with Poland, The 

declaration of incorporation was opposed only by flle^nicki, now a 

cardinal, who felt the loss of his power acutely and ditxl in the next year. 

The war lasted for thirteen years. It was impossible in a long war against 

fortresses to depend on the clumsy levy of the Szlachta^ which had not 

the skill to combat the new type of soldiers that had been evolved by 

the Hussite wars. The campaign, therefore, was carried on by mercenary 

troops. The decisive battle of Puck was fought in 1462 and was followed 

by the capture of the chief fortresses of the knights. By the Peace of 

Thorn in 1466 the Order surrendered to Poland Pomerania, the western 

part of Prussia with Marienburg, Warmia (Ermeland), Chelrnno, and 

Michaldw. East Prussia was retained by the Grand Master with his 

capital at Kdnigsberg, as a vassal State of Poland. He pledged himself 

and his successors to recognise no suzerain but the Pope and the King of 

Poland, to contract no alliances and to wage no wai*s without the per¬ 

mission of the king. He was also given a seat in the Polish Senate. The 

annexed territories were organised as three Wojewodztwa: Pomerania, 

Chelrnno, and Marienburg. Poland thus recovered her lost province and 

acquired the lower Vistula with Thom and Danzig, while East Prussia, 

which was secularised in 1526 under Albert of Hohenzollem, became an 

insignificant German vassal SUte. The Slav reaction in Central Europe 

had triumphed. Casimir refrained from interfering in Turkish affairs, but 
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in 1476, by the occupation of Kilia and Akkerman, Lithuania was cut off 

from the Black Sea. The king concentrated his energies on the defence 

of his realm from the Tartars, who were wont to invade the Ukraine by 

the three Tartar routes or Shlakhi leading from Perekop to Red Russia. 

Abroad, Casimir extended the power of his dynasty and obtained for his 

eldest son Vladislav the crown of Bohemia in 1471 and of Hungary in 

1490. His second son, John Albert (149^1501), succeeded him as King 

of Poland, but the Lithuanians elected the third son, Alexander, as Grand 

Prince. Another son, Frederick, became a cardinal, while the youngest 

son, Zygmunt, was appointed by his brother to rule Silesia and Lausitx. 

Thus the end of the century saw the Jagiello dynasty attain a predominant 

position in Central Europe. 

The great empire iiiled over by the JagieUos was not a unitary State. 

Their dynastic relations with Hungary and Bohemia led to no close 

association of those States with Poland. Their own possessions consisted 

of three groups: the kingdom of Poland, the Grand Principality of 

Lithuania, and the vassal States of Mazovia, Ducal Prussia, and Moldavia. 

Poland comprised: (1) Greater Poland, which had come to include the 

Kujawian provinces as well as Sieradz and I^nczyca, (2) Lesser Poland, 

in which Lublin had been made into a province together with Cracow 

and Sandomierz, (3) Royal or Polish Prussia, i.e, the provinces annexed 

by the Peace of Thom, and (4) Red Russia. To these should be added 

Podolia, the subject of dispute with Lithuania, and the small parts of 

Silesia recovered from Bohemia. Mazovia remained a vassal State till its 

incorporation into Poland in 1529. All these provinces were held together 

by a common monarch, common officials, and similar institutions, which 

sent representatives to a central assembly. Of the vassal States, Mazovia 

was soon to be incorporated, Moldavia to fall within the sphere of Turkey. 

Ducal Prussia remained a vassal State till the seventeenth century. The 

Grand Principality of lithuania was ruled by a Grand Prince who was 

not necessarily King of Poland, but was usually under the supreme 

authority of the king. It contained (1) Lithuania, f.c. the provinces of 

Vilna, Troki, and Samogitia; (2). the Russian provinces in process of 

organisation on the Polish model, but retaining many small principalities 

under princes of the lines of Rurik and Gedymin. The Grand Prince was 

still an autocrat, but he took the advice of the Lithuanian magnates 

of the Gasztold, Holshanski, Radziwill, and other families, while the 

southern provinces were mainly in the power of the great magnates, of 

Russian or Lithuanian origin, of the families of Ostrogski, Czartoryski, 

Sanguszko, Sapieha, and others. It was not till 1569 that Lithuania was 

unih^ to Poland by an organic union and fully adopted Polish institutions. 

At the head of the Polish State stood the king. His power had under¬ 

gone considerable modification on account of the change of dynasty. 

While the succession of Lewis and his male descendants (if he bad any) 

was fixed by Casimir the Great, Lewis, in order to secure the succession 
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for one of his (laughters, was forced to grant the Charter of Koszyce, 

But this daughter, Jadviga, herself had no children, so that not only had 

Jagiello to earn and keep the favour of the Polish magnates during his 

own reign—he was no mere Prince Consort—but he had to grant con¬ 

cessions in 1425, 14S0, and 1431 to secure the succession for his sons. 

Thus by pure chance—the accident that neither Casimir nor Ijiwk nor 

Jadviga had sons—the throne of Poland became elective. The fact that 

it was in practice hereditary for nearly two hundred years in the family 

of Jagiello was due to the importance of maintaining the union with 

Lithuania, where it was hereditary by custom. In theory the whole body 

of the Ssdachia elected the king. In practice he was chosen by the chief 

dignitaries of the realm. His election w^as followed by his coronation in 

Cracow by the Archbishop of Gniezno, after which he usually confirmed 

the rights and privileges granted by his predecessors. But although he 

was elected, the king was responsible to no one save in so far as he was 

bound to observe the terms of the charters. He was chief legislator. 

The Sejm was encroaching on his legislative powers, but did not seriously 

curtail them till the next century. The king was also chief judge, com¬ 

mander of the army, and supreme administrator. He governed the 

provinces through the Staronta^^ whase functions have been described. 

The central administration was carried on by ministers and officials whose 

numbers and importance were constantly growing: the Marshal who 

managed the Court, the Hetman who commanded the army in the field, 

the Treasurer, and—most important of all—the Chancellor and I>eputy 

Chancellor who conducted all diplomatic correspondence, published all 

royal acts, received petitions, and spoke for the king in th(» parliament. 

Alongside the administration, there grew up in the fifteenth century 

a parliamentary system, important not only as a system of representation, 

but as a close bond between the different provinces. The Polish Sejm or 

parliament in its final form consisted of a Senate and a House of Deputies. 

The origin of these two bodies was quite separate. In efich Wojeicodztxvo 

there had been for some time a Wkc or council, composed in the main 

of the officials of the province. But as general matters l>egan to interest 

all the provinces, it became the custoiii, after the death of Casimir III, 

for general councils to meet to discuss the question of privileges or the 

succession to the throne. Such general councils l)ecame more frequent in 

the fifteenth century. Such a general council was summoned by the king 

and consisted of the Bishops, Wx^ewodasy KasztelanSy and for a time 

members of the Szlachtd. With them sat the king and his ministers, 

and the body thus constituted came to be called the Sejm. Quite different 

was the origin of the House of Deputies. The ordinary Szlachia began 

to take a lively interest in the great questions of the fifteenth century, 

particularly the struggle with the Church, the Hussite question, and 

the war with the Teutonic Order. At first they began to combine in 

‘‘Confederations^ i.e, temporary unions for a specific purpose, sometimes 
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in support of the Government, more usually in opposition to it. The towns 

had formed such a Confederation in 1310, and the Szlachta in 1362 had 
combined against the king. Though the rise of parliamentary institutions 

superseded the Confederation, it always remained as an extraordinary 
Polish institution. The Szlachta found a better medium for the expression 

of their views in the Council of Justice held in each province by the 

Starosta, Here, besides the transaction of legal business, it was customary 
for the gentry to meet and discuss local affairs. In the middle of the 

fifteenth century these councils split up into two parts, the Court of 

Justice and the Sejmik or Little Sejm, an assembly of all the Szlachta of 

the province under their Wqjewoda. The constitutional importance of 
the Sejmtki^ which originated in Greater Poland, dates from the time 

when the king, who was pledged to impose no new taxation on the 

Szlachta without their consent, found it expedient to refer matters of 

this kind to these assemblies. The Polish piarliament was at first composed 

of the original Sejm, which came to be called the Senate, and the whole 

body of Sejmiki in the provinces. It was soon found convenient for the 

Sejmiki to send their deputies to the Sejm, and thus the House of 

Deputies was formed. But the actual power of the Sejmiki remained un- 

change<l. They continued to meet, to make their decisions, and the 

deputy sent to the central Sejm was merely a delegate bound by the 

mandate of his Sejmik. As regards the clergy, the king dealt with 

questions of taxation at the synods, so that they were never represented 

in the Sejm. The towns were asked to send representatives, but though 

from time to time such delegates appeared, it was customary for Cracow 

only to send a deputy to the lower House. As the gentry had full re¬ 

presentation in the House of Deputies, the Senate was limited to the 

Bishops, Wojezeodas^ Koszielam^ and the Ministers, numbering eighty- 

seven in all at the end of the century. Since there were no titles in 

Poland, save the honorary title of Prince given to descendants of Rurik 

and Gedymin, a seat in the Senate was esteemed a high honour and the 

offices of Wojewoda and Kasztelan were generally held by the great 

families in each province. ITie Sejm met in time of necessity at the 

summons of the king at no fixed place, but usually at Piotrkdw. The 

procedure was for the Senate to assemble and greet the king. The House 

of Deputies met separately and elected its Marshall. The king, through 
the Chancellor, then addressed the united Houses and presented the 

business for discussion. Then followed the vote of the Senate, which in 
early days decided the matter. But as the influence of the Deputies grew, 

the lower House too deliberated apart and voted. The two Houses could 
combine for common discuasion. In the House of Deputies unanimity 

must be secured to pass a measure, since eau^h Deputy haul a mamdate ifirom 

a Sgmik representing the Szlachta of a whole province, which had adready 

decided on its policy. Further, in matters of taxation which rested on 

fundamental chusirters, only the whole Szlachta of a province could agree 

39 



582 Agrarian changes 

to a change of policy. The right of one Deputy to stop the business of 

the House by his veto was thus inherent in the parliamentary system, 

and resulted from the power of the Sejmiki over the Sejm. It was not its 

use but its abuse which became so disastrous in later times. To pass a 

bill, the consent of King, Senate, and House of Deputies was necessary. 

The Polish Sejm, which thus developed as a legislative and representative 

institution, represented chiefly the Szlachta and its legislative activities 

were confined to matters which interested them as a class. 

Besides the political predominance which the gentry were gaining by 

the parliamentary system, a great economic change began towards the 

end of the fifteenth century—a change which also contributed to over¬ 

throw the balance between the classes. The period of peasant prosperity 

reached its height in the reigns from Casimir III to the death of Jagiello. 

But in the middle of the century, for economic and other reasons, the 

gentry began to find rents derived from their peasants insufficient. The 

fall in the value of money, and the increased standard of living due to 

contact with the nobles of Western Europe, cause<l the land-ownei*s to 

increase their rents. Further, the revolution in military tactics had 

displaced the levy of the Szlachta as a military force by professional 

mercenary soldiers. The knight found his vocation gone, and he settled 

down on the land as an agriculturalist. In order to find labour for 

the expansion of his small farm into a large estate that would pay, he 

began to demand more work from his de{>endants, and the small burden 

hitherto laid on the peasant began to grow into the formidable pamz- 

czyzna or forced labour which became the economic basis of the serfdom 

which grew up in the next century. The new intensive agriculture of the 

Szlachta found specially good fields in Red Russia and Podolia. Later 

on, the export of coni through Danzig to Western Europe began, and 

gave the land-owners a market for their products. This economic change 

was followed by a tendency to limit the autonomy and civil rights of the 

peasant class. Their autonomy was brought to an end by the purchase 

of the office of Soltys or headman by the local squire, who took over with 

the office the rights attaching to it. Further, by legislation in 1493 and 

1496 completed in the next century, the peasant was forbidden to leave 

his village unless he obtained the consent of the squire. The curtailment 

of the peasant’s right of appeal to the royal courts gradually brought 

him under the jurisdiction of his lord. Thus, though the peasant re¬ 

mained a landholder, his burdens were increased and his economic and 

political position considerably weakened. 

The prosperity of the towns also received a severe blow. The German 

population after 1311 had ceased to present a political problem. Content 

to avail themselves of the advantages of the rising power of Poland and 

the autonomy based on past charters, they developed their wealth par¬ 

ticularly by the Eeistem transit trade. They occasionally sent deputies to 

the Sejm, but generally were not interested in national questions except 
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in 80 far as they affected trade, when they found it simpler to deal directly 

with the ministers. But their prosperity suffered from the occupation of 

the Black Sea coast by the Turks, the rise of the Crimean Khanate, and 

the ruin of the Genoese colonies. At the same time the discovery of the 

sea-route to India altered the whole system of trade routes. The same 

causes which created the commercial prosperity of Spain, Portugal, 

Holland, and England, ruined the cities of Poland and Red Russia. 

Eastern products were imported by sea to Danzig. Further, the land- 

owner began to envy the wealth of the burghers and to compete with 

them, and to deal directly with the merchants of Danzig through their 

own agents who were often Jews. Danzig, which benefited enormously 

by the fall of Novgorod, rose to great wealth and power at the expense of 

the other cities. 

The Szlachta^ on the other hand, steadily increased their political 

power during the fifteenth century. Their rights as a class were based on 

a series of concessions granted by the Jagiello kings, from the Charter of 

Czerwinsk in 1422 containing the important clause “Neminem captiva- 

bimus nisi iure victum,'’ and the Statutes of Nieszawa in 1464 which 

raised the Sejmiki to constitutional importance, to the important Nil 

Novi’’ Act of 1505 which legalised the position of the Sejm. These 

concessions gave the Szlachta a privileged position above other classes and 

at the same time gave it a dominant place in the government of the 

State. It must be remembered that the Polish Szlachta^ often incorrectly 

described as an aristocracy, was a very large body which had been recruited 

freely from many sources, and contained, besides the element which was 

elsewhere called the nobility, elements which were known in other countries 

as knights, lesser gentry, or yeoman farmers. All these elements had beei. 

merged in the Szlachtay in which in legal theory strict equality existed. 

No distinction was made between magnate and small farmer, rich and 

poor, Pole, Lithuanian, Russian, and German. There was no peerage, 

and the highest dignities were in theory open to the humblest Szlachcic. 

Moreover, at the end of the century the Szlachta were placing their 

position on a firmer economic basis by settling down to farm their own 

estates. They also began to assume family names. An individual usually 

formed his family name by the addition of the suffix -ski to the name of 

his estate. Having in every way established its position as a class, the 

Szlachta proceeded to close its ranks. Thenceforward admission to the 

class was strictly limited and was only possible in cases of adoption by 

the clan or the conferment of nobility by the king. As a result of this 

increase in the privileges of the Szlachta the balance of classes, which had 

been stable since 1374, began to be seriously disturbed, and by 1505 the 

Szlachta had risen to be the predominant body as against the peasants, 

burghers, the Church, and even the King. This phenomenon can only be 

explained by the weakness of the other classes. There was no class strong 

enough to be a counterbalance to the Szlachta. The peasantry were sinking 
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into serfdom, the middle class was partly foreign and politically indifferent, 

while the gentry were patriotic, politically conscious, and rapidly absorbing 

from the humanism of the time the ideals of ancient Rome. The monarchy 

had no traditions of Roman law to support its dignity; there was no 

social or religious struggle of which a king might take advantage to 

strengthen his position; there was no national class except the gentry 

who by their power of election and of legislation in the Sejm could control 

the power of the monarch. Poland was about to enter an age, in which 

monarchy was to be almost universally supreme in Europe, under the 

rule of a democratic gentry and a representative parliament without 

parallel save in Hungary and England. The tolerance with which Poland 

had admitted great b^ies of religious dissidents to her State, and extended 

a share in all her institutions to foreigners who were politically far behind 

the Poles, was destined to cause great danger in the future. But such 

danger was scarcely visible on the horizon in the fifteenth century, when 

the royal power was still considerable, and the prestige of Poland abroad 

was equalled by her vigorous political life at home. The fifteenth century 

was an age of astonishingly rapid developments in Poland, and marked 

a great triumph for all the Northern Slavs. Though the Czechs, the 

Poles, and the Muscovites were acting quite independently—even with 

hostility to each other—each of these nations achieved success in its own 

way; and Slavdom, which in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries had 

been crushed between the Tai*tar hammer and the German anvil, rose not 

only to liberty, but to power, and was able to inflict severe blows on its 

former Gkrmeui and Tartar oppressors. 

The political development of Poland was reflected in its intellectual 

eulvance. The Academy established in Cracow by Casimir the Great had 

not survived the troubled times of Lewis, By the zeal of Jagiello and 

Jadviga, the University of Cracow was founded again in 1400; and besides 

the study of law, the teaching of theology, mathematics, and astronomy 

was established. The university played its part both in the education of 

the Polish youth and in the theological controversies of the time. Among 

its professors was the astronomer, Wojciech of Brudzewo, one of whose 

pupils was the famous Nicholas Kopernik. The language of science and 

literature in Poland continued to be Latin. For many reasons—the 

difficulty of adapting the Latin alphabet to Polish phonology, the use of 

Latin by the Catholic Church and all the early educators of the Poles— 

the Polish language was not adopted as a literary medium, as Russian 

was in the Kievan period, until the Reformation. Some works in Polish 

have come down from earlier periods, but the annals, the lives of saints, 

and the chronicles are in Latin. A successor to Gallus and Kadlubek 

appeared in the chronicler, John of Czamkdw. In the fifteenth century 

appeared the great figure of John Dlugosz. Son of a knight who fought 

at Grunwald, Dlugosz became secretary to the great Cardinal Ole^nicki, 

under whose patronage he maintained close touch with the high politics 
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of his time. Casimir IV chose him to serve on various embassies and 

entrusted to him the education of his sons. Among his many important 

works, his title to fame rests on his History of Poland in twelve volumes, 

modelled on the style of Livy and combining a mastery of the I^tin 

tongue and style with a great power of graphic narrative and a masterly 

handling of his subject. His book remained the standard history of Poland 

until the eighteenth century, and even to-day it is one of the leading 

authorities for the history of the fifteenth century. The chief intellectual 

movement of the time was due to the influence of the revival of human¬ 

istic studies in Italy. Many Poles were wont to visit Italy for their 

education and to bring back the new knowledge to Poland. This contact 

was made closer after the Council of Basle, and it found its chief exponent 

in Ole^nicki, whose style and oratory excited the admiration of the papal 

court. Foreigners like Callimaco Buonaccorsi came to settle in Poland and 

influenced the natives. Callimaco himself wrote the life of one of the 

leading Polish humanists, Gregory of Sanok, Archbishop of Lemberg, 

who lectured on Virgil at Cracow. The movement brought the Poles into 

the intellectual stream of Europe, and it was not limited to mere subtleties 

of style or theological controversies. In John Ostrordg, Wojewoda of 

Poznaii, appeared a really original thinker. He compared Rome with 

Poland, supported the idea of the emancipation of the State from the 

Church, and offered quite modem views as to the organisation of the 

State. He displays a strong sense of nationality in his attitude towards 

the Germans. ‘^Let everyone% he writes, ‘‘who dwells in Poland learn 

the Polish language.'” He represents both the nationalism of his country 

and the keen interest in political science which became so prominent a 

feature of Polish literature. The humanistic movement undoubtedly 

brought an interest in Roman history to the Szlaehta^ and contributed to 

that view of a patrician republicanism which was becoming the ideal of 

the Polish gentry. 

GENEALOGICAL TABLE OF THE PIAST DYNASTY 

Vladyslav I the Short 

1306-33 

I 
1-1 

(Jasimir 111 the Great 1333-70 Elizabeth m. Charles Robert, K. of Hungary 

m. fl. Aldona of Lithuania I 
12. Adelaide of Hesse . . * i, r, j i 
13. Jadviga of Glogdw Lewis, King of Hungary and Poland 

1370-82 
A daughter m. Boguslav | 

of Stettin f ” | I 
Catherine Mary Jadviga m. Jagiello of 

died young m. Sigismund of 1384-98 Lithuania 
Luxemburg, King 1386-1434 

of Hungary 
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CHAPTER XIX 

HUNGARY, 1301-1490 

The Magyar nation, which at the close of the ninth century migrated 

from the Bulgarian-Chazar culture-zone north of the Caucasus and the 

Black Sea to the heart of Europe, made its new home in a territory 

adjoining three different spheres of civilisation. Settled at the point of 

contact between communities—the Western Latin-Germanic, the East 

European Greek-Slavonic, and the Nomad Turkish which had penetrated 

as far as the Carpathians—differing from one another (even antagonistic to 

one another) in race, natural endowments, culture, and political organisa¬ 

tion, it became the chief problem of Magyar history to balance the 

forces of West and East and to secure a peaceful habitation between them. 

The Magyar State had to decide very early which of these civilisations to 

choose as the basis for its own. 

The choice between Asia and Europe had been already made by the 

Magyars in their original home, when the Onogur ancestors of the race 

joined their Bulgarian kin in separating from the nomad Asiatic group 

of peoples; under Lunian and Greek influence they adopted settled life, 

changing from nomad shepherds into half-nomads practising agriculture 

as well. This separation was widened by Duke Arpdd, the leader of the 

Magyar conquerors who occupied Hungary^, when he made an alliance 

with Leo, Emperor of Constantinople, and Amulf, Emperor of the West, 

against his eastern Patzinak and Bulgarian enemies, and then in his new 

country assunuHl a defensive attitude of complete isolation from the East. 

At the end of the tenth and beginning of the eleventh century the nation 

also made its choice between Byzantium and Rome. By creating per¬ 

manent peaceful connexions with the West, providing for the conver¬ 

sion of their people, and establishing the Hungarian Catholic Church and 

the Christian kingdom, Duke Geza and St Stephen, the first King of 

Hungary, paved the way for the spread of Western culture and Western 

modes of life, and definitively brought the Magyars into the Latin- 

Germanic civilisation.*A century later St Ladislas and Kolomari (Kdlmdn) 

completed the organisation of the State and Church administration of their 

patriarchal kingship. Reaching the natural frontiers, they created the 

geographical unity of historical Hungary, and established the long-lasting 

union of the Magyar and Croatian peoples which lived amid similar con¬ 

ditions at the meeting of East and West. After the lapse of another 

half-century, Qim II and B^la III, who had been brought up in the highly 

cultured court of Manuel, Emperor of Constantinople and ambitious to 

add the West to his Empire, strengthened the ties binding their nation 

‘ See 9upra, Vol, iv. Chap, vii. 
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to the West by establishing family relationships with the Western— 

French, Spanish, English—dynasties, by the settlement in Hungary of 

French monks and German, Flemish, and Walloon farmers and craftsmen, 

by sending Hungarian priests and Court knights abroad for their educa¬ 

tion, and by creating fresh political connexions. Obtaining suzerainty 

over the Balkan States, which were engaged in dividing among themselves 

the inheritance of the Byzantine Empire then falling to pieces, Bdla III 

established the Balkan hegemony of the Hungarian kingdom; and his son 

Andrew II was actually able to enter the lists with some chance of success 

as a candidate for the crown of the Latin Emperors of Constantinople. 

This endeavour was wrecked on the opposition of the Holy See of 

Home; but Hungary became one of the leading powers of Western 

Christendom at the gateway of the East. In the days of Artdrew II, the 

ideas of Western feudalism and the spirit of the age of chivalry penetrated 

into the country; and the spirit of the patriarchal kingship was gradually 

supplanted by the triumphant advance of the system of Estates. The 

Hungarian kingdom was transformed into a complete Western State, and 

Hungarian society into a society of Evstates organised on a Western model. 

But this transformation, which took two centuries and a half, was not 

effected smoothly or without upheavals. 

The Christian faith had to fight a bitter contest against the pagan in¬ 

clinations of the orientally conservative section of the Magyar people; 

the opposition of the latter was enhanced by the bitterness felt against 

the domination of the foreign elements—mostly German priests and 

feoffees—who had acquired a position of authority in the Court and 

administration of the first kings of Hungary; while the situation was still 

further aggravated by the aggression of the Romano-Germanic Empire 

in the eleventh century, which even threatened the independence of the 

country. The immigrations encouraged by the Hungarian kings for 

military and economic reasons gave rise to racial antagonisms. The 

original elements of the nation—the Finnish-Ugrian and Onogur-Turkish 

(Bulgarian) sections—had long been welded into a single race by many 

centuries of common life; but the Chazars (Kabars), who had joined 

the Magyars during the period immediately preceding the conquest of 

Hungary, as also the Patzinaks, Uzes (Guzes), Cumans, and Turkish- 

Bulgarian and Arab immigrants who were continually making their way 

into the new home of the Magyars, together with the Pannonian Slavs, 

Slovaks, and Bulgarian Slavs, whom the Magyars found in Hungary at the 

time of its occupation, the Slavonians, Croat-Dalmatians, Bosnians, Serbs, 

Bulgarians, Cumans, Wallachians, and Russians subjected to Magyar rule 

by conquests made in the south and north-east, and the immigrants from 

the west and south—dense swarms of Germans and Flemings, scattered 

groups of French (Walloons) and Lombard-Italian colonists—all these 

elements composed a motley crowd which sowed the seeds of fresh racial 

antagonisms in the Magyar State. There was a continnal struggle between 
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the Western political and social organisation introduced by the royal 

power and the forces of the older social system. With the overthrow of 

the clan chieftains the older political organisation came to an end; but 

the tribal organisation of society remained unimpaired, and the clans of 

the free Magyar’s (nobles) fought for a very considerable period before 

yielding place to the new social communities based upon feudal ties. For 

centuries the original social system of clans existed as a living force side 

by side with the royal power established in Hungary on the model of 

the Frankish imperial organisation and under the influence of feudal 

ideas. 

The first national dynasty did the country yeoman service in gradually 

eliminating these antagonisms. However, in the middle of the thirteenth 

century the strife broke out again. Immigrations from East and West, 

the settlement of large masses of Cumans in the Tisza district, together 

with the German influence prevailing as a result of the settlement of 

German feoffees—an influence enhanced by the autonomy enjoyed by the 

Saxons who had settled in compact masses on the northern and south¬ 

eastern frontiers—revived the racial antagonism between the Eastern and 

Western elements of the population. Under the influence of pagan Cuman 

and other Eastern (mostly Muslim and Arab) immigrants, the pagan 

movement began once more to make headway, while Islam appeared as a 

fresh influence making for disintegration. Whereas on the one hand the 

activity of the monks and especially in the thirteenth century of the friars, 

who enjoyed the support of the Court, led to gratifying symptoms of a 

deepening of religious life, on the other hand there were signs of the 

growth of complete religious apathy and of anti-clerical and even anti- 

religious tendencies. The ecclesiastical and secular owners of great estates, 

which had come into being as the result of enfeoffments on a large scale 

involving the transfer to private ownership of a considerable proportion 

of the once enormous Crown lands early in the thirteenth century, began 

in feudal fashion to organise themselves as an order in the State. This 

was followed immediately by a movement aiming at counteracting the 

power of the great estates, viz. the territorial organisation of the military 

freemen (nobles possessing small estates, royal servientes^ and milites castri) 

and the establishment of the autonomous (noble) county assemblies (shire- 

moots). The crystallisation of the classes of prelates, magnates (barones), 

and lesser nobility naturally led to the Estates making endeavours to 

ensure their privileges and obtain political rights. The result of these 

endeavours was the Golden Bull of 1222—issued by King Andrew H 

within a few years of the Great Charter of England and in respect of 

constitutional law pointing to Aragonese influence—which, like the other 

charters of similar purport dating from the thirteenth century, survived 

the Acts of the years 1281, 1267, 1291, and 1298, and in 1351 was re¬ 

confirmed. From that date it remained in force—apart from the abroga¬ 

tion of the im resistendi in 1687—as the fundamental law of the privileges 
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of the nobility and of the constitution benefiting the Estates, or rather 

the noble classes, as late as the middle of the nineteenth century. 

The Gulden Bull was merely one symptom of the great evolution— 

the break-up of the older organisations and institutions and the gradual 

formation of new ones—which had begun in the white-hot atmosphere 

of social, economic, and political movements. There could not be any 

question now of hindering the dissolution of the older patriarchal king- 

ship and of the institutions of the ancient social organisation which had 

liv^ and co-operated with that kingship. The transformation was indeed 

retarded and the final dissolution postponed during the reign of Bela IV 

(1235-70) by the strength of the royal power and the social organisa¬ 

tion; but the catastrophe that followed in the wake of the Mongol 

invasion released the forces of dissolution; and during the reign of the 

infant king Ladislas IV (1272-90), whose mother was a Cuman, and 

who himself betrayed decided pagan inclinations, there ensued complete 

anarchy. As a result of the destructive action of personal, social, economic, 

political, and racial antagonisms the edifice of State and society suddenly 

began to totter; and by the close of the century, despite the well-intentioned 

endeavoursof thelastkingof the house of Arpiid, Andrew III (1290-1301), 

there was a general collapse. 

Great landed barons eager to possess power seized the reins of govern¬ 

ment. The barons holding the highest offices in Court and State l^egan 

to exercise their official power as a species of private authority: the 

counties and provinces were treated as private property; and, binding the 

populations of whole provinces to their service by means of feudal ties, 

these magnates strove to establish hereditary feudal principalities modelled 

on those of the West. At the opening of the new century neither 

the central power, nor the prelates of the Church, nor even the lesvser 

nobility organised in counties, succeeded in effectively resisting the might 

of the usurpers. The first family dynasty of the new oligarchy w^as estab¬ 

lished about 1275 by the Counts of Kdszeg (Ban Henry and his sons), 

descended from the German Heder clan which had migrated to Hungary 

in the twelfth century. These magnates subjected to their direct or 

indirect laile the district lying on the right bank of the Danube, as far 

south as the line of the Save. To the south of the Kfiszegis, in the part 

of the trans-Save Croatian province stretching north from the Kapela 

range, the Counts of Vodicha—ancestors of the Blagais of later days— 

acquired supreme control. The northern section of the Croatian seaboard 

and the islands of Veglia and Arbe were the hereditary province of the 

Frangepdn family. In Croatia beyond the Kapela range the Counts Subich 

of Brebir—Ban Paul and his sons—ruled as independent princes, extending 

their influence at times to the Dalmatian towns and Chulmia (Hum) 

and Bosnia as well. In like manner to these dynasties of German and 

Croatian origin in the western and southern marches, in the north and 

east autocratic power was acquired by Matthias Cs^k, Ladislas Kdn, and 
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Amade Aba, descendants of the Magyar duk^ who had taken part in the 

occupation of the country, and by Stephen Akos and Kopasz Borsa, also 

scions of ancient Magyar clans. Matthias Csdk defied the authority of the 

king as lord of the north-west highlands, Amade as lord of the north-east 

highlands; Kopasz ruled over the district between the Upper Tisza and 

the Kdros; the Akos clan shared the rule of the northern half of the 

region between the Danube and the Tisza, together with the hilly districts 

stretching above it, with the Rdtolds, a family of French origin; while 

Ladislas KAn ruled supreme as voivode of Transylvania. In the territory 

of the South Cumania of former days the voivode Basaraba laid the 

foundations of the future Wallachian principality. In the trans-Save 

provinces embracing the northern part of the Bosnia and Serbia of to-day 

—the districts flanking Maiiva and Belgrade—a member of the Serbian 

Nemanja dynasty (Stephen Dragutin, who had wedded a member of 

the house of Arpjid) acquired princely authority; while the eastern half of 

the Szerem district and of the region between the Drave and the Save w’as 

under the sway of Ugrin Csdk, a kinsman of the lord of the north-west 

highlands. On both banks of the middle Tisza an autonomous clan 

organisation of nomad Cumans had developed into an important power. 

Apart from the family estates of the royal house lying between Fehervdr 

and Buda, the only part of the country which remained independent of 

the influence of the various over-mighty magnates was the territory 

between the Maros, the lower Tisza, and the lower Danube. 

With the extinction of the national dynasty the key to the situation 

passed into the hands of the great barons, who claimed royal authority; 

combining in leagues, these magnates endeavoured to secure the throne 

for their own candidates. There were several pretenders to the throne, 

all basing their claims on descent in the female line from Arpdd, 

seeing that the grimt nobles now at feud all agreed that the new king 

must be chosen from tlie descendants of the first duke of the country, as 

provided in the ancient covenant made with him. From the very outset 

the candidate who had the best chance of success was Charles Robert 

(Carobert) of Anjou, grandson of Charles II of Naples and Mary of 

Hungary, who .stood nearest to the throne in the order of inheritance in 

the female line. For years, however, the victory of his claim was hindered 

by the support of the Pope, who had granted Hungary to his prottge as 

a fief without consulting the Hungarian Estates. He was acknowledged 

by the Croatian nobles, with Ban Paul Subich at their head, and by a few 

Magyar nobles in the south. He was indeed actually crowned by them; 

but his coronation was declared invalid by the majority of the nation. 

All the prelates and large numbers of aristocrats and lesser nobles, under 

the leadership of the most powerful oligarchs, determined to support the 

claim of Wenceslas, prince of Bohemia, the chosen son-in-law of the last 

king of the house of ArpAd, whose father was the great-grandson of 

Bela IV and had claimed the Hungarian throne at the time of the acces- 
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sion of Andrew III. Nevertheless, the papal legates—Cardinals Nicholas 

Boccasini and Grentile—succeeded by skilful diplomacy in winning the 

prelates to the side of Charles Robert, and later also gained over the over- 

mighty barons. After this change in the public temper neither Wenceslas 

nor Duke Otto of Bavaria, who made an attempt to secure the throne 

after his departure, was able to hold the field. 

When Gentile had acknowledged in the Pope's name—though only 

tacitly—the right of the Estates to approve the succession and elect their 

king by acclamation, the Estates on their part acknowledged the right 

of the Pope to confirm the election; and in 1308 the young Angevin 

prince was acclaimed the lawful hereditary King of Hungary, to reign 

under the name of Charles, and was subsequently crowned with the Holy 

Crown of St Stephen. 

With the accession of Charles I (1308-42) we enter a fresh and a 

brilliant period of Hungarian history, which closed with the death of 

Matthias Hunyadi in 1490, and may be called the period of Hungary's 

greatness as a medieval power. During this era Hungary played just as 

leading a role in the direction of affairs in the eastern region of Western 

Christendom as France and England did in the western region. The 

monarchs who laid the foundation of this position as a Great Power 

were the native kings Geza II and Bela III. But its full development was 

due to the branch of the French Capetian dynasty which had found its 

way to Hungary—to the Hungarian branch of the house of Anjou, and 

in particular to Charles I, who, after finally breaking the power of the 

provincial dynasts, against whom he fought unceasingly for a decade and 

a half, created the economic, military, and administrative substructure of 

this power by dint of a quarter of a century of skilful organising work. 

It was out of the question to restore the older political organisation— 

the immense royal domains and the patriarchal power built up on that 

organisation; and Charles, being a practical politician, never attempted to 

do so. During the era of internal struggles and of the rise of magnate 

oligarchs, the older institutions had fallen into decay and the older ties 

had been severed. The royal boroughs had to a large extent come into the 

possession of the provincial dynasts and their adherents, some of them 

falling into the hands of the lesser nobility, which had grown intoaseparate 

class by the inclusion of all the freemen doing military service. The parts of 

the country left in the immediate possession of the Crown took the form 

of small farming establishments grouped round the numerous royal castles 

built for purposes of national defence after the Mongol invasion. The 

most important constituent elements of the former royal army—the 

battalions of the milites castri and the servientes—had been dispersed, or 

had been absorbed in the private armies of the provincial magnates, and 

from being the organs of the central power developed into instruments of 

the centrifugal forces serving the ambitions of the local dynasts. Extensive 

organisations for the exercise of political power came into being roimd the 
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persons of single over-mighty barons. The victory of the king did indeed 

result in these provincial organisations falling to pieces; but their remains 

came into the possession, not of the king himself, but of the landowning 

class which had maintained its loyalty to the Crown—of the new aristocracy 

which had taken part in the overthrow of the great dynasts, and of the 

landed gentry who had been delivered from the pressure of those barons’ 

power. Numerous economic, social, and military units and corporations 

quite independent of one another —privileged members of the landed class 

and autonomous counties—secured an existence of their own; and in 

Hungary in the abeyance of the central power the economic and military 

forces had been in the hands of these units and corporations. Had the 

older tribal organisation of society been in existence, this state of things 

would have involved a great danger to the royal power. That organisation 

was, however, already defunct. During the interregnum the ancient clans 

followed the institutions of the kingship and fell into decay; and the 

consciousness of tribal interconnexion disappeared among the branches 

of the original clans. During the internal struggles the branches of the 

clans, which had become estranged politically and disunited geographic¬ 

ally, formed into independent families and became antagonists; and the 

separation became complete after the victory of King Charles. The clan- 

names {e,g, de genere Csak)—which denoted tribal interconnexion and ex¬ 

pressed the economic, legal, and cultural community uniting the members of 

the several clans—lost their vogue; and the new families which had separated 

from the clans adopted independent family names of their own. The place 

of the older society resting on the basis of tribal connexions and feudal 

relations was taken by a new society of Estates based upon class ties. 

Among the lesser nobility there had been signs of a process of unification 

as far back as 1222—a process expressed in 1351 in the unification of the 

law of inheritance for the nobility. The property-law of the clans which 

occupied the country, under which allodial freehold passed from branch 

to branch within the clan and was completely inalienable until the 

extinction of descendants in the male line, was extended by the law of 

“entair’ {avkitas) to those sections of the nobility—the descendants of the 

original feoffees, of servientcs^ milites castri^ etc.—which had formerly under 

the feudal law been able to inherit only in the line of the original feoff*ees 

and their brothers; these sections had already, under the Golden Bull of 

1222, acquired the other privileges of nobility. The adoption of the 

principle of ‘‘entail” had eliminated all legal differences between the 

various members of the landed nobility (great and small proprietors); 

and it had also removed the former motley character of the society com¬ 

posed of the free military elements differentiated according to the character 

of the service. Great landed baron, noble official, noble with a medium¬ 

sized estate, and lesser noble in the service of some lord whose service was 

based upon feudal relations—all alike were now legally members of 

one and the same class (una et eadem nobUitds), But the differences in 
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respect of wealth and social position still remained. Accordingly, the 

owners of great estates who enjoyed immunity from the county ^minis¬ 

tration still continued to play the part of an independent aristocratic 

class {barones et proceres); and this magnate class organised itself in its 

turn, so that despite the equality of the nobles before the law there was 

still a clear differentiation between the prelates, magnates, and lesser 

nobility as distinct classes of society—a differentiation which found ex¬ 

pression in a bitter political struggle between those classes. In the new 

organisation of society the class next below the lesser nobility was that 

comprising the bourgeoisie, provided by the foreigners {hoipites) of the 

town communities and settlements, and the elements (partly foreign— 

German, French, and Italian—and partly Magyar) of the free merchants, 

craftsmen, and agriculturists living in the autonomous parish organisations. 

The innumerable fractions of the lower stratum of society, divided accord¬ 

ing to the character and measure of their previous feudal service, which 

were subject to baronial jurisdiction and did not possess either privileges 

of nobility or civil rights—the descendants of freemen, freedmen, and 

slaves—were now welded into one large uniform peasant class. This class had 

previously been the highest among free dependents on the king and the 

lords; it inherited the name oijobbagy^ which came to coiTespond to the 

English villein'; but in respect of imposts it was on a level with the former 
lower classes of servientes. 

King Charles used every means to further the advance in wealth and 

power of the new landed families which owed their origin to the break-up 

of the older clans; for he desired to build up the new political organisation 

of his kingdom, in keeping with the change of conditions, on the basis of 

the economic strength of his subjects, above all of the new landed aristo¬ 

cracy. In 1324, when the power of the insurgent dynasts had been completely 

shattered, he followed the example set by the older kings of the house of 

Arpdd and allotted the chief offices of State—formerly the objects of barter 

between the king and the owners of the great estates—to his most trust¬ 

worthy personal adherents, who, being put at the head of the counties and 

of the Transylvanian, Slavonian, Croatian, and other provinces, laboured 

systematically to create order and to augment the authority and the 

military and economic resources of the kingship. 

The new military organisation was based on the power of the new landed 

closes, which, while they could not vie in wealth and political strength 

with the provincial dynasts who had been overthrown, as a whole repre¬ 

sented the united strength of the country, and on the economic strength 

of the great ecclesiastical and secular landowners and of the county nobility; 

this organisation was called “ banderial,’" the name being taken from the 

military banner {bandiere) which now came into fashion. In contrast to 

the army of the house of Arpdd based upon the military tenants of the royal 

' By derivation it originally meant a free member of the Magyar host; cf. the 

Lombard arimannus, who likewise suffered degradation in the course of time. 
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estates, this new army was composed of the armed, bands {banderia) 
of the landed classes—i,e. of king, prelates, great barons, and lesser 
nobility—which were thus the private forces of the Estates. The strength 
of a bandermm ranged from 300 to 400 (later, in the fifteenth century, it 
had only 50) mounted knights or soldiers; while the troops of the land- 
owners supplying a smaller number of armed men were included, together 
with the lesser nobles who took the field in person, in the county bat¬ 
talions—in the subordinate provinces, in the provincial battalions—also 
called banderia. The peace footing of the royal banderium was lOOO 
horsemen; but in times of war it was supplemented and reached a far 
larger number. An important complementary element of the royal army 
was supplied by the garrisons serving under castellans in the castles scat¬ 
tered all over the country, which played a significant role in securing the 
peaceful administration of the provinces and ensuring the maintenance 
of order and consolidation. 

The new army—the origins of which, despite its having been organised 
on French and Neapolitan models, reach back to the days of Bela IV— 
possessed a distinctively feudal character. The banderia were to a very 
large extent private armies; and even the county and provincial banderia^ 
which represented the political element, were not without certain feudal 
features. This military system based upon feudal foundations made the 
royal power to some extent dependent upon the great landowner class 
which provided the bulk of the banderia. The danger inherent in this cir¬ 
cumstance was, however, counteracted by the banderia of the king, the 
cpieen, and the prelates, and by the county forces of the lesser nobles, who 
for two centuries consciously opposed the owners of great estates, as well 
as by the battalions of the Cuinan and Saxon settlers directly dependent 
on the king, of the Siculians (Szeklers) of Transylvania, and of the 
Slavonian nobles, which were under the control of the county sheriffs 
{comitcs) and other high officials owing their positions to the confidence 
of the sovereign. 

However, Charles also provided another counterpoise. He followed in 
the footsteps of Andrew II and Bela IV and built up a new organisation 
of the public finances, which had been deprived of all income from the 
demesne; he drew upon economic sources independent of the landed 
baronial class. Such sources were provided by the remnants of the royal 
demesne and the royal dues and tolls, and in connexion therewith by the 
taxation of those free elements of the population which were independent 
of the great estates—in particular of the burghers of the towns wffio were 
developing into a professional, industrial, and commercial class. The in¬ 
come from the demesne w'as made more lucrative by the organisation of 
the small farming establishments referred to above, the possession of 
which converted the king once more into the wealthiest landowner in the 
country, though this property was nothing like so enormous as the exten¬ 
sive demesne-lands of the kings of the house of Arpdd had been. Charles 
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succeeded in augmenting the revenue obtained from the royal customs 

by a complete re-organisation of the administration of the customs {regcUe)^ 

which at the close of the twelfth and beginning of the thirteenth century 

had provided 44 of the royal revenue but had subsequently been utterly 

exhausted. His object was to exploit as far as possible the wealth of the 

country and to increase his revenue on a large scale. He knew that this 

object could not be attained by overburdening his subjects, but rather by 

enhancing their capacity to pay and by increasing the number of con¬ 

tributors through a circumspect economic policy. Behind all his financial 

reforms there were grouped economic measures aiming at increasing the 

general welfare of the country. Now that the policy of agricultural settle¬ 

ments followed by the house of ArpM was comparatively of less import¬ 

ance, the king found the chief expedient of his economic policy to be the 

organisation of industrial and commercial settlements and the foundation 

of towns. The provision of agricultural settlements was, indeed, still of 

far-reaching consequence in a country as thinly populated as Hungary, 

and was effected by the private farming establishments of the lande<l 

classes themselves. The prelates, the new aristocracy, and the king him¬ 

self in his character as a land-owner, did all in their power to encourage 

immigration. Large numbers of Czech, Polish, Russian, and German 

settlers entered the highlands of northern Hungary from the afljoining 

countries and from the more densely inhabited parts of Hungary itself, 

mostly under the direction of German contractors or factors {Schulthevis). 

And it was at this period that there began, under the direction of Cuman, 

Bulgarian, and Serbian factors {Knyaz\ the immigration of Rumanians 

or Wallachs on a large scale into the wooded districts of Transylvania and 
the trans-Tisza region. 

However, the king attached far greater importance to strengthening 

the bourgeois element which could be taxed by means of customs and 

fiscal imposts; and this endeavour was accomp^inied by the foundation of 

a whole series of towns (including Bartfa, Eperjes, Kassa, Kornhicb^nya, 

Kolozsvdr, Brasso, Beszterce, and M^rmarossziget) and by the conferment 

on others {e,g. Buda, Kom^rom, Pozsony, Sopron) of fi*esh privileges. 

Abandoning the system of internal duties, which abuses had made the 

object of universal hatred, he built up the system of frontier duties which 

had been developing so strikingly since the beginning of the thirteenth cen- 

tup^; he increased the foreign trade of the country by granting various 

privileges which would enhance the yield of that system, and concluded 

customs and road agreements with Venice, Bohemia, and Poland. He 

made an alliance with the King of Bohemia against the Duke of Austria 

who was exploiting the right of detaining goods in Vienna (itw Hap^di)., 

and through the mutual acknowledgement by Buda and Briinn (Brno) 

of the staple right exercised by them he ensured the unbroken course 

of the trade ot the two countries going west and south by diverting it 
from the Vienna route. 
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With the new system of mining law, modelled on that of Bohemia, he 
paved the way for the Hungarian gold mines—the richest in medieval 

Europe—to increase their production. At the same time he put an end 
once for all to the system of an annual renewal of the coinage which had 

been in vogue for centuries; he minted denarii and groats of permanent 

currency, and restored the credit of the Hungarian coinage; and he began 

the minting of the Hungarian gold florin which continued of the same 

weight down to the nineteenth century, thus putting into circulation a 
means of payment in international trade. This meaisure, by means of the 

monopoly in the precious metal put into force simultaneously, ensured the 

Treasury and the mining and trading communities a considerable per¬ 

manent revenue. At the close of the thirteenth century, owing to the 
shrinkage of the revenue from the demesnes and customs (regale)^ prac¬ 

tically the only reliable source of income was the extraordinary tax 

(collecta^ mibsidittm). After the re-organisation of the customs {regale\ 

this lost much of its importance; nevertheless, Charles resorted to 

the source of income provided by the extraordinary tax, still imposed at 

this period without consulting the Estates, and fixed its scale at one- 

quarter or onc-eighth of a silver mark per house. By introducing the 
regular town tax (census)^ originating from a fusion of the tenement rent 

(terragium) and the extraordinary tax, he exploited to an increased degree 

the taxable capacity of the burghers and the inhabitants of the tenement 

lands. In connexion with the collection of the papal tithes the king did 

not shrink even from taxing the Church revenues; he made the licence to 

collect the tithes subject to the payment to the Treasury of one-third of 

the revenue accruing, thereby taxing revenues which according to the 

view then dominant were exempt from taxation. Along with the re¬ 

organisation of the customs {regale) he placed the fiscal administration 
upon a new basis—on the lines of decentralisation subject to a business 

management by tax-farmei-s who were strictly controlled—under the 
direction of the royal treasurer (magister tavamicomm). 

Whereas the development in national policy, in the military organisa* 

tion, in the administration, and in the management even of the public 
finances, was of a feudal tendency, Charles'* financial policy developed in 

a decidedly political direction; this was shewn, not only in the domanial 
revenues being replaced by revenues obtained on the basis of the ius regale^ 

but also in the method of utilising the rights involved therein. The new 
constitutional State protected itself against the complete feudalisation of 

the royal power and its reduction to dependence upon private law, by 

availing itself of economic resources based upon legal relations founded 
upon public law. The vitality of the new State organisation rested on the 

two chief pillars of the banderial military system and the customs {regale) 

administration, and the predominance of the central power was secured 

by distributing the military and economic burdens between two different 
classes whose interests were divergent, the power of the Crown serving to 

40 
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balance the two. The devolution of the military burdens upon the landed 

nobility and of the public revenue burdens upon the bourgeoisie meant 

a proportional and balanced distribution of political functions—at all 

times the characteristic endeavour of the sovereigns of feudal States who 

possessed a strong personality. 

Along with the re-organisation of the military and financial systems, 

there was effected a transformation of the administrative and judicial 

systems too, this being done on the lines of local self-government, although 

provision was made to secure the intensive influence of the royal power. 

It was in the days of Charles and with his assistance that the autonomous 

territorial organisation of the Hungarian landed nobility was fully 

developed; this noble comitatus (county assembly), with its extensive 

administrative functions and its political rights, is the most character¬ 

istically Magyar institution of the feudal State, and has succeeded in a 

modified form in surviving the latest changes. It was at the same period 

that the judicial system of the royal Curia (Supreme Court of Justice), 

which has been in existence for centuries since, came into l:)eing. The 

prominence of feudal features in the political organisation and the domi¬ 

nance of a spirit of self-government in the provincial administration meant 

the triumph of the ideas of feudal constitutionalism. In the national 

policy, however, the royal power stood in the way of the complete pre¬ 

dominance of this spirit. There was a break in the constitutional develop¬ 

ment which had begun with the Golden Bull and had advanced rapidly 

at the close of the thirteenth century; there was indeed a reaction. 

Charles was not inclined to share with his subjects the royal powder he 

had had such difficulty in acquiring, and from 1324 did not even hold a 

parliament. Though the Estates assembled in Szekesfeliervdr once t?very 

year, on St Stephen'’s Day (20 August), th<‘ir assembly did not exceed the 

dimensions of the royal judicial moots (assizes) of the eleventh and twelfth 

centuries. The private powers which had obtained a share of the govern¬ 

ment had to come to terms with the might of the CVowui now reviving in 

a new form out of the wreck of the kingship established by St Stephen; 

and it was the union of these two factors that gave birth to the new State 

organisation of constitutional Hungary, based upon the balanced co-opera¬ 

tion of the monarchic and feudal forces, and to the greatest achievement 

of that co-operation—the position as a great power enjoyed by Hungary 

in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. 

The kings of the house of Arpdd created two conceptions of foreign 

policy of a practical value—(1) a defensive alliance with the Holy Roman 

Empire to meet any eventual danger from the East, and (2) an alliance 

between Poland, Hungary, Croatia, and the Papal See. This latter alliance 

was designed to unite the peoples living on the eastern fringe of the 

Western sphere of civilisation, and be defensive towards the power of 

Germany and expansive towards the Balkans and the north-east; italso en¬ 

visaged a possible entente with France. Since the Mongol invasion the foreign 
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policy of Hungary had been based upon the former system; and in the early 

part of his reign Charles, too, adhered to it. However, as soon as he had 

succeeded in restoring internal order, he began to look elsewhere. Making 

succession treaties and a political alliance with his uncles, Ceisimir and 

Robert, then reigning in Poland and Naples, he revived the foreign policy 

of Geza II and B^la III, a policy of which his son Lewis the Great, a king 

possessing eminent qualities as a man and great capacity as a ruler, also 

became a most important champion. 

At the time of the accession of Lewis the Great (1342-82) the 

position of Hungary in international politics was an extremely favourable 

one. The Eastern and Western powers—the two Empires and the 

Mongols—whose ambitions of expansion had caused so much anxiety in 

previous centuries, had fallen into utter decay. The only powers of any 

significance in comparison with or in opposition to the kingdom of 

Hungary, which had been so enormously strengthened by the reign of 

the first Angevin king, were the three neighbouring countries of Bohemia 

(now a kingdom under the half-French house of Luxemburg), Poland, 

and Serbia. In the case of Poland, however, Lewis, besides being con¬ 

nected by ties of kinship and alliance with its king, was acknowledged as 

the heir to its throne. Ties of friendship and kinship connected him with 

the Bohemian Crown Prince too, who barely four years later, as Charles IV, 

obtained the German and imperial crowns, and was, like Lewis himself, 

a member of the great French coalition which at this period was master 

of prac’tically the whole of Europe. Both I^ewis and Charles of Bohemia 

were associated with the French imperialism called into being at the close 

of the thirteenth century—the schemes of the European hegemony of the 

Capet-Anjou houses and the dynasties related to them—which resulted 

in members of these families after 1346 occupying the thrones of most 

Latin-Christian countries (with the exception of the Scandinavian States) 

and acquiring also the dignity of Holy Roman Emperor and the empty 

title of l^tin Emperor of Constantinople. As a consequence, there was 

no danger threatening from east or north or west. There was, however, 

a serious rival to the south of Hungary: Serbia had, under the rule of 

Stephen Dusan^, a gifted and ambitious king of the Nemanja dynasty, 

made an alliance with Venice (which for two decades had kept the 

Dalmatian towns under its control), with the Croatian nobles of the 

south who were discontented with the rule of the Hungarian king, and 

with the malcontents of the decaying Byzantine Empire, and had achieved 

the position of a great power. Extending his frontiers on the south as 

far as the Gulf of Corinth and the Rhodope range, and causing himself 

to l)e crowned Tsar, Dusan claimed the inheritance of the Eastern Empire 

and proposed to extend his power to the north 6is far as the Save. Against 

the growing Serbian power, however, Lewis found valuable allies in the 

lord of the feudal Bosnian province which stood in the way of Serbian 

* See 9upra, Vol. iv, Chap. xvri. 
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expansion to the north, as also in the kingdom of Naples, which was in 

control of the Albanian seaboard and the Morea. Stephen, Ban of Bosnia, 

was a near relative of the Hungarian king; later on, the ties of kinship 
were drawn closer still by the marriage of Lewis (after the death of his 

Bohemian fiancee) to Stephen's daughter. At the time of Lewis’ accession 

his younger brother, Andrew, Prince of Salenio, was husband of Joanna, 
the heiress of the kingdom of Naples. 

In this situation Lewis the Great saw that the first thing he had to do 

was to check the movement of the Croatian malcontents, to recover the 

Dalmatian coast towns, and to weaken the power of Serbia. The armed 

expedition to the south for this purpose was, however, unexpectedly 

stopped by the change that took place in Naples in the autumn of 1345. 

The Angevins of Naples—the Princes of Durazzo and Taranto, and also 

Joanna, the young, ambitious, and inordinately passionate Queen of 
Naples herself—looked askance at the efforts to obtain the power made 

by her husband Andrew, who claimed a share in the royal authority*. 

At fii*8t they merely tried to prevent his coronation; but, when their 

efforts failed, they had him murdered by him! assassins. The murder, 

which to all appearance was committed with the knowledge of Andrew’s 

wife and of Louis, Prince of Taranto, was a profound outr6ige on Lewis 

the Great’s fratennal feelings and also on the claim to the throne of Naples 

inherited from his father, who had lx?en deprived of his inheritance in 

favour of the younger branch in the person of King Robert, Joanna’s 

grandfather. When he heard of the deed of horror, Lewis applied to 

Pope Clement VI, the suzerain of Naples, for redress, and requested the 
assistance of his father-in-law, Charles IV of Luxemburg, who was on the 

friendliest terms with the Pope, his whilom tutor. He sent ambassadors 

to the papal Court at Avignon to demand the severe punishment of the 

guilty persons and the recognition of his own claim to the Neapolitan 

throne. However, all he got from the Pope, who was influenced by Naples 

and Paris, was courteous words, his demand for action being met with a 

rigid refusal; so in 1347, and again in 1350, he sent a punitive exj>edition 
against Naples, And he did succeed—the Italian towns and princes who 

sympathised with him observing a benevolent neutrality—in occupying 

the kingdom of Naples at the head of his Hungarian troops and German 

mercenaries, and in linking it for three years by a personal union with 

Hungary. Yet the Pope, as suzerain,' refused to acknowledge the 

legality of lewis’ rule; and, as the majority of the Neapolitans reganled 

the Hungarian regime with dislike, at the end of 1350 Lewis evacuated 

Naples and led his army home. In connexion with these events, his re¬ 

lations became strained with his fiancee’s father, the Emperor Charles IV, 

who, though to all appearance supporting his son-in-law, remained on 

the side of the Franco-Papal alliance which supj)orted Joanna and was 

hostile to the King of Hungary. Though it did not lead to a diplomatic 

conflict or to any more serious complications than petty warfare carried 

* See mpra, Vol. vii, p. 02. 



Conquests to the south: Lems King of Poland 601 

on in the interest of Poland, this tension resulted in a final breach between 

Lewis the Great and the French political combination referred to above. 

The scheme for a union of the Neapolitan and Hungarian thrones and 

for the creation of a vast Angevin dominion embracing Italy, the Balkans, 

Hungary, and Poland had miscarried. The eastern link of the conception 

of a system of States under the Capet-Anjou houses inaugurated by the 
French King Philip the Fair and Charles of Anjou, King of Naples, had 

been torn from the chain of French alliances encircling and dominating 

the whole of Western Europe. The dynastic schemes of the Hungarian 

royal house, so far as they were connected with the ambitions of the 

French dynasties, had failed; and their place was taken by a policy of 

expansion based upon the foreign policy of the kings of the house of 

Arpdd, 

After the failure of the attempt to acquire Naples, Lewis the Great 

concentrated all his forces on an endeavour to develop to full completion 

the political conception of the kings of the house of Arp?ld, to secure the 

hegemony of the Balkans, to overcome the Serbian, Bulgarian, and Vlach 

principalities, and to obtain the crown of Poland, which included the 

former Galician and Lodomerian provinces of Andrew II. In LS58, after 

a campaign lasting two years, he rei'overed the Dalmatian towns from 

W'uice, and made the republic of Ragusa, w hich had not previously been 

subject to Hungarian rule, acknowledge his suzerainty. Twenty years 

later I_A*wds was compelled once more to take up arms in defence of 

Dalmatia; but after the desperate struggle w ith the Genoese at Chioggia, 

\'enice, under the Treaty of Turin, renounced all claim to the possession 

of that province. After securing Dalmatia, Lewis turned against Serbia; 

and upon the death of Tsar Stephen Dusan he did eventually succeed in 

making the weak Tsar Stephen I’ros acknowledge his overlordshiph He 

once more conquered and organised the provinces on the right Imnk of 

the Save which had belonged to the house of Arpad, the banates of Macva 

and Kucevo, and the stronghold of Belgrade. About the year 1360 he 

annexed to his country as a separate vassal kingdom the northern part 

of Bulgaria, which had been split'into sections. By obtaining possession 

of Croatia, Dalmatia, Bosnia, Ma^va, North Bulgaria, and the two new 

Vlach principalities of Cumania, the Hungarian kingdom at this period 

attiiined its greatest expansion. In 1372, after the death of King Casimir, 

the crown of Poland too fell to the Hungarian sovereign. With the 
personal union between Hungary and Poland the Polish-Hungarian- 

Croatian federation which originated in the eleventh century during the 

reign of St Ladislas, and had subsequently been frequently revived, was 

for ten year's consolidated into a personal union of States. 

The internal government of Lewis the Great was accompanied by results 

similar to these military and diplomatic successes. The king^'s noble 

qualities, which were so highly praised by his contemporaries—his love 

of justice and his fairness, his chivalry and reverence for law—secured 

* Cf. tfupra, Vol. iv. Chap, xviii. 
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him an unprecedented authority. It is characteristic of him that during 

the forty years of his reign—barely a decade or two after the cessation of 

the gravest internal disorders—not a single attempt was made by the 

barons (who w^ere certainly not deficient in tendencies to insubordination) 

to rebel or incite any political discontent. Great credit is due to Lewis 

for his revival of the chivalric forms of life, ceremonies and customs which 

had been introduced at the beginning of the thirteenth century but had 

subsequently sunk into oblivion in the coarse age of party warfare. There 

was a formal chivalric court of honour {curia militaris) for the maintenance 

of the laws of honour interpreted in the sense of the age of chivalry. This 

court, and the Order of the Knights of St George, which was under strict 

statutes of its own, rendered signal service in refining the forms of social 

intercourse and in softening the manners which had been made ruder in 

the age of club-law. The age of the Angevins generally, and that of 

Lewis the Great in particular, was the golden age in Hungary of respect 

for the chivalric ideal in the noblest sense of the word and for the spirit of 

chivalry. In older Hungarian history this spirit of chivalry was expressed in 

the intensive cult of the figure of the Hungarian king St Ladislas, who was 

depicted as the ideal chivalric knight—a cult which Ix^wis himself and 

later on his son-in-law King Sigismund did everything in their power to 

foster. 
The spirit of the French age of chivalry was manifested also in the 

support accorded to chivalric poetry, arts, and science. It \vas the 

churches erected by Charles and I^wis the Great that raised the Gothic 

architecture of Hungary—an art abounding in French influences—to its 

zenith. In the manuscripts belonging to Lewis’ library which have come 

down to us we find the first important products of Hungarian miniature 

painting; and the taste of his Court is reflected also in the creations of 

the eminent sculptors, Nicholas Kolozsvjiri and his two sons Martin and 

George, one of these creations, the statue of St George in Prague, Ix'ing 

among the finest products of contemporary art. There was a noteworthy 

revival in the production of precious metals in Hungary; and its 

abundance enabled the silversmith craft of Hungary, which had Ix^gun to 

come to the fore as far back as the days of the Aq)fld kings, and had 

subsequently reached a very high level, to make a great advance. A note¬ 

worthy cultural creation owing its origin to Ix^wis the Great was the 

University of Pecs, which was founded by him in 1367, only two years 

after the second German university, that of Vienna. In the field of 

legislation special attention is due to the Act of 1351, by which Lewis 

the Great confirmed the Golden Bull of 1J222, fixing the rights of the 

nobility for centuries to come and raising the guarantees of the new 

constitution to the status of a permanent law. It was this same Act that 

for the first time regulated the feudal obligations of the new peasant class; 

while in the field of criminal law it broke with the previous practice and 

forbade the punishment of children for the sins of their fathers. 
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Since I^wis the Great died without male issue, his death was followed 

by a fresh period of struggles for the crown. Though the Estates acknow- 

l^ged his daughter Mary (1S82~95) as his heir, Charles of Durazzo, 

who claimed the throne by right of the male line of the house of Anjou, 

opposed Sigismund of I^uxemburg, Mary’s betrothed, who had been desig¬ 

nated to share her authority as king, and successfully invaded Hungary. 

After the tragic murder of Charles in 1387, Sigismund, the younger son of 

the Emperor Charles IV, was crowned king, though after the death of 

Queen Mary in 1395 a section of the aristocracy advanced the claims of 

Charles of Durazzo’s son, Ladislas, King of Naples, to the throne. Ladislas 

based his claim u[)on his right of succession, while Sigismund based his 

upon the election of the Estates; and Tvrtko, King of Bosnia, a nephew 

of I^wis the Great’s consort, taking advantage of the chaos that ensued, 

attempted to wrest the Bosnian and Croat-Dalmatian provinces from 

Hungary. 

The struggle finally ended in favour of Sigismund; but as a result of the 

feuds the dominions ofl^ewis the Great had shrunk considerably. Poland had 

separated from Hungary on the death of Lewis. The throne of Poland 

was given to Hedwig (Jtidviga), lewis’ youngest daughter; and after her 

premature death the Polish crown came into the sole possession of her 

husband, Jagiello, Grand Prince of Lithuania, who adopted the name of 

Vladyslav II, and of his successors. Dalmatia was re-occupied by Venice, 

while the provinces of the Balkan vassals were conquered at the end of 

the century by the Ottoman-Turkish hosts which, coming from Asia and 

surrounding Constantinople, had penetrated into Europe and made a per¬ 

manent settlement there. Sultan Murad in 1389 annihilated the Serbian 

forces; in 1396, at Nicopolis, Sultan Bayazid gained a bloody victory over 

the huge army of King Sigismund, which had betm reinforced by French, 

Spanish, German, and Italian auxiliaries^ The eastern danger had revived 

again in the gravest form; and for the next three hundred years the 

Turkish (juestion became the central problem of Hungarian policy. 

The mighty kingdom of the ArpAds and Angevins would have had 

little difficulty in resisting the Asiatic power, which had at its disposal 

forces far inferior to those of the Mongol empire of yore; but Sigismund 

and his successors had not the strength of their predecessors. The succes¬ 

sion wars which followed on the extinction of the Angevins combined 

with the weakness of female rule to bring about events almost the exact 

counterpart of those which hod preceded and followed the extinction of 

the House of Arp4d. The great landed magnates belonging to the aristo¬ 

cracy of the Angevin age were insatiable of wealth and power; and, taking 

advantage of the situation, they seized the reins of government. A few 

leading aristocratic families formed leagues and fought bitterly against 

one another; they did not hesitate during these struggles even to throw 

their sovereign into prison. And, though the lesser nobility was already 

* See mpra^ Vol. iv. Chape, xviii and xxi. 
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better able to resist the ambitions of the great land-ownei's, since the 

self-governing counties provided them with a fully developed organisation, 

Sigisinund was nevertheless driven to submit to a compromise with the 

great barons. Being king by election, and the once rich material resources 

of the Crown being now completely exhausted, the king was dependent 

upon the support of the landed nobility. He therefore entered into a 

family alliance with the league of the most powerful lords; and he chose 

his second wife, Barbara of Cilli, from among them. Besides securing his 

power in this way, he was, however, set upon strengthening the class of 

noble freemen which was independent of the great land-owners. During 

his reign the county organisation of the nobles {comitatus) developed into 

an active political factor; and at the parliaments—now, as a consequence 

of the triumph of the constitutional spirit, held regularly—the lesser 

nobility became a serious political power capable of counteracting the 
influence of the barons. 

While on the one hand he secured the lesser nobility as political allies, 

Sigismund’s objects in developing the county organisations {comitatiis) and 

extending the rights of the l>ourgeoisie were of a financial charat'ter. His 

luxurious habits and far-reaching political ambitions involved him in 

enormous expenditure; and he acquired the necessary funds from the in¬ 

dustrial and commercial classes—burghers and Jews—whose resources were 

drained in a measure far in excess of that of normal taxation. He later, 

in 1405, shewed his gratitude and esteem outwardly by inviting deputies 

of the craftsmen too to attend Parliament. This did not, however, confer 

any political advantages upon this class; for they had only collective votes, 

one for each corporation, whereas the noblevS were entitled to attend in 

person. There was a financial motive also behind the struggle with the 

Holy See over the appointments to high offices in the Church; at the 

outset we find a political reason too, the support given by Po[)e Boniface IX 

to Ladislas of Naples against Sigisinund, because the latter, in 1404, 

had issued a Placeinm regiiim claiming the right to fill bishoprics and 

thereby—in the face of the unceasing protests of the Holy See—converting 

into an effective law the Hungarian king's supreme right of advowson 

derived from the privileges conferred upon St Stephen. In view of the 

constantly increasing menace from the Turks, Sigismund also developed 

the military system considerably. In 1435 the banderial system and 

its organisation were regulated by law; and Sigismund created the 

new militia {militia portalis) for active service comprised within the limits 

of the banderial system, the landed nobles being require<l to provide one 

well-equipped mounted soldier for every 33 villein holdings, thus bringing 

the strength of the regular army of Hungary up to some 120,000. However, 

the new militia imposed fresh serious charges upon the feudal villeins, the 

mass of the population, who had been excluded from all political rights, 

though the burdens devolving upon this class at this period were almost 
intolerable already. 
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The scale of the contributions in kind payable by the villein class— 

which came into being in the fourteenth century and remained in existence 

until its enfranchisement in 1848—had been fixed in 1S61 by Lewis the 

Great at the amount of one-ninth {ruma) to be collected for every tithe paid 

to the Church, thus creating a second tithe of each product of the soil. 

This charge undoubtedly involved arelief as compared with theoontributions 

in kind devolving on the lowest class of agricultuial labourers (the servi) 

of the earlier Middle Ages, which amounted to one-third, and indeed even 

to one<haIf, of the produce. But it exceeded the measure of the former 

feudal contributions of the free peasants absorbed into the villein classt 

who paid their taxes in cash, as also of the classes of freemen and 

servientes who had been required to contribute various imposts or to per¬ 

form customary labour-services. And the land-owners, even after the 

systematic introduction of contributions in kind, still formulated a claim 

both to the previous monetary contributions from the higher classes of 

the people (the amount of these contributions being a quarter silver 

mark = 1 gold florin) and also to the various labour-dues, whether per¬ 

formed by men or by their animals. All these burdens were laid upon 

the villein class as a whole, which was required already to pay two*tenths 

of its produce. In tiddition it was compelled to pay the extraordinary 

royal tax, which had previously been a charge on freemen and freedmen 

but had not been imposed on the serf classes; this amounted usually 

to 1 gold florin, though in more than one year it exceeded double, 

or even quadruple, that amount, llie establishment of the new militia 

{militia portalis) further involved the obligation to supply one active soldier 

for every 83 villein families. Seeing that the members of the peasant 

class, which possessed no political rights whatsoever, were subject in justice 

and administration to their feudal lords, they were entirely at the mercy 

of those lords; and in the period of territorial expansion the lords did 

not shrink from exploiting the situation. As a result, after the end of the 

fourteenth century, there was a constant increase in the number of com¬ 

plaints against the encroachments of the prelates, who illegally demanded 

the payment of their tithes in money,andof the land-owners, who demanded 

labour-dues in excess of the customary scale and special contributions in 

kind. Seeing that the government during the reigns of the successors of 

the Angevins depended exclusively upon the economic resources of the 

landed classes, the villeins could not hope for any assistance from that 

quarter. They were indeed granted the right of free migration, and were 

no longer legally bound to the soil as formerly; but in practice, owing to 

reasons of an economic nature, this right was hardly capable of being en¬ 

forced, and oflTered but little compensation for the constantly increasing 

charges imposed upon them. All these causes contributed to impoverish 

the pi^asantry; and the tendency to increase the public taxes, due to the 

extravagance of Sigismund and the Turkish wars, rendered the burdens 

of that class practically intolerable. Its situation had become far 
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worse than that of its forerunners in the thirteenth century, so that it 

was natural that familiarity with the idea of the literal ecjuality of men, 

which penetrated into Hungary and Bohemia with the teaching of the 

Hussites, stirred the peasants to demand a mitigation of their burdens; 

and when they met with a rigid refusal from ecclesiastical and secular 

land-owners alike, their discontent found vent in bloody revolt. The first 

peasant rebellion broke into flame in the last year of Sigismund's reign, 

and was followed eighty years later by a series of partial revolts cul¬ 

minating in the general peasant rising of 1514, which resulted in the 

revocation of the villeins’ right of free migration and in their complete 

subjection. 

Sigismund’s power was made stable and his popularity increased when, 

after the death of his brother VVenceslas, he inherited the throne of 

Bohemia; and both had been earlier enhanced when in 1410 he was 

elected King of the Romans. His struggle against the heretics of Bohemia 

and his activity in the field of ecclesiastical politics do not come within 

the scope of Hungarian history, although these movements indirectly 

affected Hungary, since the followers of John Hus, after his condemnation 

to death at the stake by the Council of Constance, organised marauding 

bands and for two decades devastated the Hungarian highlands in i*cpeated 

incursions. On the other hand, again, the Hussite teachings, thougli only 

in secret, struck root in Hungary also. 

In warlike operations Sigismund was not lucky. Though he succeeded 

in suppressing the rebellions in Hungary and the Bosnian-Croatian revolt 

as well, Dalmatia came again into the possession of Venice, the expedition 

which he sent in 1412 failing to recover that province. Sigismund was 

also itnfortunate in his campaigns against the Turks: in 1428 he was 

defeated a second time on the Lower Danube; and it was only in the last 

year of his life, at the castle of Smederevo (Sernendria), that he was able 

to win a victory due to the strategy of John Hunyadi, the triurnjdiant 

hero of the subsequent Hungarian-Turkish warfare, w ho here made his 

first appearance at the head of his battalions K 

After the reign of Sigismund the politics of Hungary were dominated 

by two great problems: the defensive struggle against the Turks, and the 

political feud (constantly increasing in bitterness) between the two landed 

Estates, the great land-owners and the lesser nobility. 

The Ottoman Sultansduring the fourth decade of the fifteenth 

century, established a footing on the line of the Lower Danubt^ and the 

Drina facing the kingdom of Hungary and the small Balkan principalities 

under Hungarian protection—the provinces of the despot George Bran- 

kovic, who then ruled over the remaining fragments of the Serbian people, 

of the King of Bosnia, and of George Castriota (Skanderbeg), Prince of 

Albania. The other inhabitants of the Balkans—Serbians, Bulgarians, 

* Cf. supra, Vol. iv. Chaps, xviii and xxi. 

2 See for these Balkan events supra, Vol. iv, (-haps, xviii and xxi. 
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and even the Wallachians living on the north bank of the Danube—were 

driven to submit, so that the difficult task of hindering the inevitable 

advance of the Ottomans devolved upon the kingdom of Hungary. 

The revival of the eastern danger necessarily involved a change in the 

tenor of Hungarian foreign policy. The headway made by the Turks 

resulted in completely frustrating the Balkan expansion of the Arpdds 

and Angevins. Feudal Hungary lacked the strong central power which 

had enabled the Arp4d and Angevin dynasties to make such mighty 

displays of strength. The banderial army, consisting of private bands of 

troops, and the foreign mercenaries were far inferior to the royal army of 

the older kingdom which had been under central control; nor was the 

royal treasury able to procure the supplies required for the prosecution 

of warfare out of its own resources (the revenues of the royal domains and 

customs—regale). The strength of the army and the amount realised by 

taxation alike depended upon the decision of the Estates, now that the 

voting of both had been converted by the advance of the constitutional 

spirit into a parliamentary prerogative of the nobility. Under such cir¬ 

cumstances the success of a conflict with the Turkish army, which was 

highly disciplined and splendidly trained, was inconceivable without 

foreign aid; so that the consciousness of the need for a military alliance 

with the German neighbours of Hungary grew continually stronger and 

stronger in the public opinion of the country. The consequence weus the 

abandonment of I..ewis the Great’s conception of an alliance between 

Poland, Hungary, Croatia, and Italy and the revival of the defensive 

policy adopted by Bcda IV as a means of protection against the Mongols. 

The idea of an alliance with the Holy Roman Empire had come to the 

fore already in the closing years of Lewis the Great’s reign, when he had 

designated the son of the Em{>eror Charles IV to be his daughter Mary’s 

consort. With Sigismund’s accession to the thrones of Bohemia and of 

the Empire this alliance assumed the more concrete form of a personal 

union; and the idea of an alliance of the same kind appears also during the 

reigns of Sigismiind’s immediate successors. His son-in-law' and heir, 

Albert of Habsburg (1487-39), was King of the Romans and Duke of 

Austria; All)ert’s son l^dislas (LdszhS) V (1444-57) was also Duke of 

Austria and King of Bohemia; and Iwth were elected to the throne by 

the Estates to ensure the alliance with the Empire. The election of 

Vladyslav I (1489-44), King of Poland, was the last attempt to revive 

the policy of I^wis the Great; but the lamentable defeat and death of 

this king at Varna resulted in the definitive triumph of the idea of 

a German-Bohemian alliance. Matthias Hunyadi himself—the national 

king raised to the throne by the reaction against the rule of foreign 

princes—was compelled to adopt this line of policy; it was by the conquest 

of provinces of the Empire and by entering the lists as candidate for the 

imperial crown that he endeavoured to secure the aid of Germany against 

the Turks. It was the national desire to secure effectual protection 
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against the Turkish advance that after the death of Matthias raised the 

weak Czech Jagiellos to the throne of St Stephen; and it was tlie same 

consideration that after the disastrous rout on the field of Mohdcs induced 

the Hungarians to offer the crown to the house of Habsburg. 

This change of tendency in foreign policy, sanctioned by the will of the 

Estates, which their right of electing the king had converted into a decisive 

factor, shews quite clearly that the Hungarians of the fifteenth century 

regarded the l\irkish danger as the vital problem of their national life 

and indeed of their national existence, and looked upon the task of driving 

back the Ottoman power as a historical mission and a duty which they 

owed alike to their own nation and to the lands of Western civilisation as 

a whole. In the first—twenty years'*—phase of the protracted struggle 

which began with the relief of the castle of Seniendria in the year of 

Sigisiiiund’s death, the leading role was played by John Hunyadi (Hunyadi 

Jdnos), a member of the lesser nobility who rose eventually to the dignity 

of Governor or Regent of the country. 

The first ancestors of the Hunyadis known to history—Radoslav and 

Serbe—belonged to the ranks of the Southern Slav factors (kfn/az) who 

organised the Wallachian (Rumanian) shepherds of the prov ince of South 

Wallachia in village communities and also aided in settling them in 

Hungarian territory; but Serbe‘‘s son Vajk was a knight in the Court of 

Sigisraund, receiving the castle of Hunyad in Transylvania, together with 

the adjacent demesne, as a reward for his knightly prowess. Vajk Hun¬ 

yadi, created a Hungarian noble by the grant of this fief, wedded a Magyar 

woman; their eldest son, John, also began his career as a knight in the 

Court of Sigismund. After the victory at Semendria he rose rapidly. In 

1439 King Albert placed him at the head of the banate of Szoreny 

(Severin) on the Danube in Wallachia, a position destined to be of the 

utmost importance in the struggle against the Turks. Vladyslav I made 

him captain of Ndndorfehervar (the Hungarian frontier-fortress standing 

on the site to-day occupied by Belgrade, the Serbian capital), and later 

appointed him voivode of Transylvania, in which capacity he ysm made 

commander-in-chief of the armies operating against the Turks. After the 

death of Vladyslav in the disastrous battle of Varna, Hunyadi iK^came 

a member of the national government (Committee of Seven) elected by 

the Estates to act during the absence of the king, who was presumed to 

have been taken prisoner; then, when All^ert's posthumous son was ac¬ 

knowledged and accepted as Ladislas V,at the Parliament held at R/ikos 

in 1446, Hunyadi was elected to act as Governor or Regent of Hungary 

during the minority and absence from the country of the young monarch. 

In his capacity as Regent Hunyadi enjoyed a power which but for slight 

restrictions was that of a king; and even after the assumption of royal 

power by Ladislas V (in 1462) he remained in possession of the real 

supreme authority in his capacity as Viceroy and Captain-General. His 

enormous power and universal authority rested upon the undivided con- 
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iidence of the lesser nobility and upon the position ensured by the ex* 

tensive estates acquired by him in recognition of his military services to 

the country, estat^ which provided him with resources enabling him to 

equip an army vying with that of the king himself. 

Though he took his due share in every field in the direction of national 

policy, he regarded the driving back of the Turkish power and the 

securing of the southern frontiers of the country as the primary task 

of his life. In 1442 he inflicted a double defeat upon the army of Mezid 

Bey which had invaded Transylveuiia; and then, on the bank of the Lower 

Danube, he di8j>er8ed the vast host which was hurrying under the command 

of Sehab-ad-dln Pasha to the assistance of Mezid Bey. In the autumn of 

1448 he crossed the Danube into Bulgarian territory, and, after taking 

the fortresses of Ni5, Pirot, and Sofia, conducted his army over the Haemus 

range as well. A year later Vladyslav I made a treaty at Szeged with the 

Sultan, whom the news of the defeats inflicted upon his armies had impelled 

to offer to make peace; but, encouraged by an absolution from his oath 

granted by the papal legate. Cardinal Cesarini, the Hungarian king broke 

his compact and began to wage war against the Turks on Bulgarian soil. 

Hunyadi joined his sovereign at Nicopolis; but the troops promised by 

the Christian princes of Europe never arrived, and the Hungarian army 

was defeated at Varna. Vladyslav fell; and Hunyadi himself had the 

greatest difficulty in escaping from the clutches of Vlad “the Devil,the 

double-faced Voivode of Wallachia. During the years which followed, 

Hunyadi was engaged in the direction of the internal affairs of the 

country, which had been left without a king; and in 1448 the treachery 

of his Wallachian and Serbian allies involved him in a fresh defeat—on 

the Field of Blackbirds or Kossovo—at the hands of the Turks. Five 

years later (1458), by the capture of Constantinople, the new Sultan, 

Mahomet II, became master of the whole Balkem peninsula; and in 1456 

he started to attack Hungary at the head of an army said to have numbered 

nearly 200,000 men. While besieging the fortress of Belgrade, however, this 

anny was decisively beaten by Hunyadi, assisted by Giovanni Capistrano, 

the Franciscan friar who had put himself at the head of the European 

crusaders; and the fortress was relieved. The victory at Belgrade stemmed 

the tide of Turkish expansion for a long period; and in commemoration 

of the triumph of the Christian arms the Pope ordained that a bell should 

be rung every day in all churches in Christendom. Unfortunately, how¬ 

ever, Hunyadi fell a victim to the plague which had broken out in the 

Christian camp. 

John Huny^i’s rapid rise to power was largely due to the bitter struggle 

between the magnates and the lesser nobility. According to the new 

political conception which developed after the extinction of the house of 

Anjou, the lesser nobility, whicb was in a numerical majority in Parlia¬ 

ment, endeavoured continuously to increase its influence upon the direction 

of the affairs of tlie nation. John Hunyadi was the leader of the party of 
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the lesser nobility; the great land-owners despised him, but they feared him 

too; and during the period when he was acting as Regent he made Parlia¬ 

ment invite six lesser nobles to sit on the National Council attached to his 

person as an advisory body, which contained two prelates and four secular 

magnates, his object being thereby to ensure the predominance of the 

lesser nobility in politics and in government. His appointment as com¬ 

mander-in-chief and his election as Regent was therefore a victory of 

the lesser nobility over the haughty and imperious aristcKTacy; and 

this was the reason why the great conqueror of the Turks, who on 

his father s side was of foreign origin, became the hero of the knightly 

order of Hungarian nobles and the darling of all classes of the nation 

alike. 

The internal problem of the period was indeed the struggle between the 

Estates. During the days of the Arpdd kings down to the reign of Bela IV, 

and during the reigns of the two strong Angevin sovereigns, the royal 

power had appeared personified in the person of the reigning king. During 

the reign of the minor, Ladisleis IV, however, power passed from hand 

to hand and came successively into the possession of the various party 

governments, the result being that the royal power came eventually to 

be regarded as impersonal. It was at this period that the use of the 

words corona and later corona sacra came into vogue in place of the words 

rex and regnum^ this change being accompanied by the cult of the Holy 

Crown presented originally to St Stephen by the Pope—which had origin¬ 

ally been an ecclesiastical symbol—as a symbol of the royal power. This 

cult had reached such an importance by the accession of the first Angevin 

king that a coronation performed without the Holy Crown was not 

regarded eis valid. And now, in the days of L^islas V, also a minor, when 

the reins of government were in the hands of Hunyadi, a lesser noble 

elected to the office of Regent by the Estates, the conception of the Holy 

Crown received a wider interpretation in public law: that Crown was 

raised from a mere symbol of the royal power to the political symbol of 

the nation corj>orate embracing the sovereign himself and the Estates 

endowed with political rights. Under this interpretation, which was 

systematised half a century later by Stephen Verboczy, the great jurist 

responsible for the scientific codification of Hungarian private and public 

law, power is possessed, not by the king, but by the Holy Crown, the 

members of which are the king and the nation—in other words, the Estates 

endowed with political rights, or the totum corpiut sacrae coronac—that 

power being enjoyed and exercised as a trust by the king crowned with 

that Crown. The doctrine of the Holy Crown in the form in which it 

has existed in the legal system of constitutional Hungary is without 

doubt the conception of Verboczy; but its roots reac’h back to the political 

c‘onception of the lesser nobility in the days of l^islas V, while the 

foundations of the historical development of this thesis may be traced 

as far back as the thirteenth century, to the reign of Ladislas IV. 
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The conception of the central power latent in this political interpreta- 

tion was an instinctive move on the part of the lesser nobility for self- 

defence against the encroachments of the aristocracy; and it is owing to 

this move that the oligarchs of the fifteenth century were unable to obtain 

a power equal to that exercised by their predecessors two centuries pre¬ 

viously, when the national assembly of the prelates and lesser nobles had 

had to submit its resolutions for approval and ratification, not to the king, 

but to the king and barons who jointly represented the royal power or— 

to use the expression then in vogue—the power of the Crown. It wa 

this same political conception that the nation relied upon later, in the 

days of the Habsburgs, in its struggle against the anti-constitutional 

endwivours of the foreign princes. The conception of the division of the 

power between king and Estates comprised in constitutional law is reflected 

also in the elections to the throne made in the fifteenth century. The 

successive dynasties—Luxemburgs, Habsburgs, Jagiellos—had at all 

times proclaimed and considered the transfer of the crown by right of 

hercidity to l>e the only legal method. The nobility, on the other hand, 

regarding both lines, male and female, of the ancient dynasty ruling 

by hemlitary right as extinct with the deaths of Lewis the Great 

and his daughter, insisted upon their right to elect their king. The 

conflict of the two principles usually resulted in a solution by com¬ 

promise, as may be seen in the cases of Sigismund, Albert of Habsburg, 

and Lewis II. However, after the death of King Albert in 1439 the 

conflict led to a civil war between the Habsburg party, which stood for 

the right of that king’s posthumous son l^dislas on the ground of 

legitimate inheritance, and the adherents of the right of free election— 

the Jagiello party—who raised Vladyslav, King of Poland, to the throne 

by election. Out of this struggle, winch when repeiited in resulted 

in the country l>econ]ing divided into two opposing sections and thus 

indirectly in the advance of the Turks into the heart of Hungary, the 

nation was led, in the middle of the fifteenth century, into smoother waters 

by John Hunyadi and his son King Matthias Corvinus. 

The struggle between the aristocracy and the lesser nobility (gentry) 

for the possession of power, which John Hunyadi, witli the aid of his 

paramount authoritv, succeeded for a time in restricting within narrow 

limits, after his death broke out again with renewed violeiic'o. The 

aristocratic league which had secured a predominant influence over the 

helpless youngkingLadislas, underthedirection of ITrich of Cilli,the king’s 

cousin, incited the monarch against Hunyadi's sons; and the rivalry of 

the two parties degenerated into implacable hativd when the adherents 

of the Hunyadis cut the conspirator (’illi to })ieces, and when the king, 

breaking the promise he had given, threw the responsibility upon Ladisltis 

Hunyadi and had him executed, while he took his younger brother 

Matthias prisoner and dragged him off to captivity in Prague. The 

treatment meted out to the sons of tin* national hero provoked great 
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bitterness all over the country among the lesser nobility ; and when, barely 

a year later, news came of the death of Ladislas V, the public opinion of 

the Hungarians espoused the cause of the surviving son of the great 

Hunyadi with irrepressible enthusiasm. 

Two members of the ainstocracy possessing great power—Ladislas 

Garai, Count Palatine, emd Nicholas Ujlaki, Voivode of Transylvania— 

themselves aspired to the throne. Others again endeavoui'ed to obtain 

the kingship for one of the sons-iii-law of King Albert of Habsburg— 

for Casimir, King of Poland, or William, Duke of Saxony. Though at 

the outset he supported the claims of the King of Poland, the Emperor 

Frederick of Habsburg would have liked to secure the Hungarian throne 

for himself, having the Holy Crown, entrusted to his keeping during the 

minority of Ladislas V, still in his possession. However, not one of the 

claimants was able to hold his own against the Hunyadi party. The 

lesser nobles stood in serried ranks behind Michael SziUgyi, the organiser 

of young Matthias’ party, and his sister, John Hunyadi’s widow; and 

they enjoyed the support of a section of the prelates too, who were under 

the direction of the great humanist, John \'itez, Bishop of Nagyvjinid. 

Seeing how things stood, the most powerful of the magnates change<l 

their attitude and perforce joined Matthias’ party. Then the Parliament 

convened by the Count Palatine early in 1458 elected Matthias Hunyadi 

king, appointing his uncle Michael Szildgyi as Regent; this was done 

both bemuse Matthias was a minor and in order to ensure the influence 

of the lesser nobility on the conduct of affairs. 

This was the first time since the extinction of the house of Arpad that 

a national king had occupied the throne of St Stephen. The lesser nobles, 

however, dictated severe conditions to the young king who had been chexsen 

from their own ranks. Regarding Matthias as a party king, they made 

every effort to ensure their influence on his conduct of the government, 

and at the same time to mitigate the burdens of rnilibiry service, of which 

the Turkish wars had compelled Hunyadi to take full advantage. One 

of the conditions governing the election {capitulatwni’s) stipulated that 

the king was to defend the country with his own soldiers and at his own 

expense, being entitled to call the banderm of the magnates to arms only 

in the event of great danger and the levies of the lesser nobility only in 

extreme urgency 6is a last resort. Szildgyi accepted these conditions, 

agreeing also to the stipulation of the league of magnates which retjuired 

Matthias to wed the Count Palatine’s daughter. But King Matthias 

(1458-90) frustrated all these calculations. He returned from his cap¬ 

tivity in Bohemia as the betrothed of the daugliter of George Pod^brady, 

who had been raised to the throne of Bohemia by the Bohemian Estates, 

and with an energy and earnestness that belied his youth (he was only 

eighteen) seized the reins of {x>wer, compelling his uncle to resign his 

office as Regent. Hereupon, a section of the aristocrracy got into touch 

with the Emperor Frederick III and invited him to occupy the Hungarian 
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throne. However, Matthias compelled these magnates to yield one after 
another, and, after defeating the imperial armies, made peace with 
Frederick: the Emperor agreed to surrender the Holy Crown, while 

Matthias on his part undertook that in the event of his not having a 
male heir Frederick and his successors should, by virtue of the right 

handed down by Albert and Ladislas V, be entitled to succeed to the 

Hungarian throne. 

After having secured his throne, Matthias turned against the Turks, 

He once more reduced Wallachia and Serbia to the position of vassals 

of the Hungarian Crown, victoriously compelled the Turks to withdraw 

also from the fortress of Jajce in Bosnia, and, in order to ensure the 

success of his further efforts, without delay began the work of reform¬ 

ing the military and financial organisation. The banderial system, as a 

result of the negligence of those under obligation of military service, did 
not represent such a force as it had a hundred years previously. With 

the object of further developing the militia {jportcdis) established by 

Sigismund, the Parliament of 1458 itself required the nobility to provide 

one mounted soldier for every $20 villein-holdings {sessiones)^ separate 

county battilions being organised out of the portalis cavalry and placed 

under the command of captains appointed by the king. I^ter, in 1465, 

Matthias, with the consent of Parliament, required nobles possessing 

fewer than ten villein-holdings to do military sei'vice in person, and 

compelled the more wealthy to provide one mounted soldier each for 

every ten villeiii-lioldings. In addition to these metisures, which amounted 

practically to universal conscription, Matthias established a standing 

army which, except for the smaller mounted army of Charles VII of 

France, was the first of its kind in Europe. Matthias’’ standing army 

comprised both cavalry and infantry, \^y these measures the peac'e footing 
of the military forces of Hungary advanced to some 40,000, and the war 

footing to 150,000 or 2(K),000 men. Simultaneously with the abolition 

of the land tax of 18 dinars which had l)een introduced instead eff the 

coinage tax {lucrum camcrcu*)—the seignorage—he established a Treasury 

tax of $20 dinars, extending the obligation to pay this tax to all the 

villeins, poor nobles, and privileged settlers (Saxons and Cumans) alike. 

More than oncx* he imposed the extraordinary tax without it being voted 

by Parliament, fixing the amount at 1 gold florin a year. The new' 

system of taxation increased the revenue of the treasury, the same object 

being served also by re-organising the customs duties on foreign trade 

and by intensifying the activity of the mines. 
Whereas his military and financial reforms were directed by considera¬ 

tions of foreign policy, Matthias** important ix»forms of administration 

and justice were inspired by a desire to restore internal order and to 

improve the situation of the low^er classes oppressed by the selfishness of 

the landed Estatas. The reform of the administration of justice carried 

out towards the close of his i*eign aimed at a re-organisation of the courts 
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and at a simplification of legal procedure. The lowest court—the county 

court with a bench consisting of four justices representing the county 

nobility and ten homines regii—was re-organised into a court holding 

public trials on fixed dates, against the judgments of which appeal could 

be made to the judicial commissions of the royal Curia. In the field of 

legal procedure the king introduced an important measure providing for 

the abolition of trial by combat, as well as completely abrogating the 

system of compositions; thus the penal code was developed in the direction 

of public law. In the Court administration—probably under the influence 

of Italian models—the king broke with the older feudal organisation and 

laid the foundations of the professional central bureaucracy, in this point 

anticipating many States of AVestern Europe. 

Matthias’ reforms in administration and justice reflect that spirit of 

fairness and that strong sense of justice which, together with the unrivalled 

energy of his personality, were the most typical features of his character. 

In the administration of justice he did not permit any secondary con¬ 

sideration. His hand fell heavily on the privileged classes; yet there is 

hardly a name which has been the object of such universal praise—or 

worshipped for so long a period with such fervour—in Hungary as his 

was. Though he did not formally commit any breach of the constitution, 

and had his laws passed by Parliament, he nevertlieless had but little 

respect for the privileges and constitutional rights of the mighty lords. 

All the greater was his understanding for the troubles of the lowly, the 

oppressed, the petty nobles, and the villeins; and he did all in his power 

to relieve them. This was the secret of his great popularity and the 

source of the epithet ‘‘the just” conferred upon him bv posterity. He 

was one of the gi-eat Renaissance princes who were the harbingers of 

modem absolutism, princes who, by relying upon the support of the 

lower classes of their subjects, were able to assert their power to the 

full. 

An impressive manifestation of the personality of this great Renaissam'e 

prince was the foundation of his famous library in Buda, the Bibliotheca 

Corviniayia^ which according to the evidence of his contemporaries vied 

both in quantity and in quality with the wealthy Renaissance libraries 

of the Vatican and of Urbino. The library, which the Hungarian Estates, 

in the agreement made w ith John Corvinus after Matthias’ death, declared 

to be inalienable national property, thereby converting it into one of the 

first public libraries in Europe, fell after the capture of Buda in 1526 

partly into the hands of the Turks, the remainder being carried off by 

Mary of Habsburg and Ferdinand I and scattered all over the w'orld; 

but the remains w^hich are still in existence—some 160 volumes decor¬ 

ated by the most famous miniature painters of the fifteenth century— 

are eloquent evidence of the artistic leanings and taste of the great king 

and bibliophile. It is to this artistic taste that we ow^e the advance made 

by Renaissance architecture, which flourished in the age of Matthias 



Art and Humamm 616 

side by side with the Gothic architecture now at the zenith of its develop¬ 

ment. The earliest important monument of this style of architectui’e in 

Hungary was the palace in Buda, of which only fragments have survived. 

The court of Matthias offered a home and a generous livelihood to the 

humanistic artists and scholars who had accepted his invitation to come 

to Hungary; these artists and scholars obtained Hungarian pupils and 

founded schools; but all this was swept away by the days of chaos and 

upheaval which followed his death. Humanism had found its way to 

Hungary already in the days of Sigismund. Later on, John Vitez, Arch¬ 

bishop of Esztergom (Gran), the personal friend of Hunyadi who acted 

as tutor to young Matthias, became the leader of the humanistic literary 

circle in Hungary. It was Vitez who had awakened in Matthias a desire 

to encourage science and scholarship; and the latter welcomed to his 

court the humanistic historians Bonfini, Galeotti, and Ranzano, the 

founders of the humanistic school of Hungarian historiography, who 

enjoyed his constant patronage. Regiomontanus too, the eminent 

astronomer, came to Hungary; and it was with his co-operation that 

Matthias founded the Academia Lstropolitana at Pozsony (Pressburg) to 

replace the university founded by Lewis the Great at Ptk*s, which had 

been destroyed. A large numl^r of Hungarian humanists were active, 

under the direction of John Vitez, furthering science and {x>etry. The 

most eminent of these humanists was John Csezmiczei, Bishop of Pecs, 

who under the name of “Janus Pannonius'*'^ attained distinction among 

the neo-Iiatin poets. It was with the co-operation of these savants that, 

after the death of Matthias, the first scientific association was formed 

(the Sodalitas Littcraria Danid)mna), And it was in the age of Matthias 

(in 1478) that the first Hungarian printing press—that foundeil by 

Andrew Hesz of Nuremberg—began its operations in Biuhi, the first 

pnxluct of this press being the Chronicon Biideiisc^ which offers such 

striking proof of the revival of historical research in the days of the 

great king. 

The remarkable revival and rapid development in Matthias' reign of 

science, scholarship, and art was almost overshadowed by bis signal success 

as a general. However, while his father had practically confine^l his 

attention to the Turkish campaigns, Matthias made the adjoining 

provinces of the Romano-Germanic Empire (Austria and Bohemia) the 

primary objects of his wars. In 1468 he had a conflict with his whilom 

father-in-law, George of Bohemia, who had maintained secret relations 

with the discontented Hungarian magnates conspiring against their king, 

and who by his Hussite leanings and Hussite policy had at the same time 

provoked the bitter hostility of the Holy See. Pope Paul II prompted 

Matthias to undertake a crusade against Bohemia, the Hungarian king 

being encouraged also by the Emperor Frederick III, who was delighted 

to see that the relations l)etween his Czech and Hungarian neighbours 

had cooled. Not that Matthias needed much encouragement: the war 
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against Bohemia fitted into his political schemes; so he invaded Moravia, 

occupied Bmo and Olomouc, and penetrated into Bohemia, whereupon 

the Czech-Moravian and Silesian Estates, at a Parliament held at Olomouc 

in 1469, elected him King of Bohemia, crowning him at Brno. In answer 

to this move George Pod^brady induced the Bohemian Estates to elect as 

his successor Vladislav, son of the Polish king Casimir, thereby creating 

a breach between Matthias and Poland. After the death of Podebrady in 

1471, the Emperor too acknowledged Vladislav as King of Bohemia, 

while at home there was dist'ontent owing to the failure to carry on the 

war against the Turks and to the heavy burdens involved by the taxes 

imposed for the purpose of carrying on the Bohemian contest; and the 

insurgent magnates invited Casimir, Prince of Poland, to occupy the 

throne. Prince Casimir actually entered Hungary with an army; but 

Matthias had meanwhile disarmed the disaffection of the magnates, and 

the Polish claimant was compelled to retire without having achieved any¬ 

thing. Then in 1474 Matthias led a fresh expedition against Bohemia, 

this time with the approval of the Hungarian Estates; and, anticipating 

the proposed Austrian-Czech-Rumanian offensive against Hungary, he 

entered Breslau in triumph. After an armistice of four years, the Treaty 

of Olomouc (1478) finally put an end to hostilities; under this treaty 

Bohemia was left to Vladislav, but the sulx>rdinate provinces—Morauia, 

Silesia, and Lusatia (Lausitz)—came into the possession of Matthias, vflio 

also retained the title of King of Bohemia. 

By this time Matthias was at war with the Emperor Frederick too, 

whose double-dealing in the conflict with Bohemia had forced the Hun¬ 

garian king to resort to armed intervention. Between 1477 and 1485 

Matthias conducted three campaigns against the Fanj)eroFs Austrian 

hereditary provinces; the result of these campaigns was the fall of Vienna 

and the subjection of Lower Austria and Styria to the Hungarian 

king. 

By acquiring possession of these Bohemian and Austrian provinces 

Matthias had paved the way to the imperial throne. He first made 

a peaceful attempt to obtain it; and in 1471 he did succeed in securing 

from the Emperor Frederick a ])romisc that the latter would recommend 

the Electors and the German Reichstag to accept Matthias as his suc¬ 

cessor. About the same time Matthias opened negotiations with the 

Electors themselves, one of whom—Albert of Hohcnzollem, Margrave of 

Brandenburg—declared his willingness to support him, while the others 

refused to entertain the suggestion, hailing to achieve his object in this 

manner owing to the duplicity of the Emperor, in 1474 he invited Charles 

the Bold, Duke of Burgundy, to make an alliance for the purpose of 

breaking the power of the Habsburgs. Cliailes, however, turned a deaf 

ear; and after his death in 1477 this scheme too came to nought. Then 

Matthias concentrated his forces on tlie work of s(K‘uring the possession 

of the neighbouring imperial provinces of Bohemia and Austria, in order 
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to be able in the event of the election of a new king on the death of 

Frederick to enter the lists in the struggle for the crown as the mightiest 

prince of the Empire. 

Matthias Hunyadi has been very severely reproached, both by his 

contemporaries and by posterity, for departing from the path marked 

out by his father, and, instead of energetically continuing the struggle 

against the Turks, squandering the forces of his country and his own 

eminent military capacity in campaigns of conquest in the West. 

However, this reproach is not quite just; for in the years 1475-76 

and again in 1479 and 1481 he began campaigns for the purpose of 

freeing the frontier zones of Bosnia and harassing the Turkish frontier 

district in Bulgaria; and the records of these campaigns shew that he never 

lost sight of the Turkish danger, and that the ultimate object of his policy 

in the West was the organisation of an eventual expedition on a huge 

scale for the expulsion of the Ottomans. Ex{X:‘rience had taught Matthias, 

as it had taught his father before him, that all he had to expect in the 

struggle against the Turks was the papal subsidy, which came to take the 

place of the auxiliary hosts the W^est had undertaken to send to his aid; 

so it had l)ecome evident to him that he could not reckon upon the 

assistance of AVestern Europe except in the event of a close political 

connexion based upon a German-Hungarian federation. l>espite her un¬ 

doubted power, Hungary seemed to him too weak to oppose the oriental 

enemy which was disciplined by the Asiatic despotism of the Turks; even 

as national king he paved the way for a personal union with the east 

Gennan provinces and, if possible, with the whole Empire, thereby 

resuming the foreign policy of Bela IV and Sigismund. Owing to his 

death, which ensued unexpectedly at the early age of fifty, and to the 

weakness of his successor, his policy proved a failure; but his conception— 

to revive Sigismund’s personal union of German, Czech, and Hungarian 

—appeal's in the light of results to liave Ikh^u the only one calculated to 

provide the means of checking the advance of the Turks and averting the 

national catastrophe of 15J26. The conquest of a large section of Boliemia 

and of the Austrian provinces w^as a masterly achievement and a signal 

feat of generalship; and the conception of foreign policy expi-essed in 

these conquests is eloquent proof of Matthias" sound practical appi'cciation 

of the situation. 

In the last year of his life the question of the succession caused Matthias 

the greatest anxiety. His marrie<i life wdth both his consorts—Catherine 

Pod^brady and Beatrice of Naples, both of whom he had wedded for 

political reasons—had been unhappy; and both marriages remained 

without issue. His only child was his illegitimate son, John Corvinus, 

whose mother was the daughter of a Breslau burgher. Though at his death 

he was only fifty years of age, he had already made every effort to 

secnire Prince John's siuxiession to the throne. Tlie I'esult of these efforts 

was the so-called Ixx Palatini (Law^ of the Palatine), which later on 
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acquired such importance in constitutional law. Under this law the Count 

Palatine became Captain-General of the country, second only to the king 

as head of the judicatui^ guardian of the king during his minority, regent 

of the country during the king'^s absence or during an interregnum, 

intermediary between king and nation in the event of any quarrel between 

the two; at royal elections it was his privilege to proclaim the assembling 

of Parliament for the purpose and to record the first vote. At a later 

period this law put into the hands of the Estates electing the Count 

Palatine a strong constitutional guarantee against the absolutist ten¬ 

dencies of their Habsburg sovereigns. By this law Matthias had desired 

to ensure the succession of John Corvinus to the throne; for simul¬ 

taneously with the promulgation of the law he had made one of his 

most devoted adherents—Imre Szapolyai, a man who had been advanced 

from the obscurity of a poor lesser noble to the dignity and wealth of a 

magnate—Count Palatine. Nevertheless, he failed to achieve his object. 

Szapolyai died bcifore him; and when, in April 1490, the king too passed 

away unexpectedly, the palatinate was vacant, so that Priiice John lacked 

the official support which hi.s father had desired to secure him. But the 

young prince lacked also the energy essential for obtaining the crown; 

and he lacked his fatheris authority too. Though he had follow ers among 

the lesser nobles whom the Hunyadis had exalted and by the grant of 

estates had advanced at the expense of the aristocratic families, public 

opinion was not on his side. The Estates had had enough of the glorious 

but severe rule of the Hunyadis. They preferred to put themselves 

under the rule of Vladislav Jagiello, the prince who had abandoned the 

kingdom of Poland for Bohemia. They hoped that they would find 

him to be a weak king yielding to their will and respecting their rights. 

This anticipation proved to hv correct. Vladislav 11 (1490-1516) was 

a weak ruler, during whose reign there was a rtmewal of the trouble.s wliich 

the Hunyadi regime had for half a century ke{)t in check; and Hungary 

began to approach her doonj to the accompaniment of bitter internal 

feuds on the one hand and an unceasing lieroic defensive struggle against 

the Turks on the other. 

The aristocracy and the gentry, nobility and villeins, prelates and towns, 

the court favourites^—some of whom were foreigners—and the provincial 

Hungarian nobility jealous of their liberty, the political feuds of all these 

several factors with one another and with the weak power of the Crown, 

in a few short years destroyed the results achieved by the rule of Matthias. 

It was only by selling the finest of the (.orvin manuscripts and of the 

artistic gems of the royal collection, and by the aid of loans obtained 

from subjects allowed to make liavoc of the royal property, that this 

successor of Lewis the Great and of Matthias Hunyadi was able to 

maintain his unpretentious household. And this financial decay was only 

one of the many symptoms of the utter decline of the central power and 

of the royal authority, and of the collapse of the constitutional State, 
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which was accompanied by signs of anarchy; and as a result, despite 
the heroic bravery of her soldiers, thirty-six years after the death of 
Matthias Hungary was brought to the field of MohAcs, where in 1526, 
with the death of King Lewis II and the annihilation of his army, two- 
thirds of her territory were lost and remained for a century and a half 
under the Turkish yoke. 



CHAPTER XX 

POLITICAL THEORY IN THE LATER MIDDLE AGES 

Dante was not the last medieval thinker to dream of unity as the most 
splendid of political ideals; but he was the last to whom that dream might 
reasonably have presented itself as instinct with hope. After his time 

circumstances compelled the onset of plurality, and if men repeated the 
old dogmas, it was without conviction and as a tradition already in defeat. 

For the existence of separate and right-claiming nationalities had become 
(or was becoming) an inescapable fact. Prcumunire and Provisorff in 

England, the Pragmatic Sanction in France, were the index to a 
modernity which had escaped the swaddling clothes of medieval thought. 

Once the Pope had been at Avignon, even more, once be had left it, the 

world as a single Christian society could hardly l)e preached as reality; 
and if there remain men like Augustinus Triumphus, the federalism of 

Nicholas of Cusa shews that even the splendour of unity had come to 

have a new connotation. Our task is to analyse the decay of the idea of 

the Reyniblica Christiana as a system of ideas, and to discover the out¬ 

lines of the new system by which men sought to replace it. The decay, 
of course, was not a matter of one moment or of one thinker. It took at 

least until the French Revolution for the self-sufficiency of the secular 

State to be recognised as practically beyond repeal; and, even then, the 

Ihi Pape of de Maistre and the Syllalnis of 1864 stand as protests against 

its advent. But the indestructible pluralism of the facts was already, even 

in Dante'^s time, becoming finally evident. Once there had been the 
captivity of Avignon, the Great Schism, and the Councils, pluralism in 

government was only a matter of time. The Reformation only set the 

seal upon ideas that an earlier generation had made inevitable. 

The later Middle Ages are occupied, for the most jmrt, with three 

great problems. There is the problem of the position of the Papacy in 

the Church. Can a power, it is asked, be absolute and irresponsible that 

is used for ends either dubiously g(X)d or certainly bad? Men, thereby, 
are driven back to search into the foundations of authority, and from 

such an enquiry no institution has ever emerged unscathed. What, 

secondly, is the relation of the Church to secular society? That question 

is asked from two angles. It is asked by men like the supporters of I^wis 

of Bavaria, and by the simple Parliamentarians at W(?stminster who do 

not like good English money to fill the pockets of Itfilian churchmen. It 

is asked, also, by men like the Spiritual Franciscans, who are convinced 

that the true Christian life is one of humble poverty, and are distressed 

at the spectacle of a Church devoted to worldly ideals. And, thirdly, 

what are the internal relations of secular society? How measure the 
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meaning of imperial lordship when an English king, as with Richard II, 

can claim to be entier empermr dans son roiahne^ and lawyers like Bartolus 

are driven, almost despite themselves, to recognise that civitas and regnum 

have all the marks of the original world-State, the Empire itself? 

These are the problems, and, at long last, they shatter the medieval 

unified commonwealth into the fragments we to-day call sovereign States. 

They do not do so, let it be insisted, upon general principle. Until at 

least Machiavelli, there is no thinker w^ho does not somehow feel that 

Christendom is a single people in which there may be different kingdoms 

but in which, at least ultimately, there must be a single imperium. For 

some, that power is papal; for others, it belongs to the Emperor; for 

others, again, it is built upon the Gelasian model of a harmony that is 

one in its duality. And the modern conception of the sovereign State 

could not, in this time, come into full biiih because all medieval thinking 

wiis penetrated by the idea of a legal order which reflected the principle 

of nature and controlled thei'eby the legality of particular laws. ‘‘‘Right'*' 

in the medieval time is a blend so cunningly compounded of ethics and 

theology that the notion of something justifiable merely because it was 

ordered would have struck most minds with horror. Whatever contradicted 

natural law contradicted that which reflects the declared will of God; it 

cannot, therefore, possess validity. With such an idea suffusing the whole 

of mcnlieval life, it is only with difficulty that we pass to a power in the 

prince to interpret natural law, and thence to a law which is binding 

upon all because it is his will. Yet, even then, not only does the older 

doctrine jx^rsist, as with Marsilio and Gregory of Heimburg, but the 

modem idea of the ruler's sovereignty has to struggle also with the idea of 

law as the mandate of the people. The lawyers may argue that there has 

Ixen iramiaiw of power from people to prince, and that in perpetuity. 

But populns rnaior pnrwlpe is a rule that dies hard; and even in the 

triumph of its mighty oppositi' it is not forgotten. For with the religious 

nonconformity of the sixteenth century it arises, phoenix-like, from what 

were deemed its ashes. ’The natural law of the Middle Ages is the parent 

of the natural rights of the eighteenth century. 

The pontificate of Boniface VlII marks a i^*al epoch in the history of 

the Papacy. Ix>gically, doubtless, he made no claims that were not already 

implicit in the proud challenge of the Hildebrandine Papacy; and his 

dogmas had already been enunciated, if with very different emphasis, by 

men so different as John of Salisbury and Thomas Aejuinas. But the 

theses of Boniface were announml in a very different atmosphere. The 

Empire was ceasing to count as a pivotal force in European affaii’s. The 

Papacy itself, confronted by the new nationalism of England and France, 

was less administratively than dcxrtrinally paramount. The struggle with 

Philip the Fair on the one hand, and with Lewis of Bavaria on the 

other, only brought into the more striking prominence at once its 

physic^al impotence and its moral degeneration. Yet at no time in its 
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history were its claims so splendidly displayed. Merely to suggest duality 

of power, says Boniface, is heresy; his opponents, who posit that principle, 

put themselves out of court. Therefore to the Papacy belongs the lord- 

ship of the world; and the contrast is striking between the power sub¬ 

stantially achieved and the claims it is thought legitimate to advance. 

In the period before the Conciliar Movement, no one stated the papal 

case with ^either the power or the insight of Thomas Aquinas. The 

arguments have little of novelty either in substance or in statement. 

The point of departure is the historic one of the need for a unified 

wwld, reinforced by every argument that scriptural text and imaginative 

metaphor can suggest Thence it is inferred that unity needs a visible 

embodiment on earth, and it is a short step thcrefroni to argue that the 

Pope has utrumqm gladium. The temporal power may be admini¬ 

stratively in the hands of secular princes, but, as of right, it is an ulti¬ 

mately papal prerogative. For since it originates in sin, it is necessarily 

inferior in spiritual authority. ‘‘Princely power,” says Alvaro Pelayo, 

“is ordained by the spiritual power.” Ultimately, at least, all States are 

ecclesiastical institutions, for they have merely the care of those antecedent 

ends which are the threshold of that gi'eater eternal end of which the 

Church is the appointed guardian. Metaphor emphasises the relationship 

of subordination. The Church is heaven to the earth of the secular power; 

it is the sun to the moon, it is gold to lead, or soul to Ixxly. Temporal 

rulers are the mere executors of papal will; their offices, argues the clerk 

in that best of medieval dialogues, the Somnnim Viridarii^ are gradtun in 

ecclesia. And temporal exercise of authority is a trust subject at every 

point to papal interpretation of its fitness. A theory which, as late a.s 

Innocent III, had distinguished between the Pope\s spiritual power to 

correct the misdeeds of princes and his extraordinary intervention as a 

temporal sovereign, already, by the middle of the fourteenth century, is 

unable to see effective difference between them. History, or what passes 

for history, is invoked in papal support. The Donation of Constantine 

becomes a restoration to the Pope of an authority originally his own. 

The electors to the Empire are, accordingly, his agents; and the imperial 

title is dependent upon his confirmation. So, if the throne be vacant, the 

Pope is its natural guardian. And as he confirms, so may he nominate 

and depose; the fealty of subjects is a function of his pleasure. We have 

moved far from the earlier Gelasian view of Church and State as co¬ 

ordinate powers. The duplex dircctivum of Dante ceases to have a place 

in a world where the majestv of Rome is alone paramount and legitimate. 

It is a tremendous doctrine, the more noteworthy in its amplitude when 

it is remembered that he in whose name it was made was either the virtual 

partisan of France at Avignon or struggling with difficulty, after 1378, 

to win back his hold of Rome itself. The greater, indeed, the decline of 

papal power, the more far-reaching are the claims of its partisans; the 

trappings of royalty arc more eagerly displayed that the shrunken body 
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may be the better concealed. All civil legislation may, as the priest argues 

in the Somnium Viridarii, be at bottom Canon Law; but there is no 

ecclesiastical text which sanctions the Statute of Praemunire. The 

medieval Pope is a true Austinian sovereign, but, like most species of 

that genus, he cannot get his will enforced. The claim is there, but it is 

an index to conflict rather than a lever of action. 

Nothing, perhaps, illustrates so well the ambit and the environment of 

papal theory as the treatise On the Power of the Pope by Augustinus 

Triumphus. Written, almost certainly, before 135^5, it was dedicated to 

John XXII and intended as a weapon in the great struggle against Lewis 

of Bavaria. With a single exception.* it sees no limit to the power of the 

Pope. He is the vicegerent of God with plenipotentiary authority. He 

is to be worshipped as a saint, and so vast is his prerogative that, even 

if he be a sinner, yet his power is of God. Neither the Emperor nor the 

laity can interfere in his choice, nor can he be deposed. If, indeed, he be 

a heretic, a general council has the right of deposition; but in that event 

it is the heresy, and not the will of the council, by which his authority is 

terminated. That apart, he is entitled to absolute obedience. His will is 

the will of God, and from his decision neither prince nor peasant may 

apjKjal; nay, to venture to do so is to i^ebel against God, since papal 

authority is of divine institution. 

Nor is this all. Since the Pope has a power which clearly transcends 

all earthly rivalry, the superiority of the Papacy to the Empire is mani¬ 

fest. Indeed, granted the nature of his office, the Empire, in the view of 

Augustinus, shrinks to a pale figment of reality. For the Pope may depose 

the Emperor. He may set aside an election. He may transfer the power 

to choose from the constitutetl electors. He may alter the actual con¬ 

stitution of the Empire. And these rights apply similarly to all other 

secular governments since the Pope acts on earth as the vicegerent of Gtxl. 

Temporal authority, Augustinus argues, has no validity save as it con¬ 

forms to the will of the priestliood. The Donation of ConMantine means 

the restoration to the Pope of direct sovereignty overall earthly kingdoms. 

It means that the forms of government exist by his [permission; that the 

pro|KTty of princes is his property; that neither royal nor imperial law 

is valid siive as he consents to it. And this, be it noted, is not a theory 

set above the battle wdiich had been joined. It is the necessary weapon 

of a Papacy which had abandoned the pursuit of spiritual right and sought 

to control the world by immersion in the world. It is the voic'e of im¬ 

perialism using for its purpose weapons it had neither the moral right nor 

the physical power to wield. 

Inevitably it met with challenge, and it is with the outline of the case 

against its claims that the faint shadow of modem political doctrine 

appears on the horizon. For, as Fi’ederick II pointed out to his fellow- 

princes, the papal theory was not only an attack upon the Empire; it 

laid the axe at the root of all secular independence. Nor did it fit the 
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facts of European life. If the Empire was a declining power, the new 

nationalism of England and France was an index of growth. And such 

claims could only have made their way if they had been supported by a 

moral vigour which made men eager to respect the Papacy. That was not 

the case. The popular literature of the fourteenth century is nothing so 

much as a contemptuous account of the ethical degradation of the Church. 

Chaucer has no good word for any ecclesiastic save the poor parson; 

Langlfiuid strikes the same note with even greater emphasis; Gascoigne’s 

sombre picture is later attuned to the same key. The dislike of Rome is 

evident on every hand. It is shewn, for instance, in the refusal to allow 

Henry Beaufort, the Cardinal-Bishop of Winchester, to take part in the 

business of the Privy Council once he had been elevated to the purple. It 

is shewn in Archbishop Chichele’s response to Martin V when ordered to 

set aside the Statute of Provisors: only he himself, wrote the archbishop, 

in all England would venture to raise the question; and it was hard to be 

blamed for what he could not avoid. What, indeed, Rome and its parti¬ 

sans failed to understand was that the rise of national States was even 

more fatal to their claims than the existence of the imjKjrial power; and 

when, as with Wyclif in England and Hus in Bohemia, the condition of 

Rome made possible the synthesis of national feeling and the demand for 

religious reform, the maintenance of those claims had become impossible. 

Not the least interesting evidence of their unreality may be found in 

a treatise, written in 1300, w^hich was almost certainly the work of one 

Pierre du Bois, a royal advocate in Normandy, and an eager partisan of 

Philip IV in his struggle against Boniface VIII. The treatise is a curious 

mingling of medieval and modern ideas. It is medieval in its insivstence on 

the need for unity of world-direction, in its confident appeal to astrologj^ 

in its admission as historic of the Donathn oj Comtantine. But it is 

modern in its pride in the national power of France, and in the somewhat 

naive realism with which it analyses tlie real facts of the jmpal position. 

The purpose of his book, says du Bois, is to enable the King of France 

to avoid making war; and the method he proposes is the domination of 

the world by his sovereign. His rea.sons are two-fold. First, there is the 

inherent superiority of the French character: the French have a wiser 

judgment than other nations, they do not move without thought, they 

act as right reason would dictate. This emphasis upon national superioritv 

is a new note in political literature. Nor is there leas of novelty in his 

advice to the Pope. The latter, he admits, has the l ight to all the lands 

gianted to him by Constantine. But he is usually old and weak, and he 

cannot~du Bois did not foresee John XXIII—be a soldier. Not only? 

therefore, can the Pope not enforce his rights, but, also, his very weakness 

stirs up the ambition of sinful men. This leads to war, which, in its turn, 

leads to the condemnation by the Pope of innumerable persons whom it 

is his real function to safeguard against danger. Let him then surrender 

his temporal power, and an effective source of conflict would be removed. 
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The rights thus relinquished could be transferred to the King of France 

in return for a pension; and the latter, partly by conquest and partly by 

treaty, could soon bring Europe to submission. 

The scheme is not the less important because it is impractical. It shews 

how far men’s minds had already gone in rejecting both the suzerainty 

of Pojie and Emperor. The Gliibelline view of Dante was at least recon¬ 

cilable with a great historic past; it was the ruins of old Rome he sought 

to restore. But du Bois has no hesitation in breaking with that past; and 

he has an emphatic sense of the papal claims as no more nor less than a 

source of mischief. Not less noteworthy is the clear view, emphasised 

throughout his treatise, of the right of the civil ruler to unexcepted 

allegiance; if Lombardy, he says, will not give obedience to the King of 

France after the arrangement with the Poj^e has been made, every method 

may lawfully be used to force it into subjection. Not less interesting is 

his argument, in a treatise upon the power of the Papacy, that while the 

Emperor must acknowledge, as the right of confirmation and coronation 

makes manifest, the overlordship of the Pope, no such acknowledgment 

is necessary from the King of France. This emphasis upon national inde¬ 

pendence is clear proof of a new temper; and it lends, b<jth to English 

and French political speculation before the Conciliar Movement, a freedom 

in opiiiion which was much more difficult to the partisans of the Empire. 

That is evident, for example, in the examination by John of Paris of the 

(|uestion whether the clergy are entitled to worldly goods. He does not 

accept the view of the more radical j)arty that they explain the moral 

degradation of Rome; but, with equal vigour, he denies that they are the 

inherent right of the i\)pe fis the Vicar of ( Jirist. He takes his stand 

upon the simj)le fact that princes in particular, and the laity in general, 

have been eager to purchase their salvation at the expense of their pro¬ 

perty; and clerical possessions result from gi'ants in the same way as any 

other. This rationalisiition of vaster claims is, of coui'se, a btisic attack 

on papal pretension; and it is accoinpanied, lx)tti with du Bois and John 

of I’aris, l)v the insistence that the phrases of Scripture have no signi¬ 

ficance outside their historic context. The denial of the mystical inter¬ 

pretation of Scripture already points the way to the scepticism of the 

Rc‘nais.sance. 
\'et, significant as these protests are, they ai*e not less unreal than 

Dante's epihipli upon tlie Empiix‘. For they do not answer the papal 

claims in their own terms: and the unity they seek to substitute therefore 

is built upon expediency. The plea is an inadequate one. The papal 

doctrine, whatever its weakness in fact, is a doctrine of universal right, 

and it could be shattered only by the overthrow of its own postulates. 

Men like du Bois arrest us rather by the temper they reveal than the 

theory they represent; and the central challenge to the Papacy was still 

to be the work of iinptTialist partisans. The radicalism of a pamphlet 

like du Bois’ Dc Recuperatione Svnetae Terrae with its suggestions of 
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monastic disendowment and international arbitration, of women’s en¬ 

franchisement and a French Emperor at Constantinople, is not less fanci¬ 

ful than the conservatism of Augustinus Triumphus. The real attack came 

from men who weredriven to rejection of the papalist assumptions, to accep¬ 

tance, therefore, of secular independence, not by the desire to erect kindred 

assumptions in its place which would merely have served an alternate 

despotism, but by the observation of the difference between the ideal end 

the Church sought to serve, and the ends in practice achieved. They 

judged the Church not by what it claimed to be as a vision but by what 

its actual life shewed that it was. On that ground only could a reasonable 

alternative have been erected. 

Much the most brilliant exponent of the true case against Borne was 

Marsilio of Padua. He was born at Padua about 1270 of middle-class 

parents, and little of his early life is known; but his appearance, in 1312, 

as Hector of the I^niversity of Paris is evidence that he had already attained 

no small inteUectual distinction. At Paris, it is possible that he came into 

contact with the great English schoolman, William of Ockham, whose 

defence of nominalism had made him the outstanding thinker of the time; 

and if, as is not unlikely, he listened also to the teaching of the French 

radical John of Paris, his own intellectual powers would have been 

strengthened by contact with the two great sourccss of fourteenth-century 

innovation. After 1312, a silence again enshrouds his career; and its 

next stage is marked by his appearance with a colleague, John of Jandun, 

in the camp of Lewis of Bavaria. This was in 1327. Three years Ixjfore, 

by midsummer of 1324, he had already written, with John’s help, his 

great work, the D^ensor Pads; and, with such ideas already in his head, 

his resort to Lewis is natural enough. The latter s sudden access of glory 

in Italy resulted in Marsilio’s appointment as Papal Vicar in Rome. But 

the triumph of I.,ewis was short-lived. His adherents were denounced as 

heretics, and he himself was compelled to ofl'er submission to the Pope. 

Marsilio, however, remained recalcitrant; and he died, perhaps early in 

1343, professing the opinions in which he had lived. 

For Marsilio, the historic struggle between Empire and Papacy was 

probably but an aspect of a wider conflict. The ti ue mainspring of hij^ 

ideas is the antagonism between Rome and the Spiritual Franciscans, to 

whose supporters he, with Ockham and John of Jandun, belonged. It 

was the insistence of his party upon the literal significance of the poverty 

preached by their founder which brought them into conflict with Rome. 

A doctrine of rigorous apostolic .simplicity was not likely to be accept¬ 

able in the luxurious ease of Avignon; for it would have deprived the 

Papacy of every material weapon at its command. It was condemned by 

John XXII, and the condemnation enforced amid circumstances of great 

brutality. ITie defeated party did not acquiesce in silence. They 

denounced John as a heretic, and appealed against him to a general 

council. Their general, Michael of Cesena, in a treatise against the 
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errors of the Pope, made criticisms of far-reaching import. A Pope, he 

argued, can err both in faith and morals; infallibility belongs only to 

the Universal Church. The final announcement of faith is, therefore, the 

prerogative of the latter. The Pope is no more than the minister who 

executes its will. 

It is easy to see that there was a real relation between these ideas and 

the doctrine embodied in the Ghibelline view. Lewis was struggling to 

free the Empire from the Papacy; the Spiritual Franciscans were seeking 

to free the Church from the sordid absolutism of which the Pope had 

become the representative. It was not difficult to assume that an imperial 

victory would set the Emperor free to effect a reformation of Rome; and 

the SpiritufiJ Franciscans who devoted themselves to that cause never 

lost sight of the larger and nobler aim. Their effort naturally drove them 

back to the foundations of authority. They confronted a Church which 

had given itself the organs of a State, and was seeking to make of secu¬ 

lar authority no more than an instrument for its own material advance¬ 

ment. They had to shew that this whole conception rested neither upon 

legitimate history nor ethical foundations. More, they had to discover 

an alternative view which would not only recall the Church to what they 

conceived its original and nobler purpose, but would also safeguard the 

secular authority, whose power they would thus advance from the poison 

inherent in the nature of that power. 

It was a gigantic task; yet the Defeimyr Poets is not unworthy of its 

underlying aim. To understand it, we must remember that it is written 

by a man wliose grasp of the Politics of Aristotle—which Aquinas had 

made an essential part of the medieval tradition—was invigorated by 

contact with the eager life of the Italian cities. Civil Society, it argues, 

is a community aiming at a common life. It is composed of classes each 

of which has some specific function; that, for example, of the priesthood 

is ‘‘to teach and discipline men in those things which, as the Gospel lays 

down, must be believed or done or refrained from, to attain eternal 

salvation.’" The ruling power of the community belongs to the judicial 

class who enforce the law. I^w is defined as “knowledge of the just or 

useful to compel observance of which a command with a sanction attached 

has been issued.” The sole legislator of a community is the people as a 

whole, or a majority of them. They only, in their general assembly, can 

say what men, under sanction of general punishment, must do or refrain 

from doing. It is from the people as legislator that the prince, or 

other ruler, derives his power. His task is himself to observe the laws, and 

to see that others observe them. But he is the servant, and not the 

master of the laws; if he sets himself above them, he must be controlled 

by the legislative power of which he is no more than minister. And it is 

important that the power of the community should belong to all its citi¬ 

zens. If it is in the hands of a few, there is no safeguard against error 

and selfishness. Only the whole people can know its wants; and that it 
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may be protected against an ambitious prince, Marsilio insists that 

monarchy must be elective and not hereditary. While he himself believes 

that monarchy is the best form of government, he admits the argument 

for other views; nor does he urge, like Dante and the orthodox Ghibel- 

lines, that a universal monai’chy is necessary. For him the essence of 

kingly rule is the popular right of deposition. He is concerned at every 

point, especially, for example, in his discussion of the place of the army 

in the State, to see to it that the will of the majority is the effective 

power in the State. And the axiom upon which the whole argument 

rests is that the State is itself a societas pcrfecta having within it all the 

means of sufficient and independent life. 

The first book of the D^emtor Pacts reads not unlike an eighteenth- 

century treatise the author of which has learned from Locke the import¬ 

ance of majority rule. By majority, indeed, Marsilio did not mean a 

mere counting of heads; he has rather in mind that “maior et sanior 

pars,’^ the men of worth and substance, who appear so often in im^iieval 

thought. Numbers are to count; but they are not to outweigh quality 

in the making of decisions'. Particularly striking is Marsilio’s insisteme 

that the priesthood is not essential to the existence of the State. At the 

outset of his treatise he is thus able to free himself from what, until 

Machiavelli, was the outstanding feature of political science. With rare 

detachment, he is able, that is to say, to conceive of the Church as an 

institution made by men for purposes defined by them. But the Chimdi 

has departed from the path laid down for it. So far from devoting itself 

to the eternal wx^lfare of men, it hits usurped othei* functions w ith which 

it has no true conccni. It as.sin ts its power over all manner of secular 

persons, especially the Ron)an Kmperor; and in this assertion of its 

temporal authority Marsilio finds the real cause of medieval disturbanc'c^ 

It is, therefore, essential to discuss the tiue character of the priesthood 

and its relation to the secular community. Here Marsilio is as radical as 

he is original. He anticipates not only the views of Wyclif and of Hus, 

but the essential claims of the Reformation itself. For to him the only 

possible definition of the Church is that it is the whole body of believers. 

Layman and ecclesiastic alike are churchmen; and the prerogative of the 

Church cannot, therefore, be restricted to a single class of its meml>ei's. 

No priest, for example, has the right to excommunicate; that power 

belongs either to the congregation to which the sinner belongs, or, on 

appeal, to the Church as a whole. The sj)iritual functions of the clergy 

do not comprise whatever actions ecclesiastics may do; whenever they 

step outside the narrow limits of ecclesiastical duty, as in Imlding proj>ertv, 

they are as much laymen as the ordinary citizen. When they commit 

crimes, they have no right to a special jurisdiction. They are merely 

' Dictio I, Chap, xii, Pars 3, ^Waleiitiorcm inquam partem coiisiderata quantitate 

personarum et qualitate.’’ Clearly the conception of a majority is intended to comhine 

numbers and status in the community; it is not based on the equality of citiasens. 
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ordinary members of Society entitled to no peculiar rights. The prince, 

indeed, would be wise to limit the number of ecclesiastics in any State, if 

they appear likely, through their growth, to threaten the peace of the 

kingdom. 

This is already a thoroughgoing defiance of the orthodox papal 

doctrine. It assumes that the clergy have power only in spiritual matters; 

and Marsilio assumes that they can effect their purpose only by spiritual 

means. To temporal penalties they have no right whatever. These are 

unconnected with the Gospel which is not, in the legal sense, a law at all, 

but a code of conduc^t. Men are not compelled to obey it by a temporal 

sanction and its injunctions are, therefore, purely ethical in character. For 

Marsilio, therefore, the priest is like the King of England to-day—he may 

advise and encourage and wani, but he cannot himself act. Even over 

heresy he has no jurisdiction. The sole juflge herein is Christ, and His 

sentence is awarded in the life to come. If the heretic offends the civil 

law, he may be tried by the civil law for disobedience to it; but the 

Church, <is such, can have no part in his trial. Error of opinion in 

religious inattei*s is outside the competence of spiritual organisation. And 

it follows, from these views, that Marsilio must reject altogether the 

contemporary view of pipal power. For the clerical hierarchy he can find 

no scriptural warrant; and the Papacy itself is no more than a convenient 

centre of unity, of which the historical growth is proof that it has no 

origin in the plan of Christ. He denies that Peter had any primacy over 

his fellow^-apostles, or, if he had, that there is any reason to suppose that 

the Pope of Rome inherited it. Peter never was Bishop of Rome, so far as 

we can certainly say, and the pre-eminence of the papal office is an acci¬ 

dental function of Roman prestige. From this Marsilio concludes that the 

governing organ of the (hurch is the Church itself, acting through a 

general council composed of clergy and laity. Only the civil State can 

convoke it, since only the civil State has authority to judge and to legi.s- 

late. So convoked, the general council has not only power over the Pope 

himself; it may decide all spiritual questions even so far as to excoin- 

nuini(iate prin<‘es and issue interdicts. For the general council speaks in 

the name of the Ihiiversal ('hurch and is thus the voice of the w^hole 

Christian (.'ommonw^ealth. The Pope is thus no more to Emperor or 

prince than an adviser in spiritual matters; he no more rules them than 

the Archbishop of Rheims rules the King of France. Nor has he, or any 

other of the clerg)% the powder of forgiveness. His keys may open the 

door, but forgiveness itself depends upon the w'ill of God who acts by his 

knowledge of the sinner’s j)enitence. If this is absent, no priest has the 

power to absolve. 

No summary can do justice to the brilliance with which these gigantic 

theses are laid down. The conceptions they involve foreshadow^ almost 

every point of modern political philosophy. The substitution of the 

people for the ruler as the true source of power; the insistence upon 
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religious toleration; the reduction of the clergy from a hierarchy domina¬ 

ting the lives of men to a ministry serving them; these, laid down in 

detailed precision, are a prophecy as daring as anything in the history of 

human speculation. Of their influence, both immediate and prospective, 

there can now be no question, Marsilio, doubtless, was far in advance of 

what his own age would attempt. But the horror he inspired in the papal 

camp, the constant references to him in the literature, the recollection of 

him in the Reformation as the greatest of its precursors, are all testimony 

to the fact that he stated boldly and in detail what was already implicit 

in the minds of thousands dissatisfied with the moral conditions of the 

Church. He does not suffer from the narrow scholasticism which, with 

Ockham and Wyclif, makes his contemporaries seem remote from 

ourselves. He w^as unhampered by tradition either in method or in 

conclusion. To his friends, his radicalism may have stunned as lItopia]i 

as it seemed iniquitous to his enemies; yet it is difficult, in the long range 

of medieval philosophy, to find any thinker with a deeper insiglit into 

the conditions of human association. 

It is, of course, probable that Marsilio's very originality made him less 

influential to his contemporaries than a thinker like Ockham who was 

content to travel the wonted path. However much the foundations of 

Marsilio’s thinking were affected by the general philosophy of the English 

scholar, it is difficult not to believe that the latter's political thought 

was, in the main, derived from the Italian innovator. Marsilio had written 

the Defeiisor Pacts before he left Paris; his association with l>ewis of 

Bavaria was its consequence and not its explanation. But Ockham did 

not write on behalf of the anti-papal view until he had been some years 

with Lewis; and it is, accordingly, natural to assume not only that his 

treatises are an apology for his actions, but also tliat they were written 

in the background which Marsilio had already drawn. Yet Ockham has 

qualities that are all his own, and a real independence of view; and his 

treatises are thrown into a form which, repugnant as tliey are to oui*selves, 

probably contributed to the influence they exerted upon his generation. 

He rarely writes as one who has attained certainty. His business, whether 

in the D’mlogus or the Quaestioaes^ is to throw out difficulties in the en¬ 

vironment of a general scepticism. The very massiveness of his work 

probably explains no little part of his authority, for it enables him to 

explore the whole field in the terms of those subtle distinctions and 

counter-distinctions so dear to the medieval mind. In two ways, moreover, 

he w8is more attuned to the thought of his own age than was his great con¬ 

temporary. He was, throughout his w^ork, primarily engaged as a theo¬ 

logian doing battle for his own party; he has nothing of that air of aloof¬ 

ness which often makes Marsilio seem apai t from the actual conflict. And 

he is much more aware than Marsilio of the complexity of the problems 

with which he has to deal. Marsilio, by a superlative effort of detachment, 

is able to outline a political philosophy almost in the terms of modem 
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speculation; Ockham is more conscious of the long road men have to travel 

before that result may be attained. 

Yet the general direction of the two thinkers is identical; where they 

differ is in the emphasis they offer. Ockham, not less than Marsilio,is hostile 

to papal sovereignty; but he has no desire to transfer that sovereignty 

elsewliere. Like Marsilio, he agrees that the Po[)e can en*, but he does 

not suggest that even a general council is infallible. He is as sure as any 

man that the truth of the Christian faith is eternal; but he is uncertain 

how, in an imperfect world, its survival may be safeguarded. He denies 

that either the Decretals or the Roman accretions to Scriptural doctrine 

have a character particularly sacred; but when he searches for the limits 

of Revelation, his speculations wear an air of doubt and even bewilderment. 

He is not even convinced of the need for unity; for he su^ests that there 

are conditions under which both ecclesiastical and temporal sovereignty 

might well he pluralistic. And even while, as an adherent of the Empire, 

he is prepared to concede to it a certain shadowy supremacy, he hints that 

institutions made by men are constantly subject to change; so that even 

the imperial power is, as it were, merely a moment in time. The one thing 

of which he seems to Ixj confident is the self-sufficiency of the temporal 

power. That enables him to assert its complete independence of papal 

authority, and to insist thfit the power of the latter, as also its functions, 

are purely spiritual in character. And for him, of course, as for Marsilio, 

while the Pope may be the active, represen tit ive organ of the Church, he 

speaks always subject to its decision through a general council. With 

Ockham, indeed, the latter is even more universal than it is in the pages 

of Marsilio, since he argues, with much cogency, that women are equally 

entitled with men to represent the laity upon it. 

No one can read far into medieval political philosophy without being 

gr(?atly impressed by its abstract character. There is little therein of that 

obvious pragmatic urgency which is the typical featui'e of modern specu¬ 

lation. No one would imagine that John of Salisbury’’s Policraiiai^ is a 

weapon in the conflict over investitures; no one would sfiy, at first blush, 

that the Defhusor PacU is in essence a plea for the Spiritual Franciscans. 

There seems a delilxTate effort on the part of writers to make the actual 

conflict in which they are engaged an incident in the eternal. It is 

this, perhaps, which explains the vastness of the claims on either side. 

Boniface VlII can never have hoped to give the substance of reality to 

the principles set out in the bull Unam Saructam^ the partisans of Lewis 

of Bavaria cannot have supposed that the scheme of the D^eiimr Pads 

was an immediate ideal. But the willingness to write in terms of an ideal 

remote from immediacy gives to medieval speculation some of its essential 

characteristics. It enables them, after the |)eriod of Thomas Aquinas, to 

write as though Aristotle were a contemporary, and the features of the 

Greek city State the natural situation of the medieval community. It 

permits the use, or rather the distortion, of scriptural texts as arguments 
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to which there is no answer save through the medium of counter-quotation. 

It allows them, even when they write in England with a legal system 

incapable of reference to classical models, to discuss the meaning of law 

as though the jurisprudence of Horne were the only system to which at¬ 

tention may be paid. The basic feature of the Middle Ages is feudalism; 

yet the clavssic political philosophy of the time hardly takes account of 

feudal assumptions in its scope. That is the more curious since many of 

the ideals for which the medieval publicists were striving, above all, their 

notion that impei'sonal law is superior to pei’sonal desire, would have l>een 

profoundly helped by the aid that inference from feudal theory might 

have given. Not, of course, that there is absent a great feudal juris¬ 

prudence; but it cannot be said to influence seriously the main sti'eam of 

political thought, and so far as its impact on Canon I^w is concerned it 

need hardly have existed. The result, of course, is to give all medieval 

doctrine an air of unreality. It does not seem attuned to its chronological 

perspective. It moves, but it moves circuitously nither than directly, with 

its epoch. There is nothing like that immediate impact of events on 

doctrine which marks the religious wars of the sixteenth century in France, 

the Great Rebellion in England, or the synchronisation of socialism with 

the Industrial Revolution. 

Yet when a theory of society in feudal terms comes to be wTittcn, it is 

even more remote from the facts about it than the classical ideas. 

That Wyclifs theories exercised a profound influence is obvious, especially 

in the domain of theology. That they represented, in their general out¬ 

line, the ideal for wdiich men like Marsilio and Ockham were striving is 

not less clear. They w^ere hardly less nationalist in ultimate temper than 

the writings of du Bois, different as may be their method of giving ex¬ 

pression to nationalism. But they are as repulsive in form as they are 

remote from the real. They are, on the one hand, an interesting effort- to 

reconcile Catholicism with national feeling, a reverence for Rome with a 

realisation, common to all Englishmen of his time, that reform was urgent; 

and, on the other, a highly idealised theory of commiinism as difficult to 

apprehend as it was impossible to realise in practiced 

The Wyclif who sought the means of papal reform does not go much 

beyond the typical Ghibelline argument against the Roman claims. It is 

significant, in this connexion, that the nineteen conclusions from his works 

condemned by Gregory XI, in May 1377, are all political in character; 

and most of them might have come directly, .so far, at least, as their 

substance is concerned, from Marsilio or Ockham. The original thought 

of Wyclif is to be found in the two treatises on Divine and on Civil 

Dominion, which seem to have been published af>out twelve years before 

their authors death. Their main thought is the notion of dominion and 

service. They are the terms of an eternal order which links up the lowliest 

being of creation to its maker. God, so to say, is the supreme poasessor 

* Cf. mpra, Vol. vn, Chap, xvi, pp. 495-507. 
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of all things, and the process of subinfeudation is continuous throughout 

the chain of creation in terms of reciprocal rights and duties. It is the 

performance of these which legitimises power; without them a man may 

have possession, but he cannot have dominion, whi(*h is possession justified 

by right. But the relation of God to his creatures is not precisely that 

of an overlord in the feudal scale. All hold of him directly and owe 

supreme allegiance to him; there is, so to say, an Oath of Salisbury, which 

makes the eternal feudalism built upon the English and not upon the 

Continental model. And since the individual is thus directly dependent 

upon God, it follows that the position of the Church is one of convenience 

and not of prerogative. Its mediation is not necessary to salvation, since 

every man may treat directly with his Maker. All men are, therefore, 

priests, and th(.‘ rights of the ecclesiastical hierarchy are demolished at a 

stroke. Already, that is to say, we have reachetl the fundamental starting- 

point of th(‘ Reformation. The Church becomes, not a necessary, but a 

voluntary, organisation of men, and the way lies open to the dogma of 

territorial sovereignty. 

No more radical blow at eccle.siastical privilege was struck in the Middle 

Ages. The remainder of WA’cIifs political philosophy is special to himself 

and interesting less for its inHuence than for the ability w’ith w^hich it is 

argued. Tin* rigliteous man, he urges, has all the riches of God, both in 

fact and in right; the unrighteous, the man not in grace, has no title to 

any of his possessions. I'or, as the Hook of Proverbs says, ‘‘the faithful 

man hath tlie whole world of riches, but the unfaithful hath not a 

farthing."’ Thei-e can be no right w ithout grace, since that is proof of God's 

favour; and possession by the wicked cannot he just, since it cannot l>e 

suj)posed that God would permit tho.se who do not enjoy His favour to 

own by a just title. I1‘ the unrighteous have in fact the possession of 

power, they may, therefoie, W legitimately deprived of it, since they have 

failed to perfiinn tiiat service to tlieir overlord bv which alone true 

dominion may be acquired. It may then be asked why it is that the evil 

man has in fact earthly possessions. WycliTs answer is that the Church 

may be regarded either as the bride of Christ, or as a human communitv, 

in wliich bad and good are alike compounded. It is to that ideal Church, 

the bride of Christ, that (hxFs grant of property is made; the possession 

of it by evil men is the liccident which results from their seeming member¬ 

ship of the Chui-ch. But their possession i.s, in truth, unix»al since it is not 

founded upon grace. Their title is temporary only, since they are wicked, 

and cannot, therefore, have dominion; aiid we kno\v from S(*ripture that 

“ whosoever hath not, from liim .shall be taken even that which he seenieth 

to have.” 

There is a certain scholastic abstractness alK)ut this doctrine; but it is 

grim reality itself compared to the conseijuences \\%clif draws from it. 

Sinc(^, he argues, the righteous man truly possesses the whole universe, 

all things work together for his good; and since there are many righteous 
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and each must, therefore, possess the whole universe, only a communistic 

scheme of property is justifiable, “Charity,^ said St Paul, ‘^seeketh not to 

be a proprietor but to have all things in common,"*’ and Wyclif, equating 

chaiity with grace, assumes that this is, therefore, the only scheme of 

things with divine sanction. All other rules of 1 ife aR^ made by man, and are, 

therefore, so Ockham noted, transitory and indifferent in character. To 

discuss whether one form of government is better than another, whether 

one form of inheritance is better than another, cxert'ises such as these are 

purely idle; for we are given the divine plan and our business is to seek 

its realisation. In an imperfect world, the governance of society by judges, 

jis in ancient Israel, is perhaps best; though, so sinful is mankind that 

monarchy may be preferred, since its unity gives strength to restrain evil. 

That monarchy, moreover, should rather l)e hereditary than elective, since 

an electing body is bound to be infected with sin. In any case, no earthly 

title is adequate; only the favour of God as proved by gi-ace can confer 

legitimacy. Rulers, indeed, are responsible to God; “By love serve ye one 

another,” said the Apostle, and the title of the Pope, senms nervorum^ 

shews that they are stewards of the divine will. And their stewaidship 

again implies communism, since all righteous men ai*e at once lords of the 

w'orld and servants of their felloN's. 

From this would seem to follow' a doctrine of revolutioi^ w hich would 

aim at the establishment of the ideal commonwealth, 'rhai, indeed, was 

the conclusion drawn, not entirely without T*elation to Wyclifs teaching, 

by such men as John Ball in the revolt of 1381. But it must lx‘ em¬ 

phasised that it w^as a conclusion to which Wyclifs own teaching lent no 

countenance of any kind. Whatever is, is for him of God; therefoi'e the 

use of violence is incompatible with His laws. To resist is, thus, to disobey 

His will, which is sinful. Possession by the righteous does not mean 

temporary possession on earth, but ultimate possession in the Kingdom 

of God. The ideal scheme is for the world of the spirit; men must not 

seek by force to assure themselves its enjoyment. And the whole plan is 

applied by Wyclif to the ecclesiastical sphere. The Church lives in the 

re^m of the ideal; if it concerns itself with temporal things, it abandons 

the law of its being and may be controlled by the temporal power. Wyclif, 

indeed, is even prepared to suggest that the Church may one day dispense 

with the Papacy itself. But in this realm, save in the form involved by 

his philosophy, Wyclif has little to add to the views already adumbrated 

by his continental predecessors. 

Taken as a whole, the significance of Wyclif is, of course, theological 

rather than political. In the latter sphere, the system of which he was 

the advocate was too remote from tlie life about him to be important. 

He heui none of Aquinas’ insight into the naturalness of human institutions, 

nor of Marsilio’s power to predict the polity of the future. Yet his doctrine 

is important if only because it shews .so clearly how the ideas of the 

Middle Aiges were being directed into new channels. With him, as with 
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Ockham and his compeers, the separation of ecclesiastical affairs from the 

State not only implies that the life temporal destroys the spirit; it is also 

evidence of the dawning sense that the secular world must be left un¬ 

hindered to manage its own concerns. In his over-subtle fashion, as befitted 

a doctor of the schools, he outlines with lavish detail his philosophic 

Utopia, and, in the discovery of its boundaries, he is already,by unconscious 

implication, outlining the frontiers of the modem world. 

Yet we must not fail to notice that Wyclifs radicalism is deceptive 

unless we remember that it is steeped in a conservative temper. Wyclif is 

by nature an evangelical; for him reality is that inner light by which a 

man is led to intimate contact with his Maker. The knowledge of that 

contact, the prospec^t it offers in the life to come, are, for him, far moi*e 

important than the grim facts of the existing world, ^fhere is, therefore, 

a coiiffict between the ultimate goal at which his philosophy aimed, and 

the methods by which he desired to reach that goal. The first may have 

given comfort to men like John Ball, the Abbe Meslier of his generation; 

the second w'as an assurance to the statesman that Wyclif was on the side 

of the established order. For, like Wesley and Wilberforce in a later age, 

he w^as so sure that the godly man had all the means of a rich life as to 

l)e undisturlxd by the spectacle of a world in which the earth seems the 

inheritance of the sinner. To him, the glory of the life to come is too real 

to make the temporary evil of the present order seem w^orth assessment. 

It must be endured because it is the wdll of an Omnipotent God, a part, 

however difficult, of His mysterious plan. What must be looked at is less 

the actual situation than the purpose which informs it. We have a.ssurance 

that the purpose is splendid. We derive from that assurance the duty of 

acquiescence in the status (pio. Here, clearly, Wyclif lays dowm the 

elementary principles of philosophic conservatism. His tactic links him 

with those who, however radical in ultimate aim, have refused to admit 

the legitimacy of methods which seek directly for its realisation. 

The anti-papalists of the fourteenth century are in much the same 

position as those who protested against the ancien regime prior to 1789. 

In both cfuses, there is a clear sense of the impossible results of unlimited 

autocracy. In both ciises, there is the realisation that administrative 

corruption lies at the heart of the evils it is desired to cure. Marsilio, 

Ockham, and Wyclif can produce their ideal schemes of constitutional 

reorganisation in much the same way as Rousseau, ITArgenson, and the 

Ablx* St Pierre. But, in each case, the opposition to the system has the 

fatal w^eakness that the system, degenerate though it is, represents too 

gi'eat a tradition to be overthrown by merely intellectual protest. It 

cannot be said that the fourteenth-century Papacy w as popular any more 

than it ciin lx said that, after 1754, there was enthusiasm for the ancien 

regime. Yet in neither case was it possible, until a final crisis arose, to 

find a lever of action whereby definitive change became possible. In the 

case of France, that lever was provided by the bankruptcy precipitated 
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by the American war; in the case of the Papacy, it was the Great Schism 

which made inevitable a reconsideration of the Pope’s authority. In each 

case, a revolution was attempted; and in each case, as is the historic nature 

of revolutions, the result was to recreate in what seemed a more powerful, 

because purified, form the centralised autocracy against which the 

revolution had been a protest. For the outcome of 1789 was Napoleon, 

as the outcome of the Conciliar Movement was Eugeni us IV. The failure 

to realise the larger purpose of change meant, inevitably, a further dis¬ 

ruption. Just as 1789 was a link in a chain of which 1830 and 1848 ai*e 

other links, so the Conciliar Movement is the necessary prelude of Luther 

and of Calvin. And just as the principles of 1789 draw new life from each 

effort at their restatement in novel terms, so do the principles of the 

Conciliar Movement lie at the root of all subsequent effort at ecclesiastical 

reorganisation. 

The Papacy suffered much in prestige by its seventy years’ captivity 

at Avignon; but no one thought that its removal from Rome would 

serve as the occasion for a break in the unity of the Church. Yet 

the death of Gregory XI in 1378, after he had brought the Papacy back 

to Rome, was followed by a schism not healed for nearly forty years. The 

French cardinals realised that residencje at Rome implied the destruction 

of their influence, they hated Urban VI, and they elected an anti-Pope. 

Thenceforward Europe was scandalised by the existence of two and even 

three Popes. The schism, naturally enough, emphasised to the full the 

need of general reform. It was clear that the prestige of the Church 

would be destroyed unless men bent themselves seriously to tl;e task 

of reorganisation. Already, in Bohemia, tlie Hussite movement had 

shewn the implications of anarchy; and the failure of the Council of 

Pisa in 1410 to do more than accentuate differences involved a European 

effort. In 1414, at the instigation of the Emperor Sigismund, the 

Council of Constance met; and its attempt to grapple wdth the issues 

confronting it raised problems so large both in magnitude and con¬ 

sequence, that we are entitled to regard it as the real watershed between 
medieval and modern politics. 

The Council of Constance was summoned to deal with three urgent 

problems. It sought to end the schism in the Church; it attempted to 

arrest the Hussite movement in Bohemia; and it desired to reform the 

Church in head and members. In the third of these, little or nothing 

was effected. Minor concessions were made by the Papacy in such 

matters as annates and provisions, and the decree Freqveti^s laid it down 

that a new council should be summoned every ten years; yet, broadlv 

speaking, the only permanent result on this side was the Pragmatic 

Sanction of Bourges (1438), which may he. said to have given the 

Gallicanism of Gerson and the University of Paris a quasi-legal founda¬ 

tion. The Hussite movement was broken in pieces, but oidy after a long 

and bloody struggle in which the defeated party made plain how strong 
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was the new nationalism of which the fourteenth century had seen the 

beginnings. The Council achieved the papal unity Europe so ardently 

desired; and though the Council of Basle seemed to threaten a new 

schism by its election of Amadeus of Savoy as anti-Pope, the rapid 

abdication of the latter consolidated the position of the Papacy in a final 

way. Since that time, there has been no anti-Pope in Europe; and 

though the notion of conciliar action lingered on until the early years of 

the sixteenth century, it is practically true to say there has been no 

possibility of effective challenge to papal sujiremacy w ithin the confines 

of the C'hurch. Those who have sought to combat Rome have been 

ultimately driven to do so from without its boundaries. 

The literature of the Conciliar Movement is immense, for its impetus 

is European in character. Nor can it be divided into categories upon 

any simple plan. There are the treatises of the reforming party who 

seek for radical changes in ec*clesifistical organisations. Of these, the 

most important are the Fi-ench, and, in particular, Gerson, the Chancellor 

of the University of Paris, and Pierre d^Ailly, the Bishop of Cambrai. 

Their interest in reform is, broadly speaking, mainly structural in 

character; and tlieir sen.se of ecclesiastical nationalism is everywhere 

emphatic. But hardly less notable are the Germans, among whom 

Nicholas of‘ Cusa, Gregory of Ileimburg, Henry of Langenstein, and 

Dietrich of Niem, are the outstanding figures. The chief characteristic 

of the (iermans is their profound zeal for moral impi*ovement It is not 

untrue, for instance, to say of Nicholas of Cusa that he sees in institutions 

the main r<vad to a recovery of religious well-being. For him, they are 

always a means, and never an end. In the Conciliar Movement proper, 

the only writer of real importance on the jmpal side is Aeneiis Sylvius, 

who became, in 1458, Pope I’ius II. But he had already wTitten with 

e<|ual ability for the coiu iliar .s('hc*mes; and his writings are interesting 

less for their insight into the problems they confront than for the skill 

with which they are written, and their complete absence of religious 

enthusitxsm. They are the work of a brilliant journalist adapting him¬ 

self to the changing currents of. po|)ular opinion rather than of a man 

who felt deeply the meaning of events. A little later, however, the 

Papacy secured an adv(K*ate of great ability and profound conviction in 

'rurrecremata, whose Su?nma dv Eccksla and l)e Potestate Papae ex- 

pre.sseil with great power the case for pupal centralisation. Middle ground 

is occupied by the Italian cardinal Zabarella^ whose De Schlsinatc is an 

able attempt at coinjn'omise. Zabarella sees all the weakness of the 

papal cause; but he is not less capable of grasping the administrative 

difficulties presented by conciliar schemes. So, too, with the German, 

Dietrich of Niem, in his De rnodixS tmiendi ae reformaivdi ecclesiarn. 

Dietrich has no doubt that reform must come; but he realises that reform 

must make its baigain wdth tradition. 

It is impoii;ant, however, to realise that no single thinker, or group of 
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thinkers, represents at all adequately either the sweep or the impetus of 

the movement. Its theories, both in their strength and weakness, are seen 

most vividly in the acts and debates of the Councils, in chronicles like 

that of the learned Spanish canonist, John of Segovia, or in schemes of 

practical reform like the sixteen points drawn up by the Oxford 

theologian, Richaixl Ullerston, for discussion at the Council of Pisa. The 

real centre of conciliar discussion is the nature of sovereignty in the 

Church. Popes have to l)e deposcxl if unity is to be* achieved; it is, there¬ 

fore, essential to regard the Church as itself a sovereign and perflect 

society with the means and right within itself to correct what deficiencies 

may be discovered. And the experience of papal supremacy involved the 

search for means whereby it could be kept permanently in leading- 

strings. The conciliar thinkers were thus led back directly to the 

foundation of authority. They were compelled to argue that power is a 

trust and that only its proper use can justify its exercise. But ‘‘proper 

use” means that which benefits the Church as a whole; and only the 

Church as a whole can decide what is for its benefit. At the very outset, 

in fact, the thinkers of the movement are driven to discuss the Church 

as though it were a State, and to settle the primary relations between 

its government and its subjects. What, accordingly, they construct is 

not merely a theory of ecclesiastical organisation, but a whole armoury 

of civil principle. The road from Constance to 1688 is a direct one. 

Nicholas of Cusa, Gerson, and Zabarella are the ancestors, through 

pamphlets like the Vmdidae Contra Tyramws^ of Sidney and Loetke. 

For they are concerned with the ultimate principles of obt*dience in a 

State. What, they a.sk, is a valid law? Is it simply a command issuetl 

by a competent lawgiver which must, by the mere fact of Ixung issued, be 

obeyed? It would not have been difficult to take that attitude when the 

lawgiver was the Pope. For centuries of tradition seemed to authorise 

his primacy, and therein men could discern that centre of unity so 

necessary to the medieval mind. It was, moreover, impossible to deny 

certain legal rights to the Pope; he was the recognised depository of an 

authority it had long seemed not only traditional, but also right, to 

obey. Yet the movement is able to rise above these difficadties. At the 

base of its doctrine lies the all-powerful concept of natural law. Positive 

law is legal only when it reflects the substance of natural law; the human 

lawgiver must be obeyed, then, only when his commands are consonant 

with that substance. It follows at once that the Pope is not a sovereign 

but a minister. He has power upon conditions. He is the executive 

authority of the Church. But as he is made by it, so the Church has the 

power, also the right, to unmake him, Otherwi.se, clearly, the Church 

would be his slave, and since orbis rnuwr iirhc, the Church must have the 

means within itself of asserting its supremacy. Powder wrongfully used 

may be destruc^tive of the very purpose of the society, and, when so used, 

that supreme law which popular well-being demands must come into 
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play. All goveniment is thus ultimately built upon consent, and it can¬ 

not, without consent, be a righteous government. 

These general principles are explosive in their results. They destroy, 

for practically every writer in the period, the notion of right built upon 

prescription. The only ultimate source of right is the need of the Church; 

and the only authority capable, or even justified, in interpreting the need 

of the Church is a council representative of its members. The Pope 

has therefore no plenitude of power. He is never legibus aolttitus. His 

primacy is built only upon consent; and, since, so Nicholas of Cusa 

argued, the l^onation of Constantine is a forgery, it could be transferred 

to whatever centre the Church might select. A council alone can define 

and enforce ultimate rights. It may meet whether the Pope summons it 

or no. It may, after papal summons, continue even when the Pope has 

ordercHi it to terminate, if a majority of its members so ordains. If the 

Pope will not summon it, it may meet under imperial authority. It is 

this profound sense that the nature of the ('hurch demands representative 

institutions which led to the famous decree Frequem of the Council of 

Constance. Implied in that decree is a complete ecclesiastical constitution. 

It regards the Pope as a prime minister, whose delegation is from the 

.'Supreme assembly of the Church. Therefrom are derived the principles 

within whicli his powers are laid down. He is flanked by a privy council 

of cardinals by whose advice and consent he should act. They represent 

the guardians of the Chuich in the period when its council is not in 

l)eing. Their business is to curb the exercise of papal authority, since 

the wrongful use of power may be fatal to the life-principle of the 

Church. The cardinals, moreover, should represent the constituent- 

nations of the Church, for its ultimate unity is expressed through a 

diversity which requires expression. No one doubts that unity, but it is, 

so to say, essentially feudal in its character. In this way an end may be 

made of autocratic power, and the wdll which recxdves effectiveness can be 

built upon the consent of the ecclesiastical organism as a whole. 

No ^ok in the period of the Councils so well expresses the temper of 

this thought as the De Concordantia Caiholka of Nicholas of Cusa. It is 

a passionate plea for unity, but a unity which expresses itself in the 

manifestation of difference. It emphasises the need of a power built upon 

a wide basis of consent. It sees the need everywhere for a rigorous 

limitation of authority. It makes large concessions to that ecclesiastical 

nationalism which the discussions of Constance and the Bohemian wars 

had shown to be inescapable. It is hostile to clericalism in the same way 

that Marsilio and Wyclif were hostile, without their ruthless refusal of 

all attempt at compromise. It sees not less clearly the need for civil 

reform, the necessity of equitable taxation, the creation of a representative 

parliament for the Empire, the limitation of imperial power by some form 

of council. Nicholas, moreover, may be said to have learned something 

from the martyrdom of Hus, for he is cleai* that persecution is rarely 
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effective and he pleads for religious toleration in matters of minor im¬ 

portance. Throughout, the book is a protest against the narrow legalism 

of temper which used prescription as a weapon against necessary change. 

Nicholas wrote with a sweetness of temper, an eager desire to conciliate 

hostile opinion, an anxiety, at all points, to attain largeness of view, 

which give his book something of the breadth and insight of Hooker. 

But whereas Hooker was the prophet of a reform to be achieved, Nicholas 

of (>usa, like Dante a century before, was writing a credo qiua imjKmibilc. 

The facts had already destroyed his solution when he propounded it, and 

the end he sought had to seek realisation along very different paths. 

The Conciliar Movement was the one iinivei*sal expression to which 

medieval constitutionalism attained. The men who guided it wei’e seeking 

to give institutional form to experiments, like those of the English 

Parliament or the general assembly of the Dominicans, which were tlie 

effort to make the will of a group the embodiment of the full purpose 

implied in its existence. They sought to make law the expression of 

consent and not merely the vehicle of power. Tlu'V tried to limit 

authority by mechanisms which would compel it to labour within an 

area of competence previously defined and rigorously (‘ontrolled. If the 

atmosphere in which they worked was consistently medieval, the tcnipei- 

they brought to their effort was definitely modern. The aims are precisely 

similar to those who soiiglit the correction of a despotism like that of 

Charles I or Louis XIV. Pym and Prynne, Saint-Simon and Fenelon, 

these and thinkers like these we can parallel without difficulty from the 

earlier time. Just as the doctrinaires of the Civil Wars in England based 

their claims on a fandaineiital law to which power was necessarily subject, 

so the medieval doctrinaiie built his attack on papal autocracy on tlie 

supremacy of natural law'. The Parliamentarians were aided by the 

bankruptcy of the Crown; the conciliar thinkers were assisted by the 

Great Schism. In each ciise, jjrolxibly, the nature of the crisis led men 

to theories far more drastic than they would liave dared to formulate at 

its outset; opposition in a revolution/iry epoch is the obvious nurse of 

radicalism. And in each case, the movement, broadly speaking, failed 

because the administrative mechanisms necessary to give these theories 

reality were lacking to those who announced them. 

For the ('onciliar Movement was a gigantic failure. There was never 

behind its leaders a public opinion wide enough or informed etiougli to 

make possible the success of its schemes. The grounds of its failure are 

obvious enough. Once it had reunited Christendom, it lacked all single¬ 

ness of aim. It dispersed its effort in a multiplicity of plans, many of 

which—as the Council of Basle made clear—would simply have recreated 

the schism it was its purpose to terminate. Tlie princes who blessed 

Constance had no interest in its continuance once reunion had been 

effected, and they only could have provided a vigorous opposition to the 

concentrated power of Home. The movement produced only one great 
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leader in Cesarini; and he was driven to abandon it by the recalcitrance 

of men without importance in the Church. It produced only one thinker 

of the first importance in Nicholas of Cusa; and his schemes were fruitless 

because they were already too late when he devised them. No conflict 

can be waged by a committee when its opponent is a single will that 

needs merely to wait to be victorious. The movement illustrated 

brilliantly the essential truth that in social life men will only obey when 

their allegiance is grounded in an ability to revere, which is also a basis 

of self-respect. But it shewed also the danger of thinking out the 

purposes of a revolution when its occasion had passed. 

Another cause of its failure must not be omitted. The constitutionalism 

which the Conciliar Movement sought to make real was the application 

to the Christian Commonw^ealth as a whole of views already in part 

applied to the secular society founded on feudal principles. But, as the 

effort was being made, those principles were becoming obsolete in feudal 

soci(‘ty itself. The reverence for natural law, the right to choose a ruler, 

the sense that wliat touches all must be approved by all, the insistence 

upon the right to depose a bad ruler—these ideas, which are the 

foundation upon which the conciliar thesis was built, were already 

decaving in the secular world when men sought to transfer them to the 

ecclesiastical. The history of the Middle Ages is so much a conflict 

between Church and State that it is difficult to escape the tendency to 

make the theologian its typical political thinker. There is a sense, of 

course, in which that is true; but there is a sense in which it is important 

to remember that tbe typical thinker is a secular lawyer concerned pre¬ 

eminently with the secular commonwealth. We may emphasise the 

significance of Marsilio and Ockham, of Wyclif and Nicholas of Cusa. 

But wc* must not thereby obscure the importance of Baldus and Bartolus 

and Sir John Fortescue. 

It is, of course, true that no medieval lawyer ever lost the sense of 

natural law as a system of eternal principles by which all positive decrees 

were to be tested. It is the will of conscience, the motivating principle 

of right, the will of God Himself. Jurisprudence is for him essentially, if 

ultimatelv, a branch of ethics, and might has alw ays to run in the leading 

strings of moral principles. The idea never dies that at the back of 

phenomena may he discovered eternal right to which all poiitiai] ^ ^ Tn*::ct 

must conform; and few would have dared to deny the illegitimacy of 

action which ran contrary theix.*to. But the work of the lawyers, in their 

effort to revive the art of jurisprudence, is an attempt to discover what 

prw‘isely natural law is. It needs to be interpreted. Its meaning is ]H)t 

always obvious in the particular occrasions wherc it must be applied. 

Gradually, particularly as the fourteenth century develops, there comes 

a vigorous insistence upon the idea of positive law as something made by 

the State and deriving the weight of its authority merely from its source. 

The prince is legibm solutics; his will hovS the force of law. These great 
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texts seem to enshrine the notion of law as embodied in the person of a 

ruler. There grows up a strong division between his puhltcum, and lus 

privatum. The one takes precedence of the other. The rights, for 

example, of positive law are regarded as at the disposal of the sovereign. 

Bartolus clearly feels that the incidents of the imperial office are in¬ 

alienable; the knight in the Somnium Viridarii develops the notion of a 

raison d''Hat which places legislation at the royal mercy. The prince is 

lex animata; he gives to positive enactment the principle of its l)eing. 

The influence of classical jurisprudence naturally strengthened this view. 

It drives even the philosophers to recover the need for a unity in the 

State wdiich involves a supreme organ for the expression of iLs will. 

Phrases creep into the books which begin to foreshadow Bodin and 

Hobbes and Rousseau. Imperium^ says Gregory of Heimburg, is 

divisihile et inalienabUe\ and Bartolus argues that things like the right to 

tax can never be given to a private person even if the profits therefrom 

are surrendered to him. 

Nor is this all. The invention and the triumph of the concession theory 

of corporations inevitably meant the victory of princely power. The group 

is put in fetters; it is, because a superior will has permitted it to be. 

Civitas may mean a city as well as a kingdom, but Bartolus is clear that 

a true State is a body which does not recognise a superior. Anyone who 

studies the history of gild or burghal franchises in England w'ill realise 

the influence of this notion. In public law' the group is derived from the 

State, and it has no will save that permitted to it by lawyers who are 

seizing every occasion to exalt State-power. They dare not resist. There 

is no appeal, says Aeneas Sylvius in his Germanic days, from the fiat of 

the Emperor; even to think of such a thing is l^se majesU. Petrus de 

Andlo says roundly that all power is derived from the State. Albericus 

de Rosciate refines away the difference between natural and positive law 

until, for practical purposes, it is non-existent. Baldus preaches with 

eloquence the duty of passive obedience. The joint result of legal and 

philosophic effort is two-fold. It makes the State identical with the 

community, and, thereby, transfers to the State the power which the 

medieval need for unity implies. And since the State is recognised as the 

supreme corporation, it follows that its representative organ, whether 

pri' '; or assembly, is entitled to speak absolutely in its name. That 

absoluteness is marked in striking fashion. It means, for example, that, 

a contracts which diminish the power of the State are void. It 

means that a right of expropriation in the ruler is recognised which, even 

if acc!ompanied by remarks on the wisdom of justice, is broadly unlimited 

in extent; indeed there is hardly a thinker on the radical side in the 

ecclesiastical controversy who doe.s not say forthright that public well¬ 

being permits, and may even demand, the confiscation of Church 

property. 

It is, indeed, true, and it is important, that for the great glossators in 
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an absolute sense, the only true State is the Empire as a whole. Their 

recognition of a quasi-independence to regna and civitates is a grudging 

one; there is something private about them, aqd to accord them such 

status is at bottom incorrect. But the concession is in fact made and it 

has in fact to be made. For the actual events of the fourteenth century 

made any other attitude iinpoasible. It is the inference from all the 

English anti-papal statutes of the fourteenth century, as from the atti¬ 

tude to Henry Beaufort in the fifteenth, that England is an independent 

State with all the means within itself of a sufficient life. If the test of 

Statehood is superiorem non recognoscere^ as it is for Bald us, the Englivsh 

lawyer would have asked no more. So, too, with France. The first 

chapter of John of Paris assumes w ithout discussion that the realm of 

France is the abstract State of metaphysics. The Somnium Virkiarii 

argues definitely that the need for unity is satisfied by its existence 

within a definite realm. Marsilio is, similarly, prepared for secular plural¬ 

ity. There are, it need hardly Ixi said, not less emphatic views on the 

other side; and men as keenly nationalist as Gerson were dubious in this 

regard. But it is in general emphasised that the State is no longer the 

Empire, and that separation adds to the sense of a State which makes 

tlie la>v for the community of which it is the ultimate legal embodiment. 

It is worth while to emphasise some of the results of this evolution. 

Broadly, it means that the way is being laid open for the emergence of 

the Reformation State. The Resf/ublka Christiana of the Middle Ages is 

giving way before the exclusiveness of nationalism. And nationalism is 

coming to involve the idea of a centralised State w hich, in its turn, claims 

to represent and embtxly the total social interest of the community in all 

its varied aspects. That tendency is strengthened by the failure of 

feudalism to find a place in either juristic or philosophic politics; had it 

done so, its underlying notion of bilateral contract might have made the 

history of sovereignty very different. Had office, for example, remained 

a subject of proprietary right it would not have been very easy for the 

prince to treat his officials as merely the creatures of his will. So, also, 

with the rights of corporations. There was a period w^hen it did not seem 

unlikely that jurisprudence would recognise them as at once original and 

real. What, instead, occurs is the emergence of an attitude which sets 

State against individual as the only true subjects of law. The corporation, 

or fellowship—and medieval life is nothing so much as a complex of 

fellowships—bexromes, accordingly, a mere grantee of the State in public 

law and in private law that persona Jicta the consequences of whose arti¬ 

ficiality we are to-day but slowly removing from the Common Law^. 

Generally s{)eaking, it may be said that by the end of the fifteenth 

century everything is ready for the modern theory of the State except 

that crisis the needs of which w ill make it explicit. The Emperor, says 

Petrus de Audio, can give to any fellowship what powers he will, and 

revoke them as he pleases in defiance of their tradition. It only required 
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the demands Luther was driven to make upon the secular authority to 

transform such a creed into a philosophy of power by which Europe has 

been governed to our own time. The thinkers of the fifteenth century 

make a direct high-road to Luther; and, perhaps only half consciously, 

it is from the wants he fashioned into dogmas that men like Hobbes and 

Hegel took their weapons. 
Nor have these ideas merely the insubstantiality of theory. The famous 

attempt of Richard II to found a despotism upon the basis of a k^r regia 

which becomes, in his hands, the notion of indefeasible prerogative is 

proof that they had reality. When the Bishop of Exeter preached to 

the Parliament of 1397, his text {Ezek, xxxvii. is the need for the 

incarnation of power in the prince lest anarchy supervene. In the end, of 

course, Richard failed. But the grounds upon which he stood, and, as the 

Articles of Deposition shew, the gi*ounds upon which he was overthrown, 

were in England three centuries in the examination before they were 

finally rejected. For, after all, the Revolution of 1688 is only a i-epetition, 

upon surer territory of conflict, of the Revolution of 1399; and more 

than a century longer was needed before the continent of Europe was 

won to the general acceptance of the victorious philosophy. 

If we enquire into the causes which explain the downfall of the typical 

notions of the Middle Ages, w'e shall have to find them in all the varied 

characteristicii of the period. In part, they are to be found in the decline 

of the Papacy; that which claimed divine power was proved unworthy 

to apply it. In part, also, the unity of which the Enipii'e was an attempt 

at secular embodiment never achieved administrative success; and the 

emergence of nationality w'as fatal to its claims. Within the new^ nation¬ 

state, a predominant cause is doubtless an economic one. The absence of 

enforceable unity in social organisation meant a multitude of petty 

tyrannies; and, as in France in the fifteenth century, the merchants w^ere 

glad to make common cause with the Crowui that, in its exaltation, thev 

might escape from their thraldom. Beneatli the high-sounding dicta of 

lawyers and theologians, in short, it is not difficult to discover the will 

of ordinary men to live under a common rule wliich may permit of 

enforcement equally upon all. llie unified and sovereign State triumphed, 

in the first place, because it was an obvious convenience in general 

administration. It made certain what was before uncertain. It built 

order where, before, there was chaos. Later, of course, it may n.‘ceive 

justification in terms of the divine right of its ruler, arid passive olx^dience 

may become, as with Tyndale under Henry VIII, so much the customary 

view that men will receive with horror the theories of the Monarcho- 

machic writers. Yet, in its origin, the unified State simply appears as an 

avenue to peace; and it is intelligible enough that an age weary of 

internal strife should have received its coming, as in Tudor England, with 
gratitude. 

But it is important to remember that the true medieval doctrine never 
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dies. Not merely to the end of the Middle Ages does the notion persist 
that the State is built upon the idea of law. How strong it was can be 
seen from the fact that a secular judge like Fortescue is prepared, 
amongst other reasons, to admit the supremacy of the Pope over a secular 
ruler in order that the latter may be compelled to do justice to his 
subjects. Natural law, for the Middle Ages, has the primary force of 
modern enacted legislation; and no State would, in its view, have been 
entitled to obedience which did not assume its power to take rise there¬ 
from. Even the thinkers who, on classical precedent, oppose positive law 
to natural law, have a sense of discomfort in making the opposition; for 
positive law is clearly the creature of expediency and its sanctions are 
hardly felt to be sufficient. Medieval politics, in fact, are a philosophy of 
univei'sal right; and that, in its turn, is a theory of ethics, which is a part 
of theology. Men, accordingly, may not transgress it, since they dare not 
transgress the will of God. It is thus the ultimate criterion by which all 
human action must be judged. 

The idea is a vital one; for it is at once the cause and the demonstra¬ 
tion of the continuity of political thought in the Western world. The 
contribution of Greek Stoicism to Roman Law and to Christianity, that 
twofold sanction gives it new vigour and authority for over a thousand 
years. In the sixteenth century it encountered the antithetic notion of 
raism (Ttiat; and the form given to it in the Hobbesian philosophy 
started a counter-tradition from which it has never fully recovered. Yet, 
even in the age of its decline, its roots are deep in human experience. 
International law traces its origin to its influence; men like Alberico 
Gentili, Grotius, and the great Jesuits wrote confessedly in its terms. 
“Ubi in re morum consentiunt,’"* says Grotius of the schoolmen, “vix est 
ut errent.'” It is one of the factors by which the Common Law is moulded, 
as in the hands of Mansfield, to new needs. Freed from its ecclesiastical 
environment, it becomes, in the doctrine of the Rights of Man, one of the 
creative forces in modern time. And even when Benthamite dogmatism 
on the one hand, and Hegelian subtlety on the other, had made the 
rights of man an unacceptable conception, the tliesis of a Sbite to be 
judged by the purposes it achieves bore testimony to the power it 
embodies. There is a sense, in fact, in which the basic idea of natural law 
is a necessary part of any political philosophy which seeks to be more 
than a doctrine of immediate expediency. It was the glory of the medieval 
thinkers not only to have grasped that truth, but so to have stated it as 
to n)ake it an integral part of the heritage of mankind. 

43 



CHAPTER XXI 

THE ART OF WAR IN THE FIFl'EENTH CENTURY 

The ancient supremacy of heavy cavalry, as has been shown in an earlier 

chapter, had been destroyed in the fourteenth century. In different parts 

of Europe different tactics had proved fatal to the ascendancy of the 

feudal knight. The burghers of Flanders at Courtrai (1802) and the Scots 

of Robert Bruce at Bannockburn (1314) had shewn that the pike-phalanx 

on favourable ground and with its flanks covered might prove invulnerable 

to the fiercest charge of horse. The Switzers at Morgarten (1315) had 

demonstrated the helplessness of cavalry in an Alpine defile; and at the 

less remembered—but moixi tactically important—battleof I^upen (1339) 

they had repeated the lesson of Courtrai, and beaten off’ the chivalry of 

Lesser Burgundy on an open hillside. These were victories of the pike and 

halberd over the horsemarrs lance; but far more important for the history 

of the future was the other group of battles in which it had been proved 

that “combined training"' of the bowman and the dismounted knight 

might produce a form of tactics fatal alike to the column of pikes and to 

the charging squadron. This group starts with the obscure tight of Dupplin 

Moor (1332), where for the first time an Anglo-Scottish army formed itself 

in the combination which was to rule for more than a century—a central 

and steady mass of fully armoured men-at-arms, and long wings of 

archery. The much more numerous Scottish army vvas shot to pieces on 

its flanks, while held at bay in front by the spears of the dismounted 

chivalry. The same lesson was repeated against the same army at the better- 

known battle of Halidon Hill in the following year (1333). It remained 

for Edw^ard III, the victor of Halidon, to make the great experiment of 

trying the new tactical combination which had beaten the Scottisli infantry 

upon the French cavalry. Crecy (1346) showed that it was fully as effec¬ 

tive against the onset of successive waves of charging horsemen as against 

the slow'-rnoving column of pikes. This decisive battle had an immense 

moral effect all over the continent, far greater tlian that of Laupen or 

Courtrai. It set the feudal lord.s—in France at first, but soon after in 

Germany and other countries also—searching for new methods of tactics by 

which the power of the bow might be discounted. But the first experi¬ 

ments were not—as might have been expected—in the direction of raising 

a numerous infantry armed with missile weapons, who might suffice 

to oppose and ‘contain" the archery. 

The first experiments for use against the English combination of lx)w 

and spear were in the line of dismounting the greater part of the men-at- 

arms and throwing them in column against the English centre, while a 

small proportion of the cavalry kept their horses and tried to turn the 
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English flanks by a rapid encircling movement. Tliis perhaps may have 

been inspired by a knowledge of the effective use of Sir Robert Keith'^s 

squadron against the archery of Edward II at Bannockburn, for there were 

always Scots adventurers in the French hosts. But at the first two 

occasions on which it was tried, the combat of Saintes (1851) and the 

battle of Mauron (1352), it failed—in one case the encircling did not 

come off, in the other it broke one of the two English archer-wings, but did 

not succeed in cutting in on the flank of the main body. At Poitiers (1356) 

John of France varied the device: while dismounting the mass of his 

cavalry, he sent 300 chosen knights to ride in ahead of the columns of 

attack, and to endeavour to distract the archers by a very rapid charge 

pushed home with desperation, under cover of which he hoped tliat his 

front line might come up unmolested. The plan was hopeless: the whole 

of the forlorn hope were shot down, and never succeeded in closing with 

the archers. The main column had to fight its own battle without cavalry 

aid. 

After Poitiers the French seem to have despaired of the event of all 

experiments on the English “combined tactics,and allowed the whole of 

the rest of the first period of the Hundred Years’ War to pass by with¬ 

out attacking a fully equipped English army. Cocherel and Auray(1364) 

were cases in which their enemies were mainly of their own race, and had 

with them only a few hundred auxiliary arcliers from overseas. Even so 

it is to be noticed that theF rench regularly dismounted all or almost all their 

knights and fought on foot at both battles. So did the French contin¬ 

gent at Navarete (Ndjera) (1367), though their Spanish allies operated 

against the English wings w ith clouds of light horse. Both alike failed 

lamentably against the Black Prince’s combination of bow and lance. 

In the end the ‘counsel of despair’ of Bertrand du Gucsclin—the 

avoidance of all pitched battles—was destined to bring relief to France. 

He proved that a war might be won by harassing an enemy superior in 

battle-tactics, while denying him the chance of employing them. The 

English raiding armies found the French either elusive, or else so protected 

by stone walls or entrenchments (as at St Malo in 1378) that they could 

not be got at. But when the invading army had passed by, its enemies 

overran outlying English provinces of Aquitaine, and captured isolated 

towns and castles before another great force could be scraped together to 

retrieve them. 

The first half of the Hundred YeaiV War ended with a truce in 1388, 

by which Richard II gave up the idea of reconquering the lost regions, 

and secured ^‘or himself only the narrow coast-strip from Bordeaux to 

Bayonne. Hostilities ceased, but the definitive treaty of peace, ratifying 

the status quo^ w^as not signed till 1396. 

Meanwhile the conclusion drawn by all continental captains after 

Poitiers and Navarete, that cavalry charges were useless, was working all 

over hiUrope. It was shown equally at Sempach (1386), where Leopold of 
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Austria dismounted his knights to attack the Swiss phalanx, and at the 

large-scale battle of Castagnaro in Italy (1387), where the Paduan leader 

dismounted all his men-at-arms, under the advice of the English condot- 

tiere John Hawkwood, and received at a stand and behind an obstacle— 

a broad water ditch in a marshy meadow—the attack of the much heavier 

force of the Veronese tyrant Antonio della Scala. But the Veronese also, 

it is to be noted, sent their horses to the rear, and attacked on foot, only 

to be soundly beaten. There is but one notable victory to be recorded 

for the column of dismounted men-at-arms in these years, that of Roose¬ 

beke (1382), at which Charles VI and his chivalry trampled down the less 

heavily armed pikemen of Philip van Artevelde, the leader of Flemish 

revolt. But here it was the tactics of Mauron and Navarete—mailed men 

in the centre, encircling movements by detached bodies of horse on the 

flanks—that turned the day against an enemy unprovided with any proper 

proportion of missile-bearing infantry. Had van Artevelde owned 5000 

competent archers, the battle would undoubtedly have gone otherwise. 

The only part of Europe in which during the last years of the fourteenth 

century the noblesse still fought on horseback was the East, where against 

Turk and Tartar the Hungarians, Poles, and Yugo-Slavs kept to the old 

methods. In each of these nations the strength of the State consisted in 

masses of light cavalry, and their enemies were also essentially fighters on 

horseback. When the French and Burgundian crusaders of 1396 went to 

the aid of Sigismund of Hungary against the Ottoman Sultan, they fell 

in with the system of their allies, kept their mounts, and charged the 

Turkish light horse, whose leading squadrons they rode down,but whose 

system of reserves, rallies, and successive attacks was too much for them 

in the end. Tired to death after several desperate melees, they finally 

succumbed when their horses could no longer be spurred to a trot, and 

their sword-arms were too weary to strike. Against an enemy composed 

mainly of light horse heavy cavalry is as useless for the offensive as is the 

phalanx of pikemen for the defensive. The only proper counter is the 

combination of large masses of missile-bearing infantry with a proper pro¬ 

portion of cavalry fit for the shock, or of heavy infantry able to protect the 

archers or bowmen from outflanking and encirclement. The first method 

was that employed by Richard I at Arsuf (1191) against the Saracen, the 

second that used by the Black Prince at Navarete against the Spanish 

geneiours and their oriental tactics. Each was effective. 

Probably the cavalry-battle fought on the largest scale in this epoch 

was that of Tannenberg (1410), where the united hosts of the Poles and 

Lithuanians beat and almost exterminated that of the Teutonic Order, 

the conquerors of Prussia and Livonia. I'he Knights of the Order, always 

engaged with the Polish enemy, and out of touch with new military de¬ 

velopments in the West, had kept to the old system of war, and fought 

with squadrons of light horse supported by reserves of fully mailed 

men-at-arms. They had with them a certain number of cross-bowmen, but 
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these apparently were used only for preliminary skirmishing; we hear of 
them at the commencement of the battle but not in its main clash. The 
Poles and Lithuanians were all mounted, the former with a certain pro¬ 
portion of heavily armed knights, but the latter mainly as semi-Oriental 
light horse. Hence the battle was along and desperate cavalry scuffle, in 
which the larger army finally overcame the less, though at the left end 
of the line the Germans at the beginning of the engagement drove off the 
ground a large part of the Lithuanian light horse. It is rather odd to 
find that both sides had brought a few cannon to the field; but, as in so 
many engagements of this age, they only got off* two or three rounds and 
had no influence on the day. Artillery, as has been mentioned in a previous 
chapter S goes back to the first quarter of the fourteenth century, about 
seventy years after the mention of gunpowder by Roger Bacon. There 
are indisputable references to guns shooting missiles in 1324-26, and the 
fii*st contemporary picture of a cannon may be seen in an Oxford manu¬ 
script of 1327. A few years later they were quite common, but remained 
for a long time very ineffective except for siege work and the defence of 
places, the idea of mounting them on wheels having come much later. In 
their early days they were fitted upon “gun stocks’", or large beams, and 
taken about on waggons. They could be set down and trained on a 
given spot, e.g. the gate of a town, or some weak spot in its enceinte^ but 
change of position or of aim was a lengthy matter. The smaller ones were 
so ineffective, and the larger ones so cumbrous, that it was long before 
they could be used to any effect in the shifts of battle. At the most they 
could be set in fixed places in an entrenched position, if an army was 
resolved to accept a purely defensive action, and was certain of being 
attacked frontally. 

In the middle years of the fourteenth century an attempt was made to 
secure volley-firing by a number of very small gun-barrels clamped 
together, and with their touch-holes so arranged that one sweep of the 
linstock would discharge them simultaneously. These primitive mitraU- 

lenses were clamped to a beam with a mantlet to shelter the gunners, and 
sometimes mounted on wheels, so that they are called occasionally ‘caiis of 
war . But generally they are named ribaulds or ribauldeqiims. Their fatal 
defect was the impossibility of quick reloading: after giving one blasting 
discharge, they would take an intolerable time to be got ready for a second. 
Hence, after enjoying some vogue for two generations, they dropped out 
of use early in the fifteenth century. 

Iheir disuse was mainly due to the discovery of the fact that a number 
of single tubes of very small dimensions, carried on a wooden stock and 
each managed by a single man, were a more effective battle-weapon than 
a clumsy rihauld. The original “hand-gun’" was nothing but a toy cannon 
strapped to a staff*, and fired by the application of a match to a touch- 
hole. It was some time before men learnt to shorten the staff* into a butt- 

* See supra, Vol. vi. Chap, xxiii. 
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end, and to fire the weapon from the shoulder. We begin to hear of 

‘portative bombards," only a foot long and fired from the hand, as early as 

1365; but it does not seem to have been before the fifteenth century had 

begun that they grew quite common, assumed somewhat the shape of the 

later arquebus, and were used by organised units of soldiery. The first army 

that made them well-known were the Bohemian bands of the Hussite 

general Ziika and his successors (1421-34). The invention gradually killed 

the ribauldy because the latter could only be fired in one direction and was 

intolerably slow to load, while the hand-gun could be rapidly changed 

from one mark to another as its bearer chose, and could be loaded with 

much greater rapidity. It was never popular in England in the fifteenth 

century, because the national long-bow retained for many generations the 

advantage of very rapid discharge, and its arrow was, when shot by a 

competent archer, almost as penetrative as the pellet of the hand-gun. In 

fact the advantages which the long-bow held over the cross-bow in the 

fourteenth century it still retained over the primitive fire-arms of the 

fifteenth—it was both quicker in shooting and more certain of aim. But 

in the greater part of Europe archers trained to the English level of 

competence could not be found. Hence the cross-bow survived till it was 

finally superseded by the improved hand-gun during the great Italian 

wars of the Renaissance. There were cross-bowmen in the Spanish ranks 

as late as the battle of Pavia (1525), though bands of hand-gunners had 

been familiar to most armies ever since the days of the Hussite Wars. 

The perfection of the cannon was as slow as that of smaller firearms. 

“Bombards"" had been known, and regularly used, first in siege-work and 

then tentatively in the field, since the second (juarter of the fourteenth 

century. But they had been so slow in technical development that armies 

well provided with siege guns did not triumph over the defensive so 

rapidly as might have been expected. This is well shewn by the length 

of early fifteenth-century sieges, in which towns attacked by the bt\st 

artillery of the day could hold out for six months or more, like Rouen in 

1418-19 or Meaux in 1421-22. The first case in which a very heavy train 

of artillery made unexpectedly rapid havoc of a formidable ancient system 

of fortification was at the capture of Constantinople by the Ottoman 

Turks in 1453. Sultan Mahomet II had got together the largest accu¬ 

mulation of big guns yet known—62 pieces throwing balls of 200 lbs 

weight or even more. These in six weeks completely broke down several 

points of the ancient triple wall of the imperial city, and made the 

storming of the bi-eaches easy. 

From the peace of 1396 down to the invasion of France by Henry V 

in 1415 there was no conflict on a large scale between the English and their 

continental neighbours. Though small bands of French auxiliaries came 

to the help of Owen Glyn I)wr"s rebellion in Wales, and though Henry IV 

lent a modest contingent to the Burgundian faction in their strife with 

the Armagnacs in 1411, no serious collisions took place, and the two coun- 
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tries went on each in its own line of military ui^e. There was, however, 

one battle on English soil which deserves a word of notice—that of 

Hately field by Shrewsbury (1403). '^This was the first fight in which two 

armies both trained in the school of Dupplin and Halidon, each operating 

with a central mass of dismounted men-at-arms and wings of bowmen, 

met each other in action. The good archery on both sides made the fight 

very deadly, and, tactics being equal, it was finally numbers which settled 

the day, the army of Henry IV being decidedly larger than that of the 

rebel Percies. 

Henry V was already by 1415 a veteran soldier, but his experience had 

been all in the mountain wars of Wales; the protracted sieges of the castles 

of Owen Glyn Dwr, and the long hunting down of his irregular and 

elusive bands, were a very different matter from the tackling of the forces 

of the great French kingdom. The experiment of his invasion of 

Norinandy was therefore a very interesting one. Unlike those great raiders, 

Edward III, the Black Prince, and John of Gaunt, he was a strategist 

with limited and definite objectives, carrying out a plan for the slow sub¬ 

jection of Normandy by a series of sieges, each dealing with the key-town 

of a region. There is only one exception to this line of strategy in all his 

campaigns—the battle of Agincourt (1415). There is no doubt that he 

was convinced of the tactical superiority of the old Eiiglish ‘‘combined 

training’'* of bow and lance, and he was anxious to court a pitched battle 

at all hazards. The French had made no attempt to disturb his siege of 

Harfleur; so he resolved to force them to action by marching at large 

through Picardy and challenging them to a fight. Only this intent can 

explain the apparent rashness of his Agincourt campaign, in which he 

ran many risks, not so much from the enemy as froii^ the alx)minable 

weather, which left his army in danger of ruin from autumn cold and 

starvation. He finally obtained the battle which he wanted; the enemy 

got across his line of march to Calais, and after some hesitation 

attacked him. The tactics on both sides were precisely those of Poitiers 

repeated: the French sent in front of their great column of dismounted 

men-at-arms a vanguard of picked horsemen, who were to ride dowui the 

English archery, and cover the -advance of the main body. Henry arrayed 

his army in the normal national formation—three bodies of dismounted 

knights, each provided with wings of archers throwm somewhat forward, 

covered with stakes planted in their front, and with orchards and villages 

covering the flanks. As a^ Poitiers the French advanced squadrons wxtc 

shot down helplessly. But Agincourt sfiw^ a new modification of tactics: 

finding the enemy’s main body slow' in coming on—the recent heavy 

rain had made the fields into a slough, and the French could only shuffle 

forward at a snaiFs pace in their heavy armour—Henry took the offensive. 

He advanced against the enemy, halted long enough to let his archers 

riddle the front line wuth arrows, and then ordered a general charge, in 

which the lightly equipped bowunen joined in with their hand-weapons. 
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The chroniclers express their surprise that an onset of troops, many of 

whom wore little armour, should have rolled over in helpless confusion 

masses of dismounted knights. The explanation apparently is that the 

French line had been well shot about with arrows, was embogged from a 

weary trudge in the mud, and was tired out by long waiting in imprac¬ 

ticably heavy armour. But of the result there was no doubt, and the rear 

lines presently shared the fate of the vaward division, 

Henry could never get the French to oblige him with another pitched 

battle, and the rest of his series of campaigns is a record of sieges, the 

deliberate conquest town by town of Normandy, followed by encroach¬ 

ment farther inland after he had been taken into alliance by the Burgun¬ 

dian faction, and saluted as heir to the crown of France. His enemies of 

the dauphin’s party refused to meet him in the field, the superiority of 

the English national system of tactics being taken for granted, as it had 

been after Poitiers seventy years back. If anything w/is required to prove 

this admission, it was the one English disaster of the period—the combat 

of Bauge (1421)—in which the Duke of Clarence, having outridden his 

archers, was surprised, overwhelmed, and slain, because he had given battle 
with his men-at-arms alone. 

After the death of Henry V the French obviously considered that the 

change of commanders might bring them luck, and twice ventured to 

face the Duke of Bedford at Cravant (1423) and Verneuil (1424). But it w as 

the system that was beating them, not the general; at each of these battles 

the English fought with the normal array of lances flanked with archery, 

their enemies with masses of dismounted men-at-arms and detachments 

of mounted men told off for sudden strokes. The event was tht; same as 

at Agincourt, and once more the French gave up in despair all hope of 

beating an English army in the field, and fell back on the defence of their 
innumerable towns and castles. 

This was a reversion to the policy by which Bertrand du Guesclinhad 

saved France fifty years before; but it was not by mere passive resistance 

and the avoidance of general actions that the second and more dangerous 

English scheme of conquest was to be foiled. On this occasion the change 

of fortune was caused by a moral and psychological factor—the appear¬ 

ance of Joan of Arc to rally French national and religious sentiment to 

the side of Charles VII. We are not here concerned with spiritual things, 

and must only point out that the military side of Joan’s activity was 

appreciable. She not only put a new energy into the French generals, but 

shewed them that the English force was too small for the great bisk that 

it had taken in hand, that detachments might easily be cut up, and— 

this was most important—that the way to tackle an English army was to 

surprise it before it could get into array and throw out its archer- 

wings. For the credit of the battle of Patay (1429) was hers; coming on 

with headlong speed she caught Talbot’s force before the line was formed, 

or the archers had time to fix their stakes, and scattered it. Whether her 
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coup was inspired by a true military instinct or by a mere eagerness to 

get to handstrokes, we cannot be sure. 

Joan stopped the progress of the English invasion, and dissipated the 

prestige of English invincibility. But, owing to the grudging and pusill¬ 

animous policy of her king’s ministers, she did not finish her task, and 

perished unrevenged. The war lingered on for another twenty-three years, 

spent in the slow recovery of the fortresses which Henry V had mastered 

in 1416-22. It was essentially a war of sieges, but ended with two pitched 

battles of high tactical interest, whose details shew that we have arrived 

at a new epoch in the art of war, for in both field-artillery played a 

notable part. At Formigny (1450) the English army in Normandy had 

taken up one of its usual defensive positions, and seemed likely to hold it 

with success, when the French brought up two culverins to their front, 

and placed them on a spot from which they enfiladed the hostile line. 

They were outside archery range, and did so much damage that at last the 

English charged out from behind their line of stakes to capture the guns. 

This led to a hand to hand fight, which was undecided when a newly ar¬ 

rived French detachment rode in from the flank and rolled up the English 

line. Almost the whole force was exterminated. In consequence the few 

remaining English strongholds in Normandy surrendered with small delay. 

In the final battle of the war, which lost Guienne as surely as Formigny 

lost Normandy, artillery was also prominent. Lord Talbot led the last 

levy of the English in the south to raise the siege of the loyal town of 

Castillon. The French faced him not in the open field, but behind a line 

of entrenchments, part of the contra vallation which they had drawn around 

the besieged place, Talbot saw no way of reaching Castillon save by a frontal 

attack on the lines; the enemy, being completely ‘‘dug in” and under 

cover, could not be effectively reached by archery. All along the entrench¬ 

ments their numerous artillery had been placed. Talbot formed his men, 

both lances and bows, in a column, and dashed at the weakest point of 

the lines. The guns opened upon him with a concentric fire, the head of 

the storming party w6is blown to pieces, and he himself was mortally 

wounded by a ball which shatter^ both his legs. A few of the English 

got inside the lines, but were soon expelled, and the French then sallied 

out and made an end of the shattered column (1458). 

It is worth noting that this intelligent use of artillery by the French 

distinguished all the later years of the war; the two master-gunners of 

Charles VII, the brothers Bureau, established a great reputation by their 

siege-craft—it is said that in the years 1449-50 they reduced as many as 

sixty castles and towns, small and great, in Normandy, after sieges of no 

great length, which contrasted strongly with the six months or more of 

leaguer by which Henry V had won many of these same places thirty years 

before. Obviously artillery was now a growing power, and could even be 

used effectively in the field, though as yet only under certain limited 

conditions. 
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All through the last yeans of the Hundred Years’ War the English were 

still fighting wherever possible with the old tactics of the bows flanking 

the dismounted lances. The French shewed a growing tendency towards 

the use of cavalry for its proper purpose, but the merits of the two sys¬ 

tems were hotly debated. When the Burgundians fought Rene of Bar 

at Boulgneville in 1431 there was long debate whether their knights 

should dismount or no; they chose the English system, and were victorious. 

At Montlhe^ry thirty years later, Cornmynes tells us of a precisely similar 

discussion, which ended in Charles the Bold bidding nearly all his men- 

at-arms take to their horses, only a few being left to stiffen his infantry. 

His French enemies all fought mounted, and succeeded in getting in some 

effective charges upon the Burgundian foot. This was in 1465; ten years 

later at Grandson (Charles is found using all his men-at-arms as cavalry 

against the Swiss phalanx, which beat them off‘ with ease. Nevertheless, 

except in England, wliere every battle of the Wai's of the Roses was fought 

on foot, the knighthood was tending to resume its old methods of action 

over the rest of Europe. The fact was that the English system depended 

in essence on the possession of a very large force of trained archers of high 

efficiency, and no country save England could produce them. The conti¬ 

nental infantry were still inferior in the field, with the exception of the 

Swiss, whose pike-phalanx was immune against cavalry, and could only 

have been dealt wdth in this age by the use of masses of missile-bearing 

infantry properly supported by cavalry. But the Italian, Burgundian, and 

German enemies of Switzerland had not as yet any such infantry. And 

when the Swiss in the next century met their first checks, it was not from 

the bow or the hand-gun, but from the German Lanzknechts—pikemen 

trained in their own style—or from the combination of cavalry with field 

artillery, as at Marignano (1515). 

In parts of Europe where the English archer had not penetrated, the 

fifteenth century shewed some curious tactical developments. The most 

interesting was that of the Hussite armies in the long Bohemian War 

(1420-34). This was the result of an improvisation by a general of talent, 

who had to face the feudal forces of Germany at the head of a raw but 

fanatical national levy, inspired at once by religious enthusiasm and by 

hatred for the Teutonic invader. Zizka’s device was the tactics of the 

Wagenburg or moveableof w aggons combined with the use of masses 

of hand-gun men. It was as essentially defensive as the original English 

combination of archery and dismounted men-at-arms, but was less easy 

to handle, because its strength lay in the array of war-charts which sheltered 

the missile-bearing infantry. If there was leisure, not only were the carts 

chained together, but a ditch was dug in front of them, and the earth from 

it thrown up round the wheels. There was always a broad exit for sallies left 

in front of the Wagenburg^ and another in the rear. But till the moment 

of counter-attack amved these were closed with posts and chains. The 

hand-gunners mounted upon the carts, men irregularly armed with pikes, 
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halberds, wur-flails etc. were stationed in the narrow gaps between them. 

As the war went on the Hussites acquired cannon, which they mounted 

on specially built carts placed at intervals along each side of the 

fortification. 
In the first years of the war the Gennans repeatedly attempted to 

storm the Wagdiburgs^ sometimes by cavalry charges, more often by 

columns of dismounted men-at-arms, but they were invariably repulsed. 

When the attack had been shattered by the effect of the fire-arms, the 

Hussites habitually charged out, the counter-attack being led by the small 

proportion of cavalry which they possessed. Hence came many victories 

against an enemy who seemed unable to learn anything from his defeats. 

At last the Germans refused to attack a Wagenhirg^ and the Hussites 

took to invading Bavaria, Meissen, and I'huringia, where they wrought 

great havoc. Obviously the tactics that should have been used against 

them M ere those of refusing to assault a prepared position, and of only 

attacking M'hen the Hussites were on the march, and the Wagenburgr\ot 

yet formed. Or wlien it had been formed, artillery placed at a safe 

distance should have been used against it en viasse^ so as to force the 

defenders either to suffer unrequited slaughter, or else to sally out and 

lose the advantage of their defences. As a matter of fact the defeat 

(Lipany, 1434) which ended the Hussite wars was inflicted by their own 

countrymen of the Calixtine or moderate party on the “Taborites of 

Prokop. After the failure of areal or simulated assault on their Wagen- 

Imrg^ the Taborites sallied out against an enemy who was not really beaten, 

but waited till they had come far forward in pursuit, and then faced them 

in the (>])en and charged their flank with cavalry. The pursuing horde 

was cut up, and the victors then stormed the inadequately manned 

Wagndmrg. The main legacy which the Hussites left behind was the 

multiplication of small fire-arms: during the next generation bands of 

hand-gun men—Bohemian, or trained in the Bohemian wars—were to 

be found in most of the armies of Eastern and Central Europe. 

d'he military hi.stoxy of fifteenth-century Italy shews no such interes¬ 

ting experiment as that of the Hussites. While Sir John Haw kw oodand 

other condotfuTi trained in the wars of Edward III, who had many bow¬ 

men in their ranks, were the most noted figures in Italy, the English 

system was for a time employed—we have already noted it at the 

important battle of Castagnaro. But as the influence of the Transalpine 

bands and generals faded away, and w^as replaced by that of native cap¬ 

tains of fortune, the decisive use of infantry was forgotten, and cavalry 

tactics once more became predominant. Machiavelli and Guicciardini 

ascribe this to the decaying military efficiency of the civic infantry militia 

of the great towns; when mercenaries had been hired on a great scale, they 

forgot the valour of their ancestors, who had fought sturdily enough in 

the wars of the thirteenth century. When tyrants, the inevitable result 

of faction, grew common in Italy, they habitually discouraged the native 
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kvie en masse^ preferring to rely on mercenaries. But the cities which 

never fell into the hands of a tyrant, such as Venice, were no less given 

to the employment of foreign bands than were the lords of Milan, Verona, 

or Padua. These mercenaries, hired out by their condottieri^ or contractor 

captains, were from the early days of the fifteenth century onward nearly 

all heavy cavalry. Machiavelli I'emarks, with perfect truth, that in an 

army of 20,000 men there were often only 2000 or 8000 properly equipped 

infantry. A horseman naturally wishes to get the advantage of his hoi*se, 

unless some overruling condition of war forces him to dismount, and the 

Italian battles of the fifteenth century were essentially cavalry fights. 

But mercenaries fighting for profit, and hired one year by one prince 

and the next year by his rival, had neither patriotism nor fanaticism to 

excite them. To them war was a matter of business, and they were much 

more set on making and ransoming prisoners, or on extorting contributions 

from captured towns, than on killing their employer’s enemies. Why should 

a thrifty captain slay the men-at-arms of the opposite party, who were 

capable of paying good ransoms, and perhaps were old comrades who had 

been serving along with him in the last campaign? And since war was 

his trade, was it wise to put an end to war by a crushing and conclusive 

victory over the enemy of the moment? And so, as Guicciardini says, 

“they would spend the whole of a summer on the siege of one fortified 

place, so that wars were interminable, and campaigns ended with little or 

no loss of life.” When in 1428 the great condottiere Carmagnola captured 

nearly the whole army of the lord of Milan, at the battle of Maclodio, he 

disgusted his Venetian employers by ransoming all the chiefs and officers 

next day for his private profit. 

The consequence of leaving the conduct of war in the hands of the great 

mercenary captains was that it came often to be waged as a mere tactical 

exercise or a game of cheas, the aim being to mancBUvre the enemy into 

an impossible situation, and then capture him, rather than to exhaust him 

by a series of costly battles. It was even suspected that condottieri^ like 

dishonest pugilists, sometimes settled beforehand that they would draw 

the game. Battles when they did occur were often very bloodless affairs, 

ransoms rather than killing being the object of the players. Machiavelli 

cites cases of general actions in which there were only two or three men- 

at-arms slain, though the prisoners were to be numbered by hundreds. 

This insincere and absurd form of war—long cavalry manoeuvres ending 

sometimes in an almost bloodless tilting-match—continued in Italy 

down to the moment when the French came over the Alps to conquer 

the kingdom of Naples in 1494. These Transalpines, and the Swiss hired 

to fight in the Milanese quarrels, shocked Italian military opinion by 

winning unscientific battles after they had been out-manoeuvred, and by 

slaying the routed enemy wholesale—cosa nuova e di spavento grandis- 
simo a Italia^ gid lungo tempo assnrfatta a vedere guerre pid presto belle 
di pompa e di apparcdi^ e quasi simili a spettacoli^ as Guicciardini cynically 
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remarks. The history of Italian fifteenth-century strategy and tactics 

ends with the coming of the bloodthirsty hordes of Charles VIII, imd 

the introduction of the new forms of war which marked the period that 

was to endure for the next two generations. 

The complicated and interesting battles of the great Italian wars 

between 1494 and 1658 only concern us here because it is necessary to 

shew that the elements of their tactics were already to be found existing 

as separate phenomena, not yet correlated, in the wars of the later 

fifteenth century. We have already noted the commencement of the prac¬ 

tical use of field-artillery, and the multiplication of the smaller fire-arms 

which dated from the Hussite Wars. The cavalry charge, a thing almost 

extinct in Western Europe about the year 1400, had already been seen 

again at Montlh^ry and in the wars of Charles the Bold with the Swiss. 

It was to emerge on a larger scale at Fornovo, Marignano, and many 

another bloody Italian field. Above all, the use of the heavy column ot 

pikemen, as a thing immune against the cavalry charge, had been seen in 

all the earlier Swiss victories, and had reached its culminating point ot 

victory at Grandson and Morat. The simultaneous employment on one 

field of fire-arms great and small, of the column of pikes, and of the onset 

of the heavy gendarmerie^ was to be the characteristic of the sixteenth- 

century wars. But into these struggles we have not here to enter. 

It was, in the end, to be the development of small fire-arms, capable of 

rapid discharge, which was to drive armour from the battle-field. But 

the hand-guns of the fifteenth century were still very imperfect weapons, 

not yet able to hold their own against good archery. Plate-armour haid 

developed mainly as a defence against the long-bow^, and defensive 

armour was at its prime during this periotl, for workmanship and for 

complicated ingenuity—we may add also for picturesque and artistic 

appearance; and the scalloped and fluted panoplies that are generally 

named after the Emperor Maximilian are certainly the most graceful 

armour ever known. But the man-at-arms paid dearly for the complicated 

defences which the smith forged for him. All through the century we 

hear complaints of the drawbacks of a complete harness. During the 

period when fighting on foot still prevailed, rapid advance was difficult, 

and retreat generally fatal. At Agincourt the French chivalry were 

wearied out, and finally almost embogged, by a mere march of a mile 

over newly-ploughed and rain-sodden fields. By the time that they got 

into collision with their enemy they were wellnigh exhausted. And the 

dreadful proportion of casualties among the higher ranks to be found in 

the Wars of the Roses was undoubtedly due to the fact that in a routed 

army the bowmen and billmen could make off* rapidly, but the knights 

and nobles were doomed, unless they possessed exceptionally trusty pages 

to bring up their horses from the rear. In normal fights on the continent 

the slowly moving vanquished were captured and held to ransom. But 

* See supra, Vol. vi, p. 796. 
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when a party blood-feud was prevalent, as during the latter part of this 

great English series of campaigns, we find commanders like Edward IV 

giving orders to spare the commons, but to cut down every man wearing 

golden spurs. In such a struggle complete armour was a death-trap. 

When horse-fighting came back into favour the drawback was not quite 

so evident, since the wearer of a heavy panoply might escape, if his horse 
were not disabled. Masses of fully-armed horse were still seen during the 

great Italian wars which covered the period where the fifteenth and 

sixteenth centuries join. But when cavalry once more became the 

dominating arm, as the sixteenth century wore on, it was a much lighter 

cavalry, which had begun to discard great part of its armour, and to aim 

at rapid movement rather than at mere massive impact. 

Only one more point of importance remains to he dealt with l)efore we 

have done with the fifteenth century and its art of war. This is the 

beginning of the national standing army, as opposed to mere royal guards 

or small permanent garrisons of castles, with which the world was already 

familiar. Of royal guards the largest and most formidable existing in 

had been the Janissaries, the slave-soldiery of the Ottoman Sultan, 

a force of disciplined infantry armed with the bow, which by the time of 

Mahomet II had reached a total of some 10,000 or 12,000 men. No 

Western power could shew any equivalent for it in numbers or efficiency; 

the personal retainers of Christian sovereigns never exceeded some few 

hundreds of men in permanent pay. And the existence of the Janissaries 

as a formidable unit of infantry had, all through the fifteenth century, 

given the Turks a great advantage over the irregular hosts of their 

Yugo-Slav, Polish, and Hungarian enemies—as witness Varna (14‘44) and 

the second Kossovo (1449). 

But a permanent standing army had appeared in Western Europe, on 

a modest scale, in the year 1445, and was to ]ye the first symptom of a 

general movement toward the creation of modern military organisations. 

This force was the CmnpagmeH cTOrdcmnance of Charles VII, a body of 

20 units of horse and foot combined, which the King of France kept under 

arms when he disbanded after the truce of 1444 the greater part of the 

heterogeneous troops whom he had l)een employing in the English war. 

Charles’s old levies had been Ecorchews for the most part, ill paid bands 

often hard to distinguish by their conduct from robber-gangs, working for 

the benefit of themselves and their captains. At the great disbanding in 

1444-45 the king selected from the mass of his officers a score of pro¬ 

fessional soldiers, some of them great nobles, others condottierl mainly of 

French blood, only a very few foreignei-s being chosen. To each of them 

was given the task of selecting and organising into a “company"’ a limited 

number of trustworthy and efficient troopers and archers. 

Each of the twenty companies—fifteen for Langue dVil and five for 

Languedoc—consisted of a hundred lances fournies ov lances garnies as they 

were sometimes called. The “lance” w'as composed of one fully equipped 

man-at-arms, a coutilier who acted as his squire, a p^lge, two archers, and 



The Compagnies d’Ordonnance 669 

a vakt de giierre. All were provided with horses for transport, but the 
two archers and the vakt were intended to act as infantry, and it is 

doubtful if the page was a combatant. Thus the companies ran up to six 

hundred men apiece; they were each officered by a captain, a lieutenant, 

an ensign, and a “guidon.'" The total made up a standing army of 

li2,000 men, quite a considerable force for the fifteenth century. The 

man-at-arms received ten livres toumois a month, out of which he had to 

provide for his horses and the page. The other members of the lance had 

four or five livreit apiece. That they were royal troops, and not mercenary 

bands hired from their respective captains, w£is shewn by the fact that 

the king nominated all officers, paid the men individually, and had a staff* 

of inspectors, who reviewed the companies at reasonable intervals. They 

were not kept about the king’s person, but garrisoned at strategic points 

all over France, and in their earliest years one of their chief duties was 

to keep the roads clear of highway-robbers, the legacy of thirty years 

of war. 

It will be noted that the proportion of men trained to serve as infantry 

in the compagnies was small. To provide greater numbers, if of less 

valuable material, (’harles tried the experiment of establishing a sort of 

local infantry militia, the Francs-Archeis, In each parish or similar unit . 

an able-bodied man was designated, who, in return for receiving immunities 

from taxation, was always to be ready to turn out with a bow or cross-bow, 

a steel-cap, and a “jack” or brigandine, when summoned to the field by 

the king. The archers of each district were to be assembled for inspection 

by royal officers four times a year, and were ordered to keep themselves 

efficient by regular practice at targets. The experiment was a failure, no 

arrangements for keeping the men organised in regular units, or accus¬ 

tomed to discipline, having been provided. Only long periods of embodi¬ 

ment could have made them a useful force. They turned out, when 

mobilised, to be little better than a peasant-levy, and though assembled 

in considerable numbers by Charles VII and by Louis XI in his earlier 

years, were gradually allowed to drop into obsolesence. The real origin 

of the infantry corps of the French standing army was to be found in the 

bodies of Swiss, whom Louis XI first hired, and who became under his 

successor a permanent part of the tVench military organisation. Regular 

infantry of native origin were not raised and kept on foot till the great 

Italian wars had begun, after our period has come to an end. 

But from 1445 Europe had before its eyes the type of the modern 

standing army—the tool of Renaissance monarchs—as embodied in the 

Compagnies cTOrdonnaiwe, Feudal armies are beginning to disappear, 

mercenary bands under condottieri or contractors are destined to follow 

them into oblivion, and in short the military organisation of the Middle 

Ages is about to give place to that of the modern world, though the 

hired adventurer, and the feudal man-at-arms doing his stipulated turn 

of service for his fief, were yet to be found for many a year on the rolls of 

the armies of the West 



CHAPTER XXII 

MAGIC, WITCHCRAFT, ASTROLOGY, AND ALCHEMY 

The Middle Ages received from previous periods and civilisations 

a rich inheritance of magic, divination, occult science, and demonology. 

Egypt and Babylonia bequeathed their long-accumulated stores of super¬ 

stition. The one offered its elaborate mortuary ritual and charms for the 

dead, its scarabs and amulets, its wax images and mannikins, its poly¬ 

pharmacy and divining dreams. The other added its incantation tablets, 

omens, liver divination, prediction from the stars, and varied magical 

paraphernalia. Both bestowed their sorcery and demons. Greek philo¬ 

sophy had introduced a more rational attitude towards nature, but the 

Greeks had not abandoned magic and divination. From the Persian 

Empire came Zoroastrian dualism, in which the struggle of the prince 

of this world against the other offered possibilities for both terrestrial 

and celestial magic. During the Hellenistic period astrology developed 

its elaborate technique. The mysteries and oriental cults that flooded the 

Roman Empire were accompanied by kindred philosophies: Gnosticism, 

with its close relations to astrology and magic as well as to Christianity, 

and Neo-Platonism, with its divination and theurgy. In the literature 

of the Roman Empire, whether scientific or popular, historical or sup¬ 

posititious, magic and astrology were prominent and were passed on to 

the Middle Ages in such authoritative works as Pliny's Natural History 

and Ptolemy's Quadripartitum, Finally, there was the primitive magic 

and folklore of the less civilised peoples who lived in or near the Roman 

Empire, such as the Celts, traces of whose Druidic lore already appeared 

in Roman authors, or the Germans, which were to affect popular belief and 

custom of the medieval period. 

As that period opened, however, the Western world, so far as it comes 

within our ken, was predominantly Christian, and the authorities, clerical 

or secular, were displaying systematic intolerance towards other forms of 

religious belief or of popular superstition. Paganism, as the word suggests, 

became relegated to the rural and backward districts. The Christian 

Emperors since Constantine, in their edicts preserved in the Theodosian 

Code, had forbidden magic and divination as well as idolatry and heathen 

worships. Various Church Councils of the early medieval centuries legis¬ 

lated against this or that popular superstition. How far did this policy 

succeed in wiping out the magical beliefs and practices of the past.^ To 

what extent did Christianity substitute an analogous magic of its own? 

To what degree did the old superstitions reappear in slightly changed 

fonns or under new names? 

The Old Testament contains prohibitions of divination and sorcery 

but also instances of their employment. In the Roman Empire the Jews 
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were often I'egarded as charlatans, enchanters, and conjurers of spirits. 

The early Christians were similarly accused of magic by their adversaries, 

and the apocryphal and heretical writings, at least, of the early Christian 

centuries provided some evidence to substantiate the charge. The situation 

was not unlike a war in which either side hotly charges the other with 

employing illicit methods, weapons, or gases. But as with gases, so with 

magic. There is the kind that one indignantly prohibits and condemns,and, 

on the other hand, the kind that one practises and condones. This is a 

distinction to be kept in mind throughout the medieval period, that a pro¬ 

hibition of magic does not necessarily imply disapproval of all forms thereof. 

If Christianity at first tended to simplify and purify religion and daily 

life, there soon grew up again the institutions of sacraments, priesthood, 

and ritual which had an affinity with the ancient order of religious ideas. 

On the other hand, the personification of things in nature was frowned 

upon as too closely approaching nature worship. This in turn brought 

into disfavour the belief that magic power is inherent in natural objects 

and in rites of nature. God must be given all the glory. But sooner or 

later the suggestion was made that all these marvels of nature were God’s 

gift to man, that God had endowed gems with their extraordinary powders, 

that the stars—although not to be worshipped as gods—were His signs 

in the sky or instruments and secondary causes manifesting the future, 

that there was no harm in plucking a potent herb at dawm if one simul¬ 

taneously rejx^ated a j)aternoster. Thereby was saved the conception of 

occult virtue, fundamental in natural magic, and practically the entire 

pseudo-science of astrology. 

The early Christians lived in an atmosphere of prophecy, vision, and 

miracle, and w^ere keenly sensitive to what the Apostle Paul would have 

called the ‘‘pneumatic'’ w orld, or realm of spirits. This continued to be the 

attitude of the average monastery, ami w as inculcated by such literature 

as the lives of the saints and the sermons of popular preachers, or by 

such practices as the cult of relics, exorcisms, and holy water. The early 

Christians had l>een accused of atheism by their opponents, but, instead 

of denying the very existence of the pagan gods, they generally classed 
them as evil spirits, thereby swelling the ranks of demons, a class of 

}3eings already recognised by pagan antiquity, an5 increasing the pos¬ 

sibility of magic. 

ITiroughout the medieval period theologians repeatedly discussed the 

nature of demons and their capacity to perform or assist in the perform¬ 

ance of teats of magic. Did these spiritual beings possess bodies at all, 

and if so, were these aerial and transparent to the point of invisibility? 
Could they assume any bodies they pleased, or did they delude the 

human senses or imagination into fancying that man perceived such 

bodies? Could they enter human and other bodies? Could they pene¬ 

trate and pass through solid bodies? Could they move or transport 
through the air with extreme rapidity to great distances heavy bodies 

44 



662 Diabolical and natural magic 

such as the prophet Habakkuk or witches on their way to the sabbat? 

Free from bodily limitations, immortal or very long-lived, and pos¬ 

sessed as they were of extreme guile, had they acquired so intimate 

an acquaintance with the secrets of nature and so prolonged an ob¬ 

servation of signs and sequences, causes and effects, contingencies and 

probabilities, that they could perform any marvel required by magicians 

and enchanters, and could predict with reasonable certainty the outcome 

of almost any event? Could they speak with the tongues of men and of 

angels? Could they produce impotency and prevent the consummation 

of marriage? Did they merely affect dreams and the imagination, or 

were they capable of intercourse with either sex? Such were the questions 

debated—in no small measure, it is true, in terms of what classical 

authors like Plutarch and Apuleius had said alresidy concerning demons. 

While such questions were variously answered at different times and by 

different pereons, enough preternatural power and subtlety was always 

allowed the demons—at least by theologians; medical men were more 

sceptical—to account for the success of a vast amount of divination, 

sorcery, and other occult arts. This was diabolical and forbidden magic 

in distinction from the natural and less objectionable variety. 

Just as there is a fundamental resemblance between the charm which 

kills and the charm which cures, so it was no easy matter to draw a hard 

and fast line between diabolical and natural magic, or, for that matter, 

between natural magic and natural science. F.ven Augustine, an exponent 

of the demoniacal theory of magic, in his Confessions^ censures “the vain 

and curious desire of investigation’’ through the senses, which is “palliated 

under the name of knowledge and science,” but is apt to lead one “info 

searching through magic arts into the confines of perverse science.” Over¬ 

much stress has been laid upon the diabolical magic of the Middle Ages. 

Magic, according to those who believed in it and practised it, could be 

performed merely by human agency, without invoking spirits, by use of 

fitting materials, whether natural or artificial, due rites and ceremony. 

This sort of magic was related more closely to learning and science, to 

medicine, technology, and the arts than it was to religion oi demonology. 

For this reason we must somewhat qualify the generalisation of Hansen 

that faith in magic grows as interest turns away from empirical study of 

nature to religious speculation, since it obscures the close historical con¬ 

nexion between the empirical study of nature and magic. Empiricism is 

often another name for superstition, while magic—and still more astrology 

and alchemy—may be characterised by experimentation and associated 

with research. All the Pauline “pneumatics,” all the Christian personifica¬ 

tion of evil in place of the previous pagan personification of nature, failed 

to eradicate the underlying connexion of magic with nature. Magic may 

have striven to transcend, perturb, and upset nature, instead of being 

content to interpret and utilise it as modern science does. But it made 

1 X, 35: Migne, Patrologia Ijatina, xxxii, c. 802. 
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much use of natural objects and relationships; it had its own charac¬ 

teristic view of nature, its own fixed laws and well-observed rules. 

Theologians and canonists might argue that demon activity was con¬ 

cealed in this sort of magic too, by implied pact or otherwise; their 

strained contention does not seem to have carried general conviction. 

Even an incantation was not necessarily spoken to a spirit; it might 

address itself directly to herb or wind, to drug or human being. It wm 

a command or cue to be obeyed by the thing directly concerned. More¬ 

over, the theologians were perhaps none too well advised in granting to 

the demons so great a sway over this attractive field. If those evil spirits 

knew so much and could do so much, why should not adventurous and 

heroic individuals risk soul and body to snatch some of these secrets for 

the benefit of humanity and posterity.^ The theologians would reply 

that demon 5 are by nature deceivers, whose prime object is to lead men 

astray, and that no dependence is to he placed upon them. Yet men 

could read in professed histories, or even in professed scriptures, that all 

useful arts and sciences had been revealed to early man by fallen angels, 

and men might insist that, while certain arts of divination had originally 

been learned from demons, they were now^ workable inde|;)endently of any 

diabolical aid or [)act. Apart from the standing temptation to invoke 

a spirit and try to extract some desired information or service from him, 

there was another flaw and seduction in the arguments of the Church 

Fathers and schoolmen. If the demons’ ability to work marvels vying 

with divine miracles and to predict the future was in large measure 

explainable by their long lives and close acquaintance with nature, why 

might not mankind, by long-continued obse*rvation and experiment, by 

building on the results believed to have been already obtained by Moses 

and Solomon, or by the divine men of Egypt and Babylon,” keep 

developing the powers and enlarging the sphere of natural magic until 

men would have little need or temptation to solicit the dangerous assist¬ 

ance of spirits? Thus, at least, the matter would be apt to present itself 

to a person of superior intellect such as Roger Bacon or Albertus 

Magnus. 

The ordinary man, of coui'se, employed the one or two charms which 

were known to him personally and of whose efficacy he had somehow 

become convinced, or paid an occasional visit to a diviner or astrologer 

under the urge of some selfish motive or curiosity. A preacher might 

spiritedly exhort the peasant to let all his cow\s die rather than consult 

a witch for a charm to cure them; the rustic was apt to tiy to save his 

cattle first and his soul aftei-wards. For we must guard against inferring 

that prohibitions of magic by Church Fathers or ecclesiastical synods 

and councils would make much impression on the superstition of the 

common man. Magic had always been more or less prohibited and 

prac tised suh rasa in classical times and pagan antiquity, and the require¬ 

ments of logical consistency which a trained intellect would draw from a 
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monotheistic faith were not much taken to heart by the populace. Con¬ 

sequently in the Coptic period of Egyptian history we find popular magic 

remaining unchanged save for an added Christian tinge, such as the use 

of Christian divine names with which to conjure. There is little reason 

for supposing that the barbarous Celtic and German West under the 

influence of declining Rome would prove more enlightened. 

Standing out on the watershed between ancient and medieval times 

and thought is the tremendous figure of St Augustine (a.d. 354-4»50), 

“the greatest of the four.*^ As the sun of classical culture and oriental 

religion set behind it, it cast a long shadow over the centuries to come. 

Undoubtedly St Augustine’s credulity concerning tales of sorcery and 

the many passages in his writings against magic and astrology w^ere very 

influential. But he had too little sympathy with scientific investigation 

to carry much weight with those interested in nature. Even in the fifth 

century he still found it eidvisable to defend Christians and Christianity 

from the imputation of magic. That his own opposition to astrology 

was not universal, or even typical, is shewn by the uncompromising 

astrological manual of Julius Firmicus Matemus in the fourth century, 

written almost certainly after his intolerant attack on other religions 

than Christianity, and by Augustine’s fellow African bishop and con¬ 

temporary, Synesius of Cyrene, who was a student of the occult and of 

divination, and perhaps author of a w^ork on alchemy. Even Augustine 

shared the faith in mystic numbers of his Neo-Platonic contemporaries, 

Macrobius and Martianus Capella. 

Alchemy, which w^e just mentioned, is thought of as especially con¬ 

nected with the Middle Ages, and not without some justification, since 

the earliest extant manuscripts of alchemical writings date from about 

the thirtl to the fifth centuries of our era. That ascribed to the historian 

Zosimus appears to be genuine. Alchemy continued, how'ever, to flourish 

ill early modem Europe and is still practised in Egypt and the Orient. 

The earliest alchemical treatises are closely associated wuth magic papyri 

and are themselves full of magic. Their tone and style are even more 

mystical and oracular than those of later productions in the same field. 

These earliest extant treatises are written in Greek; alchemical composi¬ 

tions in Arabic can hardly be traced farther back than the Abbasid 

dynasty. 

From the early medieval period, when literature, learning, and the 

arts were in a state of decline in the Latin West, there nevertheless have 

come down to us documents attesting the continued interest in magic 

and astrology. A few may be mentioned by way of illustration. Medieval 

epitomes of the fourth-century work of Julius Valerius on the legend of 

Alexander set forth the story of Nectanebus, Egyptian magician and 

astrologer and natural father of Alexander, and were thus precursors 

of the magic motif in the later vernacular romances of Alexander. 

Other characteristic works were the Herbarium of the Pseudo-Apulei us 
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with its conjurations of herbs and other magical procedure; the De 

viedicamentis of Marcellas Empiricus with its very superstitious remedies; 

the Latin translation of Alexander of Tralles, a Greek physician of 

the sixth century, with its ligatures and suspensions, incantations and 

characters; the translation by the Venerable Bede of a treatise on divina¬ 

tion from thunder. The De naiura rerum of Bede likewise comprised 

several chapters on presages from moon, stars, clouds, fires, and birds, 

which Haureau justly censured the printed edition included in Migne’s 

Patrologia latina for having expurgated. Boethius strengthened the 

position of astrology in the Christian world by his discussion of fate, 

free will, and the stars in The Consolation of Philosophy, Isidore of 

Seville blew both hot and cold on the subject, stating that astrology was 

partly superstitious, partly a natural science. For a brief definition, 

however, it is doubtful if this can be bettered. Isidore also gave a defini¬ 

tion of magic and a cabdogue of oc‘cult arts which was much utilised 

by subsequent writers — Rabanus Maurus, Hincinar of Rheims, Burchard 

of Worms, Ivo of Chartres, Gratian in the Decyrtum^ Hugh of St Victor, 

John of Salisbury, and others after him. We may not affirm with 

absolute certainty that the naive and simple schemes and methods of 

divination which are found scattered through the extant manuscripts 

from the ninth to the twelfth century and still later were equally in use 

earlier, but everything seems to point towards this conclusion. The 

Sphere of Apuleius or Pythagoras, which was used to determine whether 

the patient or person otherwise in danger would live or die by a numerical 

calculation based upon the letters of his name and referred to a table, 

was but a continuation of the Greek Sphere of Democritus or Petosiris. 

The lists of unlucky Egyptian days for each month go bac*k to a Roman 

calendar of a.d. 354 and wei-e mentioned by St Ambrose and St Augus¬ 

tine. Other common methods of divination wei'e prognostication of the 

character of the coming year according to the day of the week on which 

it began, a method supposed to have iK'en divinely revealed to the 

prophet Esdras, and prediction from the day of the moon. These moon- 

books in the earlier manuscripts are either anonymous or attributed to 

the prophet Daniel. Thus scriptural names were used to sanction question¬ 

able superstitions, which are furthermore apt to occur on the fly-leaves of 

ecclesiastical calendars. 

The customs of the Germanic peoples were not reduced to writing in 

the form of l^tin leges until the early medieval centuries, after their 

practitioners had long been on Roman soil and under Christian influence. 

Their redaction was probably the work of ecclesiastics who omitted traces 

of heathenism and primitive magic or at least covered them with a 

Christian veneer. An example is the method of proof by ordeal, over 

which Christian priests presided until Innocent III at the Fourth Lateran 

Council of 1215 forbade jmrticipatioii of the clergy on the ground that 

the procedure was superstitious. 
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A larger amount of primitive folklore appears to have survived in 

Celtic law, witness the introduction of the Senchus Mor, and in Celtic 

culture generally. When St Columba expelled the evil spirits from 

a magic fountain in Scotland, he sanctified it by bathing in it and 

blessing it, so that it continued to heal diseases as before. The Ivrkxw 

of Gildas, Patrick, and others seem to be Christianised charms, St Patrick 

had feared the incantations and prodigies of the Druids, but some of the 

practices of their successors, the Jili^ were tolerated in the medieval j>eriod, 

Christianity forbade two of their methods of divination, but permitted a 

third by one’s finger-ends. Prognostications were also made from the 

howling of dogs. Moreover, such satires or maledictions of the as the 

following were as dreaded as had l>een the incantations of the Druids: 

“Pll make a satire against you; Pll make one against your father, your 

mother, and your grandfather. Fll sing magic wonls on the waters of 

your realm, and therell l^e no more fish caught therein. Fll sing magic 

words on your trees, and they'll bear no more fruit. Fll chant against 

your fields, and they'll never yield crops again." Or the ///i would kill a 

man by taking hold of his ear with two fingers. Especially characteristic 

of the Celtic peoples was the belief in fairies or undergiound beings. 

Other reported details of Celtic magic, such as magic shields or swords, 

wands of yew or rods of hazel, enchanted caves and draughts, the virtues 

or voices of winds and waves, may for the most part be duplicated in the 

similar lore of other peoples and in later medieval romance. Astrology 

does not appear to have l)een highly developed among the Celts, but 

they observed the waxing of the moon. 

Of popular superstitions of the early Middle Ages we are also informed 

by such documents as the Indmdm .sniperstHionum.^ the decrees of Church 

councils, and the capitularies of the Carolingians. 'J’hesc denounce the 

making of offerings at trees, .stones, fountains, and cross-roads, or the 

lighting of fires and candles there, or the addressing of vow^s and incanta¬ 

tions to such natural objects. They forbid the worship of groves, stones, 

wells, and rivers. The sun and moon are not to be called lords. Wizfxrdry 

and tempest-raising, divination and dancing, choruses and orgies, are pro¬ 

hibited, Among these laws against nature-worship and magic is one noted 

for its sceptical character, the so-called Cmum epmopi^ a regulation of 

uncertain provenance, first given in the legal collection of Regino of 

Priim about 906. It brands as a mere dream the delusion that women 

ride at night with Diana, Agobard, Aix:hbishop of I^yons from 814 to 

841, attacked the belief in magic weather-making in his Liber contra 

inmlsam vulgi opinionem de grandine et tonitmu. But such rare instances 

of scepticism stand out against a background of general credulity in 

magic in the early medieval period. At its close the Northmen were 

firmly convinced of the reality of wizards, ghosts, and other preternatural 

phenomena and forces, and of the magic of strange pt*oples, csf)ecially 

the I^pps. Of their own primitive magic as well as pagan mythology 
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fchere is still some reflection in their literature as written down about the 

twelfth century. 

The Anglo-Saxon Leech-Book of Bald and Cild contains a large 

amount of magical procedure with much Christian colouring which may 

often replace a previous pagan equivalent. For example, a man stung by 

an adder is cured by drinking holy water in which a black snail has been 

washed, and the bite of a viper is smeared with ear-wax with three 

repetitions of ‘‘the prayer of St John.’’ For another type of poisoning 

is prescribed an application of butter churned on a Friday from the milk 

of “a neat or hind all of one colour,” with nine repetitions of a litany, 

paternoster, and an unintelligible incantation. Much fear is shewn of 

witchcraft, enchantment, and ills from evil spirits. Other medical manu¬ 

scripts from the ninth to the twelfth century abound similarly in charms, 

incantations, and characters, with Christian tags and prayers to certify 

their unimpeachability or to reinforce their healing virtue. Even the 

medicine of Salerno was free neither from magic and empiricism nor 

from lunar and astrological superstition. I^tin treatises on the arts 

from the eighth or ninth to the twelfth century are marked by quaint 

procedure dependent on the conception of occult virtue and by an occa¬ 

sional bit of magic or incantation. Two of the foremost minds of the 

tenth century, both in intellectual history and in ecclesiastical and poli¬ 

tical activities, Gerbei-t and Dunstan, gained reputations for magic, the 

one posthumously, the other already as a studious youth. 

The Arabic world until the twelfth century was more civilised and 

learned than Western Christendom. It produced far more men of science. 

But it was hardly less given to the occult, since magic and necro¬ 

mancy, astrology and alchemy, flourished there apace. Supposititious 

and apocryphal literature multiplied; various supei*stitious w’orks were 

fathen?d upon famous philosophers and physicians of antiquity. We 

must not, however, lay too much stress upon a supposedly orienta 

tendency to vagaries, fantasy, and occultism. The worth of astrology 

was questioned by Farabi and others; alchemy was not w ithout its critics. 

The accomplishments of Arabic medicine, mathematics, and astronomy 

have won general recognition, but Berthelot pronounced Arabic alchemy 

inferior to the Latin alchemy of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. 

He regarded the genuine writings of the Arabic Geber (Jabir ibn Ilayyan) 

as of little w orth compared to the Latin treatises ascribed to Geber but 

for which no Arabic originals could be found. More recent research has 

found additional Arabic manuscripts which go far towards rehabilitating 

Geber’s reputation, while the eleventh-century work by Abu’l-yakim 

Mu^iammad Ibn ‘Abd-al-Malik as-Salihi al-Khwarazmi al-Kati contains 

matter corresponding to some of the inventions credited to the later Latin 

alchemists. Abcri-^Iakim also emphasises the importance of quantitative 

relations and of scientific instruments and apparatus. Indeed the contri¬ 

bution of Arabic alchemy to experimental method may not be gainsaid. 
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But this is not to say that Arabic alchemy was entirely scientific and 

free from taint of magic and the occult. Nor was the scepticism to which 

we referred above sustained and consistent. The philosopher Kindi might 

deny the possibility of the transmutation of metals and write on The 

Deceits of the Alchemists^ but he believed in astrology to the full and in 

the magic force of words, figiii'es, characters, and sacrifice, as his On 

Stellar Rays or The Theory of the Magic Art makes plain. 

The occult science of the Arabic writings would not have made such 

an impression upon the Western Latin world, had it not been intertwined 

with chemical, medical, and mathematical knowledge of real value, had it 

not come in under great names which w^ere as often genuine as apocryphal, 

and had it not formed an integral part of the prevailing Weltanschauung 

or general scheme of things. This may be briefly yet sufficiently illus¬ 

trated by the case of Avicenna, whose Canon constituted the chief 

medieval textbook in both medicine and surgery, and who had further 

influence as a commentator on Aristotle. Yet he introduced a mystical 

and magical factor into science w'hich was rather foreign to Peripate- 

ticisni. He was repeatedly cited in medieval Latin works as a supporter 

of fascination and incantations, as holding that nature would obey 

thought, that a strong effort of the human will and imagination might 

move phenomena, “that souls can in so far conform to the (*elestial in¬ 

telligence that it will alter material btxlies at their pleasure, and then 

such a man will work wonders.” Another doctrine of an astrological 

cast which was constantly ascribed to him by l^tin writers was that the 

pow'er of the stars was so great that their virtue would generate another 

race of men, should the present population be vvij>ed out by a universal 

deluge. Alchemical works were also ascribed to him. 

Whenever we may choose to date the first beginnings of the medieval 

revival of learning in the Christian I^tin West, it had at any rate 

become pronounced by the twelfth century. With the increase of scliools 

and studies, of written literature and Icanied works, the amount of 

natural magic intermingled with the science and nnxlicine of the time, 

and also the number of professedly magic books, became more abundant. 

This was especially true of the numerous translations from the Arabic, 

and probably in no field was Arabic influence greater than in astrology. 

Yet the voluminous writings of the Arabic astrologers would not have 

been so eagerly sought out and translated had there not already been 

existent in the Western Christian world a very lively interest in that 

subject. C'omets were feared, and even bishops and abbots were not 

unknown to pore over the pages of Manilius or Firmicus. The process 

of translation from the Arabic perhaps began as early as 984, when 

Gerbert asked a Lupitus of Barcelona to send him a book on “astrology” 

of which he had made a version. Astrologia^ however, might mean 

astronomy, just as astronomia in medieval Latin may denote judicial 

astrology. Gerbert himself may have been the translator of other works 
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not wholly free from the astrological interest, and the Maihemaiica 

Alhandrei (or, Akfiandri\ a confused miscellany of astrological detail, 

which certainly shews Hebrew—and probably Arabic—influence and 

names, if not a direct translation, is found in manuscripts dating back 

to the tenth or eleventh century. But the bulk of Arabic astrology 

appears to have been translated in the course of the twelfth century, 

when such authors as Albohali, Haly Heben Rodan, Messahala, Aben- 

ragel, Alcabitius, Kindi, Albumasar, Zael, Thebit ben Corat, Aomar, 

and Almansor were put before the Latin-reading public. These works 

remained in use long after the invention of printing, when they appeared 

in early editions or old collections of astrological works. The twelfth 

century also saw the Greek Tetrabihlos of Ptolemy turned into the 

Latin Qitadripartitnm through the medium of the Arabic. Indeed, the 

translation of this astrological work preceded that of the astronomical 

Almagest, Moreover, the very translators promptly began to write astro¬ 

logical manuals of their own, such as John of Spain’s Epitome^ consisting 

of an introduction to astrology and four books of judgments. 

I’he prevalence of an astronomical interest may be further inferred 

from such works of the first half of the twelfth century as the Phihsophia 

or Dragmaticoii of William of Conches and tVie De rnufuli universitate of 

Bernard Silvester. John of Salisbury essayed an attack upon astrologers 

in his Policraiicus; but it had so little effect even upon his own country¬ 

men that in the second half of the century we find Daniel of Morley 

defending both astrology and the Arabic learning of Toledo, and Roger 

of Hereford writing astrological treatises in several parts. Early in the 

thirteenth century Michael Scot composed an elaborate but confused and 

cumbrous introduction to astronomy and astrology at the request of 

Frederick II. Leopold, son of the Duke of Austria, made a long astro¬ 

logical compilation for which different dates between 1200 and 1260 

have been suggested; it was later printed. 

Let us note the character and content of astrology as accepted in the 

Middle Ages. According to the then prevailing Ptolemaic or geocentric 

theory, the earth was the centre of the universe to which all matter 

gravitated in order of its grossness and heaviness, just as, according to 

the Aristotelian physics, earth, the heaviest of the four elements, was 

covered wdth water, which in its turn was enveloped with air, beyond 

which came the sphere of fire. Then followed in succession the spheres 

of the moon, Mercury, Venus, the sun. Mars, Jupiter, and Saturn, and 

outside these the eighth sphere of the fixed stars. Things on or near the 

earth within the spheres of the four elements were known as inferiors, 

while all bodies from the orb of the moon upwards were called superioi's. 

For in one way or another the stars, planets, and celestial spheres were 

preferred to terrestrial creation; whether as of longer or eternal duration, 

a more refined substance, a more regular and purposive motion than 

inanimate objects—so that they must needs be either themselves animate 
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beings or at least guided each by its ruling Intelligence—or whether as 
secondary causes closer to the First Cause in the chain of causation than 
were other phenomena. It followed that other natural phenomena were 
produced by them as instruments of the First Cause. In other words, 
inferiors are ruled by superiors. 

This may be itjgarded as the fundamental hypothesis not merely of 
astrology but of the entire medieval view of nature. Moreover, it was 
more universally accepted throughout Christian society than is, for ex¬ 
ample, the theory of evolution at the present time. The most sceptical 
or pious opponent of the astrologers would hardly venture to call it in 
question. This may serve to explain why the Copernican doctrine was so 
slow to be formulated, why it seemed so i*evolutionary at the time, and 
why it so long failed of anything like general acceptance. The astro¬ 
logical hypothesis was also closely related to the Peripatetic conception 
of form and matter, and more particularly to the notion of matter 
receiving form at a certain moment and thus becoming a composite 
or individual. Inferiors are the matter which receives form from the 
superiors. Hence, so long as men continued to think of everything 
as composed of matter and form, it was unlikely that the belief that 
terrestrial phenomena are ruled by the celestial movements and figures 
would be seriously shaken. 

Everything on earth was thought of as related to some force in the 
sky. From the enclosing spheres potent influences concentrated upon 
the earth's surface, and as the errant planets in the circle of the zodiac 
wove their intricate pattern of approach and recession, epicycle and 
eccentric, stationary and retrograde, conjunction and opposition, the 
course of nature altered to correspond. It was plausible to connect three 
of the twelve signs into which the zodiac divided with each of the four 
elements, qualities, humours, winds, and the like; to divide the human 
body into twelve sections from top to toe, each under the control of one 
of the signs; to relate the seven planets to the days of the week, the 
chief metals, the ages of man and of the world; to suppose that fluids 
in vegetation and animals were affected like the tides by the waxing and 
waning of the moon. Winds and weather, all gems and minerals, herbs 
and trees and medicinal simples, all animal life even to the human body, 
were believed to be governed by the stars. Hence no one could go far in 
zoology, botany, mineralogy, alchemy, or medicine without knowledge 
of this astral iiile of inferior nature. 

But then arose the disputed question: how far was man os a part of 
nature subject to the decrees of superior bodies, and how far was he, as 
a conscious, intelligent, and self-willed being, the master or wrecker of 
his own destiny.? What events in human life and history might be classed 
as necessary and predictable, what as contingent and only conjecturable? 
Ptolemy, in a passage cited by almost every later writer, whether pro or 
con, had granted that the wise man rules the stars, but his meaning was 
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that it is necessary to know astrology and the future in order to make 

the best of it or to avoid it. Similarly the prevailing medieval view would 

seem to have been that, while an astrologer might make mistakes or try 

to predict something beyond his ken, he was so likely to tell one something 

true and valuable that it was the safer procedure and part of prudence 

to consult him beforehand. Some were even so bold as to urge that horo¬ 

scope and ascendent kept step with divine prescience and providence 

without violating human freedom, and that God regulated the moment 

of an individuaFs birth to conform to the fate which He foresaw was in 

store for him. 

Astrology in this narrower sense of the prediction of human character 

and fate divided into four sections. Nativities were the determination of 

a person's temperament and life from the position of the constellations 

at the time of his birth. Revolutions and conjunctions determined general 

events—including the weather, crops, pestilences, and other natural 

phenomena as well as historical occurrences—for the ensuing year in the 

case of a revolution, or for the duration of the influence of the conjunction 

of the planets or eclipse of sun or moon. Interrogations were answered 

by the astrologer on the basis of such considerations as the questioners 

horoscope and the time when the question was put. Elections were the 

art of selecting the favourable astrological moment for the initiation or 

performance of any undertaking, from planting a cucumber vine to electing 

a Pope. As an adjunct to this fourth branch we find the science of 

astrological images, in which the fundamental idea w'as to engrave or 

construct the image at the right moment when the prevailing constellations 

would be most favourable to the end sought. Thereby it was supposed 

that the virtue of the stars could be transferred to the image, which thus 

became a potent talisman for future use. It was by such channels as 

elections and images that astrology ceased to be mere divination and 

fused with operative magic. Two popular treatises on these astrological 

images wore those of Thebit ben Corat and The tel or Zael; another was 

ascribed to Ptolemy. 

Geomancy ranked next to astrology in popularity as a method of 

divination. From the twelfth century onwards geomancies occur with 

great frequency in the manuscripts. Many of those in Latin bear the 

names of Arabic authors or of twolfth-century translatoi's. Probably the 

most elaborate l>atin work on the subject w^as that (composed in 1288 by 

Bartholomew of Parma for a bishop-elect. Even a humanist like Pomponius 

Ltietus late in the fifteenth century copiecl a geomancy with his own hand. 

Strictly speaking, geomancy should be divination from the element earth, 

just as pyromancy is prediction from fire. Actually, the method of these 

medieval geomancies is to obtain a figure by jotting down at random four 

lines of dots and then cancelling dot for dot in either pair of lines until 

only one or two dots reinain in each line. Presumably the marks were 

originally made in dust or sand with the four fingers of one hand. By this 
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chance procedure one of sixteen possible figures is obtained which serves 

as a key in referring to a set of tables for the answer which is sought as 

to the future. Since a number obtained by chance would serve as well 

for this purpose, we have analogous methods such as revolving a wheel 

until a pointer comes to rest upon a number, as in the treatise assigned 

to the physician of King Amalricus (Amaury) or the Prenosimm Socratu 

BasUei, These geomancies usually claim at least an astrologiail basis, but 

often determine the prevailing constellations by the same chance method. 

Sometimes, however, not only are the sixteen figures related to signs, 

planets, houses, and other astrological details, but prognostication is based 

upon general instructions instead of fixed tables of answers. 

Divination from dreams found a certain amount of support both in 

Aristotle’s De somno et vtgilia and in the Bible, although theologians 

warned men to beware of the illusions of demons in dreams. The work of 

Achmet or Ahmed ben Sirin, in over three hundred chapters, was trans¬ 

lated from the Greek by Leo Tuscus in the twelfth century. The briefer 

Latin dream-books which were common from the tenth to the fifteenth 

century were generally attributed either to Joseph or Daniel, and usually 

consist of an alphabetical arrangement of things seen in dreams with a line 

of interpretation for each: for instance, “Aves in sompniis apprehendei’e 

lucrum significat.’’ There were also fuller treatments, such as that of 

William of Aragon, who endeavoured to relate dreams to the constellations 

and to find an astrological basis for oneiromancy. 

Other arts of predicting the future were for the most part prohibited 

or disapproved, possibly because of the prominence of divination in pagan 

Greece and Rome. Necromancy was reckoned especially reprehensible, 

although some Arabic writers had classed it as a department of natural 

science, notably Farabi in De ortu sdeJiiiartirn^ qx\A this classification Wiis 

repeated even by some Christian writers suchasGundissalinus in 

phUosophiae^ and Daniel of Morley. Pyromancy was suspected of involving 

fire-worship. Treatises on it are scarce and those on hydromancy and 

aerimancy still more so. Divination by gazing into lucid surfaces, such as 

the blades of swords, crystals, basins, mirrors, or finger-nails, was much 

practised and even by the clergy, but was suspected of demon aid and 

condemned by ecclesiastical councils. Chiromancy was less open to objec¬ 

tion, since it seemed to have a physical basis in })hysiognomv, or the 

relation of personality and character to physiepae, upon which a treatise 

was ascribed to Aristotle. Lot-casting seemed to have scriptural sanction, 

but Aquinas gave the warning not to tempt God unduly in this practice 

in his opusculum, De sortibus^ addressed possibly to the Duchess of 

Burgundy. Opening the Psalter at random was a common method. 

Like astrology, alchemy received an impetus from translation from the 

Arabic. The Book of the Composition of Alchemy of Morienus purports 

to have been translated in 1144 by Robert of Chestei*, but Ruska has 

questioned its authenticity. By the middle of the next century, if not 
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earlier, such works as the Lumen luminum and De aluminihus et salibue 

were well known. These two titles suggest the contrasting sides of alchemy, 

the mystical and the practical. Other much-read medieval treatises were 

The Book of Seventy Precepts and The Book of Perfect Mastery^ the Turba 

Philosophorum^ and the Summa attributed to Geber. Works of alchemy 

were later ascribed to Albertus Magnus, Roger Bacon, Thomas Aquinas, 

and other prominent philosophers and students of nature of the thirteenth 

century, as well as to mere men of letters like John Garland and Jean de 

Meung. However, the works of undisputed authenticity of such natural 

philosophers, observers, and experimenters as Albertus Magnus, parti¬ 

cularly his five books on minerals, and Roger Bacon give a fairly good 

picture of the status of alchemical theory, practice, and literature at that 

time. Alchemy met with more scepticism than sistrology, partly because 

the transmutation of metals seemed moi'e contrary to the course of nature 

as then understood, and partly because it could be better put to the test 

of immediate and repeated experiment, and because persons lost more 

money by it. 

The conception of occult virtue was generally held by medieval 

encyclopedias, treatises on animals, herbs, and stones, and medical works. 

Such virtues were marvellous, producing results that seemed almost divine 

and could not be accounted for by the component four elements in natural 

objects or by their qualities of hot and cold, moist and dry. Most of these 

reputed virtues seem fictitious: for example, the power of a gem to make 

its bearer invisible, of the heart of a vulture to make him popular and 

wealthy, or of the eye of a toiloise, taken internally, to clear the system 

of vapours and make possible illuminating visions. The carcass of an 

animal may yield some acid or drug useful in industry or pharmacy. But 

when Bartholomew of England affirms that “ there is nothing in the body 

of an animal which is without manifest or occult medicinal virtue,’** we 

cannot but feel that he is overstating the case, however commendable his 

desire to utilise waste products. Nevertheless some occult virtues were 

true, such as the power of the magnet to attract iron. Because there were 

certain remarkable natural properties which medieval science could not 

explaiki, men assumed the existence of many others which do not exist. 

How far shall we classify this attitude as superstition, how far as mistaken 

science? Cei*tainly it was closely related to both magic and astrology. 

The magnet is especially employed in magic, Marbod and other medieval 

writers tell us. And occult virtues which could not be accounted for from 

the elements and qualities were explained as produced by the influence 

of the stars. Pliny was probably right in suggesting that the Magi were 

both the great employers and the discoverers (or rather, imaginers) of 

these occult virtues. They were apt to be associated with magic procedure, 

and it was easy for defenders of superstition against criticism to adduce 

the existence of these occult virtues as an unanswerable argument in favour 

of the occult and marvellous. Their existence was accepted by men of the 



674 Poisom. Images and books of magic 

highest scientific attainments then possible. The most extreme claims in 

the way of occult virtue were made for gems, so that even the advof^ates 

of such virtues recognised that there was an opposing scepticism. Yet 

there seems to be no purposive attack upon the occult properties of gems 

extant from the medieval period. 

Poisons, with their mysterious action, were commonly confused with 

sorcery in times past. The Greek and I^tin languages employed the same 

words, <f)appLa/c€La and vene/icia^ for both. The fact of poisoning supported 

the supposition of sorcery, and conversely the belief in sorcery encouraged 

an exaggerated credulity as to distant and far-fetched action of poisons 

and drugs. We therefore find the theory of occult virtue carried to great 

lengths in the numerous medieval works on poisons, such as that of Peter 

of Abano, which was perhaps addressed to Pope John XXII, tlmt of 

William de Marra to Urban V, that of Christopher de Honestis, and those 

of Francis of Siena, Antonio Guaineri, professor of medicine at Pavia, 

and John Martin of Ferrara to three different Dukes of Milan. In such 

treatises we read of venomous animals that kill by mere glance or hiss, 

of poisons which act at a distance or whose effects are felt only after a 

long lapse of time, and of amulets like the foot of a vulture which betray 

the presence of secret poisons or prevent their o{)erating. Akin to poisoning 

was the supposed human power of fascination or the evil eye. 

There was more doubt felt and expressed as to the efficacy of immaterial 

things, like woids, figures, and characters, in altering either natural 

phenomena or human nature. Tliis scepticism was often extended to 

astrological images even by those who accepted the influence of the stars 

upon nature, man, and society. It was not merelv that those who called 

magic diabolical insisted on crediting to the agency of demons what might 

otherwise have been ascribed to the power of words, charactei*s, and images. 

There was also a rational objection to assigning any motive force to in¬ 

corporeal entities without power of physical ( ontact. 

On the other hand, by the twelfth and thirteenth centuries there were 

in circulation numerous books of magic, some of which went to the length 

of necromancy and the invocation of spirits. William of Auvergne, Bishop 

of Paris from 12^28 to 1249, cited many of these in the discussion of magic 

and demons in his De universo. Later in the same (*entury Alberiiis 

Magnus wrote the Speculum astronomiae to distinguish unobjectionable 

works of astronomy and astrology froni other treatises contrary to the 

Christian Faith and concerned with necromancy, but making a false 

pretence of possessing an astronomical basis and character. To this end 

he gave a critical bibliography with titles, names of authors, and incipits. 

Not only were such magic books cited in other medieval writings, hut 

many survive in manuscript. The Liber bine ascribed to Hermes, the 

Book of Venus of Toz Grecus, and the Book of the Spiritual Works of 

Aristotle or the Book Antimaqtm associated spirits with th(* stars and 

planets. Still more elaborate works, dealing with various kinds of magic, 
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were Picatrix^ which emanated from Spain and the Arabic, the Liber vacce 

or Liber AnguemiSj which pretended to be a work of Plato revised by 

Galen, and The Sworn Book of Honorius. Of the Notory Art, which sought 

illumination from God by use of mystic diagrams, magic words, and in¬ 

vocation of angels, there are treatises ascribed to Solomon and to 

Apollonius, 

We may illustrate the character of these works a little further. ITie 

Liber lune associates fifty-four angels with outlandish names with the 

twenty-eight mansions of the moon, employs sufFumigations and repeti¬ 

tions of names of spirits, and instructs in the engraving of images to effect 

such results as injury to a personal enemy, the rout of an army, or the 

destruction of a given place, Picatrix tells how to work almost every 

conceivable marvel, from walking on water, becoming invisible, or ap¬ 

pearing in animal form, to impeding the erection of buildings or rendering 

them safe and stable. The magician must meet certain personal I’equire- 

inents, go through the most complicated procedures, and use a vast number 

of natural substances. The pages are also thickly sprinkled with incanta¬ 

tions, eharactei-s,and adjurations. Sorcery and sacrifice are prominent and 

often attended with great ceremonial. In the Liber vacce the animal to 

be sacrificed must commonly be of a speiufied colour and physique, and 

is then confined for a period before being killed and is subjected to a strict 

regimen or diet. For example, a crow^ without a speck of white on it is 

to be drowned. An equally black dog is imprisoned in a dark kennel and 

on the third day is to eat the crow and drink the water in which it was 

drowned. On the eleventh day when only the whites of the dog's eyes 

shew and it cannot bark, it is to have some of the juice of a c^ertain small 

tree, after taking which it will be enabled to bark loudly. But it is then 

to he bound so that it may not struggle and to be boiled in a big pot. 

llie broth which is thus obtained is to be used in producing rain. 

Among less objectionable works, not open to the charge of dealing with 

spirits, was the Kiranid(%s of Kiranus, King of Pei'sia, which was translated 

from some Oriental original into Greek in 1168-69, and into I.,atin not 

very long afterw ards. Its four books deal with the vii’tues of trees, birds, 

stones, and fish for medicinal and magical purposes. Of the same category 

are the Secrets or Experiments and the De mirabilihus mundi^ which were 

attributed to Albertus Mfignus. While these treatises were probably not 

by AllKn*t,his genuine w orks on nature sometimes contain parallel passages, 

and he was not unfavourable to what we have earlier defined 6ls natural 

magic. In one passage he even speaks of the three sciences of magic, 

necromancy, and astrology. But he regarded natural magic as essentially 

different in method and results from the Aristotelian ‘‘physical science," 

William of Auvergne also accepted the existence of a natural magic which 

was not concerned with demons, but he called it a part of natural science. 

The attitude of Roger Bacon was similar, although he was more timid 

about giving the word “ magic" any favourable connotation. These men 
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also leave us with a strong impression of the empirical and experimental 

character of magic. The ^‘experimenters’’ to whose activities they allude 

or whose writings they cite are as apt to appear charlatans, quacks, and 

empirics in our eyes as they are to i-epresent the forerunners of modem 

scientific investigation. An '‘experiment” then might l)e a successful 

prescription or cure in medicine, the discovery of a new occult virtue of 

a stone or a part of an animal, the finding of a herb of potent quality, 

the working of a magic illusion, or any other marvel attested or supposed 

to be attested by experience. William of Auvergne repeatedly cites 

expenmentaiores and books of experiments for feats of magic, especially 

of natural magic. Just such books of experiments have come down to us: 

the Experivienta Alberti already mentioned, several treatises of medical 

experiments and secrets ascribed to Galen or Rasis, collections of chemical 

and magical experiments such as the Liber igmum of Marcus Greens or 

the twelve experiments of John Paulinus with pulverised snakeskin. While 

all this so-called experimental literature smacks strongly of magic, yet it 

leads on to the experimental method of modern science. The alchemists 

in particular were assiduous experimenters, just as the astrologers were 

frequent observers and measurers of the heavens. Works of alchemy con¬ 

sist largely of directions for processes, and the modern laboratory may be 

regarded as the lineal descendant of the medieval alchemist’s workshop. 

Roger Bacon has been given great credit tis a forerunner of modern 

scientific ideals and procedure because of the section in his Opus mains 

entitled, “Experimental Science.” But when we come to analysis its spirit 

and content, what else is it than natural magic and alchemy ? 

All books of magic, however superstitious, unscrupulous, and immoral 

they may seem, were almost cei’tainly the work of educated authoiN and 

make at least some pretence to science and learning. Vulgar witchcraft 

may be said to have left practically no written records of its own. Old 

wives, enchantresses, and ordinary diviners were mere practitioners or im¬ 

posters, not authors. Witches had no libraries. We learn of their doings 

from the tales with which chroniclers endeavour to enliven or lighten their 

pages, from the hostile diatribes of preachers and theologians, from the 

caustic comment of members of the medical profession who lost their 

patients to such quacks and charlatans, from adverse legislation or the 

accounts of trials. As a rule such vulgar witchcraft was of a dull and sor¬ 

did character, simple and restricted in its procedure, inferior in interest 

and variety to the magic of the learned which could give it points even 

in such matters as sex appeal. 

As for adverse legislation, for some centuries it seems to have been more 

ecclesiastical than secular. Even in the later Middle Ages most Italian 

cities had no specific legislation against magic in their statutes. This was 

likewise true of French coutumes of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, 

and of German law of the same period. These municipal statutes and local 

customs seem tacitly to have continued the attitude of the Roman Law, 
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that a magician, witch, or sorcerer was to be punished only if he or she 

could be shewn actually to have done someone injury, in which case he or 

she would be liable anyway by ordinary process of law. Somewhat similar 

but not quite identical was the attitude of the Spanish code, Las Siete 

PartidaSy of Alfonso the Learned in the thirteenth century. Those who 

invoked evil spirits, or made wax images of other persons with the intent 

to injure them, were to be punished by death, but those who employed 

incantations with kindly purpose and good results were pronounced de¬ 

serving of reward rather than penalty. Here credulity in the power of 

witchcraft had reached a point where sorcery with intent to injure was 

punished rather than actual injury, while on the other hand no objection 

was made to the employment of magical procedure for good ends. 

The closing years of the thirteenth and opening yoars of the fourteenth 

century saw some further development of Latin astrology and astrological 

medicine. Guido Bonatti, an astrologer of Forli, in the defence of which 

against the papal troops in 1282 he played a prominent part, wrote a 

voluminous L^er astronomicus in ten tractates. The famous Catalan, 

Arnold of Villanova, who served a number of kings and Popes as physi¬ 

cian until his death in 1311, in his numerous medical writings included 

ligatures and suspensions, incantations and fantastic procedure, astrological 

medicine and images or seals. In the Libellus de improbatimie malejicio- 

rum he questioned the power of sorcerers to invoke demons and the extent 

of diabolical magic, but in his Remedia contra maleficia he repeated old 

counter-magic against both sorcerers and demons. Many works of al¬ 

chemy were ascribed to Arnold, and recently Pansier has argued that he 

believed in transmutation. Peter of Abano, in his celebrated scholastic 

work of medicine, the Conciliator^ finished in 1303, and in his other 

writings, shewed a credulous interest in dreams, fascination, incantations, 

and every variety of astrology. Far from limiting himself to astrological 

medicine, he interpreted the course of history, religious as well as secular, 

by the theory of conjunctions of the planets. In 1320 Firminus de Bel- 

lavalle added his treatise on weather prediction by astrology to similar 

works by Arabic authors, and in 1325 the .‘^me theme was discussed in a 

work composed at York by an author who in one of the manuscripts is 

called Perscrutator and who has sometimes been identified with a Robert 

of York, to whom have been further ascribed a Corrcctorium alchimiae and 

a treatise on ceremonial magic. The Alfonsine Tables, completed about 

1272, seem to have become known outside of Spain rather slowly, but led 

in the first part of the fourteenth century to a very considerable output 

of astronomical tables, canons, and commentaries in I^tin, which often 

had as their prime purpose to shorten the labours of astrologers in finding 

the positions of the heavens in making their judgments and predictions. 

The poet and astrologer Cecco of Ascoli was burned at the stake in 

Florence in 1827, after being condemned by the Inquisition as a relapsed 

heretic for having violated the terms of a previous lighter sentence im- 

45 
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posed upon him at Bologna in 1324. The event was apparently unusual 

and sensational, and aroused much subsequent interest. It is mentioned 

by later medieval writers, while numerous manuscripts contain what 

purport to be summaries of the sentence on Cecco by the Inquisition or 

accounts of his life and death. Unfortunately, these various sources of in¬ 

formation are open to suspicion as of late date, some being of the seven¬ 

teenth or eigh^nth century. Moreover, they do not agree as to the 

nature of Cecco’s heresy either with one another or with Cecco'^s works as 

they have come down to us, since these contain no denial of freedom of 

the will, no subjection of Christ to the stars, and no palliation of necro¬ 

mancy, which are among the leading suggestions made as to the nature 

of his heresy. However, these same suggestions are already present in the 

nearly contemporary chronicle of Giovanni Villani. It is tnie that Cecco 

displays undue curiosity as to necromancy and that he quotes from books 

of magic or astrology passages which might well be regarded as heretical, 

but he is always careful to express disapproval of them. This may, of 

course, have been only a subterfuge on his part. 

If Cecco was executed as an astrologer, it was an isolated instance rather 

than part of a general policy of persecution of that pseudo-science by the 

Church and Inquisition. It was at the very time when Pope John XXII 

was taking measures against sorcerers and alchemists, but we have no 

decree by him against astrologers, although his penitentiary, Walter Cato, 

is said to have written a treatise against them which does not seem to be 

extant. Such Christian scholars as Albertus Magnus and Thomas Aquinas 

had allowed €dl except the more extreme tenets of astrology, granting a 

considerable influence of the stars over men as well as nature, since most 

men obey impulse rather than resist it. Guido Bonatti had, on the one 

hand, asvsumed an attitude of defiance towards theological critics of astro¬ 

logy, and, on the other hand, had addressed an audience in which members 

of the clergy were evidently not his least frequent patrons. Arnold of 

Villanova more than once found himself in theological difficulties, but this 

was because he, a mere layman, presumed to discuss mysteries of the Faith 

and to urge Church reform, and not because of his astrology. Peter of 

Abano has been represented by some historians as one whose astrological 

doctrine was held to be heretical and who escaped the stake only by dying 

during his trial. The existing evidence rather shews that, while his views 

had met with some theological objection, he had successfully defended 

himself and had been ac^quitted. The same late medieval writers who 

depict Cecco’s heresy as meeting a merited fate either tell how Peter ably 

defended himself before a council, or praise his learning in such a way as to 

indicate that no stain rested upon his memory. 

No interruption of sistrologiceJ activity is manifest following upon 

Cecco‘*8 execution. Although the astrological writings of Andal6 di Negro 

of Genoa have not been exactly dated, he appears to have been as devoted 

to astrology after 1327 as before. Galfi'edus de Meldis (Gaufred de Meaux), 
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who had made predictions from the comet of 1315 and the conjunction 

of Saturn and Jupiter in 1325^ lived on to make a prognostication fn>m 

the eclipse of 1341^ and to discuss the astrological causes of the Black 

Death in 1348 after the event. This last treatise has been confused with 

other predictions made at the time of the triple conjunction of 1845 by 

Leo Hebraeus, Jean de Murs, and others. In 1331 John of Saxony did 

not hesitate to write a commentary upon the judicial astrology of Alca- 

bitius as Cecco had done before him. The Oxford school of astronomy at 

Merton College engaged also in astrological prognostications, of which 

John Eschenden may be mentioned as a leading author. Besides predic¬ 

tions from conjunctions and eclipses in 1345,1349,1357, and 1366, there 

is extant by him a ponderous Summa iudictalis which he brought to a 

conclusion during the terrible year of the Bletck Death. It was later 

printed, and in 1379 John de Ponte made an abbreviation of it which cut 

away much of Eschenden’s verbosity. 

Even stronger evidence that religious opposition to astrology was slight 

and ineffectual is the fact that members of the Dominican and Franciscan 

Orders, from whose ranks inquisitors were drawn, themselves composed 

astrological treatises. Only three years after Cecco’s death, in 1330, the 

Dominican Niccolo di Paganica (also called de Aquila) compiled a com¬ 

pendium of astrological medicine. Petrarch, whose criticisms of both 

medical men and astrologers have been taken too seriously by some of his 

modem expositors and biographers, treasured a copy of Niccolo's work in 

his celebrated library. Some of the Oxford school of astronomers and 

astrologers were Franciscems. Dionysius de Rubertis de Burgo Sancti 

Sepulchri, who was praised by Petrarch and called by King Robert to 

Naples on account of his astrological predictions, was sin Augustinisin. He 

died in 1339; a prediction for the following year was made by smother 

member of the same religious Order, Augustine of Trent, who lectured at 

the University of Perugia. In 1359 a Dominican of Magdeburg, John of 

Stendal, “at the instance of the reverend masters and students of Erfurt,*^ 

where he was “censor,’’ commented, like Cecco, upon Alcabitius, Passing 

on to the next century, we find the Dominican Nicholas of Hungary, in 

his Liber ana^ypha^'um written in 1456, accepting astrology in all its 

ramifications, even to the use of images, giving a horoscope for Christ 

which he ascribes—I think incorrectly—to Albertus Magnus, and affirm¬ 

ing that “all astronomers are agreed in this, that there never was any 

conjunction of these two planets (i.c, Saturn and Jupiter) without great 

change in this world.” A remarkable instance of good relations between 

the Inquisition and astrology is provided by a treatise of 1472-73 by 

Franciscus Florentinus, a Franciscan and inquisitor,entitled: De quorun- 

dam astrologorum parvipendendis mdiciis pariter et de incantatoribus ac 

divmaioribus nulla modo ferendie. Despite the title, Francis always speaks 

^ Otto Hart wig*, Henricus de Langemtein dictus de llassia, Marburg, 1857, p. 27. 
Hartwig called him Gaufredus de Mellis and could find nothing more about him. 
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with respect of the astrology of the leamed, and even recounts with 

approval Peter of Abano’s doctrine of the influence of conjunctions on the 

course of history and religious change. Similarly, Jean de Murs addressed 

a memoir to Clement VI pointing out that the approaching great con¬ 

junction of Saturn and Jupiter on 30 Octol)er 13fi5, in the eighth degree 

of the sign Scorpion, would be critical for Islam and offer a great oppor¬ 

tunity to Christendom to strike a telling blow against the Muslims and 

perhaps to convert them. The canonist and supporter of the temporal 

power of the Papacy, J ohn of Legnano, in his treatise on war w^ritten in 1360, 

questioned whether wars ever could be abolished, since the constellations 

would require them in the future just as they had brought them in the past. 

The Black Death of 1348 stimulated the literature of astrological 

medicine, if it did not indeed encourage a more fatalistic attitude 

in general and, by the shock it gave to society, foster the growth of 

vulgar witchcraft. Gui de Chauliac not only manifested belief in the 

influence of the stars in his great surgical work of 1363, but composed a 

separate astrological treatise. We see a like union of surgery and astro- 

logy in the writings of Leonard of Bertipaglia in the next century. His 

Ciru7gia, which was several times printed, concludes with a discussion 

whether wounds will heal or are fatal according to conjunctions of the 

sun and moon in the twelve signs, and with other astrological matter. A 

few years later he composed a Jtulgmcnt of the Revolution of 'the Year 

lJf^7 which has remained unprinted. A leading work of astrological 

medicine in the fifteenth century was the Amicus medicorum or Directory 

of Astrology Made Medical,, a clear and well arranged manual written in 

1431 by Jean Ganivet, a Franciscan of Vienne. That it continued in use 

for two centuries may be inferred from the appearance of editions at 

Lyons in 1496, 1508, 1550, and 1596, and at Frankfort in 1614. 

An anonymous writer against astrology in the second half of the 

fourteenth century stated that the citing of the Fathers of the C!!hurch 

against astrologers had become ineffectual; one must combat them with 

their own science. Astrology and magic encountered such technical and 

rational opposition in a notable series of treatises written in the latter 

half of the fourteenth century by Nicolas Oresme, known for his French 

translations of Aristotle and his contributions to mathematics and econo¬ 

mics, and by Henry of Hesse, who from Paris went to the new^ University 

of Vienna about 1382-84 as professor of theology. In several treatises 

in Latin and French Oresme tried to dissuade princes from consulting 

astrologers, demonstrated the difficulty and uncertainty of prediction from 

the stars, and rejected much of astrological technique and rules as un¬ 

reasonable. He did not, however, reject astrology entirely. Even less did 

Henry of Hesse, although while still at Paris he belittled the significance of 

the comet of 1368 and attacked the theory of conjunctions of the planets 

with especial reference to fantastic predictions made in 1373. In the 

next century Cardinal Pierre d’Ailly, who was much enamourcxl of astro 

logy, accepted some of Henry’s criticisms but rejected others. Oresme’s 
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attack was remembered as late as 1451, when JohA Lauratius de Fundis, 

doctor of arts and medicine at the University of Bologna, composed a de¬ 

fence against it. In a collection of miscellaneous questions or Quodlibeta^ 

Oresme also tried to shew that apparent works of magic could be explained 

on natural grounds without resort either to miraculous power, the influence 

of the stars, or the interference of demons. Somewhat similar were the 

works of Henry of Hesse, On ihe Reduction of Effects to Their Common 

Causes and Of the HalnUide of Causes and the Influx of Common Nature 

with Respect to Inferiors, These were, however, almost too abstract and 

subtle in their scholastic reasoning to have any very general influence. 

More humanistic were the arguments of Coluccio Salutati in the closing 

years of the fourteenth century. 

Eymeric (1320-99), Inquisitor-General of Aragon, wrote against 

alchemists and divination as well as invokers of demons, but still left to 

astrology about the usual field of activity that it w'as accorded by stricter 

Christian opinion. This was likewise the position of Jean Gerson 

(1363-1429), who M'flUs also primarily a theologian and less given to 

astrology than hi.s master, Cardinal d‘‘Ailly. Gerson was unusually severe 

against superstitious observances and went to the length of endeavouring 

to impose his point of view upon members of medical faculties and of the 

medical profession by reproof or advice. For instance, he censured a 

physician of Montpellier for employing an astrological image. Gerson 

l>ecame Chancellor of the University of Paris in 1395, and three years 

later its theological faculty condenme<i twenty-eight errors connected with 

the magic arts^ Popular superstitions, whether magical or religiou.s, were 

op{>osed in a nuniV)er of fifteenth-century works, of which may be here 

mentioned the De supa'stitionihus of Nicholas Jauer, Jawor, or Gawir, 

composed in 1405 and extant in a large number of manuscripts but often 

ascribed to other authors, and the later Contra vitia supersiitionum of 

Dionysius the Carthusian (1402-71), which was printed in 1533. Other 

names are Thomas Elxmdorfer of Ha.selbach and Henry Gorichem, The 

work of Franciscus Florentinus, which has already been mentioned, also 

contains much material concerning popular superstitions, among which 

this inquisitor classed the observance of birthdays other than those of 

(Jirist and the saints. 3'hei»e later discussions of popular superstition were 

apt to boiTow a good deal from the thirteenth-century work of William 

of Auvergne. Notew orthy, however, is the defence of vulgar superstition 

ascribed by Gerson and othei's to its practitionei’s. They insist, w^e are told, 

that similar practices may be found in medical and other learned books, 

and that the Church tolerates similar usages in its rites. Our authors deny 

that the Church does so officially or as a whole, but are inclined to grant 

that many practices, which it would be better to omit, have been intro¬ 

duced under the guise of religion among the laity and have even been 

permitted or sanctioneil by some of the clergy. 

^ For the text of this censure see the Chartuiarium Universitatis Parisiensis, iv, 
32-56. 
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Despite the Extravagans of John XXII, Spondent qitxis non exhiberU^ 

which decreed that alchemists must give as much real gold to the poor as 

they had produced of the artificial variety, while those who coined it into 

money were to suffer severer penalties, treatises on alchemy continued to 

multiply during the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. Nor were the al- 

chemisla, any more than the astrologers, exclusively laymen. John XXII, 

in his decretal, had been careful to provide that if the offenders were clerics, 

they should in addition to the other penalties lose their benefices and be 

disqualified from holding any in the future. As Brother Elias, one of the 

first Generals of the Franciscans, had been charged with alchemy in the 

thirteenth century, so to another Minorite, John of Rupescissa, noted also 

for his prophecies and imprisonments by his Order and the Popes at Avig¬ 

non in the middle of the fourteenth century, is ascribed a work of some 

importance on the fifth essence. In some manuscripts the text is simple, 

direct, practical, and business-like; in others and even more in the late 

printed versions it has grown verbose, rhetorical, fuller of pious cant, and 

in general sounds less genuine. Other interesting fourteenth-century al¬ 

chemical writings are the letter of Thomas of Bologna, father of Christine 

de Pisan, to Bernard of Treves—not Trevisan, or of the march of Treviso, 

as the printed editions represent him—and the latter’s longer reply. In 

this and other late medieval alchemical treatises may be traced the in¬ 

fluence of philosophical and scientific conceptions and phraseology then 

current among the schoolmen. There is also much citation of previous 

medieval literature on the subject. A favourite theory at this time was 

that the elixir was to be obtained from mercury alone. There was much 

speculation as to the constitution of the four elements from the first 

four qualities and as to their relative weights, and much experimentation 

seeking to separate them. There are many anonymous works and many 

authors, presumably of this period, whose names have as yet scarcely been 

identified: for example, Jacobus de Garandia, Geraldus de Morangia of 

Aquitaine, Friar Osbertus de Publeto, Tankardus, Antonius de Abbatia. 

This is even true of some of those whose works were printed in the alchemical 

collections of early modem times, like Petrus de Silento or Zelento or 

Zeleuce. Two frequently-encountered English names in alchemy are John 

Dastin in the fourteenth, and George Ripley in the later fifteenth century. 

For the most part the fourteenth century seems more productive of 

alchemical writing in Latin than the fifteenth, but the numerous al¬ 

chemical treatises current under the name of Raymond Lull are found 

almost exclusively in manuscripts of the fifteenth century or later and 
seem to have been composed long after his death. 

The Middle Ages had always been given to visions, revelations, and 

prophecies, especially of the coming of Antichrist, but these seem to have 

» Eymeric sUtes that John issued this decretal only after holding a disputation 
between representative alchemists and natural scientists to determine whether trans- 
mutation was in accordance with nature. 
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reached their height, both in number and fantastioedness, in the troubled 

times of the Hundred Years" War, the Black Death, and the Great Schism. 

Were these revelations authentic and orthodox, it would not be appro¬ 

priate to mention them here. But if they were considered as the work of 

evil spirits, they might have a close relation to magic and to prohibited 

divination. There was much doubt on this point in the minds of men at 

the time, so that Henry of Hesse wrote an Epistle concerning False 

Prophets and another treatise De discretione spirituum^ Gerson composed 

a work with a similar title, De probaiione spirituuniy and Joan of Arc was 

regarded as a witch by her enemies. When brother Theolophorus based 

his Book of Great Tribulations in the Near Future in part upon the 

prophecies of Merlin, he might be regarded as treading close to magic 

ground. John of Bassigny claimed no divine afflatus but based his prediction 

of ills, especially political, to come in the years 1862 to 1382, on reading 

of the Bible and other previous predictions and upon information picked 

up during his travels: what a Syrian had told him in Cadiz and a Chaldean 

in Bethsaida—both through an interpreter—as to events to happen in 

1886, and what a Jew had prognosticated about the year 1842. It is not 

clear whether John's forecast had any astrological basis, but Cardinal 

Pierre d'Ailly believed that the coming of Antichrist could be foretold 

astrologically. He also predicted a great change for the year 1789, and 

vast alterations in the Church within a century. John Nannis or Nannius 

of Viterbo, a Dominican friar who is better known for his forgery of the 

lost Annals of Fabius Pictor, in 1471 or 1481 combined an interpretation 

of the Apocalypse^ whose first fifteen chapters he held applied to the period 

before the fall of Constantinople in 1453, with ten conclusions derived 

from astrology as to future triumphs of the Christians over the Saracens. 

He addressed his predictions first to ('ardinal Niccolo Forteguerra smd 

subsequently to Pope Sixtus IV and various States of Europe. 

This combination of divine revelation and astrology would not seem 

incongruous at that time, since the advocates of astrology held that it 

was one form of divine revelation, and since it was not uncommon in 

medieval classifications of the sciences to rank astronomy next to theology. 

Cardinal d'Ailly's VigirUUoqutum had for the rest of the wording of its 

title, “Of the Concord of Astronomical Truth with Theology,” while 

Gerson in 1429 addressed to the dauphin his TrUo^ of Astrology 

Theologized. But the best illustration for our purpose is the treatise of 

Curatus de Ziessele near Bruges, who composed a Compendium of Natural 

Theology Taken from Astrological Truth. 

Astrology was also strongly entrenched in the universities. In those of 

Italy it was the practice for one of the professors, either of astronomy or 

medicine, to make an annual forecast for the ensuing year. A number of 

these are extant. Often the prediction was divided into four parts, treating 

separately each of the four seasons of the year. The arrangement was 

furthermore topical, taking up one after the other such matters as the 
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weather for the coining year, any general catastrophes like earthquakes 

and floods, the diseases and pestilences that would be prevalent, economic 

matters such as crops and prices, the lot of the clergy and other social 

classes, the prospects for wai* and peace, and particular political pronounce¬ 

ments for the leading States of Europe and cities of I^y. Sometimes the 

author gave the astrological grounds for his conclusions in each case, 

sometimes not. If the University of Paris did not go to such lengths of 

astrological prediction of human affairs as this, we at least have evidence 

of a controvei’sy there in 1437 as to what days were favourable for blood¬ 

letting and the taking of laxatives. Roland Scriptoris and Laurens Muste, 

the one master of arts and medicine, the other master of arts and bachelor 

of theology, had disagreed on this matter, and the university authorities 

appointed two arbitrators, John deTrecis, master of theology and minister 

of the Onler of the Holy IVinity, and Simon de Boesmai-e, prior of St Jean 

Beaumont, to review the astrological arguments of both parties and decide 

between them. In general these umpires took middle and conciliatory 

ground. But they further insisted that every physician and every surgeon 

should possess an astrolabe and a copy of the large Almanac and not 

merely the small one, in order that he might observe with accuracy the 

exact position of the moon in the signs. One more example may be given 

of the place of astrology in the universities in the fifteenth century. The 

great mathematician Regiomontanus, when called in 1467 to a chair in the 

new university about to be established at Pressburg in Hungary, was 

commissioned with a colleague to select a horoscope or favourable moment 

of foundation for the univei'sity which would assure it a splendid future. 

However able an astronomer Regiomontanus may have b^n, he proved 

an indifferent astrologer on this ocx^asion, since the new university was of 

brief duration and a failure almost from the first. Astrology was also made 

the theme of their lays by learned poets, such as Pontanus and I^orenzo 
Buonincontri of San Miniato. 

How scant success Oresme’s treatise had in dissuading monarchs from 

astrology may be inferred from this precept of the humanist Aeneas 

Sylvius, later Pius II, in his De liberorum edmatione: “A prince must not 

^ ignorant of astronomy, which unfolds the skies and by that means 

interprets the secrets of Heaven to mortal men.’’ Nor was this attitude 

limited to Italy, In the later fifteenth century I^uis XI of France, 

Henry VII of England, and Frederick III of Austria and the Holy Roman 

Empire were all patrons of astrology. An interesting example of the court 

physician and astrologer was Conrad Hemgarter or Heingarter of Zurich, 

whence his further appellation of lliuricensis. His writings, as represented 

by five distinct manuscripts in the Bibliotheque Nationale of Paris, com¬ 

prise a commentary upon the QuadripartUum of Ptolemy addressed to 

John, Duke of Bourbon; a nativity and treatise of astrological medicine 

wntten m 1469 for Jean de la Gutte, an official at the Bourbon court; 

another work of astrological medicine composed in 1477 for the Duke of 
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Bourbon himself; and a Judgment for the yei^r 1476 addressed to 
Louis XL In print by him is a treatise on comets. 

Simon Phares was another astrologer who was in the service of John 

of Bourbon until the duke’s death, but preferred botanising in the moun¬ 

tains of Savoy and Switzerland to entering the service of Louis XL 

Charles VIII none the less visited him at Lyons, where his successful 

predictions had attracted much attention. But then he was condemned 

by the archiepiscopal court for the superstitious practice of astrology, 

and appealed to the Parlement of Paris. That body referred the two 

hundred odd volumes of his library to the theological faculty of Paris for 

examination. The faculty condemned some of them and took up a very 

strict attitude towards astrology. That this condemnation was not very 

effective may be inferred from the fact that some of the treatises con¬ 

demned are still well-known incunabula; that the king’s physician 

presented a manuscript of one of them to one of the colleges of the 

University of Paris; and that Simon himself is found in the last year of 

Charles’ reign composing and addressing to the king his Hecueil des phis 

cShbres aatrologuesy an important source for the history of astrology, in 

which he implies that his accuser had been put to shame and confusion. 

Meanwhile what was the attitude towards magic? Michele Savonarola, 

medical writer of the middle of the fifteenth century and uncle of the 

f’lorentine reformer, had a favourable opinion of magic. Ficino, who 

revived Neo-Platonism at Florence, was a believer in both astrology and 

natural magic. Benedetto Maffeo addressed to Lorenzo de’ Medici a 

treatise on agriculture filled with belief in signs and astrology, emd with 

bits of agricultural magic. In 1482 Bernard Basin, a canon of Saragossa, 

arguing against a vesperiatus at the University of Paris who had contended 

that the study of magic arts aided the salvation of the faithful, referred 

to the audience as “most attentive in listening to discussions of the magic 

arts.” But Basin uiged that magic was diabolical and should not even be 

studied. Presently the youthful Pico della Mirandola promulgated his 

nine hundred theses at Rome. A number dealt with magic and the Jewish 

cabala; several were favourable to natural magic; perhaps the most 

startling was the proposition that no science yields more certainty of 

Christ’s divinity than magic and the cabala. Innocent VIII, who in 1484 

had iasued his bull against witches, condemned certain of Pico’s theses. 

When Pico attempted to defend and explain his position, he further 

excited the ire of the Pope, and it was only under Alexander VI that 

l-iorenzx) de’ Medici suct^eeded in having his disabilities removed. Mean¬ 

while Peter Gorsia, Bishop of Usellus (Ales) in Sardinia, had addressed to 

Innocent a reply to Pico’s Apology which was printed in 1489. Garsia 

insisted that all magic 'was alike evil and diabolical, and explicitly censured 

the views of such past Christian authorities as William of Auvergne and 

Albertus Magnus, to say nothing of Peter of Abano. 

Pico, much upset by his difficulties with the Church, devoted the latter 
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years of his brief life to devout meditation, asceticism, and the composition 

of an elaborate work in twelve books against astrology. Thus he who 

began proudly by defending magic and cabala ended penitently by at¬ 

tacking even astrology, but one cannot escape a feeling that this onslaught 

was something of a tour de force. The reformer Savonarola was so pleased 

with the work that he composed a popularisation, abbreviation, and 

paraphrase of it in Italian. Defenders of astrology replied to Pico’s attack, 

and the pseudo-science had by no means as yet received its death-blow. 

But further consideration would carry us beyond our period. Let us 

merely add that natural magic, which Garsia had flouted, found an ex¬ 

ponent in a representative of the Christian Renaissance, Jacques Lefevre 

of Staples, whose treatise on natural magic sometimes approaches closely 

to incoherent occultism. 

The witchcraft delusion, with its holocausts of victims, extending as it 

did from the fifteenth to the seventeenth century, lies in large part beyond 

our period. Only in the closing decades of the fifteenth century, by “ Popes 

of the Renaissance” such as Sixtus IV and Innocent VIII, was cognisance 

taken of the supposed existence of witches as a sect in parts of Germany. 

Only in the opening decades of the sixteenth century did Alexander VI 

and Leo X recognise the spread of witchcraft into northern Italy. The 

historian Hansen had difficulty in comprehending how such a degradation 

of the human intellect and so prolonged and cruel a persecution could 

coincide in time with Renaissance, Reformation, and the rise of experi¬ 

mental science. He tried to explain it as a survival of the medieval spirit. 

Church control, theology, and Inquisition. But his argument is uncon¬ 

vincing and is sometimes contradicted by facts uncovered by his own 

researches. It is possible to over-emphasise the somewhat tenuous con¬ 

nexion between magic and heresy. The witch was [)robably to some extent 

a scape-goat for the ills which then oppressed society. When we reflect 

that by the fifteenth century medieval culture was declining; that economic 

prosperity, political freedom and self-government, chivalry, and public 

charity were waning; that the fourteenth century hati been marked by 

the terrible Black Death which demoralised society and never ceased its 

visitations thenceforth during the entire time of the witchcraft delusion, 

and by the perhaps worse pest of mercenary soldiers who, aided by artillery 

and fire-arms, made all wars from the Hundred Years’ to the Thirty Years’ 

so cruel, devastating, and financially exhausting—when we consider this, 

we may incline to regard the witchcraft delusion as in congenial company, 

and to view it as a sociological rather than theological or intellectual 

phenomenon, produced largely by popular fear and superstition, and by 

an undiscriminating wave of “law-enforcement” which swept over the 

secmlar more than the ecclesiastical courts, and raged in lands where the 

Inquisition had hardly functioned. 

According to Hansen’s own findings, the collective conception of witch¬ 

craft prevalent during the delusion did not yet exist in the thirteenth 
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century, indeed is still absent from early fifteenth-century works on magic, 
and inquisitors of that centuiy were surprised at the existence of this new 
sect. Hansen found no case of a magician‘*s being charged with sexual 
relations with demons until the thirteenth century. The German word 

for witch, Hexe^ rarely appears in literature until the fourteenth century. 
In secular trials nothing is said before 1400 of demon lovers, transportation 
of witches through the air, and the sabbat. Among the many records of 

early trials by the Inquisition which have been preserved there are 

practically none for magic until Pope John XXII (1S16-S4), alarmed 

by attempts against his life made through sorcery and wax images by 
Hugh Geraud, Bishop of Cahors, the Visconti, and others, started the 
persecution of magicians in southern France which was continued by 

Benedict XII. But before this Philip the Fair had preferred charges of 

abominable magic against the Templars; Guichard, Bishop of Troyes, 

had been imprisoned in the Louvre for years on like grounds; and sorcery 

had been among the accusations trump^ up against Hubert de Burgh in 

England under Henry III; so that there is no reason for giving the Papacy 

precedence in magic-baiting. During the years from 1230 to 1430 the 

number of trials for magic before secular judges was large and ever growing. 

That malicious and diabolical magic was increasing during the fourteenth 

century was the opinion of John XXII and his anonymous commentator 

at its beginning, of an Archbishop of Cologne and a Bishop of Utrecht 
in its mid-course, and of the theologians of Peuis at its close. One French 
writer ascribed its growth to the many foreigners whom the Hundred 
Years'* War had brought into France. There were numerous trials of 

persons, often of high rank, who had made wax images of others with 

intent to injure them. We may agree, however, with Hansen that in so 
far as the witchcraft delusion was led up to by previous writings, it 

received countenance from works of theologians, canonists, and inquisitors 
rather than from medieval writers on nature or medicine, who were far 

more inclined to account for the supposed magical activities of demons 
by natural causes or human imagination. 



CHAPTER XXIII 

EDUCATION IN THE FOURTEENTH AND FIFTEENTH 

CENTURIES. 

The educational needs of a predominantly agricultural population such 
as existed in Western Europe in the later Middle Ages were necessarily 
few and simple. Positive, organised institutional instruction was not 

needed by the many; for the great mass of the people knowledge was 
traditional, the lore learned by the child from its parents, by the work¬ 
man from his master and fellow-labourers, by the Christian from his 
spiritual superiors. School-learning was not necessary for field-work, 
and in the country-side, therefore, schools were not numerous. Although 
exceptions were not infrequent, schools were generally confined to the 
cities and towns, where the needs of life were more complex, where a con¬ 

course of people helped to raise the standard of general culture, and where 
a few had the leisure requisite for the pursuit of knowledge. With the 
growth of urban life, facilities for education were naturally made available 
for more people, and this, together with the increase in the numbers of 
the clergy, helps to account for the steady growth in literacy which is 

apparent during the later Middle Ages. 
For the educational history of these years we are not notably obliged 

to speculate about origins or to fill up considerable gaps by analogy or 
deduction from evidence of a later date. The scaffolding of national and 
international educational organisation had been erected during the two 
preceding centuries: by 1300 the system was to a considerable degree 

in working order; the scholar already occupied a defined position in 
society. The reformers of the twelfth century had done their work so 

well that their ideals had crystallised into institutions, the later Middle 
Ages forming an educationally homogeneous period. Apart from the new 
ideals which accompanied the spread of humanism, there are few un¬ 
expected developments. The nearest approach to a cataclysm, the Black 

Death, seems to have affected the methods and perhaps also the standard 

of education even less than it affected other forms of contemporary 

activity. Teaching and study, based mainly upon the scholasticism which 
so manifestly dominated the universities, went on, almost unchanged, 
during the whole of this period. 

Throughout the Middle Ages education naturally remained the especial 
concern of the Church. Both the subjects and the methods of instruction 

were under clerical supervision; educational disputes were settled before 

ecclesiastical tribunals; even in the rare cases in which schoolmasters 

were not themselves in holy orders, they were still subject in a peculiar 
degree to bishop and archdeacon. In practice, too, the boundary between 

clergy and laity was exceedingly ill-defined, many persons being given 
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the privileges and exemptions of clerks who were for all practical purposes 

laymen. Yet even so, a notable educational feature of the fourteenth and 

fifteenth centuries was the rise of a class of lettered laymen, some speci¬ 

fically called laid literati^ who never had any intention of taking orders. 

There is much evidence to shew that, in England at least, the number of 

lawyers and gentlemen who received an education similar to that of the 

Fastens was considerable and that ability to write was widespread. Really 

learned, as distinct from just literate, laymen were, however, distinctly 

uncommon north of the Alps; it is difficult, for example, to name an English 

layman before Sir Thomas More who could be compared for learning 

with Dante. 

Considering its needs, Western Europe after 1300 was comparatively 

well-provided with schools which the sons of the laity might attend. 

Every cathedral church was required by Canon Law to have a grammar 

school attached to it in which Latin was taught and, after the beginning 

of the thirteenth century, this law was generally obeyed. Entrance to 

such a grammar school could be obtained normally only by boys who 

had already received a certain minimum of instruction. They would 

usually be expected to be able to write the letters of the alphabet and to 

read, not necessarily intelligently, but at least to spell out the words 

placed before them. 

This preliminary knowledge was obtained in various ways. There was 

much sporadic and unorganised elementary instruction by well-disposed 

priests, by parish clerks, and even by women able to teach mixed classes 

of small children. Further, every cathedral, and most collegiate churches, 

supported a song school intended primarily for the training of choir-boys 

but certainly not limited to these. Unlike the grammar-school master, 

the master of the song school could as a rule not hope to obtain a mono¬ 

poly. His work finished where the grammar-school master’s began, the 

teaching of Latin grammar proper being left entirely to the grammar 

school. At such a song or elementary school, children wei’e taught the 

elements of their faith, the Ave Maria^ the Lord’s Prayer, and the Creed, 

a few anthems and psalms, singing and spelling. The children often 

learned to read Latin without being able to understand it, while if there 

were no grammar school available close at hand, the song-school master 

might expound the meaning of the little Latin that he taught, although 

the proximity of a grammar school with a master who was vigilant to 

maintain his monopoly of teaching grammar would mean that the song- 

school teaching would be narrowly confined to the limits indicated. To 

these song schools small children often came in fairly considerable num¬ 

bers, and many of those who were not hoping to adopt a definitely pro¬ 

fessional career went no farther. Small and often ephemeral institutions 

that have left few records of importance, the song schools none the less 

accounted for most of the education that many humble folk in the Middle 

Ages ever received. 



690 Grammar schools 

The grammar schools were more permanent and significant institutions. 

Obligatory in every cathedral city and frequently met with elsewhere, they 

held the key to the gateway of knowledge, Latin grammar. Because of 

this, they are fundamental to the educational history of the Middle Ages. 

The Latin for whose teaching they existed had become specialised and 

distinctive by 1300, a language based upon a few classical texts, upon 

the Vulgate, and upon the Fathers, adapted for oral conversation, public 

disputation, and legal and business communications. Medieval Latin was 

certainly not bad, in the sense of ungrammatical, Latin. The quality of 

the grammar of most medieval chronicles is distinctly good, although 

naturally not classical, while even the most involved of scholastic philo¬ 

sophers are usually careful not to depart from the ordinary rules of gram¬ 

mar, even if they do invent special words and constructions of their own. 

In substance, the same language was used among scholars and traders over 

the whole of Europe, and adequate knowledge of it was essential to any 

one whose interests or ambitions were more than merely local. Its general 

use gave an impress of unity to the learning of Western Christendom that 

was to fade slowly after the Reformation. The medieval student was an 

international phenomenon, able to transfer himself without difficulty from 

one country to another and to be understood wherever he went. For not 

only was Latin the common language, but also the methods of teaching 

it were substantially the same all over Europe. 

Together with Rhetoric, the art of speaking, and Dialectic, the art of 

logical argument, Grammar completed the Trivium, the first group of 

the seven liberal arts, and was by far the most important subject of the 

group. The grammar text-books almost universally used were beised upon 

Priscian’s Grammar of 18 books (books I-XVI on accidence and XVII 

and XVIII on syntax) or on partibus orationis. The commonest 

of these, the Ars Minor, was an abridgment of Donatus, written in prose. 

It was short enough to be learnt by heart from beginning to end, the master 

alone usually possessing a copy and dictating it section by section to the 

class. Occasionally a fortunate schoolboy may have had a grammar of his 

own, but this would be distinctly unusual. Memory, it must be remembei-ed, 

necessarily played a very large part in medieval education, and, outside 

the monasteries, cathedrals, collegiate churches, and universities, access to 
books of reference was usually difficult. 

The Ars Minor was a very elementary book, and the need for something 

more advanced and at the same time easy to learn led to the production, 

in 1199, of the Doctrinale of Alexander of Villa Dei. This compilation 

possessed the great merit in medieval eyes of being metrical. The story 

runs that Alexander, while studying at Paris with two friends, Ivo and 

Adolphus, was too poor to buy text-books of grammar and therefore in¬ 

vented a metrical version of Priscian, which he later reduced to writing. 

Much of it was not taken direct from Priscian but was Alexander’s own 

invention. The three parts into which it was early divided are Etymology, 
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Syntax, and Prosody, the latter being the most original part of the work 

and an invaluable aid in the rage for versifying that distinguished the 

fifteenth century. The Doctrinale was not intended to supersede Donatus, 

for some knowledge of elementary I^tin grammar was clearly implied in 

it. It is interesting to notice, however, that the author definitely expected 

the master to expound his work in the vernacular, as the line ‘‘Atque 

legens pueris laica lingua reserabit ” bears testimony. A good deal of space 

is taken up by exceptions, further evidence that the Doctrinale was written 

as an adjunct to Donatus and was not intended as a complete corpus of 

grammatical knowledge. 

Explanations, often somewhat fantastical, of Greek and Latin words, 

mainly those of the Vulgate, were introduced, and the whole, because of the 

ease with which its leonine hexameters could be learnt by heart, was most 

acceptable to its age. Its popularity throughout the later Middle Ages 

was remarkable; over 200 surviving manuscript copies have been enu¬ 

merated, and the list is by no means complete. The need supplied was 

obviously real, and the Doctrinale was almost universally used for teaching 

purposes in France, England, and Germany. Important changes and 

modifications were early introduced. As was also the case with Donatus, 

the text was treated as a peg upon which to hang innumerable explana¬ 

tions and comments, many of the manuscripts and early printed editions 

consisting of a thin rivulet of text running through an overwhelming mass 

of gloss. In the sixteenth century the grammar was much criticised, al¬ 

though considerable parts of it were copied by those who were loudest in 

its condemnation, but for the later Middle Ages it is not too much to say 

that the Doctrinale lies at the basis of all advanced grammar teaching. 

Compared with Donatus and the Doctrinale^ other grammars, although 

fairly numerous, were unimportant. The Grecismus of Everard of Bethune 

(so called because it included some explanations of Greek words and their 

pronunciation), for example, was written soon after the Doctrinale, but 

never rivalled it in popularity, while most of the later grammars were 

simply adaptations of preceding works. Even during the Renaissance, when 

it became everywhere the fashion to abuse the Doctrinale as “ barbarous,’’ 

the new works which superseded it were often largely derived from it with¬ 

out acknowledgment. 

Dictionaries were even rarer than grammars; a master of an important 

grammar school was fortunate if he had acquired, or had made for himself, 

a copy or adaptation of one of the many etymological vocabularies based 

on Isidore, such as the Vocabularium of Papias, the Liber Derivationum 

of the canonist Uguccio (Hugutio) of Pisa, or, best known of all, the Catho- 

Ikon of the Dominican, John Balbi of Genoa. The latter, as full of in¬ 

genious and far-fetched derivations as the others, yet made what would now 

be considered an advance in that it introduced an alphabetical arrange¬ 

ment—a method which, however, was by no means fully appreciated at 

the time. 
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As soon as the elements of grammar were mastered, some simple text¬ 

books were read, such as the Fables of Aesop, the exceedingly popular 

Disikhs attributed to Dionysius Cato (a series of moral maxims), or the 

Eclogues of Theodulus {i.e. Gottschalk). Some classical authors were 

sometimes studied as well, parts of Virgil, Ovid, and Horace in particular, 

although it was rare for any classical text to be read thoroughly or com¬ 

pletely. Apart from Virgil, who was regarded as semi-Christian, specifically 

Christian authors such as Prudentius,Lactantius,Sedulius,or Juvencus were 

preferred, Lactantius being particularly popular in the fifteenth century. 

In addition to much learning by rote and repetition, attempts were 

made in some grammar schools to enforce Latin speaking at all times, 

although this can seldom have been very effective. But a certain easy 

fluency in talking Latin was usually acquired, and skill in disputation was 

highly esteemed. In a large city, such as London, where there were 

several grammar schools, representative scholars of the different schools 

sometimes held public disputations with one another on the model of the 

disputations at the universities. Indeed, just as some of the song schools 

did work that belonged normally to the grammar school, so the curriculum 

of the better grammar schools overlapped that of the universities. At 

such schools the —Arithmetic, Geometry, Astronomy, Music— 

figured as well as the Tnvium^ although none of these four subjects re¬ 

ceived anything like the same amount of stress as was laid on grammar. 

Arithmetic, the art of calculating with Roman numerals, simplified by 

the use of the abacus, was probably, after grammar, the most useful sub¬ 

ject learnt by a city boy, although it is not likely that any school gave 

any very advanced teaching in the subject, 

A few exceptional schools might go even farther. Starting from de¬ 

clensions and conjugations in the lowest class, the boys (who were not 

admitted until they could read and write) would proceed to learn the 

parts of speech and some syntax, followed by elementary exercises in 

composition and translation of extracts from approved authors. The 

next stage might start with dialectic and rhetoric, followed by some very 

elementary theory of music, the method of calculating dates, and some 

simple astronomical facts. In rare instances advanced scholars might 

be introduced to the Organon of Aristotle, to the elements of Euclid, and 

even to a little law or theology. Oral work and frequent disputations 

favoured intellectual agility, and the scholastic form into which most of 

the instruction was necessarily cast made learning more repellent in 

appearance than in reality. 

The grammar schools attached to the cathedrals were the chief but by 

no means the only grammar-teaching institutions that existed. One of 

the commonest ways in which medieval piety found expression was in the 

foundation of chantries at which chantry priests sfiid mass for the souls 

of the founder and his relatives. Testators, however, soon realised that a 

priest could be expected to do more with a reasonable endowment than 
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say a daily mass for the soul of his benefactor, and it thus became common 

for the gratuitous teaching of boys to be added to the duty of saying 

masses. Thus a school might be founded, sometimes in quite a small 

village, as a kind of appendage to, or part of, a chantry. The endowment 

of education was equally recognised by the Church as a good work, and 

schools were founded with the chantry element absent or subordinate, just 

as chantries were founded with free teaching as a minor addition. We 

find schools endowed not only by kings and great magnates, spiritual and 

temporal, but also, on a small scale, by humble merchants and citizens. 

Schools thus founded were usually “free*” grammar schools, the boys, or 

some of them, paying no fees. In some cases, however, chantry priests who 
were not obliged to teach very often found that the money they received 

from the endowment for masses was insufficient for a permanent livelihood 

and they therefore frequently tried to supplement their income by teaching. 

Thus, directly and indirectly, the amount of education for which un¬ 

beneficed secular priests were responsible was considerable. The position 

of schools conducted by such masters was, however, distinctly precarious. 

There might not be enough boys to make it worth while to continue; the 

priest might obtain a benefice or he might be engaged to say a sufficient 

number of masses to make it unnecessary for him to teach. 

The best schools, therefore, would be those in which separate masters 

and mass-priests were provided and in which the masters were given 

reasonable salaries and security of tenure. Such schools were, in some 

cases, so well provided for and so permanently established that the educa¬ 

tion given in them could be linked directly with that of a university. 

The ideal relation of school and university, in the fourteenth century, was 

that planned by William of Wykeham. This notable pluralist, one of 

the wealthiest men in England, devoted much thought as well as money 

to the foundation of Winchester College. His primary object was to ensure 

a sufficient supply of learned clerks for the Church, the number of clergy 

having been I'educed by the Black Death and other epidemics, while 

provision for masses for the repose of his own soul was duly included in 

his plan. 

The foundation charter of Winchester College was executed in 1382 

and the school opened ten years later. The methods of teaching there 

were the same as elsewhere and, apart from the extensiveness of its endow¬ 

ments and the provisions made for the removal of an unsatisfactory master 

at three months’ notice, its most notable feature was its close connexion 

with the University of Oxford by the parallel foundation of New College 

in direct contact with it. For New College, the rule of Walter de Merton 

was accepted with slight modifications, and the double foundation proved 

a marked success. In the fifteenth century this was so apparent that the 

experiment was copied at Eton and at King’s College, Cambridge (144*0), 

with such greater endowments and wider privileges as l>efitted a royal 

foundation. These colleges, it may be noted, were foundedTor the benefit 

4(> 
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of the sons of small land-owners or merchants and not for the very poorest 

dass, the provision for the choice of ‘‘pauperes’’ in many medieval founda¬ 

tions being inserted only in order to ensure the exclusion of the really 

wealthy. 
Besides foundations by individuals, schools were also founded by gilds, 

or occasionally other corporations, or placed under the control of gilds, 

the gild usually being immediately anxious for the provision of masses 

for the souls of its members and willing that the chantry priests employed 

should teach in addition. Towns, likewise, made provision for the 

instruction of the children of their townsmen. Particularly in South 

Grermany and the Rhine valley, town-schools were common, every town 

of importance possessing a grammar school. In France, also, at the be¬ 

ginning of the fourteenth century every great town had at least one 

grammar school, and a knowledge of grammar, dialectic, and rhetoric 

was widespread. Unfortunately, education there suffered severely from 

the Hundred Years’ War, and it was not until the second half of the 

fifteenth century that the French nation had the opportunity to resume 

the great intellectual advance of the thirteenth century. 

The part of Northern Europe in which the most marked educational 

progress was made during the later Middle Ages was the Low Countries. 

This area was more highly industrialised than any other, and populous 

towns were in relatively close proximity to one another. The social life 

of such a district was predominantly urban, the peasantry being kept in 

something like subjection to the weavers, while in the towns there was a 

steady demand for clerks who could write and calculate, and a leisured 

class existed which was not exclusively feudal. 

The ecclesiastical organisation was inadequate for the population; 

grammar schools attached to cathedreJs would have been insufficient in 

any case, and, where they existed, they were unimportant. Heresy, or at 

least heterodox thought, was common, partly the result of the comparative 

rarity of religious instruction. The situation was met by the Brethren 

of the Common Life, the institutional embodiment of the exertions of 

Grerard Groote (1840-84) and Florent Radewyns (1850-1400). Groote, 

before his conversion, had been weU educated at Paris and elsewhere and 

never lost the interest in scholarship that he early acquired. When he 

returned to the Netherlands as mission-preacher and ascetic, he continued 

to add to his large collection of books and employed a number of copyists 

to transcribe works of devotion for him. Some of these scribes followed their 

employer in his renunciation of the world, so that the Brethren of the 

Common Life from the first included a number of good scholars. 

The Brethren practically revolutionised the education of their day. In 

some places they opened up schools of their own; in others they took 

charge of the existing schools, while to others again they sent some of 

their members as teachers. Even when they had no direct contact with 

a school, it was often, as at Deventer and Zwolle, completely changed 
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owing to their influence. Thus the Netherlands could claim better school 
masters than any other country north of the Alps, and something of the high 
standard of civilisation for which the country was famous was due to this. 

Generally speaking, however, the schoolmasters of medieval Europe 
occupied no very conspicuous or honoured position in society. Those who 
lived by teaching in grammar schools were usually neither well paid nor 
very highly esteemed. In most cases the boys, or some of them, paid fees, 
the average in England being about 8d, a quarter. There were some 
customaiy gifts in addition but, even so, the schoolmaster paid by fees 
can seldom have received more than the schoolmaster paid by private 
endowment and required to teach freely, the average annual salary of 
such an endowed schoolmaster being (again in England) about jPlO. In 
a fair number of cases schoolmasters were mairied and in a few instances 
testators expressed a preference for married men, although normally 
unbeneficed priests would be chosen. In Germany we occasionally find 
schoolmasters keeping little shops or making small gains by the sale of 
school books; elsewhere they would sometimes act as a kind of subordinate 
town clerk, while they are also to be found among the early printers. In 
a great number of cases the schoolmaster worked alone, the existence of 
an assistant or usher suggesting either an unusually large school or an 
exceptionally adequate endowment. 

There were no regular school holidays, apart from the feasts of the 
Church, and, provided fees wei'e forthcoming, teachers were always willing 
to be on duty. Attendance at school was thus chiefly a matter for the 
parents, who obviously could allow their sons to be absent when they 
wished. In fact, there are more records of complaints by townsmen of 
trouble caused by schoolboys who should have been at school than of 
undue length of school terms or pressui*e of school work. Games of any 
sort were usually forbidden, partly because they were supposed to detra^ 
from the higher aspirations of the soul, partly because of the violence and 
disorder to which they invariably gave rise. Football, for example, was 
a free fight rather than a game. One outlet for high spirits was, however, 
generally recognised. This was the popular feast of the Boy Bishop, 
which we find kept all over Europe on St Nicholas’ Day (6 December). 
A boy was chosen as Bishop, dressed to suit the part, allowed to lord it 
over his superiors, to levy contributions, and to entertain his schoolfellows 
(who had been allowed to run riot all day) to an evening Iwmquet. 

The fact that schoolboys behaved like ruffians whenever they had the 
chance was not due to any lack of corporal punishment. The rod or birch 
was the invariable symbol of the schoolmaster, and in every country it 
was applied relentlessly. The Church made no attempt to make matters 
easier for the boys; the text so frequently quoted in the Middle Ages, 
qui parck virgae odU fiHum suum^ was decisive, and plenty of flogging 
characterised every school, and even, at the end of the Middle Ages, 
spread to the universities. Public opinion saw nothing wrong in brutality 
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in the schoolroom, and hai*sh as schoolmasters often were, they were not 
harsher than the majority of parents. In the Middle Ages, very few men 
indeed can have regretted the end of their schooldays. 

Yet there were always those who were prepared to make real sacrifices 
for the sake of knowledge, the hard lives of boys who, like Butzbach and 
Platter, had to wander over Europe in order to pick up a precarious 
education being sufficient evidence of this. Although it would be a mis¬ 
take to suppose that these boys formed the majority of school, or even of 
university, students, yet there were always many who were thus constantly 
on the move, seeking learning restlessly and painfully wherever it might 
best be found. Tlieir efforts were not helped by the existence of the Mendi¬ 
cants who, if they had made both journeying and begging respectable, had 
also made them considerably more difficult. 

The earliest stages of teaching, particularly of grammar, were very 
much the same for all classes and for the whole of Europe, but, naturally, 
special provision had to be made for the vocational instruction of special 
classes of society. The Church, which made itself responsible for the 
learning of the West, was obliged to take especial care to secure adequate 
education for the clergy. The moncisteries which, in earlier times, had 
been such importantybci of scholarship and instruction, were, in the later 
Middle Ages, of less general importance. They remained self-contained 
communities where the profesvsed were expected to study and were assumed 
to know enough Latin to understand the Vulgate, the services of the 
Church, and the Buie, and also to speak Latin among themselves. Thus 
aiTangements had to be made for ensuring that a certain minimum stan¬ 
dard of scholarship was maintained by all. Further, the novices, many 
of whom were quite young, had to be taught the meaning and implications 
of the life they were proposing to live. This, in practice, often involved 
the ordinary teaching of Latin as given in a good grammar school with 
specifically religious instruction in addition. A special novice-meuster wsls 

normally appointed for this work, which was probably seldom onerous, 
since the numbers to be taught were usually very small. The novice school 
was, of course, strictly exclusive; the admission of children from outside 
would have been opposed to the first principles of monasticism. 

Some of the larger monasteries also maintained a separate almonry 
school, chiefly for the training of choristers when musical services became 
customary. These choristers, together sometimes with a few other children, 
were placed under the control of the Precentor, while their maintenance 
was part of the duties of the Almoner. Singing, naturally, was the chief 
subject of instruction, but the teaching of singing was generally accom¬ 
panied by the teaching of reading, while some elements of Latin grammar 
were often added as well. Usually a secular priest was employed to teach 
the boys freely, and by this means a certain number of boys in the 
immediate vicinity of a great house might learn to read and write. But 
the number so educated in any country was very small, and the almonry 
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schools can hardly be claimed as contributing seriously to the learning 
of the West. 

The professed monk was under no obligation to study or to teach, 
although some intellectual as well as manual labour was theoretically 
required of him. The general standard of scholarship and of intellectual 
interests within the monasteries necessarily varied greatly in different 
countries and different houses. Large monasteries were expected to main¬ 
tain a lecturer in theology within their walls, although this requirement 
was frequently neglected. They were also under the obligation (by the 
Constitutions of Benedict XII, 1336) of sending one monk in twenty to 
a university. At all the larger universities there were special halls or 
colleges for the reception of monks, who were placed under the charge of 
a fnor studentium. The colleges, however, were seldom full. The papal 
constitutions were frequently neglected or evaded; very few monasteries 
sent their full complement of scholars, and during the fifteenth century 
the numbers steadily dwindled. 

The educational work of the Mendicants, on the other hand, was of 
real importance.^ The Dominicans, in particular, were intensely interested 
in scholarship; they were an Order of preachers, formed for the express 
object of combating heresy, laying special emphasis upon the study of 
theology. This implied a very considerable knowledge of other subjects, 
for theology was the “ Queen of the Sciences,” only to be approach^ by 
those who had undergone a long and arduous apprenticeship. 

The Franciscans, at first, laid much less stress upon intellectual attain¬ 
ments than did the Dominiciuis, St Francis himself being distinctly suspicious 
of book-learning. But scholarship could not be excluded, and the Francis¬ 
cans soon counted as many distinguished university graduates and teachers 
among their numl)ers as did the Dominicans, Particularly in England, 
Franciscan learning became traditional. Unless forced by necessity, how¬ 
ever, the Mendicants made no attempt at formal school teaching; they 
lectured, as they were obliged to do, at the universities, and they com¬ 
municated much knowledge to the people in their sermons, but their 
importance for the history of education lies chiefly in the elaborate 
organisation which they built up for the instruction of their own members. 

Mere boys were often accepted by the friars as novices, although, 
normally, these were not admitted until they had learnt at least the 
elements of grammar. They were then trained by stages in logic, natural 
philosophy, and theology, their most eminent members becoming 
exceedingly influential (and, frequently, exceedingly unpopular) at the 
universities, particularly at Oxford and Paris. The high standard of the 
thirteenth century, however, was not maintained during the two following 
centuries, and although the friar was almost always better educated 
than the monk, his direct contributions to education at the end of the 
Middle Ages were not much more noteworthy. 

* Cf. Vol. VI, Chapter xxi, especially pp. 741-748. 
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With the highly organised Regulars the secular clergy could scarcely 
hope to compete. Every parish priest was expected to attempt to teach 
his parishioners, old and young, the truths of the Christian religion, while 
some gave direct religious instruction to the children in a way that was 
almost that of the schoolroom, assisted, sometimes, by the parish clerk. 
Technically, anyone who had received first tonsure was a cleric and, since 
this did not prevent a man from marrying or pursuing his ordinary daily 
work, and often brought substantial legal advantages, most scholars were 
‘^clerics.’' In this way the clergy, particularly in earlier days, provided 
practically all the trained minds of the West, and their monopoly of 
learning was long maintained. But the clergy, in the narrower sense of 
those who had taken higher orders and were following an exclusively 
ecclesiastical career, and particularly the secular clergy who served the 
parishes, were at no time highly educated on the average and, indeed, 
were frequently little better instructed than some of their neighbours and 
parishioners. Visitation records shew a surprising amount of sheer 
ignorance; ordination examinations must have been exceedingly simple 
when we find priests unable to construe or explain the opening sentences 
of the Canon of the Mass, and sometimes even scarcely able to read. It 
is true that we frequently find orders in episcopal registers for priests to 
study at ‘‘the schools,’' while university students were readily granted 
dispensation from residence in their parishes if, as was often the cajse, 
they were beneficed. But apart from the universities there were, of course, 
no special seminaries for the education of the clergy, and it was the ex¬ 
ception rather than the rule for a priest to be a university graduate. 

In spite, then, of the constant efforts of Councils and bishops, in spite 
of the fact that most parsons had at least learnt the elements of Latin 
at a grammar school, the standard of knowledge amongst the rural clergy 
as a whole was not a high one. Even when a priest had been well 
educated, according to the standard of the times, the loneliness, the lack of 
books and of contact with cultured society in a remote village must have 
made it only too easy for him to forget the knowledge that he had acquired. 
Conditions necessarily varied widely, but the tendency during the later 
Middle Ages was for the clergy to fail to maintain the marked Vocational 
superiority that had been theirs in earlier times. During these years, 
while the general standard of lay education was steadily improving, that 
of the clergy did not advance with anything like commensurate rapidity. 

For the clergy, as for the laity, the universities remained to the end of 
the Middle Ages almost the only centres for higher education. The 
history of their origin and development has been told in a previous 
volume,' but the history of education in the later Middle Ages, and 
particularly the education of the clergy, would be incomplete without a 
reference to them. A primary purpose of their existence was the training 
of the clergy; a very considerable proportion of the students and masters 

' See aupra, Vol. vi, Chapter xvii. 
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were in holy orders, and those who were not benefioed hoped that their 
names would be included in the next rotvJm that wen.t to Rome or that 
their merits would soon attract the attention of a patron. It is true that 
neither civil law nor medicine, both of which subjects claimed considerable 
numbers of students, were normally studied by ecclesiastics, but outside 
Italy universities were not founded principally for the study of either of 
these subjects. 

At the universities, no special provision was made for instruction that 
might be useful for parochial duties. Only a minority of those who 
matriculated proceeded to a degree, while still fewer remained as 
students of theology—the only subject for which a thorough knowledge 
of the text of the Bible was indispensable. Many of the wealthier students 
enrolled themselves in the Faculty of Canon I^w (Decreta), for an expert 
canonist could always be sure of lucrative employment and often of 
promotion to high office in the Church. Of the “artists,’’ many came to a 
university too ignorant of Latin to be able even to follow the ordinary 
lectures, so that .special arrangements were made at some universities for 
the teaching of grammar and even for the granting of degrees in grammar, 
sometimes with accompaniments which clearly indicated that the recipient 
expected to spend his life teaching schoolboys. 

One of the reasons that so many left without graduating was the 
length of the degree courses. Even allowing for the fact that, judged by 
modem .standards, the undergraduates were often very young, few could 
afford, or would care, to stay the fourteen years that were required (unless 
some exemption was obtained) for the much-coveted recognition as master 
or doctor in the Faculty of Theology. length of residence and the fulfil¬ 
ment of the prescribed formalities, indeed, were more important than 
industry or intellectual distinction. A man might gain a reputation that 
would be very useful to him later for mental subtlety and agility in the 
disputations that formed so prominent a feature of university life, but 
written examinations as tests of knowledge were almost unknown. Provided 
a man were of reasonably good character, could swear that he had 
“read” the prescribed authorities, was of sufficient standing, and had paid 
the proper fees, admission to a “degree” was practically automatic, 
carrying with it the right to teach in any other university. 

After the thirteenth century, the triumph of scholastic methods in 
university education was complete. Departure from traditional forms of 
presentation of knowledge became increasingly difficult, while the dis¬ 
putations too often degenerated into meaninglass w^ord-play or were made 
into public and elaborate quodlibets. There were, naturally, some who 
could use even the most unpromising media for the expression of real 
philosophical thought, but the most fertile and suggestive writers were 
often those most vehemently suspected of heresy. The remarkable increase 
in the number of universities during the fifteenth century is in itself 
evidence that education was more widely diffused and that the number of 
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educated men in Europe was growing. This, in itself, helps to compensate 
for the absence of striking originality or notable writing; it was an age 
of glosses, epitomes, and commentaries, during which the advances of an 
earlier period were accepted, tested, and assimilated. Only when this 
process was complete could further advances be made. 

Grammar schools and universities, usually founded for clerics, used 
also by some who had no intention of taking orders, did not cater for the 
educational needs of the whole of the population. Two classes—the sons 
of the nobility, and girls—were almost invariably absent from these 
regular teaching institutions. The former, if they had only careers of 
fighting and administration before them, had seldom any considerable 
acquaintance with book-learning. They received, however, a specialised 
training of their own which was essentially the same in most countries. 
Before the age of seven, the young noble was left in the charge of the 
women of his father s household, largely to play, to leani manners, and (in 
England) perhaps to speak French. He then often went as a page to the 
castle of a neighbouring lord, every noble being expected to maintain acourt 
which incidentally served as a training-ground for boys and young men 
of good family. There, in addition to the performance of a certain amount 
of menial work, he learnt the manners and customs of gentle society and 
might receive some instruction in reading, writing, and religion from the 
ladies of the court or from a chaplain or chantry priest. 

From page, at about fourteen, he l)ecame a squire, at which stage his 
outdoor education began in real earnest. He learnt to ride, shoot, hawk, 
jump, throw, swim, and fight. The method of instruction was largely 
one of emulation, for the chief merit of such a household was considered 
to consist in its bringing together youths of the same class and age. The 
young squire would now be expected to understand French fairly well, 
this being almost as much the common language of the courtly class as 
Latin was that of the clerical class. The minstrel was a regular feature 
of this society and his craft was the more appreciated because many of 
the knights could themselves play on the haip and improvise songs. 

Although examples of literate and even of well-educated knights are 
not unknown, they are exceptional and are usually found among families 
with some particular administrative as well as military experience. The 
specialised chivalric code of the class placed a low value on scholarship. 
Clerks educated clerks and knights knights, and their spheres did not 
over-lap; nevertheless the international character of chivalry, common 
language, common interests, and much association in wars and crusades 
made a certain minimum of culture inevitable. 

In theory the code of chivalry which the knight was taught and 
expected to practise, combined with the steady increase in the reverence 
paid to the Virgin Mary by ecclesiastics, should have led to the assign- 
ment of a high place in society to women. There is, however, much to 
suggest that the wife and daughters of a knight were often treated in 
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a way that did not correspond with the chivalric code of the romances 

and courtly treatises. The Church, too, in spite of much praising of 

the Virgin Mary, tended to treat women as agents of evil rather than of good 

and to persuade men that the physically weaker sex was worthy of little 

consideration. It is thus scarcely surprising that no systematic provision 

was made for the education of girls of any class. Even the suggestion that 

any regular instruction for girls should be provided is met with only in 

speculators such as Pierre Dubois, Christine de Pisan, or William of Ockham, 

whose alarming originality disturbed rather than enlightened their age. 

Occasionally little girls were taught together with boys in the song- 

schools or by casual teachers. Froissart, for example, has left a delightful 

picture of his early schooldays and of his child-love for his girl com¬ 

panions. From the grammar schools, however, girls were rigidly excluded. 

There was no place for women learned in grammar in medieval society, 

while it was assumed that their very presence in a grammar school would 

corrupt master and boys alike. Apart from what they learnt in the 

song school or its equivalent, girls were taught chiefly at home, learning, 

naturally, mainly matters of domestic utility, it being assumed that eveiy 

girl who did not enter religion would be married, usually while still very 

young. Those of the higher classes would chiefly aim at cultivating 

polished manners, personal beauty and charm, and skill in dress—these 

being considered their essential attributes. In a large household they 

would have, if they wislied it, opportunities for learning to read and write 

from the chaplain or from some visiting ecclesiastic. That some made 

use of such chances is clear, since we find among the nobility occasional 

examples of ladies with real intellectual interests and administrative 

capacity, able to read, write, discuss affairs, and manage estates. Women 

like Margaret or Agnes Fasten, whose activity on behalf of their absent 

husbands and general interest in affairs were so considerable, cannot have 

been very exceptional, for a great land-owner would frequently be away 

from home, sometimes for long periods, through w^ars, crusades, and 

service at court, leaving much responsibility to his wife. What learning 

such ladies had was, however, except in very rare cases, not that of the 

scholars. The literature in which they were interested was written in 

French rather than in Latin and was concerned with different (and less 

edifying) matters from that reeid by clerks. 

For a girl of quality who willingly or otherwise remained unmarried 

almost the only refuge was the cloister. Within the nunneries, as within 

the monasteries, opportunities were offered for learned leisure, while the 

daily lives of the inmates necessarily implied a certain minimum of 

religious knowledge. But in the later Middle Ages the requirements were 

not considerable. It was frequently assumed by visiting bishops that 

nuns did not possess sufficient knowledge of Latin to be able to under¬ 

stand summons, injunction, or sermon in that language, so that the 

vernacular bad to be used when addressing them. 
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Like the monasteries, most nunneries were expected to maintain a 
school for the novices, but this meant very little. Admissions of novices 
were not frequent, seldom more than two or three annually, often none 
at all, while the age and position of many novices did not make them 
particularly amenable to instruction. On the other hand, many nunneries 
were poorly endowed and were therefore willing to add to their income 
by means of teaching. In spite of official prohibitions by bishops and 
others, who consistently disapproved of any dealings with the “world,’’ 
some regular teaching was available for girls in many nunneries. Children 
of the upj^r classes were received as boarders, taught some reading and 
perhaps spinning, needlework, and embroidery, for which the nuns received 
fees. There is, however, no evidence that in any country in Europe 
gratuitous or even cheap education for the poor was habitually provided 
by the nunneries, just as there is little to suggest that most nuns possessed 
any particular capacity for teaching. 

Yet apart from the nunneries and the households of the magnates very 
little was done anywhere for the direct teaching of girls. Most girls had 
to be content with what they learnt at home. “ I received no other 
instruction,” said Joan of Arc to her inquisitors, “save only from my 
mother, from whom I learnt my Pater Nosier^ Ave Maria, and Credo,^ 
A similar answer would have b^n sriven by the majority of girls in most 
countries. 

There was still a third class, in England at least, for which the educa¬ 
tional system of the day did not completely cater. This consisted of the 
lawyers, who evolved a system of their own, since the two English uni¬ 
versities offered no facilities for the study of common law. An adequate 
knowledge of Latin being indispensable, the future lawyer would learn 
this at home or from a chantry priest or at a grammar school. The high 
centralisation of English law at the time made it almost essential for the 
young man who would succeed to go to London. Here were established 
the Inns of Court where the men of law lived and worked. These institu¬ 
tions thus became, almost accidentally, places for legal education as well, 
offering the only facilities in the country for the study of common law. 
The teaching there was mainly oral, and public disputations were fre¬ 
quently held, although not many formal lectures seem to have been given. 
Civil Law was, of course, always taught at the English universities, though 
not very adequately. It was not until 15S5, when lectures on Canon 
Law had been officially forbidden, that professorships of Civil Law were 
founded at Oxford and Cambridge, contemporaneously with an increased 
interest in Civil Law on the continent. Before that date men had had to 
p) to North Italy if they wanted to obtain the best instruction in Europe 
in this subject. 

There was much else, however, besides Civil Law to be learnt in Italy. 
The Italian Renaissance, indirectly at least, had important effects on 
the theory and practice of medieval education, helping to bring about 
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changes that were to alter the educational outlook of the world. Italian 
political conditions were in many ways different from those of the rest 
of Europe, and Italian education was affected by such conditions. The 
memories of the former greatness of Rome, the existence of the Papacy, 
the high repute of the universities of Northern Italy for the study of 
Civil Law, the character of the Italian people, the existence of a fairly 
large class of learned laymen, all made a departure from the educational 
methods and traditions of the rest of Europe likely. This departure was 
not noticeable, however, until the fourteenth century, when Petrarch 
launched an open attack on logic. This subject, which included dialectic 
and much of what we should call metaphysics, had hitherto formed the 
basis of medieval education. After the reconciliation of Aristotle with 
the Bible, completed by St Thomas Aquinas, the authority of Aristotle 
was accepted almost without reservation. Dante, who died in 1321, 
regarded him as ‘Hhe master of those who know.*” Petrarch, however, 
bom in 1304, challenged the acceptance of the supreme authority of 
Aristotle and never failed to shew his unqualified aversion for academic 
logicians themselves. For Petrarch, logic and dialectic were methods of 
study and means of intellectual advancement and nothing more; the 
idea of making them an end seemed to him fantastic. He consistently 
ridiculed the notion of limiting the scope of metaphysical speculation to 
Aristotle and his commentators, considering their ideals to have note¬ 
worthy limitations and in any case to be distinctly inferior to those of 
Plato. To some extent, Petrarch'^s diatribe against Aristotle may have 
been due to dissatisfaction with the inadequate and obscure translations 
that were current and to the ascription of a common authority to text 
and gloss alike, but it represents a new point of view none the less. 

Part of this attack on the methods of logic and the authority of 
Aristotle was caused by a desire to escape from the fetters laid by the 
medieval Church upon the expression of individual personality. For the 
Ibilian, the restoration of the Greek and Roman ideals of the place to be 
assigned to the individual in society, expressed, in part, by the word 
virtiiy was to be brought about by copying the ancient methods of 
training youth. Education wa§ felt to provide the key to a coming new 
age, and a right standard for this, they thought, could be found in the 
works of the classical authors. In this connexion the two writers who 
attracted almost exclusive attention in Italy were Quintilian and Plutarch. 
Practically all the educational thought of the Renaissance springs from 
the Institidio Oratoria of Quintilian, and in this respect the Renaissance 
was a real “revival of learning.'” Almost the whole of the treatises on 
education written in the fifteenth century that have come down to us are 
plagiarisms, some selective, some copying almost the exact words of the 
original. The few new creative ideas that emerged were accidental and 
the result of practical experience in the attempted application of ancient 
theories. 
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Quintilian^s treatise on the education of an Orator was rediscovered by 
Poggio at St. Gall in 1416, and although it had not previously been un¬ 
known in monastic libraries and elsewhere, it was the knowledge of the 
possession of this complete text which Poggio assiduously circulated that 
was directly responsible for the attention that was paid to its contents. 
In 1421 the entire text of Cicero’s De Oratore had been likewise dis¬ 
covered at Lodi, and was eagerly studied by the few who were already 
appearing as the forerunners of the Ciceronian revival. 

The Roman ideal orator as outlined by Cicero and Quintilian was 
primarily a good man and a philosopher. Quintilian started with the 
assumption that most, though not all, children were capable of higher 
education and that therefore care in selection of nurses and teachers was 
essential. He was well aware of the evils inculcated by the public schools 
of his day, wherein the morals of the pupils were too often spoilt; yet he 
insisted that in them alone could the normal boy obtain the maximum 
amount of benefit to be derived from friendship on the one hand and 
emulation on the other. Memory and imitative instinct must be culti¬ 
vated, as well as music, astronomy, and literature {eloquentia). Praise and 
reproof should be sufficient to maintain discipline, flogging being fit only 
for slaves. Careful attention must he given to grammatical details, and 
the praise of etymology has an almost medieval flavour. Reading and 
speaking correctly are important in themselves and the pupil must under¬ 
stand what he reads, beginning with Homer and Virgil, proceeding to 
the tragedians, lyric poets, and comedians. The study of music and 
dancing is justified by its effect upon the movements and bearing of 
the body. All these subjects can easily be included within the work of 
a school, the juvenile mind being sufficiently elastic to be capable of 
assimilating several subjects sin}uItaneously, Above all things, adequate 
care must be taken to see that the moral character of the teacher is of 
the highest, capable of perfect harmony and sympathy with his pupils. 
The result of this teaching will be the emergence of an Orator, a man of 
the highest ideals, whose ability is so sharpened that it may be of the 
greatest use to his fellow-citizens, something of the combination of philo¬ 
sopher and statesman whom Plato had long before desired to rule his 
Republic. 

Very intimately connected with,and indeed dependent upon, Quintilian’s 
Institutio Oratoria^ is the treatise attributed to Plutarch, Trepl •jralBayv 

dycDyfj^^ which Guarino translated in 1411. It differs from Quintilian’s 
work mainly in the meagreness of the details of intellectual education, 
most attention being devoted to moral training. To these two treatises 
the humanists added little, if anything, that was really new, the creative 
genius lying in the skill shewn in the adaptation of these recommendations 
to the circumstances and ideas of their own day. In order to understand 
the educational bequest of the revival of learning to modern times, in spite 
of all the reservations stated above, some attempt must be made to trace 
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the progress of the new theories which came into prominence, and this 
can be done only by means of an account of some of the writers who dealt 
directly with them. 

Petrus Paulus Vergerius (1349-1428), Doctor of Law and Medicine at 
Padua, made a resolute attempt to abandon scholastic methods in his 
teaching of logic. Either as early as 1892 or as late as 1404, he composed 
a treatise, De Ingmuis Moribm ei Libercdibus Studiis^ for the use of Uber- 
tino, son of Francesco da Can*ara, the lord of Padua. A spirit of classical 
enthusiasm and of Christianity pervades the book, and it was diligently 
studied {e,g, by Bembo), containing as it did a systematic exposition and 
defence of new subjects and methods of instruction. Quickly following on 
this, came Guarino’s rendering of Plutarch'^s Trepl iraiStav ar/ayyfjf; and 
Leonardo Bruni s version of St BasiPs treatise on the advantage to be 
gained from the study of the ancient poets. Vergerius has a noble ideal 
of “liberal studies as those which call forth the highest gifts of body and 
mind in the pursuit of goodness and wisdom. His order of preference 
would be history, moral philosophy, eloquence (the art of letters, including 
grammar, logic, and rhetoric), poetry, music, arithmetic, geometry, astro¬ 
nomy in all its branches, to be followed by the three professional courses 
of study, medicine, law, and theology. Ifoys of limited capacity must 
work at congenial subjects, and no one must so entirely surrender him¬ 
self to scholarship as to forget his duties as a citizen. Mere desultory 
reading is condemned in favour of some degree of specialisation, to be 
helped by regular revision, discussion, and exposition. Lastly, athletic 
training in a mild form is admitted as of value. 

In 1404 the Florentine Dominican, Giovanni Domenici, in his Regola 

del Governo di Cura Familiare^ protested against those students of the 
classics who ventured to cast doubts upon the doctrine of the fall of man, 
therein expressing the ideas of many of his clerical brethren, including his 
pupil Antonino, later Archbishop of Florence. The torch, in spite of them, 
was handed on to Leone Battista Alberti (1404-72), who summed up a 
brilliant youthful career by abandoning his legal studies at Bologna in 
favour of humanism. A skilful architect, employed by Nicholas V, he never 
lost his early interest in classical literature and about 1482-88 outlined the 
preparation best suited for the governing class of his native Tuscany in 
his Trattato della Cura della Famiglia. Instead of medieval intellectual 
and physical asceticism, he boldly insisted upon the universal obligation 
of public service, helped by a disciplined and rbbust body. He declared 
himseli In favour of free will and human progress through the develop¬ 
ment of individual personality. His model of parental authority was 
Cato the Censor, supplemented by a tutor of high moral character who 
should teach ‘‘letters” rather than professional requirements. The details 
of his scheme of work are familiar: Priscian and Servius for grammar, 
Cicero, Livy, and Sallust for l^tin prose, Homer and Virgil for poetry 
Demosthenes for oratory, and Xenophons (Economia for the needs of the 
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home. Arithmetic, geometry, astronomy, the latter including physics, 
geography, and meteorology, added to the fine arts, would produce the 
satisfactory citizens that he desired. A few years later (between 1436 
and 1440) Matteo Palmieri (1406-75), a friend of Alberti, composed 
a treatise called Della Vita Civile. As an adherent of Cosimo de*" Medici, 
he wished to produce the statesman-scholar, now again a possibility owing 
to improved methods of teaching and an increased respect for antiquity. 
The scholar, he argues, will pursue truth for its own sake, but his active 
life mu$t be passed in society—virtue must be learnt in the home and in 
the daily task of administration of public affairs. For details of the 
subjects to be taught Palmieri follows Quintilian, supplemented by Ver- 
gerius and Guarino'^s translation of Plutarch, with a considerable debt to 
Cicero’s De Officiis. Moral philosophy must precede natural history, and 
those children whose talent is apparent at an early age should include 
both of these in the many subjects that they must pursue. 

The next writer on education who caught the imagination of his age was 
the celebrated Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini (1405-64), later Pope Pius II. 
This many-sided product of the Renaissance, in 1450, while Bishop of Trieste 
and in the service of the Emperor Frederick III, addressed an essay, De 

Liherorum ediicatione^ to the Emperor’s ward, Ladislas, King of Bohemia, 
then ten years old. This academic exercise on the training of a prince 
is, as wc should expect, taken almost entirely from Quintilian and Plutarch. 
A knowledge of the elements of Christianity is assumed, while the Chris¬ 
tian doctrine of immortality can, Aeneas explains, be found in many 
authors of antiquity. Grammar, in its wider meaning of literature, elo¬ 
quence, composition, and the ars dictaminis^ receives a full measure of 
attention, although Aeneas Sylvius is more concerned with securing 
harmonious and approved phraseology, to be obtained by wide reading, 
than with the matter and content of any writings. He proceeds to justify 
the reading of pagan authors by the example of the Fathers and names 
Virgil, Lucan, Statius, Ovid’s Metamorphoses., Claudian, Valerius Flaccus, 
Horace (to be read, like Ovid and Juvenal, in expurgated editions) for 
style and Plautus and Terence for diction. Cicero’s De Officiis is essential, 
supplemented by parts of the works of St Ambrose, I^-tantius, St Au¬ 
gustine, St Jerome, and Gregory the Great. Livy and Sallust represent 
the historians. Rhetoric and dialectic are useful enough, but, since the 
prince must become a man of action, logical subtleties can be avoided. 
Geometry, arithmetic, and astronomy have their uses, but are subordinate 
to philosophy as expounded in the writings of Cicero, particularly De 

Senectute and De Amicitia^ in the letters of Seneca, and in the Philosophiae 

Consola/tio of Boethius. 
The general principles used by Guarino of Verona in his teaching at 

Ferrara were outlined in 1458 or 1459 by his son Battista, whose treatise, 
De ordine docendi et studendi^ written at the age of 25, was directed to 
MafFeo Gambara of Bres^da. It is almost exclusively devoted to an in- 
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sistence upon the importance of the study of ancient literature, parti¬ 
cularly Greek, which is claimed as one of the primary necessities of an 
educated gentleman. For grammatical rules the text-book of accidence 
compiled by his father, the Regulae Guariniy is recommended, as well as the 
Dodrinale of Alexander of Villa Dei because of its metrical form. The 
elements of Greek grammar should be learnt from Chry8olora8’’Epo)T?J/x.aTa 
in the original or in Guarino’s abridgment of it, and history should be¬ 
gin with general writers, such as Justin or Valerius Maximus, its import¬ 
ance lying in the practical value of its examples to statesmen. Virgil 
still maintains priority of place among the poets, the Aeneid being followed 
by the Thebats of Statius, the Metamorphoses and Fasti of Ovid, the 
Tragedies of Seneca, and selections from Terence, Plautus, and Juvenal. 
Geography rests upon Pomponius Mela, Solinus, and Strabo. Rhetoric 
can be learnt from the pseudo-Ciceronian Rhetorica ad Herenniumy 

Cicero, and Quintilian. Logic comes next, including the Ethics of Aris¬ 
totle and the Dialogues of Plato, the De Officiis and the Tusculans of 
Cicero, followed by the elements of Roman Law. Careful note-taking and 
consultation of all available authorities are recommended and, in order to 
obtain a sound general knowledge by wide reading, such authors as Aulus 
Gellius, Macrobius, and Pliny are suggested as well as St Augustine’s 
De Civitate Dei, Greek texts ought to be studied with a Latin transla¬ 
tion, and both here and elsewhere stress is laid upon the value of reading 
aloud. Poetry contains many profound truths, and by following such a 
course as has been outlined the scholar will learn to converse with the 
mighty minds of the past and thereby fulfil the finest impulses of his nature. 
Mankind progresses in learning and virtue by means of the humanities. 

The foregoing account of the educational writers of the Italian Renaissance 
is illustrative rather than exhaustive, since the treatises themselves all 
shew a marked similarity and are based on classical models. It remains 
to give some account of the actual teaching that was introduced as a re¬ 
sult of these changes of idea and outlook. This involves a sketch of the life 
and work of one who was one of the most successful amd the most famous 
of the many who sought to apply these ideals, Vittorino da Feltre. Bom 
in 1S78, the son of a scribe or notary, he entered the University of Padua 
in 1396, just as the classical revival was beginning, and remained there 
for twenty years, apparently making sufficient money as a grammar-school 
master to enable him to complete the course in arts. He then studied 
mathematics under a series of teachers not officially recognised by the 
university, and later taught it himself with great success. His Latin style 
was immensely improved after 1407 by his acquaintance with the new 
Professor of Rhetoric, Gasparino Barzizza, who, more than any other, 
was lesponsible for the cult of Cicero which marked the later stages of 
the Italicm Renaisscmce. In 1415, he left Padua for Venice, where he 
studied Greek under a fellow-teacher, Guarino, the pupil of Chiysoloras, 
and one of the very few Greek scholars then to be found in Italy* 
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After he had thus given himself an adequate training, he returned to 
Padua, where he obtained a great reputation for his skill in moulding 
the minds and morals of the students whom he received in his house as 
boarders. In 1422 he succeeded Barzizza as Professor of Rhetoric but 
resigned in the same year, possibly in disgust at the unhealthy moral 
condition of the university. At first he went back to Venice, but he soon 
accepted the invitation of Gianfrancesco Gonzaga, tyrant of Mantua, to 
go to Mantua as tutor to his family. The Gonzagas of Mantua were very 
little diffei*ent from the rest of the Italian tyrants who surrounded them, 
princes in every sense supreme within their dominions, occupying a posi¬ 
tion of enormous possibilities for good or evil. Before bargaining about 
his salary, which was a matter of indiff*erence to him (being unmarried), 
Vittorino insisted upon being given a free hand, and this was always al¬ 
lowed him. The fact that he was able to rely upon the support of Gian¬ 
francesco Gonzaga and his wife Paola Malatesta in all his measures alone 
made his success possible. His work was to teach the sons of the Mar(|uess 
Gonzaga, Ludovico, Carlo, and Gianlucido, Alessandro and his sister 
Cecilia being added later. He also received the sons of other noble families 
of the neighbourhood and a number of poorer boys of notable ability. 
These latter he always insisted upon keeping, making his richer patrons 
pay for practically the whole of the education of a few of his best pupils. 
Vittorino realised to the full the influence of environment on the lives of 
children, and he therefore chose the most pleasant spot in the neighbour¬ 
hood of Mantua for his school house which he named I>a Giocosa, Here, 
surrounded by playing fields, he exercised a vicarious pai-ental authority 
over his charges, removing their bad companions and winning their 
affection by his devotion to duty. The causes of his success, which made 
Mantua renowned throughout Europe, spring from the personality of the 
man working on the ideas of his time. He was entirely absorbed in his 
w^ork, personally charming, gifted with a musical penetrating voice, able 
to enforce his authority with quiet persistence and without passion or 
harshness, strong, indefatigable, and persuasive. He remained a convinced 
Christian at a time when many of his fellow-scholars were tending to 
question the fundamentals of Christianity, and he never wavered in his 
faith. It is such lives as his that prove that the Italian Revival of laming 
was not in essence anti-Christian or opposed to morality; in some wilder 
spirits it naturally took strange turns and produced an effusive exuberance 
of irresponsible wantonness, but too much attention can l^e paid 
to such examples. For his pupils, Vittorino stronglj insisted upon 
the necessity of regular compulsory daily exercise in the open air. 
In doing so, he proved himself one of the first teachers of his age to 
recognise that the mind could act properly only if the body was 
in good working order and that this was best secured by games and 
physical training. In this he was really a very considerable innovator, 
for he thereby threw over the essentially medieval conception of the worth- 



Vittorino's educational ideals 709 

lessness of the body in favour of an attempt to secure a harmony of the 
claims of flesh and spirit. An ascetic himself, he took up a position 
opposed in principle to the meaning of ascetic ideals. His task as teacher 
was complicated % the condition of his chief pupils—Ludovico was lazy 
and fat. Carlo full of the zest of life but constitutionally weak. Therefore, 
with that careful individual attention that marked his whole teaching, 
Vittorino proceeded quietly to induce Carlo to eat more and Ludovico 
much less, in which, by forbidding all pure luxuries and stimulants, he 
was most successful. To his pupils he endeavoured to teach something of 
all the knowledge available to his age, the classical authors naturally 
bulking most largely. So far as possible, the subjects taught were widely 
varied, ancient literature being interspersed with lessons in music, natural 
sciences, mathematics, and other subjects. He insisted upon the value of 
the cultivation of the memory at all times and upon the educative effect 
of frequent reading aloud and of declamation. The range of authors 
studied included Virgil, Livy, and Cicero, for whom he had a particular 
revei'ence, Lucan, Ovid, Terence, Plautus, Horace, Juvenal, Seneca, Vale¬ 
rius Maximus, Caesar, Sallust, Quintus Curtius, Pliny, Quintilian, and 
St Augustine, thus covering practically the whole field of ancient 
knowledge. It is noteworthy that we have no evidence that he had 
recourse to such specifically Christian writers as Lactantius, who made 
such an appeal to Vittorino’s northern contemporaries. 

Using Gaza\s grammar, he taught Greek thoroughly and systematically, 
and the scholarship of some of his pupils, such as Ognibene de’ Bonisoli 
da Lonigo, Niccolo Perotti, and Lorenzo Valla, bears the best testimony 
to his ability as a teacher of Latin, Yet, obviously, far more important 
than the details of his methods or books was the personality of the master, 
his real genius for education, coupled with his untiring zeal. Instead of 
confining his attention to lofty theories as did many of his contemporaries, 
he tried the educational theories of his day by the test of the class-room 
itself. It is, of course, foolish to suggest that his great merits did not also 
imply real limitations. Thus, the range of subjects that he taught, judged 
by a modern standard, was narrow and circumscribed by the humanist 
conviction that all knowledge was to be found in its most perfect form in 
the writings of the great Greek and Latin authors. Study was therefore 
limited to these and a reverence paid to their opinions and methods of 
expression that almost precluded any personal originality and in less 
capable hands degenerate easily into mere slavish imitation. 

Vittorino himself wrote nothing that has survived and we cannot be 
certain how far he was prepared to adhere rigidly to the ideas of his class. 
We know, however, that he despised the vernacular and rejected its claims 
to be considered as a serious medium of literary or scientific expression. 
Latin alone was to be the language of scholarship and even of personal 
intercourse among scholars, and this Latin itself was to be the purest 
possible imitation of that of Cicero, not the debased language that served 

47 
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the workaday purposes of medieval Italy. He based his work so largely 
upon the production of the classical ideal of the orator that any historical 
or critical methods of reading the texts of the authors whose writings he 
expounded, or any attempt to analyse their ideas scientifically, was im¬ 
possible. Even his principles of teaching spread slowly. His direct per¬ 
sonal influence was almost entirely confined to the small corner of Italy 
bounded by Padua, Venice, and Mantua; it was only very gradually, and 
mainly after his death, that his pupils spread his renown, and his mode of 
teaching obtained general acquiescence. 

In some respects Vittorino looked back to the past. His Christianity, 
true and pure as it was and free from pantheism or rationalism, was 
thoroughly medieval. Not only did he make his life accord with the best 
ascetic ideals, but also he used all his influence successfully to induce his 
able pupil, Cecilia Gonzaga, to forsake the world and l^ecome a nun. With 
all his insistence upon the value of a trained mind and body in every in¬ 
dividual, he had little appreciation of the social nature and tendencies of 
man. The salvation of the individual soul and the moulding of the indi¬ 
vidual character w^ere his highest ambition; we have no evidence that he 
recognised any claim of the community as a whole upon the time and 
abilities of the educated class. At heart, V^ittorino was a monk and an 
aristocrat; he was also the exemplar of all that was best in the combina¬ 
tion of these qualities with those of the humanist pure and simple. He 
shewed that Renaissance education need not involve self-conceit, profligacy, 
or irreligion, that not every humanist cared solely for fame and for the 
chance of the posthumous survival of his writings and letters, and that 
personal faith and devotion could be combined w ith exact scholarship and 
real a})preciation of classical literature. 

One important innovation in the education of Renaissance Italy was 
the greater /idvantages offered to girls. Although tliere was not, here as 
elsewhere, any general desire to give all girls, even of the leisured classes, 
the same education as was given to boys, nevertheless exceptional oppor¬ 
tunities of instruction were open to them. The result w'as that there were 
wonien like Isolta Nogarola and Olympia Morata who could hold their 
own in matters of scholarship with the best of their male contemporaries 
and who were accepted and even acclaimed everywhere. Unfortunately, 
however, such women were very rare, as few took advantage of the facilities 
thus made available. While every city boasted i ts quota of male humanists, 
well-educated women were throughout a small minority. No preparations 
were made for maintaining the supply, and when the day ol' reaction 
dawned they almost disappeared. Thus the promise of a succession of 
highly educated women, which might have l)een expected of the educa¬ 
tional revival in Italy, remained unfulfilled. 

In Northern Europe, Italian conditions were in certain respects paral¬ 
lelled by those of the Netherlands, and it was with this area that the most 
(onspicuous figures of the revival of learning in Germany were most closely 
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connected. Mention has already been made of the activities of the 

Brethren of the Common Life as teachers and scholars. Their libraries 

were celebrated for the number of their books and, although it was long 

before specifically ‘^classicaP authors were conspicuously studied and still 

longer before Greek or Hebrew became known, there was much active 

thought and interest in intellectual matters among the Brethren and their 

friends. The suggestion that their teaching was heterodox was indignantly 

repudiated, although some of the theories of mystics such as Ruysbroeck 

(1293-1381), who through his friendship with Groote helped to influence 

the Brethren, were suspected by some good Churchmen. 

The teaching of some of the later adherents of the Brethren did nor 

lessen this suspicion. Gerhard Zerbolt (1367-98) demanded a vernacular 

Bible; John of Goch (r. 1401-1475) had the courage to oppose the teaching 

of Aquinas upon several points; Wessel Gansfort (c. 1419-1498) became 

widely known as an original and fearless theological preacher—all three 

men whose opinions were regarded by many as savouring of heresy. Others, 

such as St Thomas a Kempis, who devoted themselves mainly to mystical 

speculation and writings, were more fortunate in their reputation and 

helped to save the Order from the condemnation that was more than once 

sought by its enemies. 

The influence of the Brethren on the education of the cities in which 

they worked was remarkable. Schools dii'ectly or indirectly connected with 

them were founded at Deventer, Zwolle,Windesheim, Amersfoort, Schoon- 

hoven, Harderwijk, Grammont, Hoorn, Delft, Gouda, Hertogenbosch, 

Doesburg, Groningen, Utrecht, Nijmegen (Nimwegen), Malines, Cambrai, 

I..ouvain, Ghent, Brussels, Antwerp, and Liege, while the important work 

of Wimpheling at Strasbourg was consciously based on his observations 

and knowdedge of what was being done farther north. 

This success was partly due to the principles which underlay the edu¬ 

cational activities of the Brethren. With them education w as a means to 

an end—the development of better moral and spiritual qualities in the 

people as a whole. They aimed at training the character of the boys w hom 

they taught rather than at turning out excellent scholars, although they 

often succeeded in doing the latter as well. They cared for the physical 

as w ell as the moral welfare of their pupils, and their schools w ere distin¬ 

guished from others by the use of means other than flogging for maintain¬ 

ing discipline. All this they were able to achieve largely because they 

took great care in the choice of teachers and particularly of headmasters. 

It was, for exam pie, mainly owing to the personalities of men such as Hegius 

at Deventer and Cele at Zwolle that these particular schools achieved the 

marked success that they did. Further, they welcomed really poor boys, 

whom they taught in every way as well as their richer schoolfellows. 

Although the Brethren could shew no one whose ideas w^ere as markedly 

new^ as those of Vittorino da Feltre, yet the masters appointed through 

their influence were highly successful in their endeavours and certainly 
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taught a better and purer Latin than had been current previously. Text¬ 
books, particularly of grammar, were improved and rewritten, while care 
was taken to see that the boys could understand and apply what they 
had learnt. Considerable stress was laid upon the actual reading of the 
texts of classical authors, and frequent oral tests were made of the know¬ 
ledge thus acquired. 

It is therefore not surprising that the Renaissance in Germany, once 
started, made rapid progress and soon developed distinct characteristics 
of its own. Men like Agricola (1444-85) and Erasmus (1466-15S6), who 
both had connexions with the schools of the Brethren, found Italy had 
little to teach them. The scholars who came from the north, Langen 
(1438-1.519), Hegius (1433-98), and Wimpheling (1450-1528) in parti¬ 
cular, while quite as good Latinists as those from South Germany, were 
far more interested in the theory and practice of teaching. Agricola, 
whose influence on the school at Deventer, though indirect, was con¬ 
siderable, visited the school in later life when he was the most renowned 
scholar in Germany. He lectured for a short time at Heidelberg, 
but steadily refused all offers to teach in a school, preferring a life of 
greater leisure which allowed him to cultivate his mind and quietly to 
influence his neighbours. He left one short essay on education, a long letter 
written in 1484, usually entitled De Jbrmando studio. This consists of a 
tirade against unnecessary verbal subtleties and a demand that ‘‘ philo¬ 
sophy^ (interpreted as the possession of a good Latin style, a knowledge 
of the liberal arts, and the art of conduct) should be the aim of all 
teaching. Conduct he considered to be the most important of all, pro¬ 
ficiency in it to be obtained by a study of the great authors of antiquity, 
particularly Aristotle, Cicero, and Seneca. Ancient writers, he insisted, 
must be read with great care and attention, for in them almost all secular 
wisdom was to be found. 

It was Agricola’s friend and pupil, Hegius, who put his ideas into prac¬ 
tice, chiefly at Deventer, where he was headmaster probably from 1483 to 
1498. Hegius divided theschool (which was reported to number over 2,000 
boys) into eight classes, exercised the greatest possible care in the choice 
of masters, and made himself personally responsible for the methods of 
teaching and the subjects taught, the latter including a little Greek for 
the older boys. His success was considerable, and the great affec*tion with 
which he was regarded by his pupils is the best testimony to his fame. 

One of these pupils, John Butzbach (c, 1478-1526), became in later 
life prior of the Benedictine monastery of Laach and has left an auto¬ 
biography which describes’ in some detail his early life before he made his 
way to Deventer. Acting as the attendant of an older scholar who had 
promised to teach him and take him to a university, but who never ful¬ 
filled his promise and instead treated him with the utmost cruelty, 
Butzbach was forced to lead that life of wandering and begging which 
was the lot of many aspirants after learning. After visiting several south 
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Grerman cities, he made his way to heretical Bohemia, where he stayed 
for five years, returning to learn grammar at Deventer and finally be¬ 
coming monk, novice-master, and prior at Laach. The hardships of his 
life as wandering scholar, however, he never forgot, and there is much 
evidence to suggest that his experiences were common to many similarly 
situated youths in the later Middle Ages. 

The most distinguished of the boys at Deventer under Hegius was, of 
course, Erasmus. This famous scholar, the greatest product of the 
Northeni Renaissance, came to Deventer in 1475 after learning some 
Latin at Gouda and at the cathedral song school of Utrecht. Under 
Hegius and Sintheim he received a thorough grounding in Latin, although 
in later life he wrote some hard words about his schooldays at Deventer. 
From Deventer he moved in 1484 to Hertogenbosch, where he remained 
until he entered the Augustinian monastery of Stein in 1487, so that 
during all the most impressionable years of his life he was under the in¬ 
fluence of the Brethren. 

At Deventer he did not go beyond the third class and therefore did 
not benefit by the better teaching of the upper part of the school, a fact 
that must be allowed to discount his later unfavourable reminiscences. 
When he was able to enter the College of Montaigu at Paris in 1495, he 
conceived while there an even stronger dislike for the teaching of what 
was still the greatest university in Christendom. The hardships of his 
early life ruined an always delicate physique, and, having learnt a little 
Greek and made the acquaintance of Gaguin, he came to England in 1499. 
There he obtained the friendship of Warham, Colet, and More, but he 
soon returned to Paris and lA)uvain. For the rest of his life he was con¬ 
stantly travelling—to Italy, where he found that there was little money 
available and that he could study almost as well elsewhere, to England, 
Flanders, and the Rhine valley, living most of the latter years of his life 
at Basle, where he died in 1536. 

Erasmus tlius had ample opportunities for knowing what was the 
condition of education in Europe at the end of the fifteenth century, 
while his eager interest in everything that concerned learning made him 
give some direct attention to educational theories. He was unsparing in 
his denunciations of the worst aspects of the teaching that his age had 
inherited—the cruelties, the ignorance of many professional schoolmasters, 
the futile sophistries and subtleties into which learning frequently degene¬ 
rated, the obscurantism and prejudice of many of the higher clergy. Like 
other humanists, Erasmus was the champion and partis^in of a cause; he 
would allow no virtues in the old learning, whose exponents he whole¬ 
heartedly abused. Even his own teachers were included in his condemna¬ 
tion, in which connexion, however, it must be remembered that the rapid 
expansion of printing (itself evidence of a wide demand for books) made 
transcription, for which the Brethren of the Common Life were renowned, 
no longer necessary and hastened the decay of the Order. 
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In his criticisms of schoolmasters and teaching methods, Erasmus relied 

more on abstract theory than on personal knowledge. Like some other 

great scholars, he had no wish to teach; occasionally, in his younger days, 

he acted as tutor to a young nobleman in onler to earn money, but as 

soon as his reputation as a writer was sufficiently established, he ceased to 

take pupils or to lecture. His gentle nature and persistent ill-health made 

him unfitted for the strenuous life of the schoolroom, while he was wise 

enough to realise that his life-work was to write and to edit the books that 

were to shape the thought and expression of his century. 

Two formal treatises on education, however, came from his pen, De 

ratione stitdii (1511) and De ptteris statim ac Viberalitcr imtititendis 

(1529), while there is much about the same subject in his Christiani Matri- 

moniiInstitutio (1526). From these, and from his letters and allusions else¬ 

where, we can obtain a fairly clear conception of the kind of education he 

considered to be best suited for his age. In the De rationestudii^ha claims 

that the study of both Greek and I^tin is essential, the best authors to be 

read as early as possible, for all necessary knowledge is to be found in them. 

Logic is to be learned from Aristotle alone, with no superfluous commentary, 

while methods of instruction can be obtained from Quintilian. Composition, 

style, and criticism are to be taught by the texts of the great classical 

writers, these being more important than the comments of even the best 

qualified of masters, although much depends upon the guidance and 

knowledge of the teacher. 

The treatise De piieris statim ac libcralHcr mstitucjulis, addressed in 

1529 to the Duke of Cleves, is more ambitious and definite. After 

explaining the duty of parents to instruct their children from the earliest 

years and the need to adapt the subjects, methods, and occasions of in¬ 

struction to the temperament and capacity of the child, he emphasises the 

vital importance of early training and the need for the exercise of the 

utmost care in the choice of a master. I'he character of the latter is of 

vital impoilance; if kind, attractive, sympathetic, and wise he can work 

wonders, whereas the popular opinion that any one is good enough to 

rule a grammar school is very wrong. Above all, and to this Er6usmus 

returns again and again, the school to which a boy is to be sent must be 

public, not monastic or even semi-monastic like some of those of the 

Brethren of the Common Life. He then protests against violent corporal 

punishment, which was still very common, and discusses the subjects 

most suitable for the early stages in education, giving first place to elocu¬ 

tion and pointing out that not all boys can equally easily master grammar 

and rhetoric. These first stages must be smoothed over by pleasurable 

methods of instruction and by rousing the sense of emulation. After some 

more generalities about the need for patience in meeting difficulties and 

for avoiding unnecessary haste, the treatise ends with an eloquent appeal 

for the choice of the best possible teachers and for the care of the child's 

education from birth. 
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In all his writings on educational subjects, Erasmus shews a refreshing 

originality of outlook. He had, as was the custom of the age, studied 

Quintilian carefully and adopted a good deal of material from him with¬ 

out acknowledgment, but when he wishes to depart from Quiutilian‘’s 

opinions, he readily does so. Thus the memory of his own schooldays 

prevents liim from recommending common school-life for boys as Quintilian 

does, and in his text-books he sometimes plainly dissents from Quintilian’s 

judgments about rhetoric. 

These text-books, particularly the Adagia^ the De copia renim et verho- 

rww, the De comcribendis epistolis^ as well as his editions of texts and 

grammars, helped much more than his abstract speculations to improve 

the teaching in the schools. One of these latter, for instance, St Paul’s 

Scliool, London, was, when I'e-founded by his friend Colet, based almost 

entirely on Erasmus' ideas. Critical habits of thought, previously very 

raie, now became more common, while Erasmus helped considerably to 

emancipate the scholars of Europe from tlie bondage to Cicero into which 

they were in danger of falling, boldly advocating a l^tin style that would 

be pure without Ciceronian affectation. His personal religious orthodoxy, 

combined with the freest outspokenness, added to his constant insistence 

that action and not contemplation must be the end and aim of all in¬ 

struction, made his life an educational crusade. Even the cause of the 

higher education of woman was notably favoured by him, while his frequent 

reiteration of the great importance of the schoolmaster helped much to 

improve the sbitus of the latter and even to foster an enduring national 

respect for scholars and teachers in Gennany. 

The career of Erasmus indicates clearly that the year 1500 forms no 

landmark in the history of education; arbitrary in any CAse, it is even 

more unsatisfactory for this than for other aspects of the human story. 

Thus, in England, for example, the ideals personified by Erasmus had 

hardly found admission before his death. The precursors of the Renais¬ 

sance, Humphrey, Duke of Gloucester (1391-1447), Cardinal Beaufort 

(c. 1370-1447), Whethamstede {oh, 1465), Free (c. 1420-1465), Tiptoft, 

Earl of Worcester {c. 1427-1470), Flemming (o5. 1483), Selling (c. 1430- 

1494), Shirwood {oh. 1494), Gunthorpe {oh, 1498), had scarcely yet in¬ 

fluenced the universities, still less the general educational methods of the 

country. It is not until the second dec*ade of the sixteenth century that 

we can see some signs of educational reform. Bishop Fisher, who became 

Vice-Chancellor of the University of Cambridge in 1501 and Chancellor 

in 1504, was well disposed to humanist studies, although no great scholar 

himself; the l^dy Margaret’s foundations of Christ’s (1505) and 

St John’s (1511) were portents of a new spirit. Erasmus himself was 

Lady Margaret Professor of Divinity in 1511 and in residence at Queens’ 

from 1511 to 1514, working at his Novxan Iminimaitum and teaching a 

little elementary Greek. At Oxford the struggles between the “Greeks” 

and the “Trojans” were decided in favour of the “Greeks” by 
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royal intervention in 1619, while Colet had re-endowed and given new 
statutes to St PauPs School in 1612. The Dissolution of the Monasteries 
and the Protestant Reformation naturally threw the educational machine 
temporarily out of gear, but the damage was rapidly rectified, as the 
achievements of the reign of Elizabeth indicate, and before the end of 
the century the educational ideals of the humanists had been generally 
adopted. 

The higher education of the fifteenth century, in so far as it was con¬ 
trolled by the Church, had been too clerical and obscurantist, tending 
to degenerate into increasingly useless formalism. The new nation¬ 
states, created by the energies of Ferdinand and Isabella, Louis XI, and 
Henry VII, needed an educated governing class emancipated from clerical 
control and secular in outlook and ideals. There were thus political 
reasons why the aims and methods of education should undergo marked 
changes after the end of the fifteenth century, and these changes were 
certain to be linked on to the new ideals which the humanists learned 
from ancient Rome. The new teaching, secular in spirit, practical and 
scientific in its methods, even if restrained in scope by reverence for the 
writings of antiquity, was certain to triumph in the new conditions of 
Europe, even in those countries in which the religious innovations were 
most decisively rejected. 

The education of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, however, has 
been unfairly traduced by writers who have taken too literally the dia¬ 
tribes of enemies such as the compilers of the Epistdae Obscurorum 

Virorum, That there was much of real worth in the teaching of medieval 
schools and universities is now admitted by all; a great deal of honest 
bard work was done, and men learnt to think with wonderful rapidity and 
clarity. The pre-eminence of logic and oral disputation did at least lead 
to a high standard of deductive reasoning and acute argument. The right 
use of definitions was understood and followed, while the mental training 
involved in the ready application of fine distinctions and subtle diflerences 
was at once severe and salutary. If the medieval teacher was not allowed 
to question many of his premises, he was allowed considerable latitude in 
reasoning from them; religion wsis honoured, philosophy and theology 
were esteemed more highly than ever since. 

Scholarship was intemationed from its elements. French, German, and 
English children were taught the same grammar from the same text¬ 
books; the universities had consciously similar courses leading to the 
conferment of the ins ubique docendi^ opening their d(>ors to each others’ 
alumni. Medieval scholars had common ambitions, largely centring in 
Rome, a common language and common methods of teaching, all of which 
helped to emphasise the essential similarity of their work and simplified 
the transmission of knowledge. This implied a society that was mainly 
static and class divisions that were seldom altered. The poverty of medieval 
scholars can be exaggerated; educated men who sprang from the serf- 
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class were few and the teaching profession was seldom recruited by really 
new blood. This the humanists did little to remedy, although men like 
Vittorino da Feltre were prepared to teach poor boys of ability, and 
Erasmus desired to see a literate peasantry. 

A literate peasantry could not be expected to be made up of good 
Latinists, and the emancipation of education from scholasticism and from 
ecclesiastical control was followed by a growth in the use of the vernacular 
in every country such as the humanists never contemplated. When they 
succeeded in substituting classical Latin for the jargon of the schoolmen, 
so far from making Latin a better and more employed vehicle for the 
expression of thought, in reality they brought the vernacular into its own. 
When that typical humanist. Sir Thomas More, wished to expound his 
opinions on subjects that he believed mattered most in the world, he 
wrote in his native tongue instead of in Latin, as also did Luther in 
Germany. At the same time, while men were thus made freer to express 
their thoughts in the way that suited them best, the appreciation of the 
masterpieces of Greek and Roman literature was greatly enhanced. In 
1500 Europe had much to learn about science, law, history, and philosophy 
from the ancient world; and it was the teaching and the preservation of 
texts during the Middle Ages that had made it possible for this knowledge 
to be assimilated rapidly as it became widely available, and therein lies 
part of the value of medieval education for the modern world. 

To sum up: the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries cannot be claimed as a 
period of great general educational advance. The high hopes which the 
achievements of the best scholars of the two preceding centuries raised 
were not fulfilled, but knowledge was made much more accessible and 
many more boys were taught to read and speak Latin. Considerable 
intellectual progress is not apparent; indeed, in some respects, there are 
signs of retrogression. Ultimately, the triumph of humanist ideals was 
certain; yet, while it must be admitted that a good deal of the humanists' 
contempt for their predecessors was justified, it was the education that 
these had provided that made the rapid advance of the sixteenth century 
possible and the success of the Renaissance ideals so complete. 



CHAPTER XXIV 

PAINTING, SCULPl’URE, AND THE ARTS 

The term Gothic, as now used in relation to Art, has neither 

historical nor etymological significance. It is merely a convenient label, 
sanctioned by long use, for a mighty outpouring of the creative impulse 
in man, which developed and took shape in Western Europe during the 
twelfth centufy, crystallised to achieve its greatest triumphs during the 
thirteenth, and languished into decay during the fourteenth and fifteenth 
centuries. Yet the label has the justification that only in countries swept 

by the Teutonic invasions, in which a Teutonic people built up a civilisa¬ 
tion, did Gothic Art flourish; in Italy, where classical traditions persisted 
more strongly, it never found a permanent home. The influence of classical 

art upon Gothic is not indeed to be neglected. To some extent by direct 
contact,but mainly owing tofiltration through Byzantineand Romanesque 

art, Greece and Rome gave a starting-point for the development of Gothic 
Art, and by their very decay had enriched the soil from which Gothic 
Art was to spring. But primarily it was the genius of the Northern 
peoples combined with influences from the East which gave birth to the 

first coherent and distinctive style in art which Western Europe had seen 
since the days of Horned 

This genius found its most complete and characteristic expression in 

architecture. It has been well said that the people of the Gothic age 
“had fallen in love with building’’; and round their houses, their castles, 
their monasteries and convents, and above all their churches and cathedrals, 

centred their activity in the other arts. Not only did painting, sculpture, 
and the applied arts find their chief scope in the adornment of buildings, 
but articles of everyday use, psalters and books of hours, devotional and 

secular ivory carvings, jeweller}^ seals, furniture, even clothing, were in 

design or decoration mirrors of the architectural enthusiasm of the age. 
Consequently the character of Gothic architecture profoundly influenced 
activities in the other arts. With development of the pointed arch and 

the ribbed vault, the Gothic church and civic hall became virtually 

skeletons of stone, which unlike the basilicas of Italy gave small 
opportunity to the painter on walls, but unrivalled scope for the worker 

in stained and painted glass to fill the great spaces between the ribs of 

the structure. The castle of the great nobleman, and the house of the 

w^ealthy citizen, provided walls enough; but here lack of light discouraged 
the painter, and a cool climate made tapestry a more suitable method 

of decoration. So, apart from glass, Gothic painting found its best 

^ Theories and arguments concerning the share of Hellenistic and Eastern Art in 
the development of Christian Art, both in the East and West, are conveniently 
summarised in Dalton, EoMt Ohridian Art, 1924. 



Gothic Art 719 

opportunities in decorating the service books of the Church and 
books of private devotions. Sculpture in the same way conformed to 
limitations set by architecture. The great portals of a Gothic church, 
and its fa<;!ade, provided a magnificent field for decoration with sculpture, 
both in the round and in relief. But there was little room for the 
development of a free-standing figure-sculpture such as flourished in 
Greece and Rome; and the sculpture of a Gothic church was organised 
not only to a decorative end, but with a very definite doctrinal purpose, 
which practically forbade treatment of the nude. It is only with the 
decline of Gothic, and a divorce between architecture and sculpture, that 
free-standing sculpture of the nude emerges again. 

The chief centre of this remarkable burst of artistic activity was the 
North of France, and in particular the tie de France; whence by the end 
of the thirteenth century influence radiated throughout Europe. But 
this influence varied greatly in extent. In countries such as Italy, with 
a Mediterranean population and a classic cultural inheritance, it was 
comparatively slight; and even in countries where it was profound, local 
conditions combined with it to create a local style. The standardising 
influence of the Church may easily l>e exaggerated, also that of the 
travelling artist. The work at any great church or monastery was often 
executed by an atelier staffed largely by natives of the district or per¬ 
manent residents there, and the lay patron utilised local talent side by 
side with foreign employees. The local styles thus created were largely 
independent of political boundaries, the main determinants being race, 
local tradition, and geographical situation. 

The main characteristics of Gothic are in clear contrast to those of the 
Romanesque which preceded it. In Romanesque, majestic forms of 
mingled classical and Byxantine origin combined with abstract decoration 
inspired from the East and North to express a mystical, subjective view 
of religion. By the thirteenth century. Western Christianity was hardening 
into an intellectual and dogmatic system, as finally expounded in the 
Summa Theologiae of Thomas Aquinas; and the analogous and corre¬ 
sponding change in art is the realism of Gothic. Both in his treatment 
of the human figure and of decorative details, the Gothic artist found 
his chief inspiration in nature. Definitely Northern types appear, with 
prominent foreheads and wavy blonde hair; drapery ceases to be treated 
as an arbitrary arrangement of folds, and is made to hang naturally 
from its point of support, expressing the movement of the figure beneath. 
Methods of representing biblical scenes or incidents with moral or religious 
significance were fixed within narrow limits by doctrine and custom. 
But in details the artist never hesitated to use material drawn from daily 
life to enrich and diversify ordained and established themes. Similarly, 
the decoration which enriched a great Gothic building, or the initials and 
borders of a manuscript, found new life and energy in the naturalistic 
use of plants, animals, and human beings. 
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But this naturalism extended neither to scale nor to setting. Not until 
the early fifteenth century does the aim emerge of representing an event 
as it might actually have happened. This came about partly because the 
moral or doctrinal bearing of an event mattered moi-e than historical 
accuracy, partly because the Gothic artist was primarily a decorator. In 
the late thirteenth and early fourteenth century, realism in scale and 
action were not suffered to disturb the structural harmony of a cathedral 
fa9ade, nor to break up the decorative unity of the written page; and in 
its system of undulating curves, based upon the contour of forms and the 
swing of draperies, Gothic art revealed its inheritance not only from the 
geometric patterning of the North but from the arabesque of the East. 

The two main characteristics of Gothic, i-ealism in detail and decorative 
aim, became accentuated in its decline. During the fourteenth century, 
characterisation in figures becomes more marked, action more emphatic, 
realism more exaggerated. The inevitable loss of decorative unity the 
artist sought to overcome by developing decorative devices, such as 
pleating and folding draperies into arbitrary patterns, which became 
almost as much a formula as those of Byzantine art. At the same time, 
a romantic element perceptible in earlier work develops into search for 
picturesqueness, exaggeration for dramatic effect, and sentimentality. 

In these characteristics Gothic art incorporates the ideas and ideals of 
its time. The intimate connexion of art with the revival of learning and 
the development of scholasticism in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries 
appears in the restraint and intellectual force which mark earlier work; 
while the growing spirit of romanticism and chivalry finds correspondence 
in the drama and sentiment of later phases. Changes in social organisation 
also find reflection. The view put forward by Victor Hugo, and enlarged 
upon by Viollet-le-Duc, that Gothic art embodies civic opposition to 
feudal and ecclesiastical authority, has no foundation in fact. But Gothic 
is primarily an art of the city, of a close-knit community with a sense of 
common interest and organised for common ends; of a society passionately 
interested in new ideas and vigorously critical of old forms and theories. 

The individual artists through whose hands Gothic art took shape are 
for the most part unknown. The once popular idea of certain social 
reformers in the nineteenth century, that in some undefined way Gothic 
art was bom of communal effort, has to yield before the growing evidence 
of strict professional organisation in the arts and of direction by in¬ 
dividuals. But to connect the names of these with surviving work is rarely 
possible, and so the artistic personality of their owners remains obscure. 

That in broad outlines and in many details the iconographical schemes 
of Gothic religious art were regulated by the Church, there can be no 
reasonable doubt. Their planning is too uniform, their subtlety and 
elaboration too great, their correspondence with writings of the time too 
close, to imagine them devised by artists. The principle laid down by the 
Second Council of Nicaea in 787 still held, that ^‘The composition of 
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religious imagery is not left to the initiative of artists, but is formed 
upon principles laid down by the Catholic Church and by religious 
traditions How control was exercised is uncertain. Cases are known 
of special instructions, detailing the arrangement and treatment of 
subjects; and possibly manuals were provided for general purposes. On 
the other hand, artists had their own traditions; and a few examples 
survive of medieval pattern books, which would ensure in paiticular 
workshops adherence to definite types and methods of presentation. But 
that the regulation stifled or hampered the artist, there is little evidence. 
The variation possible between lo^ities, permitting the incorporation 6f 
local traditions and legends, was considerable; and in decorative detail 
the artist threw aside the borrowed and traditional motives which formed 
the staple of Romanesque decoration, and based his work upon direct 
study of natural forms. But the artiste’s freedom had a firmer foundation 
than this. The outward form of his work might be settled for him; but 
the animating spirit came from the artist alone, so that contemporary 
versions of the same subject, designed in the same way, may yet be quite 
distinct. 

In sculpture, the first great manifestation of the Gothic style in France 
is the triple west portal of Chartres, which dates from between 1146 and 
1170. Earliest are the nineteen great standing figures, representing the 
royal ancestors of the Virgin, which form a continuous band along the 
jambs of the doors. Byzantine and Romanesque influence appears in the 
hieratic rigidity of the figures, their frontal position, their symmetrical 
pose, and in the conventions of the draper}’, elaborately arranged in 
parallel or radiating pleats, with sharply crumpled folds at the bottom. 
But these characteristics of an older style cannot conceal the life and 
individuality which maik the stirring of a new spirit. The Christ of the 
central tympanum, with his hand raised in blessing, adds to the statuesque 
majesty of Romanesque Art the naturalistic movement of Gothic, effec¬ 
tively expressed by the arrangement of his drapery. 

Tendencies thus made manifest soon found more complete expression 
at Chartres itself. The almost contemporary development in the cult of 
the Virgin gave artists a wealth of new material; and since the cult was 
mainly fostered by the secular clergy in opposition to the monasteries, it 
favoured the supersession of the monastic atelier by the lay craft gild. 
It is therefore not surprising that representations of the Virgin and of 
incidents from her life should reflect very completely the growth of Gothic. 
The speed of that growth is witnessed by the central tympanum of the 
north portal at Chartres, dating from the first years of the thirteenth 
century, in which is represented the death and coronation of the Viigin. 

^ For an admirable exposition of the facts see E. M41e, VArt religUux du xiii* 
^icle en France, 1923; though the author implies a consistency of practice which did 
not fully obtain outside Northern France. Cl Coulton, Art and the Befcrtnatum, 1928. 
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The Virgin of Romanesque art, a remote, almost abstract figure, has gone; 

she has become a woman, though a woman crowned queen of heaven. 

Gone is the rigid frontality and symmetry of pose; the figure moves 

freely, with a slow dignified rhythm emphasised by the folds of the 

drapery. So it is with the lovely groups of the Annunciation and Visitation, 

on the jambs of the lateral doors. A columnar dignity still marks the 

figures; their features are still generalised and impassive; but the 

suggestion of adapted bas-relief, apparent in the Ancestors of the west 

portal, has disappeared, and the figures are conceived and executed in 

the round, while the dramatic significance of the scenes is fully expressed 

in the diffident joy of the younger woman, the calm confidence of 

St Anne, and the kindly majesty of the angel. This union of emotional 

expression and harmonious design is pushed still farther in the northern 

tympanum of the facade of Notre Dame at Paris, dating from the early 

thirteentli century, and in the south door of the west front of Amiens 

Cathedral, completed with the other two doors shortly after 1225. At 

Amiens the statues of the jambs differ notably from their predecessors at 

Chartres. They retain dignity and simplicity, with the columnar character 

which preserves their place in the structure of the building; but their 

treatment is more naturalistic, and characterisation is more emphasised. 

The Virgin of the different scenes is no mere repetition of the same type. 

Her timid joy in the Annunciation is replaced in the Visitation by sober 

consciousness of approaching maternity indicated by the change in her 

figure, and in the Presentation by the serenity of proud motherhood. 

At Rheims, the influence of Chartres and Amiens is combined in the 

sculpture of the w^est portal, completed about the middle of the century. 

Here French Gothic sculpture attains a ripe maturity. The figures are 

less well related to the structure than in earlier work; already the artist 

has begun to think of his figures as separate creations, and not as part 

of a building. The Virgin of the Annunciation is sister to her of Amiens; 

but in the Angel is revealed a new strain in French art. Lifting his 

voluminous robe with a dainty gesture, he bends his elaborately coiffured 

head, to glance sideways at the Virgin with a half-ironic smile. He is 

among the latest of the great company of angels which surround Rheims; 

and in his vivacity, elegance, and self-possession embodies the spirit which 

was to destroy Gothic art, but was to give French eighteenth-century art 

its characteristic quality. The equally remarkable group of the Visitation 

in sentiment and treatment is singularly close to early Hellenistic work; 

and its sophistication has even provoked attribution to an eighteenth- 

century hamd. It does not stand alone at Rheims; and with other figures 

raises a presumption of direct influence from antique art, which the 

numerous fragments of antique sculpture found in east and north-east 

France make reasonable, though the possibility of parallel growth cannot 

be excluded. 

The development traced above is typical. To the Christ in Judgment 
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of the Chartres west portal succeeds the figure on the central door of 
the Amiens west front, the famous *‘Beau Dieu,’" in which remoteness 
and austerity is replaced by human feeling and tenderness. Similarly, the 
Virgin of the central door at Rheims is a great lady, somewhat mincing 
and affected in pose, not greatly interested in the child she holds; while 
the famous ‘‘Vierge Dor^’’ of the south transept door at Amiens, 
executed about 1288, is a girl smiling coquettishly and extending her 
forefinger as much to attract the passer-by as to amuse her baby. 

Sculpture in England and Germany followed a similar course to that 
in the lie de France, though local influences and traditions produced 
characteristic differences. In the earlier Gothic cathedrals of southern 
and eastern England and the great abbeys of the north, where Cistercian 
influence was especially powerful, sculpture was used sparingly, rather as 
emphasis on constructional lines and points than as decoration; and 
when, as in the nave of Lincoln and the choir of Ely, there is rich carving, 
it is rarely of the figure. In the west, however, an older tradition of 
more luxuriant decoration persisted, and flourished, notably at Wells. 
Even when sculpture later found more scope, little comparable to the 
portals of the French cathedrals was produced. The English aim was 
rather to treat the western front as a great screen with niches on which 
sculpture was displayed, though only at Wells, Lincoln, and Exeter was 
that aim realised with any completeness. Elsewhere, as at Peterborough, 
Salisbury, Lichfield, and York, great arcades, doorways, and windows were 
obstacles. There were, however, opportunities for the sculptor in other 
parts of the building. Heads carved to serve as string stops or as corbels 
were much used in England, though rarely on the Continent; and relief 
carvings in the spandrils of arches, such as the angels at Westminster and 
Lincoln, are distinctively English. The angels in the transept of West¬ 
minster, executed between 1250 and 1255, stand with one wing displayed, 
the other furled, swinging censers. Admirably designed to fill the space 
they occupy, with a flowing rhythm of forms in harmony with that of 
the architecture, they reveal a grace of personality and a lyrical charm 
rivalling those of the famous figures which give the Angel Choir at 
Lincoln its name, and putting them among the finest of medieval works 
of art In the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, the increasing use of 
panels and tracery on the larger surfaces of the buildings continued to 
limit the field for the figure sculptor, who found occupation in the 
alabaster retables of the fifteenth century, the angel carvings which mark 
the ends and bosses of roofs, and the elaborate wood carving of misericords 
and bench ends. 

The stylistic development of English Gothic sculpture is similar to 
that of France, though the work at any given period in the two countries 
is often markedly different. In the treatment of the head, English 
sculptors of the tliirteenth century attained mastery earlier than those 
of the Continent, while in ability to express the structure and movement 
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of the human body they are inferior to their contemporaries in France. 
The thirteenth-century figures at Wells are less accomplished, more naive, 
and less majestic than those of Amiens or Bheims; though they possess 
a tender and intimate quality, lyric rather than dramatic, which is 
peculiarly English. They escaped the direct French influence, which 
appears in the thirteenth-century sculpture of Westminster, was trans¬ 
mitted to Lincoln, and perhaps lies behind the statuesque, severe figures 
of the Lincoln Judgment Porch. In the earlier part of the fourteenth 
century, York became the centre of a Northern School, whose work has 
affinities to German sculpture at Bamberg and Naumburg; a London 
School, from which the sculpture of the Eleanor Crosses probably came, 
exemplifies growing French influence; in the west, the lower tiers of 
figures on the facade of Exeter Cathedral carry on the tradition of Wells. 
All exemplify the tendency of the age towaids dramatic emphasis and 
decorative mannerisms. After the Black Death and the ruinously expensive 
wars of Edward III local characteristics became merged in a uniform and 
mannered style mainly derived from abroad, which culminates in the 
figures of Henry VIPs Chapel at Westminster. These though executed 
about 1510, when the art of Renaissance Italy was flooding Europe, are 
still Gothic in feeling. But they are less sculptural than pictori«d and 
descriptive; and the note of realistic genre which they strike is far removed 
from the gracious dignity of earlier work. 

In Germany, as in England, the earlier sculpture falls into groups 
which embody different local traditions; but, more quickly and more 
generally than in England, these traditions were modified by French in¬ 
fluence, mainly in proportion to the nearness of different areas to France. 
In the Carolingian period, the metal workers of North Germany had 
been famous, and such masterpieces as the baptismal font of Hildesheim 
witness the persistence of their technical skill into the Gothic period. In 
stone, however, it was not until the middle of the thirteenth century 
that anything so accomplished was made. The twelfth-century sculpture 
of the Rhine valley mainly repeated motives from the remains of Romaui 
sculpture, and from manuscripts or ivories; and it was in Saxony and the 
adjacent regions extending up to the Harz Mountains that the new style 
definitely appears. Typical are the stucco bas-reliefs of the choir enclosure 
of St Michael’s Church at Hildesheim, representing the Virgin and Child 
with the Apostles and dating from the end of the twelfth or the beginning 
of the thirteenth century. The figures preserve a Romanesque dignity, 
and Romanesque conventions in their drapery; but there is a vivacity 
and variety of movement which is Gothic. Intermediate between such 
work as this and fully developed German Gothic, is the sculpture of the 
Golden door at Freiburg and of the north porch at Magdeburg, both 
executed c. 1280 to 1240. In these the figures are more elegant, the drapery 
more flowing and responsive to movement. At Freiburg, mingled with 
motives apparently derived from Chartres and Rheims, are Germanic 
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types of head; at Meigdeburg, the exaggerated attitudes and facial 

expressions of the Wise and Foolish Virgins reveal the sentimentality 

which was later to be a dominant note in German art. In its maturity 
at Bamberg and Naumburg German Gothic was influenced from France, 

and especially from Rheims, primarily through the visits of German 

craftsmen to France. The six famous figures (c. 1260) on the embrasures 

of the south door at Bamberg are a case in point; though for the grace and 

dignity of the French work are substituted an almost farotiche quality 

and a suppressed energy, which give them distinct character. At Naum¬ 

burg, twelve standing figures of benefactors of the church have a massive 

dignity, unspoiled by extravagance of gesture or needless elaboration of 

drapery, though each figure has its independent and unstudied pose and 

is vigorously characterised. The powers which made Holbein great are 

here revealed in another medium. A Crucifixion with the Virgin and 

St John, which is on the screen separating nave from choir, foreshadows 

another great German painter. The heads of the St John and the Virgin 

are bent, their bodies are twisted, their features are contorted, their hands 

clutch their robes in an agony of grief. There is the same abandonment 

to dramatic emphasis which marks the work of Matthias Griinewald. 

In the Rhine district, French influence becomes still more evident, 

notably at Strasbourg, where the earlier work is modelled on that of 

Chartres, though the later figures of the western fa9ade are more 

Germanic in character. That towards the end of the thirteenth century 

French influence in the Rhine district was waning appears also from a 

Last Judgment in the portal of Freiburg-im-Breisgau, executed between 

1273 and 1316. The short figures with large heads, for which the local 

peasantry were apparently the models, are extravagantly realistic; the 

treatment is dramatic or anecdotal by turns; breadth and unity of design 

are lost in vivacity and variety of detail and incident and in emphatic 

contrasts of light and shade. These characteristics mark contemporary 

German sculpture in other areas, and dominate it during the fourteenth 

and fifteenth centuries, as exemplified in the popular anecdotal carvings 

which decorate the Nuremberg churches. 

The work of the Gothic sculptor was not, however, limited to the 

decoration of buildings. With the relaxation in the thirteenth century 

of the rule against the burial of lay persons in churchy, tomb effigies in 

metal or stone became common throughout Northern Europe, especially 

in England. These were either laid flat or placed against the walls. The 

earlier examples consist of slabs engraved, sculptured, or decorated with 

mosaic; later, the tomb was treated as a sarcophagus or cenotaph, sur¬ 

mounted by a figure of the deceased. In thirteenth-century effigies, there 

is little, if any, attempt at portraiture, and the drapery is treated as 
though the figure were standing upright, the majority of the folds 

running parallel to the length of the body. In the fourteenth century, 

however, individual character appears in the heads, and the drapeiy falls 

48 
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more naturally over the body. Only in rare cases, indeed, can the effigies 

be assumed to be portraits. In England especially, they were more probably 

conventional types manufactured in large workshops and sent all over the 

country. Related in character to these tomb effigies arc the rare eques¬ 

trian monuments of the period. Here Germany was supreme, the so- 

called Conrad III (more probably St Stephen of Hungary) in Bamberg 

cathedral and Otto the Great in the market-place at Magdeburg 

being worthy forerunners of the great equestrian figures of the Italian 

Renaissance. Another sphere of activity for the sculptor was the pro¬ 

duction of carvings in ivory or bone. Great activity up to the twelfth 

century had been succeeded by a cessation of production in Western 

Europe, perhaps due to failure in the supply of the material. l.ate in the 

thirteenth century came a revival, followed by a prodigious output, with 

France as the main centre. In the earlier period the subjects were mainly 

religious. The cult of the Virgin caused statuettes of the Virgin and 

Child to become popular; in diptychs, scenes from the Passion were 

frequently represented. In the fourteenth century, with the spread of 

the Romantic movement, secular ivories appear, notably circular mirror 

cases, and boxes carved with scenes of love and chivalry or incidents from 

romances. For the most part the ivories are the work of craftsmen rather 

than independent artists, and draw their inspiration either from large sc'ale 

sculpture or from illuminated manuscripts? to whose stylistic development 

they conform, proceeding from simplicity, dignity, and restraint to 

complexity, elegance, and anecdotal exul>erance. The ease with which 

they could be transported made them a powerful agency in spreading 

French influence over Western Europe, and in particular of enabling it 

to affect the development of Italian sculpture. In England, ivory was 

comparatively little used, and the characteristic English petHc sciilpt'iire 

is the alabaster relief of the later fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. 

These are mainly workshop productions of small artistic value; but they 

were exported in considerable numbers, and played some part in establish¬ 

ing English influence in the lower Rhine valley, whose art in the late 

fourteenth century was to some extent founded on English example. 

It should be clearly realised that Gothic sculpture was not only an 

art of form. There is ample evidence, from the s(!ulpture itself and from 

literary sources, that colour and gilding were freely employtal. Traces 

still survive in monumental sculpture of red, green, blue, and yellow 

draperies picked out or diapered with white, black, and gold, set against 

blue or red backgrounds; sepulchral effigies keep the rt‘mains of realistic 

colour; and a few ivory carvings survive with much of their original 

colour and gilding intact. Such material as this is an essential element in 

trying to reconstruct the appearance of a great Gothic building in the first 

flush of its beauty. Colour, indeed, was an essential and integral part of 

Gothic art. The work of the architect, no less than that of the sculptor, 
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was completed by the painter. Mouldings were picked out; geometrical 

and floral patterns surrounded arches and filled their soffits; vaults 

might carry medallions^ linked by flowing tracery; walls were diapered 

with a variety of designs in many colours. The Gothic painter, however, 

was more than an adjunct to sculptor and architect. In the painting 

of windows, in figure subjects on walls, in the illumination of manu¬ 

scripts, and in panels for altarpieces, stalls, and screens, he had a 

fiel(l for independent work. The relative importance of each type of 

painting differed according to place and period. The main determinant 

was the extent to which the Gothic church became a stone skeleton which 

formed a setting for stained glass, so depriving the painter of wall space, 

creating a formidable competitor with his work on panel, and encouraging 

him to turn to manuscript illumination or to glass painting. Thus, the 

manuscript and stained glass play a far more important part in the 

painting of North Euro|>e than in that of Italy, where small windows were 

the rule. But whatever the relative importance of the various types of 

painting in Northern Europe, their stylistic development was similar. 

This was partly because they sometimes came from the same workshop; 

partly because they '^ere all, in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, 

subject to ideas and conceptions derived from architecture; and partly 

because of their inHuence on each other. The interdependence of the 

different types of painting appeal’s from the use, in mural work, of 

emphatic outlines and masses of strong colour, w^hich were necesvsary if 

it was not to he eclipsed by the bold design and vivid hues of medieval 

glass; and in manuscripts of the thirteenth century, in the arrangement 

of figures within medallions, as in windows, set against gold backgrounds. 

In reply, the illuminator of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries 

sometimes supplied designs to the painter in glass, w’all, and panel. 

Finally, in the fifteenth century, when the painter had shaken off the 

dominating influence of architecture, the panel painting comes into 

prominence, and is imitated in window\s and in manuscript miniatures. 

The development of painting on glass was largely dependent on 

technical considerations. Medieval windows were made of pot metal, 

i,e\ glass coloured in the course of its manufacture. This was cut into 

appropriate shapes, in which the artist put in details and modelling 

with f)pa(]ue enamel. The pieces were then bound together by grooved 

lead binding and fixed in position by the help of an iron armature. 

This method forbade the subtleties attained in the sixteenth century by 

the use of transparent enamel on clear glass, but was the source of the 

brilliancy and jewel-like quality of medieval work. The arrangement of 

the windows in a gi-eat medieval church, like that of the sculpture, 

generally conformed to a settled plan, at the east end being represented 

the Life and Passion of Christ, on the north the foreshadowing of the 

Word in the Old Testament, on the south its fulfilment in the Apostles 

and Saints. In very early glass, such as certain windows at Le Mans 
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(c, 1090), the figures are large compared with the size of the window, 

and are definitely Byzantine in character. The typical thirteenth*<;entury 

window, such as those in the choir at Chartres, consists of medallions of 

varying forms, each containing an incident or figure, the intervening 

spaces being filled with floral or geometrical designs. Windows containing 

single figures also occur, chiefly in clerestories where it was desired to 

admit as much light as possible. In the earlier thirteenth century, white 

glass was little used, the usual colours being crimson and blue, picked 

out by smaller pieces of green and yellow. The drawing of the small 

figures of the medallion windows is more naturalistic and vivacious than 

in earlier work, but is still controlled by the character of the material; 

and in the larger figures Byzantine reminiscences persist. Similarly in 

the ornament, the remote influence of classical antiquity appears in the 

floral forms used. Later in the thirteenth century, despite the develop¬ 

ment of the mullioned and traceried window, the use of medallions 

continued in France, though in England they were in places superseded 

by the white windows,’’ touched here and there with colour, such as the 

famous Five Sisters at York. By the end of the century definitely new 

ijpeA of window were appearing in both countries. The enlargement of 

l:»y6 encouraged the use of large areas of grisaille glass, plain or patterned. 

One form of these, popular in England, was the outcome of greater realism 

in the treatment of ornament. Plant forms were freely adapted and 

copied to make running patterns; and with double lines painted to 

emphasize the leading, the appearance was given of plants growing on a 

trellis, whence the windows have been called trellis windows. More 

usually, into the grisaille background was inserted a coloured medallion 

or figure, and these in windows with several lights formed a belt of colour 

across the window, giving rise to the name belt windows. In another 

type, the light was filled by a figure beneath a canopy, and as the lights 

of windows became longer, the canopies became higher and more elaborate, 

A variant which first appeared on the Continent was the triptych window, 

in which the chief subject occupied the three middle lights under one 

canopy, and was flanked by smaller designs; a development which was 

succeeded in the fifteenth century by the extension of the canopy over 

several subjects, or by a single subject occupying the whole window 

without a canopy. In the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, also, 

technical discoveries increased the translucency of the glass, though 

diminishing its brilliance of colour. Meanwhile, the treatment of figures 

and incidents became more realistic. Features and drapery are more fully 

modelled, poise and movement more studied. The glass painter was 

approaching the outlook and technique of the panel painter, and only 

awaited the invention of transparent enamel painting to seek to rival him. 

The development of mural and panel painting in Northern Europe is 

so closely connected with that of manuscript illumination that the two 

are best considered together. In painting, unlike sculpture, England 
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disputed with France for leadership in achievement and influence; and at 

times the productions of the two countries are so closely related as to 

justify their being regarded as an English Channel school. In English 

ecclesiastical buildings of the thirteenth century, the competition of 

stained glass was less severe than in France, and the wall space available 

for the painter greater. The development of mural painting was further 

assisted by a well-established tradition in the illumination of manuscripts. 

After the Norman conquest the Saxon style was replaced by one more 

heavy and splendid, with richer colour and more emphatic outlines, 

which peculiarly lent itself to adaptation by mural painters. Such master¬ 

pieces as the Great Bible execute in the twelfth century at Winchester 

evidently provided inspiration to the painter of the Descent from the 

Cross and other scenes from the Passion on the walls of the Chapel of 

the Holy Sepulchre in Winchester Cathedral, executed about 1230. It 

was, however, in the Eastern Counties and in London that English Gothic 

painting was chiefly to flourish. In the early thirteenth century, a new 

wave of later Byzantine influence reached Western Europe, probably as 

a result of the Fourth Crusade, and stimulated a tendency to replace 

agitated movement and grotesque conventions by simpler and more 

naturalistic treatment. This found expression in the work executed at 

the greatest artistic centre of the time in Western Europe, St Albans. 

Here was active Matthew Paris, from whose hand perhaps came the 

admirable drawings in outline occasionally tinted with colour which 

illustrate his Chronica Maiora (in Corpus Christi College, Cambridge) and 

his Historia Antrum (1250-59) and Collections in the British Museum. 

The last contains a drawing of the Virgin and Child, in which a dignity 

inherited from the Romanesque is tempered by human feeling and grace 

of draughtsmanship; making it a worthy forerunner of the lovely Virgin 

and Child on the wall of the Bishops'" Chapel at Chichester, where almost 

for the firat time in Northern art the Mother of God becomes also the 

Mother of Man. The sensitive and expressive use of outline in these 

paintings is characteristic of English work, and appears also in con¬ 

temporary manuscripts such as those of William de Brailes, one of the 

few illuminators of the day whose name is known. During this period, 

the first half of the thirteenth century, English influence abroad was 

considerable. Peculiarly English are a group of bestiaries, which gave a 

stimulus to the study of nature in detail, and so hastened the transition 

from Romanesque to Gothic. Another group of manuscripts illustrating 

the Apocalypse served as patterns throughout Europe for treatment of 

the subject; and in Scandinavia, a school of painting on panel arose, 

which was virtually an outlying part of the schools of Peterborough and 

St Albans. 

In France, meanwhile, painting had taken a somewhat diflQ^rent course. 

Mural decoration, common in the eleventh and twelfth centuries, during 

the thirteenth century still appears in districts such as the South-West 
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and South where the use of arch and vault did not attain full development, 

but usually retained Romanesque-Byzantine character. In the lie de 

France, it was limited to the emphasis and enrichment of architectural 

features or to the introduction of small figure-subjects into the spandrils 

of arches or on the surface of vaults, as in the Sainte-Chapelle and at 

Petit-Quevilly, where roundels enclosing scenes from the early life of 

Christ imitate stained glass. Panel painting was little practised; and 

consequently even more than in England the earlier history of French 

medieval painting chiefly centres round the illuminated manuscript. 

Basing themselves at first on imitation of the stained glass window for 

the design of their page, and on English example for the treatment of 

the figure, the French illuminators in the course of the thirteenth century 

developed an originality and skill which produced those exquisite works 

of art which inspired Dante to speak of “Tonor di queir arte Ch' allu- 

minar e chiamata in Parigi.’’ Among the causes of this advance were the 

expansion of the Univei*sity of Paris, which greatly increased the demand 

for the services of writers and illuminators and encouraged the rise of the 

workshop staffed by professional lay artists, and the patronage of 

painters by members of the royal house, especially by St Louis himself. 

For him and for his sister Isabelle were produced, among other manu¬ 

scripts, two psalters, one in the Bibliotheqiie Nationale, the other in the 

Fitzwdlliam Museum at Cambridge. In these, the influence of architecture 

has replaced that of the stained glass window in the design of the page. 

Gothic porticos, whose delicate tracery and mouldings recall those of the 

Sainte-Chapelle, enclose the figures. Backgrounds of plain gold are 

replaced by geometric patterns or arabesques; the colours are more 

delicate and varied than in earlier work; the dmwing is more supple and 

expressive, the figures more elegant, and the realism in detail greater. Thus 

were laid the foundations of a style, ultimately to extend its influence 

throughout Europe, and to lie at the root of an international Gothic style 

which attained full development at the end of the fourteenth century, and 

whose essential elements were search for decorative effect combine(l with 

vivid narration and realism in detail. 

In its earlier phase, this style exercised considerable influence in 

England, where the decline of Winchester and St Albans saw the rise of 

Westminster as the chief centre of the arts, under the inspiration and 

control of Henry III. The palace there, with its decorations, has disap¬ 

peared, but the Abbey still stands as a living monument to the art of 

his age. To Henry's court came craftsmen from all over Europe. The 

king's relations with St Louis were especially close; and so nearly do the 

styles of Westminster and Paris come together at certain points that 

the provenance is still doubtful of the famous retable in Westminster 

Abbey, one of the chief monuments of the age. Recent researches tilt 

the balance in favour of French origin and make the retable a starting- 

point of French influence in England. The chief work of Henry's reign 
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which was undoubtedly of English origin was the decoration of the 

Painted Chamber in the Palace, first carried out by “The King'^s beloved 

Master William, monk of Westminster,’^ as the Close Rolls of 1266 

describe him. A fire in 1262 damaged his work, and there is no record 

of his being employed in the repainting. But probably his designs were 

retained, and are those known to us by copies made in the early nine¬ 

teenth century before the Palace was burnt in 1834. From these it 

appears that they were painted with six tiers of warlike episodes from the 

Old Testament and the Apocrypha, above a dado painted to represent a 

green curtain, and separated by white bands with black inscriptions. 

Over the fireplace appeared the Labours of the Months, in the jambs of 

the windows the Virtues and Vices, and dominating the whole was a 

great painting of the Coronation of Edward the Confessor. During the 

reign of Henry also were made at Chertsey Abbey the tiles which pave 

the floor of the Chapter House at Westminster. Their decoration with 

hunting scenes and incidents from romantic stories, such as that of 

Tristram and Iseult, marks the rise of the secular subject, parallel with 

the displacement of the monastic studio by the secular craftsman of the 

gilds. Surviving paintings in the Abbey belong to the end of the century. 

Among these are the figure of St Faith in the Revestry, the figures of 

two kings on the choir stalls, and an Annunciation on the back of the 

stalls, all marked by a freedom and swing in draughtsmanship closely 

akin to cont(‘mporary French work. I'he last great enterprise of the 

Westminster Scliool was the decoration of St Stephen’s Chapel, built by 

Edward III, begun by Hugh of St Albans and finished by William of 

Walsingham. The Chapel was bunit in 1834, but copies made by Smirke 

and some fragments in the British Museum indicate the character of the 

paintings. They include representations of Edward III and Philippa, 

with their sons and daughters; with incidents from the Old and New 

Testaments, in which the descriptive and narrative elements triumphed 

over the monumental and decorative. 

By the side of the Westminster painters, and in some measure in¬ 

fluenced by them, flourished a great school of manuscript illumination. 

The delicate and graceful precision of the drawing in the late thirteenth- 

century Tenison psalter in the British Museum, and in the Windmill 

psalter of the Pierpont Morgan collection, is in the full English tradition, 

whence derives also the early fourteenth-century Queen Mary’s psalter 

in the British Museum, the masterpiece of a well-defined group. In 

this, below the tinted miniature is a series of marginal illustrations: a 

running commentary on the life and thought of the time, serious, satiric, 

fantastic, and humorous by turns, which reached its fullest development 

in England, and is a forerunner of English caricature of the eighteenth 

and nineteenth centuries. By itself stands the psalter of Robert de Lisle 

in the British Museum, whose magnificently dignified miniatures suggest 

connexion with the School of Westminster and the inspiration, if not the 
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hand, of a mural painter. That the Eastern Counties had become, by 

the early fourteenth century, a great artistic centre is witnessed not 

only by a notable group of wall paintings in Northamptonshire, but by 

a ms^ificent series of psalters, among the finest being the Gorleston 

psalter of the Dyson Perrins collection, marked by bold and expressive 

figure drawing and by extraordinarily rich decoration, especially in the 

borders of foliage crowded with grotesques, heraldic shields, and portrait 

heads. The margins of the Louterell psalter in the British Museum, 

latest of the group, are an invaluable source of knowledge concerning 

contemporary manners; but technical dexterity has corrupted taste and 

imagination. 
This outburst of activity saw not only complete assimilation of French 

influence, but reassertion of English influence abroad. The political 

connexions of Edward III favoured the export of English manuscripts, 

embroidery, and carvings to the Rhineland, where fourteenth-century art 

took on a markedly English cast; while in Paris in the early fourteenth 

century a number of English illuminators were active, whose influence 

was sufficiently strong almost to bring English and French illumination 

together into a single school. Such fine manuscripts from the School of 

Paris as the Breviary of Philip the Fair, written before 1297, and tenta¬ 

tively associated with the name of Honore, a leading painter of the 

peri^; a religious treatise known as the Saint Abbaye^ in the British 

Museum, written and decorated about 1300; and a Life and Miracles of 

St Denis, in the Arsenal I^ibrary, written about 1317, with genre scenes 

from daily life in Paris freely introduced, all reveal English influence in 

the elaboration of ornament, the use at times of figures and grotesques in 

the borders, the attitudes and gestures of the figures, and the treatment 

of drapery. This influence also appears, though less obviously, in a 

group of manuscripts from Lorraine, among them the splendid Metz 

Pontifical in the Fitzwilliam Museum at Cambridge. Shortly, however, 

the two schools fell apart. In England, the wars of Edward III drained 

the country of men and money, and, with the Black Death, dried up 

the springs of creative activity and patronage. Painting thenceforward 

became a provincial and derivative art, and France became the main 
centre of activity in Northern Europe, 

To France, on top of English influence, had come direct influence from 

Italy, partly through Italians such as Filippo Rusuti employed by Philip 

the Fair, mainly through Italian artists working at Avignon. From 1339 

until his death in 1344 Simone Martini, one of the greatest painters of 

the Sienese School, was settled there; under Clement VI, Matteo da 

Viterbo, a painter influenced from and perhaps trained at Siena, decorated 

various chapels in the Papal Palace, assisted by other Italians, Frenchmen, 

and a German; and the chapel of the monastery at Villeneuve-l^?s-Avignon, 

founded by Innocent VI in 1366, was decorated by painters of the same 

circle. This Sienese influence found congenial soil on which to work, 
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since Sienese painting itself owed much to French Gothic of an earlier 

period, and so brought to France methods and ideas which were readily 

acceptable. 

D^pite restriction of opportunity, the mural painter in France 

continued to be active, chiefly in the feudal castle, where wall space still 

remained for the painted decoration which preceded the tapestries of a 

later and more luxurious age. Generally, figure subjects occupied the 

upper part of the wall, a painted representation of a curtain the lower, 

as in the Painted Chamber at Westminster. Surviving examples are 

crude, but effective, combinations of bold outline and simple vivid colour, 

and usually represent some scene of chivalry or romance. In Provence, 

Languedoc, and the Auvergne, the architectural style permitted also the 

decoration of churches, and here Sienese influence at once made itself felt 

in the compositions, the types, and the colour. Of greater importance is 

Sienese influence on the School of Paris. Head of a large studio there 

was Jean Pocelle, the first French painter to emerge with a recognisable 

artistic personality. The first mention of him is in 1319; in 13S7, assisted 

by other artists, he decorated a Latin bible, copied by Robert de Billyng 

(Bibliotheque Nationale Lat. 11935); and a marginal note in the Belle¬ 

ville Breviary in the Biblioth^ue Nationale (Lat. 10483-4) records that 

he directed the work on that manuscript. About 1350 his activity appears 

to have ended. In the work associated with him, compared with that of 

the previous generation, the figures are more slender and elegant, the 

ornament more intricate and varied, with the aim of enriching the decora¬ 

tive effect of the page. At the same time an increased desire for realism 

appears in the attempt to use light and shade both to give solidity to 

objects and to create a feeling of space. The results are as a rule un¬ 

convincing, but they are an early sign in Northern Gothic art of a breach 

with decorative conventions, which was to produce remarkable results in 

fifteenth-century Flemish painting. Apart from the character of these 

changes, the work of the Pucelle school contains definite evidence of contact 

with Italy. The architectural backgrounds of their miniatures have Italian 

features, and in the rare landscape backgrounds rocks and hills occasion¬ 

ally are introduced which are evidently imitated from Italian painters. 

The arts in Fremce owed much to encouragement from the House 

of Valois, which reached its culmination in the lavish patronage 

bestowed by Charles V and by his brothers Louis of Anjou, Philip of 

Burgundy, and John of Berry. Artists were attracted to their courts 

from many parts of Europe, With the traditions of French illumination 

mingled to an increasing extent ideas and methods derived from Flanders, 

Italy, and Germany, until among the welter of influences a new style was 

born, which in its developed form was to change the face of painting in 

Northern Europe and exercise a powerful influence in Italy. But despite 

the immense activity of the period, only a few panel paintings, a score or 

so of illuminated manuscript, and a few pieces of sculpture and tapestry 
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survive. From these, the transitional character of the age appears. A 

conspicuous example of older ideas and methods is the ‘‘Parement de 

Narbonne,'’ painted between 1374 and 1378, discovered in Narbonne in 

the early nineteenth century and now in the Louvre. In the treatment 

of the Crucifixion and the scenes from the Passion which form its main 

themes it descends direct from the School of Pucelle; but in the realistic 

treatment of the heads of Charles V and his queen is a hint of future 

change. Compared with the Parement Master, Jean de Bandol, sometimes 

called Jean de Bruges, is an innovator. In 1371 he painted a frontispiece 

to a bible now in the Meerman-Westreenen Museum at the Hague, in 

which Charles V is represented receiving from the hands of one Jean de 

Vaudetar the book for which the miniature was made. Despite the small 

scale, the portraits are almost brutally realistic, and the bold simplified 

modelling of the figures and drapery contrasts oddly with the conventional 

patterning of the floor and of the flat background. 

To a later generation belong Andre Beauneveu and Jacquemart de 

Hesdin, both probably natives of the Franco-Flemish border, who found 

their chief employment under the Duke of Berry. Beauneveu first 

appears as a sculptor, and in 1365 was employed in making effigies for 

the tombs in St Denis, of some but not outstanding merit. Of greater 

interest is the one piece of painting which can be attributed to him with 

reasonable certainty, twenty-four pages of a Latin and French Psalter 

now in the Biblioth^ue Nationale (Lat. 13091), on which are represented 

twelve prophets and twelve apostles. The little pictures reveal all the 

miniaturist conventions of the time, but that they arc executed by a 

sculptor accustomed to work on a larger scale is sugge.sted by the solidity 

of the figures and the attempt at monumental quality. In contrast, also, 

to the work of illuminators, is the realistic treatment of the heads, and 

especially the vivacity of the eyes. By Jacquemart de Hesdin and his 

assistants are the miniatures in the Granules Ueurea of the Duke of Berry, 

in the Bibliothk}ue Nationale (Lat. 919), more directly in descent from 

the School of Pucelle than the work of Beauneveu, but wdtli some breaking 

away from convention in the characterisation of the heads and in the realism 

of the settings. 

More decisive evidence that the leaven of new ideas was working 

appears in a group of panel paintings made for Philip of Burgundy. An 

example is the wings of an altarpiece painted in 139J2 for the abbey of 

Champmol by Melchior Broederlam of Ypres, which is now in the Dijon 

Museum. The slender figures and flowing draperies are in the old 

tradition; but there is novelty in the treatment of the scenes as historical 

events and their placing in realistic surroundings of an Italian type, in which 

there is a definite attempt at study from nature. Changing aims found 

more definite expression in the famous Trh Riches Heurcs^ now at Chan¬ 

tilly, the last manuscript ordered by the Duke of Berry, and left unfinished 

at his death in 1416. The painters employed by the duke were one Pol 
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de Limbourg and his brothers, who were responsible for more than half 

the miniatures. Of these, some are purely in the French tradition. A 

magnificent example is a Coronation of the Virgin, in which the slender, 

graceful figures of Christ and the Virgin with their attendant saints and 

angels are woven into a sweeping linear design, formed in the shape of an 

S and made the basis of a lovely pattern in colour, wherein massed blue 

and gold contrast with yellow, lilac, and scarlet. In contrast is a group of 

miniatures in which the main inspiration is Italian, one of them actually 

copying the design of the Presentation of the Virgin by Taddeo Gaddi 

in Santa Croce at Florence. In these, the solidity of the figures, feeling 

for space, and realism in setting are greater than in purely jPrench work. 

But the fame of the book chiefly rests on a series of miniatures with 

landscape backgrounds, representing views of Paris, of Bourges, and of 

various castles belonging to the Duke of Berry. The majority of these, 

and the finest, decorate the Calendar, preceding the Hours proper. Most 

remarkable of all is the December picture of a boar hunt. In the fore¬ 

ground dogs attack the fallen boar, against a background formed by the 

forest of Vincennes with the castle rising behind it. The drawing of the 

dogs, as they strain and tear at their quarry, is singularly accurate and 

expressive of action; and the tracery of bare boughs in the forest, faintly 

seen through the lingering autumn-tinted foliage, is painted with exqui¬ 

site delicacy. In this series of views, naturalistic landscape makes virtually 

its first appearance in European art. Yet for all the keenness in observa¬ 

tion and the accuracy of record, the naturalism is in detail only and the 

parts do not build up into a visual whole. Nevertheless, the Tres Riches 
Heures exercised considerable influence; and the compromise between 

realism and decoration there established was especially useful to Flemish 

miniature paintei's at the end of the fifteenth and the beginning of the 

sixteenth centuries. For example, the makers of the great Grimani 

Breviary, now in the library of St Mark’s at Venice, paid the Trh Riches 
Heures the tribute of practically reproducing many of its miniatures. 

Painting east of the Rhine had meanwhile taken a similar course to 

that in France and England. But the transition from Romanesque to 

Gothic came considerably later than in those countries and was primarily 

due to direct influence from foreign sources. Change at the end of the 

twelfth century took the form of renewed imitation of Byzantine models, 

stimulated by the close connexion of the Empire with Italy. This 

Byzantine revival was most marked and persistent in Saxony; and in 

West and South Germany about the middle of the century it began to 

yield to the influence of French Gothic. The effects of this, however, 

were delayed by the fact that in thirteenth-century Germany the illumina¬ 

tion of service books and books of hours, for which French models were 

plentiful, was rare compared with the illustration of chronicles, law books, 

novels, and poems, of which French examples were less usual. Thus, by 

the end of the thirteenth century, painting in Germany was represented 
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by two types of manuscript In religious works, French influence was 
paramount; in secular works, a native instinct to illustrate rather than 
decorate found freer expression, and a native love of exaggerated realism 
found full scope. 

Full development of the Gothic style was attained in the later 
fourteenth century, the main centres being Bohemia and the lower Rhine 
Valley. In Bohemia artistic activity owed much to the patronage of the 
royal house, which reached its height during the reigns of the Emperor 
Charles IV and his successor Wenceslas. The transition in the earlier 
part of the fourteenth century, from a style based on Byzantine example 
to one derived from imitation of French and Italian work, is revealed in 
a small group of panel paintings, conspicuous among which is a Corona- 

iwn of the Virgin at Klostemeuburg near Vienna, painted between 1822 
and 1329. In its linear emphasis and neglect of considerations of scale, 
the painting gives the impression of an enlarged miniature; and these 
characteristics, with the facial types and drapery treatment, relate it to 
the work of the early fourteenth-century school of Paris. The main lines 
of the composition, however, and the architectural detail come from 
Italy, possibly directly, perhaps through Paris or Avignon. Under 
Charles IV, political circumstances increased the strength of foreign 
influences. Owing to his Luxemburg pK>ssessions, Charles spent a large 
part of his time in the Rhineland, and was in touch with the French 
Court and with England; while his relations with the Papacy at Avignon 
and with Italy were frequent. Thus, the school which centred in Prague 
was increasingly assimilated to those of Northern France, England, and 
the Rhine Valley, and came to form an outpost of the international 
Gothic style. In work of the early years of Charles’ reign. Northern and 
Italian borrowings play an equal part; later, Italian influence declined 
compared with that of Northern France. An outstanding example is a 
group of panels of scenes from the Passion in the Rudolfinum at Prague, 
painted late in the fourteenth century by the Meister von Wittingau. In 
these, insistence on contour has been replaced by more sculpturesque 
treatment, and flat patterning by an effort to express space. The slim 
figures, with their long, slender hands and feet, have taken on an 
exaggerated elegance which verges on the fantastic, and there is a 
movement towards realism and dramatic expression similar to that seen 
in the painters of the Franco-Flemish school. Complete assimilation of 
the French style, in a formalised and exaggerated form which gives it 
local character, came during the reign of Wenceslas, and is exemplified 
in two bibles, one produced for Wenceslas himself and now in 
the Vienna Library, the other for Conrad de Weckta in the Plantin 
Museum at Antwerp. T^e first of these, in richness of ornament and 
variety of illustration, is almost unsurpassed in European art. Into 
borfers of luxuriant and elaborately intertwin^ foliage are introduced 
animals, figures, grotesques, and coats of arms, bewildering in their 
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variety. Each initial letter encloses one or more miniatures, the 6rst 
letter of Genesis containing over thirty, in which, and in the full-page 
illustrations, there is a lively mixture of realism, fantasy, and drama. 
The bible is the work of several hands, of unequal merit; but everywhere 
there is a straining after effect, an elegance become almost ludicrous, and 
a sentiment both melodramatic and affected, marks of an art almost 
entirely derivative and academic. 

In the lower Rhine valley, by the beginning of the fourteenth century, 
French influence had almost entirely replaced that of Byzantium. This 
is evident not only from manuscripts but from mural paintings, such as 
those in St Cecilia at Cologne. Within a few years, however, the strength¬ 
ening of political and economic connexions with England brought with 
it the influence of English art, exercised through manuscripts and 
embroideries at first, and later through monumental brasses and alabaster 
carvings. This appears in two groups of work, one including the wall 
paintings in St Andreas at Cologne, and panels in the Cologne and Berlin 
Galleries; the other, later in date, consisting of the series of paintings 
over the stalls in Cologne Cathedral, finished after 132S. Both groups 
were evidently based on paintings in manuscripts. This is particularly 
clear in the wall paintings, where the division into tiers and compart¬ 
ments, and the use of decorated bands or architectural canopies to 
separate them, reproduces the practice of illuminators, and parallels the 
practice of workers in stained glass. Closer examination makes it highly 
probable that the source of the borrowings was English work. The com¬ 
positions, the types, the proportions of the figures, the drapery treatment, 
even the decorative detail, are closely related to those of such English work 
as the Robert de Lisle Psalter, the Gk)rleston Psalter, and Queen Mary's 
Psalter. Similar dependence on English example appears in the case of 
manuscripts, a notable example being the illustrations to the epic poem 
WUkhaim by Wolfram von Eschenbach, written in 1334 for Landgrave 
Henry of Hesse. 

In the second half of the fourteenth century, this English phase of 
Cologne painting was succeeded by one of assimilation towards the inter¬ 
national Gothic style of the late fourteenth century, with retention of a 
very distinct local character. During the fourteenth century in the Rhine 
valley, Eckehart, Tauler, and others were preaching the renunciation of 
the world and the attainment of salvation for the individual soul by 
direct communion with Christ, through meditation upon His Life and 
Passion. The necessary spiritual state might be encouraged by the 
contemplation of works of art; and so the artist was definitely encouraged 
to develop the mystical aspect of his work. Thus was bred the lyrical and 
idyllic quality in Cologne art which marks its crowning achievement in 
the fourteenth century, the altarpiece of St Clara, which came fit)m the 
convent dedicated to that scant, and is now in Cologne Cathedral. A 
central tabernacle to hold the Host is decorated with sculpture, and has 
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double wings painted with scenes from the early life of Christ and from 

the Passion. It used to be customary to ascribe these paintings to the 

half-legendary Master Wilhelm of Cologne; but they are certainly by two 

hands of different date, neither of which can be identified, the earlier one 

reflecting the influence of English art, the other of Franco-Flemish work. 

In Northern Germany there is no steady and continuous development 

traceable in the art of painting during the fourteenth century. But in 

the later years of the century, there was an outburst of sporadic activity, 

which produced a considerable mass of work allied in type to that of 

contemporary Franco-Flemish, Cologne, and Bohemian painters. At 

Hamburg, the work of Meister Bertram, exemplified by a panel in the 

Victoria and Albert Museum, is characteristically German in its vivacious 

narration and coarse realism. At Soest, the leading figure in a consider¬ 

able school was Meister Conrad, whose altarpiece of 1404 at Niederwil- 

dungen in Waldeck has similar vivacity and realism tempered by Italian 

influence in composition and settings. 

In England paralysis at the main centres had checked any development 

comparable to that in France and G ermany. A renai ssance came towards the 

end of the century, but it centred mainly round the court of llichard II 

and was primarily of foreign inspiration. The marriage of the king with 

Anne of Bohemia strengthened the connexion between England and the 

territories of the Emperor, including the Rhine valley and Prague, 

whence craftsmen appear to have come to England; and his 

marriage with Isalx‘lle, daughter of Charles V, put him in close touch 

with the court of France. There is also some evidence of contact with 

Italy, through Avignon. As a result, the principal paintings of the 

period which survive are so complete an embodiment of the continental 

style that in some cases their English origin is gravely open to question. 

The remarkable full-length {)ortrait of Richard in Westminster Abbey 

has been ix*asonably, if not convincingly, attributed to xVndre Beaiineveu, 

and the famous diptych from Wilton House, now in the National Gallery at 

London, has been at different times ascribed to an English, Bohemian, 

Italian, and French artist, though recent research favours a French 

origin. Similar difficulties arise in the case of illuminated manuscripts. 

A fine example is the Sherborne Missal in the collection of the Duke of 

Northumberland, executed about 1400 by a number of painters of whom 

the chief was a Dominican friar, John Siferwas. Whether Siferwas was 

an Englishman is uncertain. But the Missal was executed for Sherborne 

Abbey, and was probably written and decorated there; and despite the 

continental origin of its style it may be fairly descrilml as an English 

variant of an international Gothic style. 

In the preceding pages, the rise, the full development, and the deca¬ 

dence of Gothic art in Northern Europe have been traced. Within limits 

set by decorative and expository purposes, narration and dramatic 
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expression had been substituted to an increasing degree for the symbolic 

exposition of doctrine in Romanesque art; and the study and reproduc¬ 

tion of natural appearance had replaced the conventions of an earlier 

period. The realism of Gothic art, however, even in its earlier and more 

intense form, was realism in detail. In the assembly of those details the 

facts of vision were to a large extent ignored, the governing consideration 

being decorative effect; and during the fourteenth century the detail it¬ 

self of Gothic art became largely a matter of skilfully applied recipes, 

liut by the side of this reiteration of formulas, a new spirit had manifested 

itself. The artists' activity became one aspect of an awakening curiosity 

as to the nature of man and the iinivei'se, which was the central element 

of Renaissance thought. l''he decorative and expository aims of art con¬ 

tinued, but were mingled with a renewed interest in external reality and 

its reproduction not only in detail but as a whole. 

Political arid economic circumstances facilitated this change of attitude. 

The (^'hurch as the principal patron of the arts was being replaml by 

great princes and nobleiiKm, bv wealthy merchants, and by civic bodies 

with very varying demands and stiindards; while the monastic craftsman 

had been superseded l)v the lay artist organised in gilds. So the w^ay was 

opened for the various arts to develop an independent existence, and for 

the {K?rsonaliiy of the artist to become more fully recognised. Also, with 

the deeply of feudalisju and the ap{)earance of centralised monarchy, nation¬ 

alism in art mak<*s its ap{)earance. Gothic art largely ignored political 

boundaries; but onc(‘ the personal alliances of princes which had helped 

to give the art of the late fourteenth century its international character 

were broken, the process of differentiation was rapid. 

The first artist to give tolerably complete expression to the new ideals 

was the sculj)ior (1aus vSluter, who appears in 1385 in the service of 

Philip of Burgundy. One of his finst pieces of work wtis to assist Jean de 

Mcnneville wdth the sculpture on the portal of the abbey of Champmol; 

and in the j)art known to be bv Sluter the breach with late Gothic w'ork 

is complete. J'he figures are broad and bulky, standing free from the 

surrounding architecture with little rel/ition to its d(‘sign. They wear 

voluminous draperi(?s cut into deep folds, well designed to express the 

movement Ix^neath; and in the heads the characterisation is feiirless. 

The motif of the famous plcurmits on Philijfs tomb, now' in the Dijon 

Museum, is not new', but the treatment is entirely original; and the 

figures swathed in great cloaks, each with its individual and expressive 

gesture varying from the tragic to the almost comic, is a remarkable 

achievement. But the work that absorlx^l Sluter's main energies was the 

group of statuary completed in 1403 to cover the well in the courtyard 

of the abbey of Champmol, wdth the crucified Christ above and round 

the base massive figures of Moses, David, and four prophets. Sluter’s 

Christ (of which the head alone survives) is neither the King of Heaven 

of the thirteenth century nor the agonised sufferer of the fourteenth, 
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but a man who has met death bravely and in death has found peace. 
The prophets are not creatures of celestial inspiration, but great men of 
this world, each one proclaiming his individuality in feature and 
gesture. In his combination of intense realism with monumental dignity, 
Sluter is nearer to Michelangelo in certain of his phases than to the great 
Flemings of whom he was a precursor. His influence on the rise of the 
Flemish School is still obscure, but his art sums up all the forces which 
were to bring that school into being. 

Some years after the completion of the Puits de Moise another work 
appeared which marks even more decisively the rise of a new art. A great 
Book of Hours, begun for the Duke of Berry, was partially completed 
between 1415 and 1417 for his nephew William of Bavaria. Of the 
additions, six complete pages and five large miniatures formed an 
outstanding group, of which now only two pages and three miniatures 
survive in the Trivulzio collection at Milan, the others having been de¬ 
stroyed in a fire at the Turin Library. That this group is the work 
of either Hubert or Jan van Eyck or of both of them is not now contested, 
only the distribution between the two being in dispute. The question of 
authorship, however, is less important than the character of the paintings. 
In them, the conception of a picture as a window opened upon the real 
world first takes shape. A piece of space is represented, in which figures 
and objects are placed in scale with each other, surrounded by light and 
atmosphere, to which the local colour is subdued. To this change in out¬ 
look is added one of technique. Linear pattern is abandoned for con¬ 
struction in terms of tone, and for the expression of form by means 
of light and shade. In a large miniature of the Birth of St John the 
Baptist there is as complete a mastery of illusion as was ever attained 
by Vermeer or Pieter de Hooch. In landscape the artist reveals the sajpe 
power. Below the miniature of the Birth of St John is represented che 
Baptism of Christ. Behind the tiny figures in the foreground a river with 
wooded banks winds into the far distance. Over all falls an evening light, 
breaking the smooth water with delicate reflections. Every detail is subtly 
observed, skilfully recorded; but all are subordinated to expressing the 
solemn calm of late afternoon with its presage of night-fall. 

With the emergence of the van Eycks, the artistic centre of gravity 
in Northern Europe passes definitely to Flanders. There a great commercial 
aristocracy had developed, whose patronage, added to that of the great 
nobles, gave the arts in Ilanders a firm economic foundation; while no deep- 
rooted and powerful artistic tradition existed to dictate to artist and 
patron. When a distinctive Flemish art appears, it is bom full grown in 
the work of the van Eycks, whose origins lay in Franco-Hemish and 
Burgundian art, and not in Flanders itself. 

Study of the van Eycks must take as starting-point the alteu-piece 
of the Adoration of the Lamb in the Cathedral of St Bavon at Ghent, 
which, according to a partly effaced inscription on the outside of the wings. 
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was begun by Hubert and finished by Jan to the order of Jodoc Vyt in 

143S. It is the only surviving painting with which Hubert is certainly 

known to have been concerned, and it contains the earliest recorded work 

by Jan. Here in one stupendous whole is summed up the main artistic 

achievement of fifteenth-century Flanders. In aim and method the 

Adoration of the Lamb foreshadows or forestalls almost everything in 

Flemish painting until the coming of Quinten Massys. In the panel which 

represents the Lamb and his worshippers, from which the altarpiece takes 

its name, each figure is a personality, carefully studied from life; yet each 

takes its place as a unit in a great company, inspired by one aim, moving 

towards a common goal. The scene is set in a landscape, whose every 

detail is an extraordinary piece of observation; yet so just are the relations 

in tone and scale that these details combine to form a visual whole, a 

piece of space filled with light and atmosphere. But the limitations of 

Flemish painting are also exemplified. Individual figures are massive and 

dignified; but as a whole, the altarpiece lacks the monumental quality at 

which it aims, and is a collection of pictures rather than a single work of art. 

The shares of Hubert and Jan in the altaiq)iece cannot be settled exactly 

without further documentary evidence; but it is a widely accepted view 

that the design and the greater part of the painting are by Hubert. On 

this basis, a considerable group of work has been attributed to him, in 

which the Three Marys at the Tomb^ in the collection of Sir Herbert Cook, 

is outstanding; but the ascription is no more than a hypothesis, of which 

the validity is denied by Friedlander, who gives the whole group to Jan 

van Eyck^ Jan is a less mysterious figure than his brother, though, apart 

from his share in the Ghent altarpiece, the only paintings certainly by him 

belong to his maturity. The basis of these is an unflinching realism which 

came as a revelation to Northern Europe, but carried with it inherent 

weaknesses. In Jan's largest and most ambitious work, the Altar- 

piece of Canon George van der Paele in the Bruges Gallery, dated 1436, 

the development of detail and the rendering of textures are amazing 

in their accuracy; but the observation is piecemeal throughout, and the 

various parts are held together by the frame and not by the design or 

by the dramatic relations of the figures. In only one painting, the por¬ 

trait of John Amolfint and his Wife in the National Gallery at London, 

dated 1434, does Jan reveal power to make a monumental design, to 

subordinate detail and local colour to enveloping light and atmosphere, 

and to create emotional unity. In this miracle of observation and record 

those who prize such qualities will never tire of examining the way in 

which the textures are imitated, nor of tracing correspondences between 

the interior and its reflection in the mirror which hangs in the background. 

But the painting has greater merits. For once, Jan van Eyc k has allowed 

each exquisitely wrought detail to fall into its proper place, so that each 

form has its main structure clearl}^ defined, yet is duly related in space 

‘ Die altniederlandische Maierei, Vol. i, 1924. 
49 



742 Petrus Christus: the Master of FUmalle 

to the others and set in a light whose quality contrasts with the glimpse 

of open air through the window. The design is simple, but bold and 

effective; and if there is little dramatic emphasis, a very intimate and 

human relation between the two figures is established, while Amolfini’s 

character, secretive and slightly sinister, is forcibly expressed. 

The work of the van Eycks also marks an epoch in the technical history 

of painting. The story, which had its origin in an account given by 

Vasari in his life of Antonello da Messina, that they invented painting 

in oil, is entirely legendary. Oil in combination with other substances 

had long been known and used as a varnish and a medium in Northern 

Europe, and as a varnish in Italy. That the van Eycks introduced great 

improvements in its use is, however, certain. The exact nature of these 

improvements is unknown; but evidence points to their having invented 

a tolerably colourless and quick-drying oil varnish, which was used not 

only to cover the surface of the picture, but was mixed with the colours 

and applied in the form of transparent glazes over a painting laid in with 

tempera; a method which permitted greater freedom and delicacy of 

handling, and gave increased brilliancy of colour, thus gieatly extending 

the power and resources of the painter. 

Though the influence of the van Eycks was profound and widespread, 

they created no definite school. The only painter whose work suggests 

that he may have been a pupil of theirs is Petrus Christus, who was bom 

shortly after 1400 and settl^ in Bruges in 1443. The chief characteristic 

of his work is a bold simplicity in light and shade, which gives the main 

forms sculpturesque quality, and secures a coherence among them unusual 

in early Flemish painting. Despite some coarseness in detail and emptiness 

in the forms, this characteristic unites with bold design and deep feeling to 

make his Mourning over Christ at Brussels a masterpiece of the period. 

Historically, Petrus Christus is important, since his employment in 1456 

by the Duke of Milan may have provided a channel through which the 

van Eyck improvements in technique became known in Italy, where they 

played an important part in the development of the Venetian school. 

Contemporary with the van Eycks, ultimately influenced by them but 

in his origins independent, is the painter of a well-defined group of work, 

formerly known as the Master of Merode, now generally called the Master 

of Flemalle, from the fragments of an altarpiece painted for the abbey 

of Flemalle, now in the Frankfort Gallery. A brilliant piece of reasoning 

by Hulin de Loo^ identified him with one Rol)ert Campin, a painter of 

ToumaijWhois known to have settled there about 1406. Recently, however, 

this identification has been seriously, though not convincingly, challenged®, 

and it is now suggested that theMasterof Flemalle isin fact the young Rogier 

van der Weyden. In any case, his early work has some affinity with that of 

* Burlington Magazine, xv, 1909, 202 sqq. 
* Jamot, Gazette des Beaux Arts, Nov. 1928; Renders, Burluigton Magazine, liv, 

1929, 286; and La Solution du ProbUme van der Weyden^FUmalMampin, 1931.' 
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the later Franco-Flemish miniaturists, though it is bolder in handling and 

more rustic in quality. Throughout, he is primarily a genre painter, with 

a delight in domestic and landscape detail and an interest in human 

character which inspired several vivid though brutal portraits. His later 

work reveals increasing power to construct the human figure and to organise 

design, probably under theinfluenceofsculpture,of which Southern Flanders 

was an important centre; and in an altarpiece in the Prado, of 14S8, the 

painter's only dated work, the influence of the van Eycks appears both in 

the details and a suggestion of atmospheric suffusion. 

An attempt to make the Master of Flemalle the starting-point of a 

Walloon school of painting, distinct from the Flemish school of the van 

Eycks, has its roots in modern nationalist feeling; but it is clear that he 

is a partially independent derivation from the Franco-Flemish school of 

the late fourteenth and early fifteenth century. This independence of origin 

also marks the work of Rogier van der Weyden or de la Pasture. Con¬ 

cerning his beginnings there is still doubt. Those who accept the identi¬ 

fication of the Master of Flemalle with Campin hold that Rogier is the 

Rogelet de la Pasture who was apprenticed to Campin in 1427; those 

who argue that Rogier is himself the Master of Flemalle say that he and 

Rogelet are distinct. In any case, Rogier's earliest certain work, the 

Descent Jrom the Cross in the Escorial, is closely related in its realistic 

detail to the later work of the Flemalle Master, another link with whom 

is the treatment of the painting as though it w^ere a piece of sculpture in 

high relief. But there is a pathos and a dramatic power greater than 

in any work of the Master of Flemalle. In Rogier's later work realism 

and sculpturesque treatment are less evident. The handling becomes 

more suave, the forms more slender and elegant, and the emphasis on con¬ 

tour greater, while the feeling becomes increasingly sentimental and 

languorous, as in the gieat Last Judgment altarpiece at Beaune, and in 

the Seven Sacraments in the Brussels Gallery. A visit to Italy made no 

change in Rogier's outlook or methods, as the altarpiece in I^rlin com¬ 

missioned by Peter Bladelin indicates; and the profound emotion which 

inspires a little Pietd at Brussels is exceptional. More characteristic are 

a group of half-length Madonnas, sometimes associated with portraits of 

patrons to form diptychs, whose popularity led to their being imitated by 

a considerable group of Bruges painters at the end of the century. RogieFs 

portraits are primarily transcripts of the sitter's face in terms of linear 

decoration, tinged with a slightly melancholy refinement; but they are 

exquisite examples of types recorded in terms of the artist's own tem¬ 

perament. 

Though Rogier found many imitatoi's, he is to be regarded as perpe¬ 

tuating old traditions rather than breaking new ground. In the work of 

Dierick Bouts, a contemporary of Rogicr’s who was born at Haarlem and 

worked mainly at Louvain, a temper and technique appear which were to 

be more fruitful. Bouts' realism in detail, pursued in the spirit of an in- 
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ventory maker, is as unwearying and uncompromising as that of Jan van 
Eyck; and like Jan van Eyck, it is rare for any common sentiment to unite 
his figures, while he lacks Rogier van der Weyden’s power of linear design. 
But above all Netherlandish painters Bouts has a feeling for the modulation 
of form and colour by light and air, which enables him to create a spacious 
and atmospheric world round his puppets, and joined to his keen observation 
makes him a great painter of landscape. At the same time his taste and 
invention in harmonies and contrasts of colour give his paintings great 
beauty as decoration. The altarpiece of the Last Supper^ painted for the 
Cathedral of Louvain between 1464 and 1468, reveals almost every aspect 
of Bouts’ genius and its limitations. It is clumsy in design, and in each 
panel the individual figures seem scarcely conscious of each other’s exist¬ 
ence. Yet each head is full of vitality, and the treatment of landscape 
and setting is masterly. It is, however, in the portrait of a man in the 
National Gallery, dated 1462, that Bouts displays all his strength. The 
characterisation is vivid, yet restrained; the figure is set in light and 
air, which floods in through a window opening on a spacious landscape; 
and the colour is an exquisite harmony of silver greys, cool browns, emd 
murrey, with one decisive touch of blue in the landscape. 

Under Bouts’ influence there was active in Holland in the middle and 
later half of the century a group of painters whose work is marked by 
naive and sometimes awkward realism in the treatment of the figures, and 
by exceptionally sensitive and skilful treatment of landscape and archi¬ 
tectural settings. The outstanding figure among these is Geertgen tot 
Sint Jans—little Gerard, who lived with the Knights of St John in Haar¬ 
lem. He is a secondary master, but rich in invention. In his hands, land¬ 
scape becomes increasingly rich and varied, as in the St John the Baptist 

in Berlin, with a background like the park round some great English 
house; and in the little Adoration of the Childs in the National Gallery at 
London, Geertgen breaks new ground, by painting the scene as happening 
at night, the enveloping darkness broken only by miraculous light 
emanating from the child and from the angel appearing to the shepherds 
in the background. In the vivid contrast of light with mysterious shadow, 
Geertgen found a new means of intensifying and revealing the dramatic 
aspect of his theme—means which Rembrandt was later to employ with 
unrivalled mastery. 

Despite this activity in Holland, the principal centre of the arts in 
Northern Europe remained in Flanders. ITiere, of the generation which 
followed Bouts and Rogier van der Weyden, the chief figure was the 
Ghent painter, Hugo van der Goes, a mysterious and tragic figure, who 
died insane in 1482. The only painting by him authenticated by docu¬ 
ments is the famous triptych painted for Tommaso Portinari of Florence, 
now in the Uffizi. Hugo’s art is marked by a passionate and intense feeling, 
for whose expression he never discovered adequate means. His instinct was 
to work on a large scale, in which he stands alone among the early 
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Flemings. In his early work, he appears cramped by the necessity of con¬ 
forming to the fashion for small work; later, when he could indulge his 
taste for size, he was limited by using the customary Flemish medium, 
admirably adapted for delicate and precise detail, but difficult to use 
rapidly and broadly. So it is that Hugo often achieves monumental 
dignity in a single figure, but rarely in a whole composition. 

In the wings of the Portinari triptych—the figures of the donors with 
the children and patron saints—strong and subtle characterisation is com¬ 
bined with dignity and breadth of treatment to produce a truly monu¬ 
mental effect; while the landscape backgrounds are among the most 
delicate and spacious in the whole history of Flemish painting. But in 
the Nativity which forms the central panel, despite the strong underlying 
emotion and its dramatic concentration, the seduction of local colour and 
accessory detail has destroyed unity. In a magnificent Adoration of the 
Kings in the Kaiser Friedrich Museum, however, Hugo has come near to 
full realisation of his aims. The individual figures have his characteristic 
nobility, especially the young king on the right, who might have been in¬ 
spired by Piero della Francesca. At the same time, despite some failure to 
use fully the unifying influence of light, the main masses are united into an 
imposing design, in which the elaborately wrought detail finds its just 
and subordinate place. 

It is curious that personalities such as Hubert van Eyck and Hugo van 
der Goes did not found any considerable school of painters in Ghent. 
In contrast, Bruges in the later fifteenth century developed one of the 
most flourishing and active schools of painting in the Netherlands. 
But no considerable personality appeared until Hans Memling settled 
there at some date before 1467. He was a German, born in the prin¬ 
cipality of Mayence, probably between 1480 and 1435. His earliest 
known work is a triptych, in the collection of the Duke of Devonshire at 
Chatsworth, painted about 1468 for the English knight, Sir John Donne. 
This is the work of a fully matured master, and in essentials does not 
differ in any way from Memling's latest work. Here he gives all that 
he has to give—a summary of conventions and methods, worked out by 
two generations of original painters, modified and co-ordinated to produce 
a decorative and descriptive art. Memling reveals no new aspect of the 
external world, creates no new and convincing reality of his own, and 
never conveys, if ever he experienced, an intense or passionate feeling. 
But in his work there is superb craftsmanship, great taste in the 
decorative arrangement of forms and colours, and an atmosphere of tender 
and idyllic sentiment. This last quality gives Memling his distinctive 
position among Flemish painters, and is a source of charm as unfailing as 
it is apt to become monotonous. It relates him to the group of painters 
active in Cologne about the middle of the century which centres round 
Stefan Lochner, and forms the one definite link between Memling and 
his native country. Despite his limitations, however, Memling takes high 
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rank as a painter of portraits. Finest of all> perhaps, is the diptych 

in the Bruges Hospital, painted in 1487 for Martin van Nieuwenhoven, 

with the Virgin and Child on the left side, the donor on the right. With 

the wings open the painting is like a page from an illuminated manuscript, 

so delicate and gay is the pattern of lines and colours. The Virgin has all 

the idyllic charm with which Memling was able to invest her; and the 

portrait of the donor, weak and foolish though he appeal's, is painted with 

insight and patient sympathy. 

The influence of fifteenth-century Flemish art made itself felt through¬ 

out Europe. In Italy, though the painters of Lombardy and Piedmont 

on occasion adopted Flemish designs and motives, and Venetian painting 

owed much to Flemish technique, Italian traditions were too powerful to 

be more than superficially affected. Elsewhere, Flemish influence ultimately 

wove itself into the very texture of the national art. In England, a few 

illuminated manuscripts and panels of the early fifteenth century reveal 

an intensified realism which marks a breach with the conventions of late 

Gothic art; but any development parallel to that in Flanders was 

frustrated by political and religious disturbances, which left art in the 

hands of provincial craftsmen who found their patrons mainly among the 

rising merchant class, and their chief field of activity in the parish church. 

From their hands came the rood screens of East Anglia and Devonshire, 

the great Dooms which surmounted the screen, and the crude but lively 

paintings on the walls, representing incidents from the Bible, from the 

lives of saints, and from popular moralities and mystery plays. In these, 

local traditions persist, with elements from Flemish and Low German 

sources grafted on to them. The production was large, but the quality 

almost without exception mediocre. When English patrons wanted work 

of fine quality, they usually turned to Flanders. A notable exception is 

the paintings which decorate the walls of Eton College Chapcjl, painted 

between 1480 and 1488 by one William Baker and his assistants. These 

are in monochrome, with occasional touches of colour, and reveal con¬ 

siderable inventive and technical skill. They are shot through with Flemish 

influence; but the grace and breeding of the figures, and the linear em¬ 

phasis, distinguish them from the work of any Flemish painter and link 

them to the best traditions of English medieval art. 

In Germany, and especially in the Rhine valley, native character 

persisted longer. In the north, Meister Francke at Hamburg worked 

in the tradition of Meister Bertram and Conrad of Soest with greater 

naturalism in lighting and setting. In Cologne and its neighbourhood, 

the idyllic, lyrical temper of the St Clara altarpiece inspired a considerable 

group of later paintings, such as the Garden of Paradise at Frankfort, 

and the Virgin with the pea blossom in the Cologne Gallery, and found 

its final and most complete expression in the work of Stefan Lochner, 

who first appeared in 1480 and died in 1451. Variety in character, action, 
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and the gesture of his figures embody the realistic tendencies of his age,also 

his power to suggest a third dimension by the use of light and shade; 

but these characteristics are only so much material for the creation of a 

dainty fairyland, radiant with gold and colour, where human drama and 

passion have no place. The Adoration of the Kings in Cologne Cathedral 

reflects a temperament nurtured by the mystical side of medieval Chris¬ 

tianity, remote from the materialism underlying contemporary Flemish art. 

In this respect, Lochner carries on not only Cologne tradition, but that 

of the upper Rhine valley, of which he was a -lative. There worked 

Lucas Moser, more naive and rustic than I^ochner, with a greater interest 

in realistic landscape detail, but equally tender and poetic. Konrad Witz, 

born probably in Switzerland in 1398, preserved beneath borrowings from 

Flanders a distinctive lyric and bizarre quality. In contrast, Hans 

Multscher developed realism to the verge of the savage and grotesque, a 

characteristic which combined with increasing subservience to Flemish 

example was to mark German art until the coming of Diirer. 

In France, the long-maintained supremacy of Paris disappeared during 

the English wars and the struggle of Burgundians and Armagnacs. Never¬ 

theless, a considerable school of miniaturists flourished there working in 

the tradition of the de Limbourg brothers; and later in the century a 

number of painters found employment under Louis XL But the chief 

centres of activity were elsewhere. In the North, painters such as Simon 

Marmion {ob. 1489) were mainly reflections of contemporary Flemish 

practice. In Anjou and Touraine however, largely under the patronage 

of Rene of Anjou, a more distinctive school developed. Prominent in this 

is Jean Foucquet, who visited Italy, worked in Paris, and finally settled 

at Tours, where he died in 1481. By him are the celebrated illustrations 

to a Josephus in the Bibliotheque Nationale (MS Fr. 247) and to tYi^Hours 

of Atmme Chevalier^ forty of which are at Chantilly. On the basis of these 

a number of panel paintings have been attributed to him, among them a 

celebrattKl diptych, with hJienne Chevalier and St Stephen on one wing 

(in Berlin) and the Virgin and Child on the other (Antw^erp Museum). 

These and the miniatures reveal the tempering of Flemish by Italian 

influence in a largeness of design, a structural grasp, and an incisive sweep 

of line, which brings realistic detail into unity. In this Foucquet is a 

precursor of the French painters of the seventeenth and eighteenth 

centuries, who were to cast elements of Northern origin in the mould of 

Italian tradition to produce a distinctive national art. To the generation 

after Foucquet belonged the Master of Moulins, so called from a triptych 

in the cathedral of that city, painted about 1498; also known as le Peintre 

des Bourbons, from a notable group of portraits of the Bourbon family. 

In his work the influence of Hugo van der Goes is predominant, with Hugo’s 

feeling for design and drama replaced by a search for elegance which often 

degenerates into triviality and prettiness. 

In the South of France, Avignon continued to be a point of convergence 
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for artists from every direction, and the work produced reflects a corre¬ 

sponding mixture of influences. A Caroncdion of the Virgin at Villeneuve- 

Ifei-Avignon, painted in 1453 by Enguerrand Charenton of Laon, is 

Northern in its types, Italian in its schematic and decorative design, and 

Proven9al only in the landscape which fills the bottom of the panel. In 

the work of Nicholas Proment, painter of Moses and the Burning Bush in 

the cathedral at Aix-en-Provence, Flemish influence, notably that of Bouts, 

is dominant, joined to Italian elements in design. The outstanding work of 

the Avignon school, however, is a Pietd from Villeneuve-l^s-Avignon, now 

in the Louvre, by an unknown painter; a masterpiece of monumental 

design, structural treatment of form, and poignant feeling, in which 

currents of alien influence are fused into a highly personal and original art. 

Painting in Spain has hitherto been left unmentioned, as during the 

Middle Ages it was little more than a distorted reflection of the art as 

practised elsewhere. Until the fourteenth century, the main centre of 

activity was Catalonia; but as province after province was reconquered 

from the Moors, so gradually local schools of paintei-s appeared. Catalonia 

in the thirteenth century was first a French fief and then part of the 

kingdom of Aragon; so that as an artistic centre its influence extended 

considerably beyond the borders of the modern province. At the same 

time, Barcelona was one of the greatest commercial cities of the age, in 

close touch with Italy, and in particular with Florence; while the conquest 

of Sicily by Peter III in 1282, and contact with Byzantium, increased the 

opportunity for foreign influence to affect Catalan art. The few surviving 

examples of thirteenth-century work are little more than imitations in 

cheaper materials of Byzantine mosaics, used to decorate church walls and 

altar frontals. In the fourteenth century, however, Italian influence made 

itself felt. An early example is an altarpiece from the cathedral at Huesca, 

doubtfully ascribed to Bernat de Pou, a painter of Barcelona. It takes 

the traditional form of two figures of saints flanked by small scenes from 

their lives; but in the types there is a tentative and halting realism, and 

in the small scenes a hint of Giottesque influence. Later, this Italian 

influence became paramount, as is evident in the work of Ferrer Bassa 

(active 1315-48), in whose decorations of the convent of Pedralbe (now 

in the Barcelona Museum) Sienese and Giottesque types and compositions 

are mingled. Towards the end of the century mural painting in churches 

was abandoned, and the principal place for the employment of the painter 

was the great carved and gilt retahlo of the altar, divided into many 

compartments, each decorated with a scene painted on a gold ground, 

the whole surmounted by a painting of Christ on the Cross. These retablos 

were often the work of two or three generations of artists; and the 

necessity of keeping the later panels in harmony with the earlier work 

stereotyped both ideas and methods. A brilliant combination of scarlet, 

green, and dark blue with gold gives the work of such painters as the 

brothers Jaime and Pere Serra and Luis BorrassA its best claim to 
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distinction. In types, backgrounds, and composition Italian influence is 

predominant, mainly due to the presence in Spain of Stamina and other 

Italian paintei's. At the same time, intercourse between Spain and 

Northern Europe was considerable; and so the work of Bomassd and his 

contemporaries is related in some degree to contemporary work in France, 

Germany, England, and Bohemia, though far behind it in skill, containing 

the same elements of realism, drama, and decorative exuberance, which 

were bred from the contact of Northern mind with Italian example, and 

had resulted in the formation of the international Gothic style of the late 

fourteenth century. Later, as in Northern Europe, Flemish influence 

became dominant in Spain, and inspired work such as that of Luis Dalmau, 

painter of a Virgin and Child Enthroned in the Barcelona Museum, faith¬ 

fully modelled on a van Eyck pattern. Spanish painting, however, still 

retained some elements of an almost barbaric splendour, which give it 

some independent character. 

The revival of art in Italy after the Dark Ages came somewhat later 

than in Northern Europe. As in Northern Europe, impact of the arts 

brought by the migratory peoples upon the survivals of classical art was 

mingled with Byzantine influence in producing the art of the Middle 

Ages; but the relative weight of the forces at work was sufficiently dif¬ 

ferent to create an art of distinctive character. The contrast between 

the arts North and South of the Alps has in the past been overstressed. 

Again and again, influences from France, Flanders, and Germany entered 

Italy, and gave a definite turn to artistic production there, while as often 

Italian influence travelled north and profoundly affected Northern artists. 

But always any tendency towards assimilation was checked by a difference 

in origin and local conditions. One factor that marked off* Italy from 

the rest of Europe was the strength of the classical tradition. The number 

of monuments known was few and increased but slowly. Even at the period 

of the High Renaissance, the diflFei'ences between Greek and Roman Art, 

between the Republican and Imperial epochs were scarcely understood, and 

conceptions of the art of antiquity were almost entirely based on late and 

decadent Roman work. But there was nevertheless continuity in classical 

conceptions and forms. The makers of the Christian sarcophagus took 

over the design of their Roman forerunners, and in drapery, proportions, 

types, and mouldings re-echoed, even though faintly, their standards. 

Similarly, the activity in Rome during the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, 

mainly displayed in the construction of tombs and altar canopies, and in 

their decoration with polychrome mosaic, was less a revival than an inten¬ 

sified persistence in Roman adaptations of opiis alexandrinum. Moreover, 

in language, literature, economic and social life, and political ideas, the 

influence of Rome persisted; so that when artistic activity quickened, ideas 

inherited from antiquity were ready to shape it. A second factor which 

helped to give Italian art characteristic form was that Italy was more 

closely and constantly in touch with the Byzantine Empire than was 
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Northern Europe; and that in Italy itself were great centres of Byzantine 

artistic activity, notably in Ravenna and the South, whose monuments 

continued to be a living source of inspiration long after the Empire had 

retreated from Italy. The influence of Byzantine art in its earlier phases 

was to formalise both conception and method. Used mainly to give ex¬ 

pression to dogmatic religious ideas, it restricted employment of narrative 

or dramatic elements, and fostered the use of schematic and non-realistic 

forms. Story-telling propensities and love of naturalistic detail were en¬ 

couraged by an independent current of influence from Asia Minor, but had 

less free play in Italy than in the North; and when the artist broke away 

from Byzantine models, he found freedom chiefly in the classical tradition, 

with the result that interest in form and its balanced, harmonious treatment 

have always been a dominant element in Italian art. 

It was not until the end of the thirteenth century that these various 

influences combined to produce a distinctive Italian art. In the twelfth 

century, the influence of Byzantine art in its more abstract forms was 

powerful, and in certain areas supreme, though signs of another spirit at 

work appear. In Rome, for example, the revolt of 114S and the establish¬ 

ment of the commune were symptoms of a new enthusiasm for classical 

example, which bore some fruit in mosaic and painting; in Umbrifi, a 

number of painted crucifixes and some wall paintings reveal a variation in 

facial expression and a dramatic energy foreign to coiitemporary Byzantine 

work; in Tuscany and North Italy, hieratic symbolism begins to yield to 

narrative. The sculpture of Benedetto Antelami at Parma marks an epoch 

in the effort to attain naturalism in movement and gesture, to design 

in space, and to infuse the whole with dramatic feeling. During the 

thirteenth century this loosening of bonds continued. The fall of Byzan¬ 

tium in 1204 caused a considerable influx of Greeks into Western Europe 

and an increased importation of examples of late Byzantine art. This 

new wave of Byzantine influence was felt strongly in Italy, and especially 

in Tuscany, owing to the close connexion at that date of Pisa with the 

East. It gave a new lease of life to Byzantine conventions, but at the 

same time brought with it the themes of a new iconography, in which 

the human and realistic side of the life of Christ and of the V'^irgin held 

an important place. The influence of these themes was reinforced by the 

rise of the Franciscan movement, which not only quickened the demand 

for works of art, but especially welcomed those in which interest in man 

and nature was mixed with symbolic expression of dogma. Side by side with 

the Crucifix, images of St Francis were produced, flanked or surrounded 

with scenes from his life which gave full scope for dramatic narration. 

In Tuscany, the chief centres of artistic activity were Pisa, Lucca, 

Florence, and Siena, in each of which the reaction in favour of Byzantine 

methods and the impulse towards a more human and naturalistic art 

reached a different balance. Many names of artists have come down to 

us; but to attach works to all but a few of these names is impossible. In 
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Pisa, however, records and two signed crucifixes establish the importance 

of Giunta Pisano. In general character these crucifixes conform to the 

Byzantine type; but in detail they differ markedly. Christ is not only 

dead, but represented as having died in agony, and this dramatic emphasis 

is reinforced by the expressions and attitudes of the Virgin and St John 

at the ends of the cross bar. In Lucca the Berlinghieri family was 

prominent. A full-length figure of St Francis, with three scenes from his 

legend on each side, by Bonaventura Berlinghieri, is the earliest known 

example of a large group of similar paintings, of which the unusual number 

signed by Margaritone of Arezzo has given their author a reputation 

beyond his merits. In Siena the breach was less with Byzantine ideals 

than with Byzantine methods. The most important painting of the 

period is a large Madonna and Child in the Palazzo Pubblico at Siena, 

which bears a repainted inscription giving the name of the artist, Guido 

da Siena, and the date 1221, which competent critics argue was originally 

1271. In any case, the work is one of a considerable group, in all of 

which the influence of Byzantine models is present, but m^ified by a 

feeling for the movement of line, for delicate decoration, and for strong 

realism in detail, which were to mark later Sienese work. In Florence, on 

the other hand, the presence of Greek artists and commercial intercourse 

with Rome helped to maintain By zantine influence, as is suggested by a much 

repainted Virgin and Child in the Servite Church at Siena, which is recorded 

to have been signed by Coppo di Marcovaldo of Florence and dated 1261. 

In Rome and the neighbouring districts, the influence of mosaic helped 

to keep the Byzantine tradition alive, a contributory factor being the 

popularity of painted imjiges of Christ and of the Virgin and Child, 

which were held in special veneration and were probably in some cases 

imported from the East. In the work of Jacopo Torriti, who signed 

towards the end of the century the fine mosaics in the apse of St John 

Lateran in Rome, and the even more magnificent decoration of the apse 

in Santa Maria Maggiore, the design, the types, the gestures, the drapery, 

and the ornaments are so purely Byzantine that, but for the inscriptions, 

their authoi>;hip and date could scarcely be determined. But by the side 

of such works others were being produced which broke with Byzantine 

ideals. Such are the mural paintings by one Conxolus in the Sacix) Speco 

at Subiaco, in which nan'ative power, a liveliness in action, and a realism 

in detail, including an attempt at landscape background, mark the painter 

as an innovator. Far more important than Conxolus is Pietro Cavallini, 

the leading figure in Rome of a classical renaissanc*e. Two groups of work 

only ’xn be attributed to him with any certainty : a set of mosaics in 

Santa Maria in Trastevere, which appear to have been originally signed 

and dated 1291, and a series of frescoes in Santa Cecilia in Trastevere, 

which can be established by documents to have been executed about 1293. 

One of the most remarkable of the mosaics repi-esents the birth of the 

Virgin, in which a singularly human and intimate note is struck. The 
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figures themselves ore stately and dignified, modelled in three dimensions, 

with drapery falling in simple, easy folds, while their proportions and 

attitudes recall those of antique statues. The influence of classical 

antiquity is still more evident in the Santa Cecilia frescoes, of which the 

only tolerably complete part is the upper half of a I^t Judgment on the 

west wall. In the centre is Christ enthroned and surrounded by angels; 

to the left stands the Virgin, on the right St John the Baptist; and on 

each side are seated six apostles. The mighty figures, in attitude, gesture, 

and facial type, have an individuality evidently based upon direct observa¬ 

tion of nature; while the simple and restrained handling gives monumental 

dignity and a sense of power. The figure of Christ dominates the whole 

scene, acting as a dramatic focus for the varying emotions aroused. Yet 

were it not for such details as the emblem of the apostles, it would be 

difficult to realise that a culminating event in the history of the world 6ls 

taught by the Church is represented; rather, the conception is that of 

the Gods of Olympus sitting in judgment upon mortals. The influence of 

classical art has passed beyond inspiring the full, fused modelling of the 

heads and hands and the heavy, naturalistic swathes of the drajyery, to 

influencing the basic conception of the subject. 

No other works certainly by Cavallini are known. But it is clear that 

he was the central figure of a considerable school, of which the most 

notable productions are frescoes in Santa Maria di Donna Regina at 

Naples, and on the upper part of the wall in the Upper Church of San 

Francesco at Assisi, representing sc*enes from the ()ld lesbiment and 

from the life of Christ. The authorship of the latter is a matter of (*on- 

troversy^; but they reveal beyond dispute how great was the infiuencf of 

Cavallini at Assisi, and indicate one of the channels through whit'h it 

helped to shape the course of Florentine painting. 

Another remarkable manifestation of the classical revival was in the 

sculpture of Southern Italy. An early example is the bronze gates of the 

church at Ravello, dated 1179; but it was under the patronage and 

deliberate encouragement of the Emperor Frederick II that the revival 

reached its height. On the famous gateway of Capua, built by him, was 

a statue of the Emperor, with busts of two of his ministers and of a 

woman symbolising Imperial Capua, remains of all of which ai'c now in 

the Capua Museum. The statue of the Emperor appears to have been 

modelled on that of a Roman Caesar, the figure of Capua on that of a 

Roman goddess, while the busts of the judges, both in tolerable preserva¬ 

tion, are imitations of the busts of Roman sages or philosophers. They 

do not stand alone as evidence of a considerable activity. On the pulpit 

of San Pantaleone at Ravello is the life-size bust of a woman, crowned 

with a diadem from which hang long tassels, thought to represent Mater 

Ecclesia:, and a similar bust from near Amalfi is now in the Berlin Museum. 

1 See Toesca, Fbrentim Painting of the Trecento^ 1929, pp. 60-61 for a Bummary 
of views. 
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In both, the types and technique are those of Roman sculpture, with a 

high polish, deep cutting, and use of the drill hitherto unknown in 

medieval art. 

The significance of this Southern classical revival is, however, less in the 

remnants of its achievement than in its having been in all probability 

the training ground of Niccola Pisano, one of the great fo mative in¬ 

fluences in Tuscan art. Claims once made that Niccola was a native of 

Tuscany are now generally disregarded. Not only is he referred to in a 

contemporary document as de Apulia^ but his work is so closely connected 

in style with Southern sculpture, and is in such marked contrast to earlier 

Pisan work, as to make a Pisan origin almost incredible. What is certain, 

however, is that he was in Pisa before 1260, the date inscribed with the 

artist’s name on the pulpit of the Baptistery there. In this, there is 

practically nothing which recalls the art of Byzantium, the bas-reliefs 

and statuettes which ornament it being all directly derived from late 

Roman art, and in particular from the Roman sarcophagus. In the panel 

representing the Annunciation and the Nativity the figures are modelled 

in the round, almost detached from the background, with the features, 

drapery folds, and other details deeply cut; they are crowded together 

into an irregular pattern covering the whole surface; and the facial types, 

the proportions, and the drapery are all classic, the Virgin a Juno, the 

angels Roman Victories. Into the next great work with which Niccola 

was associated, however, new elements enter. In the pulpit of Siena 

Cathedral, finished in 1268 with the help of Niccola’s son Giovanni, 

Arnolfo di Cambio, and others, the reliefs are more naturalistic; the 

figures have lost their Olympian stolidity and are more lively and human; 

their draperies fall in finer and more graceful folds; and the dramatic 

and narrative interest is more evident. One explanation alone is possible: 

that in the period between the execution of the two pulpits, Niccola and 

his helpei*s had come under the influence of Northern Gothic. This con¬ 

clusion is reinfoix’ed by study of the figures which separate the bas-reliefs 

and the arches. Some of them might, except for their size, come direct 

from the facade of a Northern cMhedral. In the great fountain in front 

of Perugia Cathedral, completed by the same group of artists in 1278, 

the influence of the North is even more dominant, though the parts 

attributable to Niccola himself still retain a strong classic flavour. 

In the work of Niccola’s immediate followers, the main elements of his 

art persist, but with a different emphasis. Classical art, from being the 

principal inspiration, becomes for the most part a source of reminiscence; 

while Northern Gothic becomes an increasing influence. The work of Fra 

Guglielmo is little more than a skilful pastiche on Niccola’s later phase; 

but Arnolfo di Cambio and Giovanni Pisano are independent artists of the 

first rank. It has been argued that this Arnolfo is distinct from the Arnolfo 

who later in life designed Santa Croce and the Cathedral at Florence; but 

the weight of evidence favours identification of the two. As an independent 
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sculptor, his earliest known work is the signed monument to Cardinal de 

Braye in San Domenico at Orvieto, which probably dates from shortly after 

the death of the cardinal in 1282. Despite mutilation, the monument is 

an admirable combination of dignified design with graceful and delicate 

detail, in which the influence of Niccola Pisano and of Roman art mingles 

with that of Northern Gothic. In the ciborium of San Paolo fuori le 

mura at Rome, dated 1285, Gothic influence is more evident in the archi¬ 

tectural forms than in the de Braye monument, but the sculpture retains 

classic traits. An Eve seems to have been modelled upon an antique 

Venus; the angels are flying Victories; a prophet holding a scroll is like 

the figure of a Roman orator. Yet they pass beyond mere imitation by 

virtue of a well assimilated naturalism and an easy grace. Perhaps as the 

result of a longer stay in Rome, the influence of Roman art is more 

evident in the ciborium of 1293 in Santa Cecilia in Trastevere. The 

mounted figure of St Tiburtius at one of the corners definitely recalls 

the equestrian figure of Marcus Aurelius on the Campidoglio, though the 

artist's naturalistic instinct keeps the work personal and living. 

The work of Giovanni Pisano, in contrast with that of Arnolfo, reveals 

gi'owing domination of Gothic influence. He never worked in Rome, and so 

was denied fii*st-hand contact with the classical revival, while Tuscany was 

in direct touch with the North. An early work by him is the half-length 

Virgin and Child w^hich stands in the Campo Santo at Pisa. The pro¬ 

portions, the simplicity of outline, the rigidity of pose, and the absence 

of deep cutting in the drapery combine to produce a monumental and 

massive quality, which with the facial types reflects the influence of 

Niccola. ITie sculptor's own personality finds expression in the intimate 

emotional relation between the Mother and Child. In a later Madonna 

over the eastern portal of the Baptistery the figure still retains the 

massive proportions of Niccola's work; but its swing and the deep-cut 

flowing drapery are Gothic; and in the sculpture of the fa<^‘ade of Siena 

Cathedral, of which his was the controlling mind, there is a freedom and 

variety of movement, a vivacity of characterisation, and lively rhythms 

in the drapery, which mark further assimilation of Northern influence. 

This reaches its highest point in an ivory Virgin and Child in Pisa 

Cathedral, an admirable combination of dignified grace and tender human 

feeling. Decisive separation from the work of Niccola appears in a pulpit 

in Sant’ Andrea at Pistoia, begun about 1299. This, rather than the later 

and recently reconstructed pulpit in Pisa Cathedral, gives complete ex¬ 

pression to the genius of Giovanni. The design is siniilar to that of 

Niccola’s pulpit at Siena, but is throughout inspired by a different spirit. 

In the architecture, the slenderness of the columns, the sharply pointed 

arches, and the lightness of the horizontal mouldings combine to give 

the vertical emphasis and sense of upward movement which is a mark of 

Gothic. Everywhere, movement, individual character, dramatic emotion 

are emphasised. The eagles which support the central column seem to be 
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sweeping round its base; the figures between the arches and at the angles 

of the pulpit stand almost detached, poised and gesturing; in the evan¬ 

gelist symbols at the corner which support the lectern is an agitation 

bordering on the fantastic; the prophets in the spandrils of the arches 

seem to swell beyond the space for which they are designed; while in the 

reliefs the characteristics of individual forms are picked up and emphasised 

by the energetic rhythms of the design. 

The importance of Niccola Pisano and his immediate followers in the 

history of Italian art is difficult to exaggerate. They gave inspiration 

and suggestion to artists in North Italy which helped to break the bonds 

of tradition and set men free to achieve the triumphs of fourteenth- 

century art. Their influence was felt not only in style but in content. 

Niccola was among the first Italian artists to introduce the full complement 

of personages into the biblical scenes he depicted, with appropriate 

accessories; and his use of the nude, under stimulus from classical art, 

created a precedent of widespread importance. The Northern influence 

which had shaped their work came mainly through religious houses and 

commercial channels. Apart from the movement of individual monks or 

friars, a number of Cistercian monasteries were established in Italy; and 

Italian merchants, especially those of Siena and Florence, frequented the 

great fairs of Nortliern Europe, while pilgrimages added to the number 

of Northern visitors to Italy. Gothic influence on Italian architecture 

probably came chiefly through Cistercian example; while sculptors and 

painters would see such easily transportable works as ivories and manu¬ 

scripts, of which a certain number are known to have come to Italy. 

Later, these casual contacts were given a more permanent character by 

the removal of the Popes to Avignon. But the tide was then beginning 

to turn. For the time being, Italy had little more to learn from the 

North, and in the fourteenth century the flow of influence is from rather 

than towards Italy, 

Meanwhile, painting in Tuscany was moving on a similar path to that 

of sculpture. Almost exactly contemporary with Giovanni Pisano is 

Duccio di Buoninsegna of Siena, whose work marks development from 

the modified Byzantinism of the thirteenth-century Sienese School to a 

definitely Italian style, by force of a genius inspired from the North and 

untouched by the classical revival. Among Duccio’s earliest works is a little 

Virgin and Child adored by three Franciscan friars, in the Siena Gallery. 

The types are Byzantine; but the arrangement of the figures, the very 

human child and the graceful, flowing linear pattern made by the contours 

point to Northern influence transmitted through a marked personality, 

while the diapered dossal of the background suggests a Northern 

miniature as prototype. Closely related is the famous Riicellai Madonna in 

Santa Maria Novella at Florence, once universally accepted as the painting 

by Cimabue round which Vasari wove the well-known story of its trium¬ 

phant passage from the artist'^s studio to the church. Documentary 
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research and stylistic analysis, however, have demolished the legend, and 

substituted a likelihood that the Rucellat Madonna is in fact one which 

in 1285 Duccio contracted with the fraternity of Santa Maria Novella to 

paint. Yet, combined with many characteristics found in the work of 

Duccio are Florentine elements, which prevent wholehearted acceptance 

of Duccio's authorship, and raise the possibility of it being the work of 

an independent master influenced by both Cimabue and Duccio. 

In Duccio's later work, a recrudcvscenceof Byzantine influence is combined 

with fuller and more delicate modelling and greater feeling for space; a 

development which paves the way to Duccio's crowning achievement, the 

great Maesta in the Opera del Duomo of Siena. This was commissioned 

in 1308; and its completion in 1311, and its installation in the cathedral, 

aroused that very excitement and enthusiasm of which Vasari’s Florentine 

bias had made the Rucellai Madonna the occasion. Despite the loss of 

five panels, and the dispei-sal of seven others among museums and private 

collections, the Maesta still retains substantially its original form. On 

the front is the Virgin and Child enthroned, surrounded by angels and 

saints; on the back is a series of panels containing scenes from the later 

life and Passion of Christ; and in the predella and cornice are represented 

incidents from childhood and early manhood, the appearances after the 

Crucifixion, and scenes from the life of the Virgin. In its emotional 

power, its accomplishment, and its influence, the Maesta must he regarded 

as the Sienese equivalent of Giotto's decoration of the Arena Chapel. As 

never before, the devotion of Siena to the Madonna is given outward and 

visible form with singular intensity; and the life of Christ is revealed 

as a profoundly human as well as a divine drama. Within the frame¬ 

work of a strictly Byzantine iconography, figures have taken on a new 

naturalism and expressiveness in gesture and movement; there is a new 

sense of space, and a nascent feeling for landscape; the buildings in 

which a scene is enacted are no longer oriental abstractions, but are 

based on those of Siena itself; there is a vividness in naiTation, with 

dramatic unity gained by the skilful relating of indi vidual action to the 

central theme; and throughout delicate and subtly varied colour is 

combined with graceful linear rhythms to produce a magnificent piece of 

decoration. 

Duccio cast a lustre upon Siena which Florence could not for the 

moment rival. But there also the leaven of new ideas was working. The 

sharp dividing line between art in Florence and Siena which it used to be 

the fashion to trace has largely been obliterated by modem research. 

Despite a bitter rivalry in politics and commerce, cultural intercourse 

between Siena and Florence was close. Duccio and other Sienese worked 

in Florence; and the still undecided controversy over the Rucellai 

Madonna illustrates how nearly Florentine and Sienese painters were 

linked. With the coming of Giotto, a breach in ideals and methods 

definitely appears; but for nearly a century after his death, the tendency 
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is again towards fusion. Giotto himself had some influence in Siena, 
while Sienese influence in Florence was strongly marked. In Florence, at 

the end of the thirteenth century, appears the half-legendary figure of 

Cimahue. That he existed is certain; that he was of some note is 

probable from the well-known lines in the Purgatorio: 

Credette Cimabue nella pittura 
Tener lo campo^ ed ora ha Giotto il grido. 

But of his work only one certain example remains. From August 1801 

to January 1302 he was director of the mosaic work at Pisa Cathedral, 

and worked upon the still intact mosaic of Christ enthroned, attended by 

the Virgin and St John the Evangelist, of which the St John and part of 

the Christ are reputed to be entirely his work. This scarcity of authenticated 

work has produced very different conceptions and estimates of Cimabue, 

one party regarding him as among the chief precursors of the Renaissance 

and author of a large body of extant work, another denying that any 

painting by him survives and that he was little more than a mediocrity. 

To-day, opinion halts between these extremes, accepting a conventional 

Cimabue, whom it regards as author of a tolerably coherent group of 

works, related in some degree to the Pisa mosaic and sanctioned by a 

considerable tradition in some cases. Prominent in this group are a Virgin 

and ChUd enthroned and surrounded by angels, formerly in Santa Trinit^t 

at Florence, and now in the Uffizi, and a series of frescoes which decorate 

the apse and north transept of the Upper Church at Assisi. That their 

painter was still under strong Byzantine influence is evident; but differ¬ 

ences from Byzantine work appear in more marked and varied expression of 

character and feeling, in greater grace and variety of attitude, and above 

all in the treatment of form. Outline ceases to be a simple boundary 

line, and is related to the interior modelling to assist in creating a 

feeling of a third dimension. There is contrast also with the method of 
Cavallini, who modelled in soft and gradual transitions of tone and colour. 

Whatever view be taken concerning the authorship of these and 

similar works, it is beyond argument that in Florence and at Assisi a 

painter or group of painters were active in the late thirteenth and early 

fourteenth century who broke the spell of Byzantinism and gave a 

vigorous impulse to new achievement. It was into an atmosphere thus 

created and onto a soil thus prepared that Giotto w€is born. Controversy 

may be acute concerning his training and early work; uncertainty may 

obscure some periods of his activity; but there remains a solid core of 

indisputable achievement, whose influence and intrinsic character make 
him one of the supreme artists of the Western world. Giotto was probably 

bom in 1266, near Florence, According to long tradition his first master 

was Cimabue; and both documentary evidence and certain characteristics 

of his earlier work raise the presumption that he visited and worked in 

Rome, probably before 1300, though nothing remains that can be 

regarded as cer^inly the result of this stay. About his work at Assisi 
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opinion is still sharply divided. None of the work in the I^ower Church 

which used to be attributed to him has survived recent criticism; while 

competent opinion has even denied to him the famous St Francis series in 

the Upper Church. Of the twenty-eight scenes which compose this, it is 

generally agreed that the last three and part of the first are by a 

follower. The rest, despite the use of assistants, are the product of one 

mind, and in many cases of one hand. There is no mention of their 

painter in early documents; and despite a long tradition that they are 

by Giotto, style must determine the issue. In favour of Giotto'^s author¬ 

ship is a series of marked and fundamenttil characteristics which are to be 

found only in the undoubted work of Giotto and nowhere else; and if 

the paintings are denied to him, a genius must \ye invented who developed 

on exactly the same lines as Giotto and disapf)eared in early manhood. 

Most remarkable in the St Francis series is the attempt to give structural 

character to the forms, and to give a feeling of depth and recession. It 

has been truly said that Giotto was the first mural painter to knock a 

hole in the wall. With him painting is less the decoration of a surface 

than a means of creating three-dimensional space, within which solid 

forms may be organised into an architectural unity. Corresponding to 

this conception is his treatment of human emotions and their interaction. 

His individual figures are full of vitality, expressing in gesture and action 

a wide range of feeling, controlled always by a deep-lying tranquillity of 

spirit; while these varying emotions are directly related to the central 

event depicted, leading up to or reinforcing the psychological issue. Thus, 

the pictorial and the dramatic are roads leading to the same end, the 

creation within the picture of a living reality. In no sense, however, is 

Giotto an illusionist. In details he reveals the keenest power of observa¬ 

tion, and on occasion delights in some piece of looking-glass reproduction; 

but the reality he creates is of the picture and not of the external world. 

The power to achieve this end was not fully developed in the St Francis 

series. It reaches maturity in Giotto's next great undertaking, the 

decoration of the Arena Chapel at Padua, completed shortly after 

1305. In design, the Chapel is little more than an oblong box, its inside 

covered with painting. Assistants were responsible for the decoration of 

the roof, and later followers for the painting of the choir. But the 

scenes from the story of Joachim and Anna, from the life of the Virgin, 

and from the life and Passion of Christ, which decorate the north and 

south walls of the nave and the choir arch, tlie figures of Virtues and 

Vices below them, and the Last Judgment on the entrance wall, are 

either by Giotto himself or painted directly under his inspiration. In 

these every characteristic of the Assisi paintings is seen developed and 

brought into greater harmony w ith the others. A power of psychological 

analysis and a pitch of emotional intensity is attained, rarelv equalled by 

any artist, yet without a trace of exaggeration or sentimentality; the 

expression of space is more complete and the relation of objects therein 
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is more assured; and by the subjection of individual colours to the 

control of a general tone a suggestion of enveloping light and air is given. 

Between his stay at Padua and his death in 1336, Giotto worked not 

only in Florence, but at Naples, probably at Bologna and Rimini, and at 

Milan. Possibly also he visited Avignon, and he is said to have gone to 

Paris. Of all this varied activity, however, practically nothing remains 

except in Florence. There, at some date after 1317, he decorated the 

Bardi chapel in Santa Croce with scenes from the life of St Francis, and 

at about the same period the Peruzzi chapel in the same church with 

scenes from the lives of the two St Johns. Of these, the Peruzzi chapel 

paintings have been so restored as to make them almost valueless. Those 

of the Bardi chapel are much better preserved, and in them may be seen 

certain developments in Giotto's art. The fundamental characteristics of 

the Paduan series are all present, but receive a different emphasis. The 

psychological analysis is even more subtle and varied, but the dramatic 

oppositions are less strong and the action more restrained. The expression 

of a third dimension is as complete as formerly, but the influence of 

light plays a larger part. For the first time in the history of painting, 

light is used not only as a means of defining individual forms, but as an 

element pervading the whole scene, establishing unity of time and place 

and defining the relation of individual forms one to another. This is 

completely exemplified in one of the most impressive and moving of the 

frescoes, the Death of St Francis. No violent chiaroscuro is used; the 

light has a gentle ambient quality, appropriate to the delicate restraint 

with which the subject is treated. But there are definite cast shadows, and 

the lights are modulated according to their relation to one source, so 

that the sense of one place and one atmosphere is firmly established. 

On Giotto's artistic personality the rare panel paintings by him throw 

no additional light, nor do his activities as architect and sculptor. In 

1334 he was appointed chief architect of the cathedral of Florence, and 

he is traditionally credited with the design of the famous campanile. But 

how far the present form is due to him is unknown; and equal uncertainty 

surrounds his share in the reliefs which decorate its lower storey. 

After his death, the main centre of artistic influence passed to Siena, 

where Simone Martini had developed an art whose main inspiration came 

from Duccio and Northern Gothic. The earliest fully authenticated work 

by him which survives is the large fresco of the Virgin and Child 

enthroned and surrounded by saints, in the former Council Chamber of 

the Palazzo Pubblico at Siena, signed and dated 1315. The design derives 

from Duccio's Maesta^ and the principal saints represented are the same. 

Even more explicitly than that work, the painting marks the supremacy 

in Siena of the cult of the Virgin. It carries inscriptions exhorting to 

justice and righteousness, the Virgin being conceived as presiding over 

the deliberations of the city government. The isolation of the enthroned 

Virgin and Child, and the distinguished bearing and dignified gestures 
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of the attendant figures, create an atmosphere of courtly elegance, and 

witnesses the influence of that aspect of the Northern Gothic spirit 

which found expression in the feudal hierarchy and the courts of chivalry. 

Gothic influence also appears in the emphasis on the vertical lines of the 

design, in the pinnacles and delicate tracery of the throne, and in the 

flowing lines of the drapery. In Simone's later work Ducciesque and 

Gothic elements are more completely fused into a personal style, marked 

by pensive, gracious figures, more human and consciously elegant than 

in Duccio, and by a keen feeling for the decorative beauty of line and 

colour. The most ambitious surviving work by Simone, the decoration 

of the chapel of St Martin in the Lower Church at Assisi, reveals little of 

Giotto’s psychological penetration and dramatic power, despite the care¬ 

fully studied realism in action and expression. Yet by virtue of Simone’s 

special gifts, it is more completely satisfactory as decoration of a wall 

within a given architectuml setting than any work by Giotto. These 

special gifts found their full expression in an Annunciation in the Uffizi, 

dated 1333, in which Simone’s brother-in-law, Lippo Memnii, collabo¬ 

rated with him. In the central panel by Simone himself the Sienese 

tradition and the influence of Northern Gothic have met in perfect union, 

to produce one of the most exquisite works in the history of Italian art. 

The problems of space and movement which Giotto raised and solved, 

and which later generations of Florentines were to develop and overcome, 

are here set aside in favour of bold and subtle linear rhythms, delicious 

harmonies and contrasts of colour, and delicately wrought detail; all 

inspired by a mystic, contemplative spirit, remote from the ordinary 

passions of mankind. 

In 1339 Simone settled at Avignon, where he died in 134*4, the 

central figure of a considerable group of painters. His influence, if less 

widespread and subversive than Giotto’s, was profound in the channels 

within which it ran. It powerfully affected the course of Sienese art in the 

fourteenth and most of the fifteenth century; it is stamped upon the 

Trecento painters of Naples and Pisa, where Simone had worked; and bls 

mentioned earlier it travelled north from Avignon to give a new orientation 

to Northern Gothic painting, and to lay the foundations of the inter¬ 

national Gothic style of the late fourteenth century. On his immediate 

followers it is unnecessary to dwell. Some were accomplished painters, 

with distinct individualities, notably Barna of Siena; but substantially 

their ideas and methods did not pass beyond those of Simone. The case 

is different with two younger contemporaries of Simone, the brothers 

Pietro and Ambrogio Lorenzetti, Their work owes little to Simone 

Martini or to Gothic art, and is mainly a direct development from Duccio, 

modified by the influence of Giotto and the Pisan sculptors. This appears 

in the earliest signed work by Pietro, a polyptych in the Pieve of Arezzo, 

the contract for which is dated 1320, and in an altarpiece painted in 

1329 for the Carmelite Church in Siena, which marks the transition to 
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Pietro^’s mature style, characterised by an admirable balance of decorative 

claims with monumental design and by poignant though restrained emotion. 

A celebrated example is the fresco of the Virgin and Child between 

St Francis and St John the Evangelist in the south transept of the 

Lower Church at Assisi, in which an unusual strain of tenderness softens 

the painter’s natural austerity. This austerity, however, reasserts itself in 

a Crucifixion and a Descent from the Cross, part of a series of scenes from 

the Passion near at hand in the same church; and joined with profundity 

of feeling and grandeur of design makes these paintings comparable with 

the work of Giotto. But a Sienese instinct for decoration has prevented 

the breaking up of the wall surface, the painting being treated as a great 

bas-relief, with a rhythmic sweep of contour as the painter’s chief pre¬ 

occupation. Asimilar successful adjustment of theclaimsof dramatic action, 

of the third dimension, and of surface unity is revealed in the latest known 

painting by Pietro, an altarpiecc signed and dated 1342, representing the 

Birth ojf the Virgin, now in the Opera del Duomo at Siena. The figures are 

admirably disposed in space and all play their part in the little domestic 

drama, their dignity relieved by delicate touches of realism in expression 

and gesture; while the whole builds up into an imposing linear pattern. 

The earliest accepted work by Ambrogio Lorenzetti is a Virgin and 

Child at Vico TAbate, dated 1319, which reflects in its types the influence 

of Duccio, and in its sculpturesque treatment that of Niccola and Giovanni 

Pisano. In later work a more free and rhythmic play of contour suggests 

contact with Northern Gothic, and an increasing mastery over space- 

expression and dramatic narrative the influence of Giotto. 

To Ambrogio’s maturity belongs the famous altarpiece at Massa 

Marittima, with the Virgin and Child enthroned and surrounded by saints 

and angels. This third Maesta of the Sienese Trecento differs strikingly 

from its predecessors. In contrast with the gracious dignity of Duccio’s 

figures and the courtly elegance of Simone Martini’s is the massive con¬ 

struction and vigorous action of Ambrogio Lorenzetti’s; while a note 

of gaiety is struck, which has a counterpart in the decorative effect of 

the delicate, clear colour and the rich gilding. Similar characteristics 

mark Ambrogio’s best known work, the three frescoes in the Palazzo 

Pubblico of Siena, completed in 1339, one containing elaborate symbolical 

representations of Go^ and Bad Government, the others showing their 

consequences. Individual figures in the first fresco ai*e among the finest 

Ambrogio ever produced, akin to fine classical sculpture in their dignity 

and the understanding of construction they reveal. But, in general, pictorial 

effect has been sacrificed to didactic and allegorical needs; and dis¬ 

proportion in the figures, and their alternate isolation and crowding, 

contuse the design. In the Consequences oj Good Government^ the 

architectural and landscape setting is skilfully constructed, and the little 

figures at work or play are delightfully alert and naturalistic. But neither 

this nor the almost ruined Consequences of Bad Government contain 
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anything to compare with the majestic figures in the adjoining fresco; and 

they owe their charm mainly to the tapestry-like pattern they make upon 
the wall. 

The race of great painters in Siena came to an end with the disappear¬ 

ance of the Lorenzetti. They had few immediate followers *ind their 

limited influence on the next generation was soon displaced by that of 

Simone Martini and of Northern Gothic, which shaped the later work of 

such painters as Lippo Vanni and Bartolo di Fredi, and dominated that 

of Andrea Vanni and Taddeo di Bartolo. From these painters in turn 

descended another group, who were practically indifferent to the problems 

of form and movement which fa.scinated their Florentine contemporaries; 

and who gave themselves up to the creation of lovely Madonnas and to 

vivacious story-telling, enriched with every possible refinement of pattern 

and colour they could devise. Sassetta, Giovanni di Paolo, and Sano di 

Pietro, enchanting as they can be, entirely lack the imaginative force and 

large rhythms of the Lorenzetti. 'ITieir work may titillate the senses, but it 

never stirs the blood. So, the seed of the Renaissance found but sterile soil in 

Siena; and such fruit as it produced there in the late fifteenth century was 

little more than an imitation and adaptation of the greater art of Florence. 

Meanwhile, in Florence, Giotto’s dominant personality had bred a 

succession of increasingly feeble imitators who perpetuated the outward 

form of his work, though incapable of assimilating its informing spirit. 

Yet even during his lifetime, ideals and methods different from his were 

evident; and the history of Trecento art in Florence is largely that of 

artists in whose work influences from Siena and from the North modi¬ 

fied and even transformed the Giottesquc tradition. In this process 

imitation played a larger part than independent thought, and few out¬ 

standing personalities emerged. Quite apart stands the sculptor Andrea 

Pisano, whose work, derived directly from Giovanni Pisano, was touched 

by the influence of Giotto, and received high distinction through his own 

personality. Only one work certainly by him survives, the bronze doors 

of the south entrance to the Baptistery at Florence, decorated with 

reliefs of scenes from the life of St John the Baptist and of personifica¬ 

tions of the Virtues. These are signed and dated 1.^30, the date when 

the model was finished; the doors themselves being finished and in 

position by 1336. The designs fill their allotted sjmces admirably and 

combine dignified .simplicity with extraordinary variety. The relief is 

never unduly accentuated, and no extravagant feats of foreshortening or 

recession are attempted; yet space in which the action con take place is 

adequately suggested. The figures themselves in proportions and drapery 

occasionally suggest classical prototy^, and are marked by a restrained 

naturalism which never degenerates into triviality; while the dramatic 

feeling, though vigorous, is kept well under control. The same elements 

are present that make up the art of Giotto; but the .sculptor has greater 
feeling for grace and charm than the painter. 
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Upon the immediate followers of Giotto it is unnecessary to dwell at 

length. Names such as Stefano, Buffalmaco, and Puccio Capanna have 

come down to us, with which no work can be securely associated; while 

there is a large group of paintings directly inspired by Giotto, such as 

the St Nicholas and St Mary Magdalene series in the Lower Church at 

Assisi, and the allegorical representations of the Franciscan virtues in the 

vault of the crossing, whose painters are unknown. Attempts to attach 

recorded names to anonymous works have been frequent, but have so far 

yielded no convincing results. A mong distinguishable artistic personalities 

are the master of the St Cecilia altarpiece in the Uffizi, who completed 

Giotto\s St Francis series, and Jacopo del Casentino, both of them minor 

artists. Of greater interest is Taddeo Gaddi (06. 1366), a prolific painter 

whose decoration of the Baroncelli chapel in Santa Croce with scenes from 

the life of the Virgin is an unconvincing compromise l)etween the aims 

and methods of Giotto and the claims of decorative effect varied by 

occasional invention in the treatment of light. 

Among later painters directly influenced by Giotto an outstanding 

figure is one Maso, painter of the scenes from the life of St Sylvester in 

Santa Croce, a mysterious figure whose identity has become almost in¬ 

extricably confused with that of anothei* painter, Giottino. His spacious 

dignified designs, in which colour defines form and suggests light, and his 

psychological insight and dramatic power, make him worthy of com¬ 

parison with Giotto; but Sienese influence has given his individual figures 

greater grace and elegance and encouraged a more anecdotal realism. In 

contrast, the work of Bernardo Daddi (active c. 1317-48) was in¬ 

creasingly dominated by Sienese and Gothic ideals, and in his late work 

everything is directed towards creating a richly decorated surface. 

Similarly, Andrea da Firenze (active 1343-77), now securely identified 

as painter of the well-known frescoes in the Spanish chapel in Santa 

Maria Novella, whole-heartedly adopted Sienese conventions in his 

vivacious epitome of the cultural and religious ideas of his day. 

A distinct and intermediate group is formed by Andrea di Cione, 

called Orcagna, his brothers Nardo and Jacopo, and their immediate 

followers. Two certain wwks by Orcagna himself survive; jui altarpiece 

in Santa Maria Novella at Florence, signed and dated 1357, and the taber¬ 

nacle in Or San Michele at Florence, completed according to an inscription 

in 1359. In the altarpiece, sculpturesque heads and the dignified types 

reflect Giotto's influence, but mate unhappily w ith the linear elaboration 

of the drapery folds and the multiplication of surface ornament. In the 

Or San Michele tabernacle Orcagna achieved a successful combination of 

Italian Gothic design with mosaic and w’ith sculpture which reveals the 

influence of Andrea Pis^ino. Dramatic action is subordinated to securing 

grace in movement and design; but dignity and simplicity are well pre¬ 

served. The famous painting of the Last Judgment in the Strozzi 

chapel in Santa Maria Novella was once universally considered as by 
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Orcagna; but the difficulty of reconciling its style with that of the 

signed altarpiece has led to its being attributed to Nardo di Cione, 

though no work by him has yet been identified. 

Outside Florence, Giotto’s influence had made itself felt chiefly in 

North and North-East Italy, In Lombardy, Italo-Byzantine conventions 

ruled until about the middle of the century, when a small group of 

Giottesque painters appeared, with Gothic influence modifying the pro¬ 

portions of their figures and their treatment of draperies and giving their 

work a marked genre character. On the Venetian mainland, Giotto’s 

influence was felt at Padua in the work of Guariento and Altichiero of 

Verona, together responsible for the charming frescoes in the chajKjl of San 

Giorgio. In Venice itself, looking towards the East, Byzantine designs and 

methods held sway until modified by influences direct from the North; 

while in Rimini, painters such as Giuliano da Rimini and his follower 

Baronzio owed emancipation from Byzantine convention primarily to 

Cavallini, though a number of paintings by unknown hands also witness 

the influence of Giotto. 

Meanwhile Gothic influence had made itself felt to some extent in all 

the more important artistic centres of Italy. The connexion between 

France and Lombardy at the period was particularly close, and had its 

effect in Lombard miniature painting of the period. An early example 

is the work of Giovannino dei Grassi {ob. 1398), sculptor and architect, 

best known by a remarkable book of drawings of birds and animals in 

the Municipal Library at Bergamo, which are an exact parallel to the 

drawings with which Northern artists illustrated Ix^stiaries and treatises 

on hunting and enriched other works. From Verona and Venice, the 

main roads to the north ran over the passes into Austria and Southern 

Germany; and Northern influence on their art came chiefly through those 

countries, as is evident in the work of Stefano da Verona (active 1425-38), 

a master of dainty realism and delicate decoration. In Venice itself, the 

presence of Gentile da Fabriano combined with Northern influence to 

produce painters such as Jacobello di Fiore (active 1415-38) and 

Giambono (active 1420-62), who, with Antonio Vivarini of Murano and 

Giovanni d’Alamagna, are minor figures in the transition from Byzan¬ 

tine to Renaissance art in Venice. 

Gentile da Fabriano himself is a far more important product of Northern 

influence in Italy. Of Umbrian origin, he worked in many places, 

especially in North Italy; and in his earlier work contact with Gothic art 

is evident. To his maturity belongs an Adoration of the Magi in the 

Uffizi, dated 1423, in which linear pattern and exquisite detail are so 

enriched with gold and colour as to make it one of the most delightful pieces 

of decoration produced in Western Europe. Virtually, the painting is a 

miniature from a manuscript, on a vast scale. Considerations of space, 

movement, individual psychology, drama, play no part. It is a scene from 
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a gorgeous pageant of medieval court life, frozen into immobility for the 

spectators' perpetual delight. It is the culmination of a phase in painting, 

so perfect within its limited range as almost to deny the possibility of 

farther progress save by a change in ideals. That change is foreshadowed 

in Gentile's latest work, in which a dawning interest in human personality 

and its embodiment reflects the influence on a purely medieval painter 

of humanist ideas. 

In Jacopo Bellini, a native of Venice, these ideas wrought a greater 

change, and made him the chief precursor of the great age of painting 

in Venice. In 1423 he seems to have been assistant to Gentile da 

Fabriano in Florence, where a tunnoil of eager experiment and creative 

activity set its mark on his work. His chief monument is two volumes 

of drawings in the British Museum and the Louvre. His medieval origins 

are revealed in numerous detached and realistic studies of animals and 

genre scenes; but a new orientation appears in his compositions, both 

from the Old and New Testament, in which decorative and realistic 

trivialities are disregarded in favour of broad sweeping design and 

dramatic emphasis. The direct influence of classical art appears in drawings 

of classical architecture and sculpture, and in the choice of classical subjects; 

human anatomy, the nude, and movement are investigated; and elaborate 

studies in pers{)ective and foreshortening are made. New sources of 

inspiration, humanism and scientific curiosity, are at work; and new 

weapons are being forged to expi'ess new ideas. Jacopo's paintings are 

less remarkable; but all reveal a feeling for noble design and for human 

emotion which foreshadows the triumphs of his great sons, Gentile and 

Giovanni. 

In the work of Antonio Pisano, called PisaneUo (ob, 1455), the parting 

of the ways is even more clear. As draughtsman and painter, he belongs 

mainly to the Middle Ages; as medallist, he is in the full stream of the 

Renaissance. His art, even more than that of Gentile, is one of pageantry 

and courtly display. Almost entirely it was devoted to the service of the 

great princely houses of Italy, for whom he not only executed paintings 

and medals, but designed jewellery and costumes. For these purposes he 

made a large number of drawings, wiiich combine such extraordinary 

acuteness of observation with power and delicacy of craftsmanship that it 

has needed the evidence of camera and cinematograph to verify some of 

the movements and attitudes recorded. In these drawings, wliich PisaneUo 

made throughout his career, descent from the Northern illuminators and 

their Lombard followers is clear; in the paintings, which belong to the 

earlier part of his life, the emphasis on linear pattern and the elaboration 

of decorative and genre detail are equally witness to Northern influence. 

In contrast are the medals, of which the earliest is one of the Emperor 

John Palaeologus, probably executed about 1438. The medal, as com¬ 

memorating human personality and achievement, was a fit vehicle for 

embodiment of the spirit of humanism, and so PisaneUo used it. His 
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portraits of the great figures of his day are among the most vigorous and 

living memorials of them which have come down to us. It is, however, 

on the reverse of his medals that Pisanello’s genius finds complete scope. 

Heraldic devices, imprese^ incidents serious or humorous referring to the 

sitter, with or without lettering, are used singly or in combination to 

construct designs of singular perfection, admirably filling the allotted 

circle, exquisite in detail but monumental in effect, whose degree of 

relief is perfectly adjusted to the area they occupy. 

In Florence the Gothic ideal found its last and greatest exponent in 

Lorenzo Monaco, and in his work took on a definitely Tuscan character. 

His elegant and slender figures, and the elaboration and swing of their 

draperies, do not prevent the sculpturesque character of the forms being 

maintained; and in thus establishing a balance between the claims of 

decorative effect and of the third dimension, Lorenzo Monaco preserves 

in some degree the Giottesque tradition and is related to the Lorenzetti. 

In his later work a simpler treatment of the draperies and a more care¬ 

fully studied relation of the forms in space appear: a development wdiich 

reaches a climax in a CaronaJtum of the Virgin in the Uffizi, dated 1413, 

and reveals that, after temporary eclipse, the leaven of methods and 

ideals akin to those of Giotto if not directly inspired by him was again 

working in Florence. An even more striking example of this is the 

work of Masolino da Panicale. Among the few' fully authenticated works 

by him are two sets of frescoes at Castiglione d’Olona. near Varese; one 

in the choir of the Collegiata, representing scenes from the Life of the 

Virgin and from the early life of Christ, painted c. 1425, the other in the 

Baptistery, representing scenes from the life of St John the Baptist, 

painted in 1435 according to a renewed inscription. In the earlier work, 

Gothic influence has inspired the attenuatetl figures, frail and insub- 

stantial, with draperies falling in flow ing decorative curves. In the interval 

between this and the later work, the genius of Masaccio had stain{)ed 

itself on Florence; and primarily under the influence of this, Masolino’s 

figures have taken on a new^ solidity and a new' vigour of action, together 

with a new unity in an adequate three-dimensional space. 

The change mirrored in the work of Masolino is the change from 

medieval to renaissance art. From the early fifteenth century onward, 

medieval conceptions and methods might still find favour with certain 

artists, or leave their imprint on men inspired by other ideals; but 

they appeared as survivals from an earlier age, unconnected with the 

main currents of thought and action. This fundamental change had its 

principal centre of radiation in Florence. Discussion of its causes belongs 

to the general cultural history of the pericxl. Here, it is only necessary 

to emphasise that the revival of classical learning and of enthusiasm for 

classical literature and art was less a cause than an effect. Primarily, the 

Renaissance was a change in attitude towards life, which seeking for 



Injlumce of htmamsm 767 

a touchstone found it in classical antiquity. Knowledge of the ancient 

world had never been lost during the Middle Ages, but in the fifteenth 

century that knowledge acquired a new use and value, which in turn 

stimulated its growth. 

In art, this change in attitude towards life affected both spirit and 

form. The development of humanistic ideas took God away from the 

centre of the cosmos and put man in His place. The Christian religion 

continued to supply the majority of themes to the artist, but the human 

element was given increasing grandeur and significance, while the divine 

became more and more human. At the same time, subjects drawn from 

classical mythology became more common, in which anthropomorphic 

instincts found full scope, while historical events and incidents from 

secular literature provided material in which man occupied the whole 

stage. The development of portraiture is another aspect of the same 

tendency, reflecting the increased importance of human personality and 

the growth of self-consciousness. In form, change came chiefly through 

the spirit of scientific enquiry which was abroad. Imitation of detail and 

conventional formulas for the reproduction of appearance no longer satisfied 

artists. They became interested in problems of basic structure, and so 

the study of human anatomy developed and the increased use of the nude 

figure, while action, gesture, and facial expression became the objects 

of elaborate analysis. In this search for a more penetrating realism the 

antique provided both an incentive and a restraining force. With classical 

art in the eyes and minds of artists. Gothic standards became discredited, 

while feeling for harmony, balance, and proportion was inculcated, which 

saved Italian art from following the same path as the art of Flanders. 

At the same time, the problem arose, especially in painting, of so 

adjusting the relative size of individual forms and their relation in 

space as to give the appearance of the scene as a whole; and towards its 

solution was directed the study of perspective, and of light and shade. 

The one provided a logical framework, within which the problems of 

relative size and distance were automatically, if arbitrarily, solved; the 

other not only helped to give individual forms three-dimensional character, 

but joined pei’spective in securing unity, partly by enabling the artist to 

give emphasis at decisive points, partly by its power w’hen adjusted 

with reference to one sourc‘e of light to establish identity of time and 

of place throughout a scene. Hei’e also, though less directly than in 

the case of individual forms, the influence of the antique played a part, 

in stimulating search for harmony, balance, and monumental character in 

design. 
In all essentials, the aims and methods of Renaissance artists had been 

anticipated by Giotto; and it is from him and Andrea Pisano that 

the sculptoi*s and painters of fifteenth-century Florence descend, rather 

than from their immediate predecessoi*s. The first decisive manifestation 

of revival was in sculpture. In 1401 a competition was held for the 
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design of the north doors of the Baptistery of Florence. Among the 

seven competitors were Filippo Brunelleschi, Lorenzo Ghiberti, Niccolo 

d'Arezzo, and Jacopo della Quercia, a constellation of extraordinary 

brilliance, in which every aspect of the early Renaissance spirit is repre¬ 

sented. The subject set was a design for the Sacrifice of Abraham, within 

a panel of the same size and shape as those on the doors by Andrea 

Pisano. Ghiberti was the winner, and his panel is to-day in the Bargello 
with that of Brunelleschi. 

Brunelleschi, perhaps because of his failure in the competition, 

abandoned sculpture for architecture, and became one of its greatest 

masters. In his competition panel the design is less skilfully planned 

and the technique less accomplished than in Ghiberti's; but the figures 

have greater nobility and grandeur, evidently due to study from the 

antique, and are united by a more intense dramatic feeling. 

Ghiberti, whatever his limitations as an artist, ranks among the finest 

craftsmen in metal that the West has produced; and by virtue of his 

writings ranks as one of the most important and reliable sources for the 

history of art in Florence. The works on which his reputation rests are the 

bronze doors for the north entrance of the Baptistery, which were completed 

in 1424, and a second pair of doors for the east entrance, commissioned in 

1425 and finished in 1452, which Michelangelo pronounced worthy to be 

the gates of Paradise, The main decoration of the north doors consists of 

reliefs representing scenes from the life of Christ. In the figures, Gothic 

treatment of the drapery mingles with classic reminiscence in attitude 

and gesture to produce a studied elegance. Realistic and descriptive detail 

help to make the narrative vivid, though the dramatic effect is often 

weak. In the design, surfaces are broken up and planes put in recession 

to produce a pictorial effect, in sharp contrast to the concentration 

by Andrea Pisano on the frontal plane, inaugurating metluxls which 

Donatello was to use with unrivalled power. In the east doors, carrying 

reliefs of scenes from the Old Testament, increased influence of the 

antique is evident in greater suavity of form, while skill in modelling 

and casting has developed to yield an amazing variety in depth and 

angle of relief. In the interval between the completion of the two sets of 

doors, Donatello had reached maturity and Masaccio had been at work, 

and their influence is traceable in Ghibertis increasing effort to attain 

the effect of a painting and his conseejuent sacrifice of the qualities which 
give sculpture monumental and decorative character. 

In contrast is the work of Jacopo della Quercia, bom in Siena but 
singularly little affected by current Sienese fashions. In his work, the 

exquisiteness and pictorial elaboration of Ghiberti is replaced by monu¬ 

mental forms and large rhythms, which anticipate and, indeed, inspired 

Michelangelo, In his earliest known work, the sepulchral monument in 

Lucca Cathedral to Ilaria del Carretto, simplicity and breadth combine 

with delicacy to make the recumbent effigy one of the most spiritual 
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creations of the Renaissance. Of the Fonte Gaio, designed for the Campo 

in Siena in 1419, only fragments remain; but in these the proportions of 

the figures, the balanced contrasts of plane and mass, and the massive 

sweep of the drapery, are those of the Cinquecento. The font of the 

Baptistery of Siena, designed by Jacopo and executed jointly with 

Donatello, Ghiberti, and others, is more Gothic in character; but nothing 

Gothic remains in Jacopo’s most famous work, the portal of San Petronio 

at Bologna, on which he worked from 1425 until his death in 1438. This 

it was that fired the mind of Michelangelo when, as a comparatively 

young man, he visited Bologna, chiefly through the ten bas-reliefs on 

the pilasters, representing scenes from the Creation to the Sacrifice of 

Abraham. In these, no concession is made to the picturesque or the 

anecdobil. The figures fill most of the frontal plane, background and 

accessories being of the simplest, the relief low, the masses broad and 

simple. With no traceable imitation of the antique, they have all the 

grandeur and restraint of early Greek work. The gestures and attitudes 

are natural and unforced, yet intensely dramatic and expressive; and 

from their combination has arisen a series of designs, each with its own 

character but all alike monumental, all mingling subtlety in detail with 

breadth of statement, all conceived in three-dimensional space. Behind 

them lies a creative imagination comparable to that which covered the 

roof of the Sistine chapel. 

But an even greater figure among sculptors of the period w as Donatello. 

In him is concentrated every aspect of the Florentine feeling for form, 

and from him radiated influence throughout Italy. He gi’eatly widened 
the range of sculpture. His bronze David w^as the first free standing 

nude figure cast in bronze since classical times; his equestrian statue at 
Padua to the exmdottiere Gattainelata, though not the first of its kind, 

created a type whose influence is not yet exhausted; and his were the 

earliest portrait busts made in Italy. Similarly, to established forms he 

gave new' life. The pictorial possibilities of the relief he pushed almost 

to breaking poitit; the wall tomb was given a new dignity and a wider 

range; and his use of putti was little short of a new invention. Moi'eover, 

he was architectural designer as well as sculptor; and into such structures 

as the ciboritiin in St Peter s at Rome, and the framework of the Annun¬ 

ciation relief in Santa Croce at Florence, he introduced combinations of 

decorative motives, mainly derived from the antique, treated with a new 

freedom and boldness. In technique, Donatello likewise opened new 

paths. His work was sometimes coarse and hasty, but always spontaneous 

and direct, definitely divorcing sculpture from the work of the gold¬ 

smith; and in the adaptation of work to the position in which it was to 

be seen he was an innovator. Finally, behind this originality and resource 

lay deep and passionate emotion. In Donatello, the Renaissance spirit 

of scientific observation and enquiry was incarnate, driving him to a 

penetrating realism, saved from the sordid and commonplace by a 

dominating sense of man’s dignity and by a lyric or dramatic instinct. 
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He explored not only the possibilities of form but of movement; and, 
both in single figures and in compositions, thei’e is a poise, a suggestion 
of capacity for change, which gives a vitality whose exuberance anticipates 
baroque sculpture. 

To Gothic art, Donatello owed little. Such early work as the marble 
David in the Bargello has Gothic swing and proportions, but in the 
slightly later St George from Or San Michele these have almost dis¬ 
appeared. The literal realism of the Poggio Bracciolini in the Cathedral 
of Florence and of the Zuccone on the Campanile is soon tempered, in 
such work as the magnificent bronze David of c. 1430 in the Bargello. 
After a visit to Home, deliberate recollection of the antique is discernible 
in his work for a lime, but soon becomes so merged in the artist’s own 
technique as to become part of his own personality, expressed in such 
masterpieces as the Annunciation relief in Santa Croce, the singing gallery 
from the Cathedral, and the bronze doors and the figures in the Old 
Sacristy at San Lorenzo. During his visit to Padua from 1443 to 1453, 
Donatello was at the height of his powers. There he executed the statue 
to Gattamelata and the bronze figures and the relitds which glorify the 
high altar in the Santo, works which changed the whole current of art in 
Northern Italy and laid the foundations of the art of the ("inquecento 
there. That art was anticipated in Donatello’s work on his return to 
Florence. The reliefs on the pulpit of San Lorenzo, designed if not carried 
out by him, the Judith and Holofernes in the Loggia dei I^iir/i, the 
St Mary Magdalene in the Baptistery, and the St *Iohn the Baptist in 
Siena Cathedral, have passed far beyond the limits of quattrocento ideas 
both in spirit and method. The stage is prepared for Michelangelo and, 
ultimately, for Bernini. 

Expression of the Renaissance spirit in painting took much the same 
course as in sculpture. The relations of the two arts were so close that 
movement in the one almost inevitably produced corresponding movement 
in the other. Among the painters who mark the transition from Gothic 
to Renaissance art outstanding figures are Fra Angelico and Paolo 
Uccello. In Fra Angelico, a medieval spirit clothed itself in a Re¬ 
naissance dress. Humanism as an attitude towards life scarcely touched 
him. He became a realist in his statement of the external facts of nature 
and their relations; but wdth human emotions and human drama he con¬ 
cerned himself little. His imagination created a world remote from all 
the passions of mankind, a mystic’s ecstatic vision of a perfect state, in 
which earthly events took on a heavenly significance. For him pain and 
sorrow cease to exist, and even Hell becomes only a fantastic dream. In 
the character of his imagination, Fra Angelico changed little; only in its 
outward expression do the Middle Ages and the Renaissance meet. His 
earlier work is in the full late Gothic tradition, and suggests the influence 
of Lorenzo Monaco. Later, as in such paintings as the Descent from the 

Cross in San Marco at Florence, the figures are more fully characterised and 
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better constructed, problems of the third dimension receive more atten¬ 

tion, and the introduction begins of a remarkable series of landscape 
backgrounds in which subtlety of observation is joined to breadth and 

atmospheric quality. At the same time, exquisite taste is shewn in the 

construction of a colour pattern. In this. Fra Angelico remained through¬ 

out faithful to Gothic ideals. He uses light and shade mainly to give 
individual forms solidity, not as a means of constructing a design, 
and never allows it to obscure the brightness and purity of his tints. The 
lovely Annunciation at Cortona closes the phase in Fra Angelico's art in 

which Gothic influence still plays a considerable part. In the decoration 
of the cells and cloisters of the monastery of San Marco with a series of 

frescoes representing scenes from the Life and Passion of Christ, which 
was carried out with the help of assistants between 1437 and 1445, the 

Gothic elements are subordinate. There is a suggestion of them in the 

upward swinging design of the monumental Transjignratwn^ in which 

the figure of Christ has the solemn dignity of primitive sculpture; but 

they are completely absent from the half-length figures of ('hrist and of 

great Dominicans in the lunettes of the cloisters, in which Fra Angelico 

more nearly than in any other work expresses a humanist conception of 

his subject. 

In contrast with Fra Angelico, Paolo Uccello to th(? end of his career 

retains Gothic mannerisms in his forms, though from the beginning 

he approaches his work in a scientific and humanist spirit. In his early 

work, tlie slender figures, the decorative emphasis on outline, and a 

fantastic element in the forms, witness Gothic influence, and possibly 

th/it of Pisanello, with whom Uccello might have come into touch during 

a visit to Venice. In the much repainted equestrian effigy of Sir John 

Haw'kwood in the cathedral of Florence, successful mimicry of sc^ulpture 

dot's not prevent the main emphasis being on profile; and this liolds true 

of Uccello's l)est known work, the three battle scenes representing the 

defeat of tlie Sienese by the Florentines at San Romano in 1432, dis¬ 

tributed among the Uffizi, the louvre, and the National Gallery. In 

these, in the fresi'oes telling the story of Noah in the cloisters of Santa 

Maria Novella at Florence, and in a predella representing the story of the 

Profanation of the Host, executed in 1468 for the Confraternity of Corpus 

Domini at Urbino, the intention to use line and colour primarily for 

decoration is evident, combined with a passionate interest in problems of 

foreshortening and perspective. Uccello's attitude towards these latter has 

often been misunderstood. That they are used to create illusion is highly 

unlikely, since all other means to that end are neglected. Rather they 

seem directed towards giving a firm and logical framework to the picture, 

so that in constructing a pattern problems of recession and proportion 

should automatically be solved. In Paolo Uccello there is nothing of 

Fm Angelico's mystic vision; his passion is rather that of the scientist 

absorbed in a problem whose .solution will remove all difficulties. His 

modern counterpart is Sem'at, with his calculated pointillism; and like 
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Seurat, his greatness as an artist depends more on such imponderable 

matter as design and colour than on the machinery he uses. 

With the rise of Masaccio, a figure comparable in stature to Donatello 

appears among painters. In his brief life—he was born in 1401 and died 

between 1427 and 1429—he gave expression to every aspect of Renaissance 

thought, and set Florentine painting upon the road it was to travel until 

its decay. In his case, the question of origins is unimportant beside that 

of achievement. His early work, such as the Virgin and Child with 

St Anne in the Uffizi, reveals him as a follower of Masolino. His sub¬ 

sequent relations with that painter are obscure; and there is a well-marked 

group of work, certainly by the same hand, which some writers regard as 

by Masolino working under the influence of Masaccio, and others as early 

works by Masaccio himself. Fortunately, to understand and appreciate 

Masaccio, decision on the matter is needless, since paintings indisputably 

by him exist. Among these is the altai*piece of 1426 painted for the 

Carmine Church at Pisa, the centre panel of which, representing the Virgin 

and Child enthroned with angels, is in the National Gallery at London. 

Not since Giotto painted had so massive and imposing a figure as the 

Madonna, conceived and carried out in three dimensions, been seen in 

Tuscany. Distinction, elegance, and grace have been disdained in favour 

of robustness and vitality. Mother and Child alike are heroic but not 

divine; made in a larger mould than humanity but of the same clay. Yet 
for all its qualities, the Pisa Madonna is gauche and immature when set 

bcvside the frescoes which decorate the Brancacci chapel, in the Carmine 

Church at Florence. Those undoubtedly by Masaccio are the Expulsion 

from Paradise, Christ and the Tribute Money, St Peter distributing the 

goods of the community, St Peter baptizing, St Peters shadow healing 

the maimed, and the Resurrection of the Prefects Son, of which part was 

executed by Filippino Lippi. In these, human personality is given an 

emphasis and a dignity such as it had rarely received before in Christian 

art. Each figure is searchingly characterised, firmly constructed, given 

its appropriate and significant action or attitude; each seems to stand by 

itself, a complete being conscious of itself, of its own weaknesses and 

strengths. Yet individuality has not meant isolation, and in each fresco 

the forms are brought into unity. Grasp of perspective h^is provided a 

firm scaffolding on which to hang construction in space, and almost for 

the first time in the history of painting every part of the picture is seen 

and treated in definite relation to a given source of illumination. In 

this, Masaccio reveals his grasp of the mechanism of painting; in the 

noble rhythm of his design, and in his power not only to express human 

emotion but to give it a point of dramatic concentration, he becomes a 

great artist. His art is founded on intense observation and knowledge of 

men and nature, inspired by a vivid imagination, guided and controlled 

by a profound feeling for pictorial and dramatic "construction; an art 

that picked up the torch lighted by Giotto, and handed it on to 

Leonardo, Raphael, and Michelangelo. 



CHAPTER XXV 

THE RENAISSANCE IN EUROPE 

In an eloquent letter Gregorius Tifemas expressed the regret felt by 

the whole humanist world at the death of Nicholas V (1455). He was 

very nearly succeeded by another humanist, Cardinal Bessarion, but at 

the last moment the Conclave fought shy of a Greek wlio wore a beard. 

So they elected in his place a Spaniard, who was of high character, sound 

learning, and political capacity, but whose chief recommendation was his 

age of seventy-eight. The new Pope, who took the title of Calixtus III, 

devoted his whole energies, which were still considerable, to the furtherance 

of a crusade against the Turks and to the advancement of his Borgia 

nephews. In 1458 he was succeeded by Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini, and 

the hopes of the humanists revived. But Pius II was a man of letters 

rather than a scholar, and he was far too intelligent to rate the pretensions 

of the humanists at their own value. The greatest of them, Valla, died the 

year l)efore his election, and Poggio the year after. Filelfo still was left, 

but, when he clamoured for preferment, the Pope put him off with cour¬ 

teous answers and a few small presents. He shewed, however, that he could 

appreciate real learning by appointing Niccolo Perotti, the disciple of Valla 

and the author of the first large Latin grammar of the Renaissance (1468), 

Archbishop of Manfredonia and by treating with marked consideration 

Flavio Biondo, who, probably on account of his ignorance of Greek, had 

been neglected by Nicholas V. It was possibly under the influence of his 

Roma instaurata that the new Pope issued his brief, Cum almam nostram 

urhem^ for the preservation of those ancient monuments which his pre¬ 

decessor, Nicholas V, for all his love of Rome, had freely used as a 

quarry. 

Pius II represents the critical and inquiring side of the Renaissance. 

He wrote history in a really critical spirit and he took a keen interest in 

geography. His Asia was a favourite book in the early days of geogra¬ 

phical discovery, and was read by Columbus, Like Petrarch he was a 

lover and careful observer of nature. There are some charming descriptions 

of scenery in his Commentaries—of the Helds of flax at Viterbo ‘‘ which 

imitate the colour of heaven,” of the lakes of Nemi and Albano, and 

especially of his native Siena and its beautiful neighbourhood. 

His successor, Paul II (1464-71), was equally disliked by the humanists, 

and with better reason. For when Pomponius Laetus (1425-98), as he 

called himself, a pupil of Valla and a man of sound learning, made his 

nursling, the Roman Academy, a centre of childiwsh and reactionary protest 

against the Christian religion, the Pope, taking these proceedings too 

seriously, suppressed the xYcademy and threw its leading members into 

51 
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prison. Platina, indeed, who was one of them, says in his malicious 

biography of Paul II that many of them died under torture, but his 

statement is not supported by evidence. Paul II was in fact a truer re¬ 

presentative of the Renaissance than Platina and his friends, for he loved 

beauty as few men have loved it and his superb collections included 

bronzes, pictures, tapestries, medals, coins, and every conceivable form 

of ai't After his death the Academy was revived by Sixtus IV. Platina 

became his librarian and Pomponius Laetus the literary dictator of 

Rome. 

A similar Academy, but literary rather than antiquarian in its aims, 

was founded at Naples by Antonio Beccadelli under the auspices of King 

Alfonso shortly before the latter’s death in 1458. II Panomiita, who 

died in 1471, was succeeded by Giovanni Pontano (1426-1503), who, 

as the best writer of Latin verse and prose of his century, fully sustained 

the literary rt'putation of the Academy. His betrayal to the French of 

Ferrante II, whose grandfather, Ferrante I, he had served as chief minister 

for ten years, and who had loaded him with favours, is at once a 

blot on his fame and a sign of that lack of patriotism which was one 

of the chief causes of Italy’s decadence. On the other hand, his fellow- 

humanist, Jacopo Sannazaro (1458-1530), who edited his works, 

remained faithful to the house of Aragon and accompanied his friend and 

protector, Frederick, the successor of Ferrante II, into exile. His famous 

Arcadia was first published in a correct and complete form at Naples in 

1504, but a considerable part of it was already written in 1490. Sanna¬ 

zaro also wrote six Piscatory Eclogues^ in which fishermen take the place 

of shepherds, and a long Virgilian poem on the birth of Christ (Depariu 

vir^nis\ upon which he spent twenty years. 

The Platonic Academy of Florence had afar wider influence than those 

of Naples or Rome. Founded by Cosimo de’ Medici in 1459, with Marsilio 

J'icino (1433-91), the son of his physician, who had been carefully 

trained in Greek philosophy, for its fii-st head, it rose to great importance 

under Cosimo's grandson Lorenzo. Its meetings were held at the farm 

near Careggi which Cosimo had given to Ficino, and it counted amongst 

its members the chief representatives of Florentine culture. As its name 

implies, its object was the cult and study of Plato, and it was thus the 

outcome of the movement which had been inaugurated by Gemistos Ple- 

thon at the time of the Council of Florence. In Plethon’s philosophy the 

teaching of Plato was blended with that of Plotinus and was further 

corrupted by fantastic interpretations of his own. Bessarion freed himself 

from his master’s extravagances and did much to restore the pure doctrine 

of Plato, but P’icino followed rather in the footsteps of Plethon. To the 

blend of Platonism and Neo-Platonism he added Christian mysticism, and 

he was thus led to the conception of a ‘‘common religion” of which Chris¬ 

tianity and other religion^ were varieties. If this philosophy was but a 

generous ideal resting on frail foundations, he at any rate did good service 
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by contributing to the spread of spiritud thought in an age of increasing 

scepticism and materialism, and % his Latin translations of Plato and 

Plotinus. 

His famous disciple, Giovanni Pico della Mirandola (1463-94), sur¬ 

passed him in learning, originality, and even in influence. To Plato and 

Plotinus he added Arabic writers, the Schoolmen, and the Kabbala. His 

philosophy was founded on the belief that man is made for happiness, 

relative in this world, absolute in the next. With Reason and Will to guide 

him he must ever strive upwards towards his Heavenly Home. As Pico 

grew in saintliness—“from his face,*” says his friend Politian, ‘‘shone 

something divine’'—his philosophy became simpler and his religion more 

definitely Catholic. Yet ritual and outward observance meant little to 

him; he was wholly absorbed by the love of Christ. 

The munificence of Nicholas V and Alfonso I had attracted many 

humanists to Rome and Naples, but after the death of these patrons 

Florence speedily regained her primacy as the chief centre of humanism. 

This was especially marked under the rule of Lorenzo de** Medici 

(1469-92), one of whose closest associates, Angelo Poliziano (1454-94), 

represents a higher type of classical scholarship than had hitherto been 

reached in Italy. Uniting the critical faculty of a Valla with the literary 

feeling of a Pontano, he brought to the interpretation of a wide field of 

Greek and Latin literature a rare combination of learning, critical method, 

taste, andinsight. Helecturedon Homer and Virgil,and the Latin writersof 

the Silver age; he translated Herodian, Epictetus, Hippocrates, and Galen. 

Claiming to be neither a dialectician nor a jurist but only d,grammaticus 

or UteraUis, he lectured on Aristotle’s logic, and he edited the Pandects 

after a systematic collation of the manuscripts. 

At the age of sixteen he began his career with a translation of the Iliad 

into l^tin verse, and ten years later (1480) he obtained the chair of Greek 

and Latin eloquence. So great was his fame that students of all nations 

thronged to hear him and were held spell-bound by the charm of his voice, 

the fire of his delivery, and the inspiration of his rhetoric. Each course 

of lectures was preceded by an introduction illustrating the whole branch 

of literature of which the author in question was a type. This often took 

the form of a Latin hexameter poem, for Politian, like Pontano, wrote 

Latin verse and prose as correctly as Valla and with the ease and freedom 

of Poggio and Pius II. 
If the revival of learning was a stimulus to the invention of printing, 

the rapid spread of printing contributed greatly to the diffusion of learn¬ 

ing. When Politian began his translation of the Iliad in 1470, there were 

only two towns in Italy, Rome and Venice, which had a printing press. 

By 1500 the number of towns with presses had reached seventy-three, and 

many of these presses were devoted almost exclusively to the printing of 

classical works. 
The art of printing was introduced into Italy in 1465 by two Germans, 
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Conrad Swe3aiheym and Arnold Pannartz, who set up a press in the 

Benedictine monastery of Santa Scolastica at Subiaco. They began with 

a Donatuapro puertdis^ but no copy of this is known; the first book from 

their press of which copies exist is Cicero‘‘s De Oratore^ and their first 

dated book the editio princeps of Lactantius (29 October 1465). Then after 

printing an edition of St Augustine's De civitate Deiy which was finished 

12 June 1467, they moved to Rome, where they carried on their work 

under the able supervision of Giovanni Andrea, the learned Bishop of 

Aleria, who was secretary to the Vatican library. But in spite of great 

industry they could not make their business pay, and in 1472 the bishop 

wrote in their names to Pope Sixtus IV, giving an account of their labours 

and imploring him for assistance. Their last venture, they say—a noble 

edition of Nicholas de Lyra’s Commentary {Eocpositiones) on the Bible in 

five volumes—had left them without the means of subsistence. The letter 

is especially interesting from the fact that the printers give a list of their 

productions and of the number of copies of each work. Of the twenty- 

eight works enumerated, more than two-thirds are Latin classics. With 

one exception—the Epistles of St Jerome, of which they issued 650 copies 

—an edition consisted of 275 or 300 copies. 

The next Italian town to follow the example of Rome was Venice, where 

John of Spires printed Cicero’s Epxstolae ad Familiares in 1469. He died 

in the following year, and his press was carried on first by his brother 

Wendelin and afterwards (from 1473) by a syndicate. They had formid¬ 

able rivalry in the press of the distinguished Frenchman, Nicholas Jenson, 

who, first as sole owner and then as chief partner, issued a large number of 

Latin classics from 1470 to 1480, the earlier ones being printed in a roman 

type which has never been surpassed for beauty. Of all the Italian towns 

Venice was the most active in the cause of printing; between 1470 and 1480 

at least a hundred presses were at work there, and by the end of the century 

this figure had risen to 151. 

In 1470 printing was established at Foligno. In 1471 the new art 

reached Florence, Milan, and seven other towns, and from this time spread 

rapidly over the rest of Italy. The first printer at Milan was Pamfilo 

Castaldi with Antonius Zarotus for his assistant. At Florence Bernardo 

Cennini, the celebrated goldsmith, was till recently regarded as the pioneer 

with Servius’ Commentary on Virgil—his only known production—but 

he has been displaced by an anonymous printer. The earliest book in 

which decipherable Greek type appears is the Subiaco Lactantius^ but the 

first book entirely printed in Greek is the Grammar of Constantine Lascaris, 

printed at Milan in 1476. Florence made a notable contribution to Greek 

printing in 1488 with the first edition of Homer, and in 1494 the distin¬ 

guished Hellenist, Janus Lascaris, established there a Greek press under 

the management of Lorenzo di Alopa, a Venetian, for which he himself 

designed the types, consisting at first wholly of capitals. From 1494 to 

1496 he issued no less than five edvtimes principes of Greek classics: 
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the Jntholog^y four plays of Euripides, Callimachus, Apollonius Rhodius, 
and Lucian. 

In the same year, 1494, in which Janus Lascaris set up his press at 

Florence, the most famous of Italian printers, Aldus Manutius (1450-1516), 

a native of Bassiano near Velletri, began printing at Venice. After studying 

Latin at Rome and Greek at Ferrara under Guarini, he went in 1482 to 

Mirandola, because its lord, Giovanni Pico, as he wrote to their common 

friend, Politian, ^‘loved men of letters.*” Thence he proceeded to Carpi 

to become tutor to Pico’s nephew, Alberto Pio, and it was through the 

latter’s munificence that he was able to carry out his project of settling at 

Venice as a printer with the special object of printing Greek books. He 

made a beginning in 1495 with the Grammar of Constantine Lascaris, 

and in the same year he issued the fii*st volume (the Orgarum) of the editio 

princeps of Aristotle. This work, of first-rate importance in the history of 

learning, was completed in 1498. In 1501 he introduced his famous italic 

type for a pocket edition of Virgil, the first of those cheap and convenient 

editions of the classics which were not among the least of his services to 

humanism. In the same year he founded his Neacademia for the encour¬ 

agement of Greek studies, and during the remaining fifteen years of his 

life he was continually adding to his editions of Greek classics and Greek 

works of reference. They included no less than twenty-five editiones 
principes. 

There is a note of irony in the fact that Aldus’ Greek texts and cheap 

editions, which did so much for the new learning in general, helped to 

destroy the primacy of Italy. But so it was. Erasmus indeed spent three 

years in Italy (1506-9) to perfect his knowledge of Greek, but Bude, 

Vives, and Melanchthon all learned their Greek north of the Alps. 

In art Florence retained her primacy till near the close of the fifteenth 

century, but as regards Italian art in general there is only space here to 

call attention to certain features of it which it owed to the inspiration of 
the Renaissance spirit. 

Firstly, there was a marked increase in the influence of classical art. 

In architecture this was largely due to that remarkable and many-sided 

man, Leone Battista Alberti (1404-72), whose first important work 

was the transformation by order of Sigismondo Malatesta of the Gothic 

church of San Francesco at Rimini into the outward semblance of a clas¬ 

sical building (1447-50). For instance, in the fa^^ade, unhappily left 

unfinished, we see the principle of a Roman triumphal arch, of which 

there was a fine example at Rimini, applied to a Christian church. Some 

two years later (c, 1452) Alberti published his famous De re aedificatoria^ 

the first modern scientific work on the theory and practice of architecture, 

in which he corrected and added to Vitruvius by the light of his own 

observations and studies. In 1460 he built the Palazzo Rucellai at Florence, 

in which for the first time the pilasters of the facade were used as mere 

ornament, without serving any structural purpose. Finally, in 1470 he 
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designed for Ludovico Gonzaga the great church of Sant’Andrea at Mantua, 

which became the type of an ecclesiastical building for nearly three centuries. 

From this time Renaissance architecture, which had hitherto been 

almost confined to Florence, began to develop rapidly in other Italian 

cities—especially at Rome—whei*e the court of the Palazzo di San Marco, 

better known by its later name of the Palazzo di Venezia (built for Paul II), 

is evidently inspired by the Colosseum. 

Roman architecture and Roman decorative work in its various forms 

were studied eagerly by painters as well as by architects, though naturally 

their influence was confined to backgrounds and accessories. When Dome¬ 

nico Ghirlandaio (1449-94) w^as summoned to Rome by Sixtus IV in 

1475 to paint frescoes for the Vatican library, he made drawings, says 

Vasari, from the various antiquities of the city; and the same writer 

tells us that Filippino Lippi (1457-1504) studied these antiquities with 

unwearied diligence. In the Triumph of St Thomas Aquhias^ which he 

painted with other frescoes for Cardinal Carafla in 1489 in the Dominican 

Church of Santa Maria sopra Minerva, not only is the classical architec¬ 

ture a prominent feature, but the whole picture is composed in a spirit 
of classical symmetry. 

In Andrea Mantegna (1431-1506), who painted chiefly in Noi thern 

Italy, this cult of antiquity became a veritable passion. Its first symp¬ 

toms were displayed in the frescoes which he painted from 1455 to 1460 

in the Church of the Eremitani at Padua, and during the last twenty years 

of his life it dominated him so completely that in the end his art suffered. 

The great series of the Triumph of Jidius Caesar at Hampton Court 

(1484-92) is remarkable for grandeur of conception and mastery of 

execution, but in the Triumph of Scipio (National Gallery), painted in 

the last year of his life, the artist is so completely obsessed by the spirit of 

classical relief that he has abandoned colour for monochrome. 

It was inevitable that this exaggerated cult of antiquity should bring 

with it a decline of Christian sentiment. Ghirlandaio and Filippino Lippi, 

with few exceptions, painted Christian subjects, but they often treated 

them in a thoroughly secular fashion. Their frescoes, for instance, in Santa 

Maria Novella are merely pretexts for the portrayal of Florentine social 

life and the introduction of numerous portraits. Similarly Mantegna’s 

reli^ous pictures, as might be expected from his devotion to classical 
antiquity, are often purely pagan in sentiment. 

In 1460 Mantegna entered the service of Ludovico Gonzaga, lord of 

Mantua, and at Mantua he remained, under three generations of its 

princes, till his death. The Italian despots were now fast becoming 

rivals of the Church as patrons of art. Sandro Botticelli (1444-1510) 

was the favourite painter of Lorenzo de’ Medici; Melozzo da Forh (1438- 

94) was for three years at Urbino in the service of Duke Federigo; 

Cosimo Tura (1420.^-1495) was employed by Borso d’Este, the first 

Duke of Ferrara, and his brother Ercole I for the greater part of his life. 
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Piero de' Franceschi (1416F-1492) was employed in turn by Sigismondo 

Malatesta, Federigo Montefeltro, and Borso d’Este. It was natural that 

these lay>patrons should give commissions for mythological subjects and 

portraits, but on the whole religious subjects still greatly preponderate. 

Botticelli painted for Lorenzo de' Medici two masterpieces, Spring and 

the Birth qfVentts^ but his non-religious pictures only amount to about 

a third of his work. A very small proportion of Mantegna's work is pagan 

in subject. Cosimo da Tura painted only religious pictums, and, except for 

the famous portrait group which commemorates the opening of the Vati¬ 

can library by Sixtus IV and the ruined fresco of Pesta-Pepe^ the same 

may be said of Melozzo da Forli. 

It was at Venice, in the last decade of the fifteenth century, that the 

emancipation of painting from the control of the Church definitely began. 

The Vivarini, Carlo Crivelli (1430f-1493.?^), and Giovanni Bellini 

(c. 1429-1516), during the greater part of his career, painted religious 

subjects with genuine religious feeling; but later the demand arose for the 

representation of pageants and processions, and in Gentile Bellini (c. 1428- 

1507) and Vittore Carpaccio (1450-1522) the Venetian State and the 

“Schools" or Confraternities found men to provide them with pictures 

instinct with joy and colour. But it was Giorgione (1476 or 1477-1510), 

a pupil of Giovanni Bellini, who, uniting a rare sense of beauty with a 

romantic imagination, made mythological and other non-religious subjects 

an increasingly important feature of Venetian art. 

A third Renaissance feature of much of the Italian art of this time is 

its scientific spirit. We saw in the last volume how zealously the Um¬ 

brian painter, Piero de' Franceschi, applied himself to the technical 

problems of his art. He had disciples in Melozzo da Forli and Luca Signo¬ 

relli (1441-1523), of whom the latter was a precursor of Michelangelo 

in the study of the nude, while both, like Mantegna before them, were 

masters in the art of foreshortening. But the chief home of this scientific 

spirit was still Floi'ence, and its chief exponent was Antonio Pollaiuolo 

(1432-98). He “treated his nude figures," says Vasari, “in a manner 

which approaches more nearly to that of the modems than was usual 

with the artists who had preceded him; he dissected many human bodies 

to study the anatomy, and was the first (i.e. painter) who investigated 

the action of the muscles in this manner, that he might afterwards give 

them their due place and effect in his works." A good example of the 

result of this anatomical study is tke small picture of Hercules and An- 

ta£us in the Uffizi, in which the muscles of Hercules stand out with the 

effort he is making to crush his antagonist. But Pollaiuolo was a greater 

sculptor than painter, and his superb tomb of Sixtus IV in St. Peter's 

testifies to his unsurpassed knowledge of the human form and to the freedom 

and certainty of his execution. Yet the absence not only of religious 

sentiment but of all religious emotion shews that the scientific spirit had 

stifled in him the more vital principles of art. With less genius than 
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Pollaiuolo, Andrea Ven'occhio (1435-88), whose many-sided proficiency 

was remarkable even among the many-sided artists of Florence, shewed 

equal devotion to the study of artistic problems. His influence was 

widespread, and it is not his least title to fame that he was the master 

of Leonardo da Vinci, 

Those who hold that the Renaissance was something more than the 

normal development of civilisation have their justification in Leonardo 

(1452-1519). In the whole history of the human race has any man 

appeared who was more variously or more splendidly gifted? Supreme as 

painter and sculptor, yet ever haunted by an elusive ideal of perfection, 

he solved as if by instinct the problems upon which his predecessors had 

laboured so assiduously. His first important painting was The Adoration 

of the which he left unfinished at Florence when he entered the 

service of Ludovico Sforza in 1483. But unfinished though it is, it marks 

an epoch in painting—the beginning of the High Renaissance, To begin 

with, it introduced an arrangement in the composition of a picture—the 

triangular one—which has held the field for more than four centuries. 

Of a higher order of importance is the fact that Leonardo broke with 

tradition by placing the Virgin and the Child in the central foreground 

and by directing towards them the eager looks and gestures of the many 

figures with which he surrounded them. Thus the psychic interest of 

the scene receives its true imporhince, and the Adoration of the Magi be¬ 

comes no longer a processional pageant or an occasion for the glorifica¬ 

tion of the artisFs patrons, but an act of the deepest significance—a true 

adoration. The same principle, though with greater knowledge and gimter 

mastery of execution, governs the miraculous Last Supper^ completed in 

1493, but begun many years earlier. Upon the central figure of Christ are 

focused the movements, the gestures, and, exccj)t for the group on the 

extreme right, the looks of all the Apostles. The consternation which 

followed the “One of you shall betray me” is seized at its supreme moment 

of passionate intensity. After the downfall of his patron Ix'onardo left 

Milan, and during his residence at Florence with short intervals from 1500 

to 1506 he painted the Virgin and St Arnie and the haunting portrait 

of Monna Lisa. Wonderful though he was as an artist, he was even more 

wonderful as a man of science. He was famous as an engineer and some 

of his greatest achievements were in mechanics. In astronomy, physics, 

physiology,human and comparative anatomy,physical geography,geology, 

and botany (especially as a branch of biology), he anticipated many modern 

researches. Above all things he believed inthescientific spirit. He regarded 

the senses as the only road to scientific knowledge and experience as the 

only test of truth. 

Leonardo's discoveries, except so far as they took a practical shape, 

were little known in his own day, being confided to his note-books, which 

have only been printed, and not yet in entirety, in quite modern times. 

The most celebrated Italian man of science of the fifteenth century was 

the Florentine, Paolo del Pozzo Toscanelli (1397-1482), the friend of 
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Brunelleschi and Alberti, of Nicholas of CusA and Regiomontanus. He 

wrote treatises on perspective and meteorology, but he was chiefly famous 

as an astronomer and geographer; and he left behind him a flourishing 

school of geography. Of this school was Francesco Berlinghieri, a member 

of Lorenzo de’ Medici’s circle, whose maps of France, Spain, Italy, and 

Palestine were the first modem maps to be printed, and thus mark an 

epoch in cartography. The story that Toscanelli encouraged Columbus 

to proceed upon that momentous voyage from the East to the West which 

had so profound an influence upon modern thought is now regarded as 

of doubtful authenticity. Italy also furnished eminent explorers in Ca 

da Mosto, John Cabot, Amerigo Vespucci, and Giovanni Verrazzano. 

In pure mathematics the most eminent Italian was Luca Pacioli, one of 

Leonardo’s few intimate friends, whose mathematical treatise, the first 

ever printed, appeared in 1494, forty years before that of Regiomon¬ 

tanus. The study of anatomy also began to revive in the last decade 

of the fifteenth century. Marc’ Antonio dalla Torre, another friend of 

Leonardo, though he was only twenty-nine when he died in 1511, was 

regarded as the greatest anatomist of his day, and Giacomo Berengario of 

Carpi, who was professor of surgery at Bologna from 1502 to 1527, had 

also a high reputation as an anatomist. This scientific spirit, whether 

it manifested itself in actual discovery, of which as yet there was very 

little, or in the advance of art as the result of observation and experi¬ 

ment, or in the historical criticism of a Valla or a Flavio Biondo, is a 

side of the Renaissance which must not be left out of account. For it is 

the fruit of that freedom of thought, of that questioning of tradition 

and authority in the light of personal experience, which justifies us in 

defining the Renaissance as the transition from the medieval to the 

modern world. 

The spirit of free inquiry naturally made itself felt also in the domain 

of religion. But at the close of the fifteenth century rationalism was 

neither widespread nor aggressive. Its centre was the University of 

Padua, where, in opposition to the Platonists of the Florentine Academy, 

the professors of philosophy studied Aristotle—but with the exception 

of Ermolao Barbaro (1454-98), who was an orthodox Catholic—on 

heterodox lines and with special attention to one topic, the nature of the 

soul. The majority, with Alessandro Achillini (1463-1512) at their 

head, adhered to the old pantheistic teaching of Averroes. On the other 

hand, Pietro Pomponazzi (1462-152?), who championed the materialistic 

views of Aristotle’s commentator, Alexander of Aphrodisias (c. 200), haul 

great influence both in Italy and later in France and is regarded as the 

father of modem rationalism. But his chief work, the De immortalitate 

animae^ did not appear till 1516, well beyond the limits of this survey. 

We must now go back fifty years and trace the first beginnings of the 

Renaissance in the countries on this side of the Alps. 
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In France, Charles V and his brothers, with their munificent patronage 

of art and learning, their many palaces, their libraries, their collections 

of gems and precious stones and tapestries, were like Renaissance princes, 

and their courts at the close of the fourteenth century vied with those of 

Italy in splendour and extravagance. Charles V himself was a real lover 

of learning, and his library, which numbered about 1100 volumes, reflected 

lis tastes. It contained Latin versions of the Timaeus and of the principal 

works of Aristotle, nearly the whole of Seneca’s prose works, Ovid’s 

Heroides^ Tristia^ Epistolae^ and Ex Ponto^ Lucan, and Frontinus. There 

were also French translations of Aristotle, Seneca, and Ovid. Charles, 

like his father, John the Good, took a keen interest in the work of trans¬ 

lating ancient authors. In particular he employed Nicole Oresme to 

produce French versions through the Latin of Aristotle’s Ethics^ Politks^ 

Economics^ De caelo^ and De immdo. 

The Duke of Ben'y cared more for art than for learning. About half 

of his three hundred manuscripts were richly illuminated by the best 

artists of the day. Among them were a Terence, Virgil’s Eclogties^ and 

a book of Pliny, all authors unrepresented in the royal collection. He 

had even a Greek book, but as to its author or its contents his cataloguer 

is silent. In the nhxi generation the same munificence and the same 

patronage of art was shewn by Charles’ younger son Louis, Duke of 

Orleans, who married Valentine Visconti, the daughter of Gian Galeazzo. 

There were also at this time a few real students of classical literature, 

chief among them being the three distinguished alumni of the College of 

Navan’e, Pierre d’Ailly, Nicolas de Clamanges, and Jean Gerson. As a 

precursor of the Renaissance the more important of the three is Nicolas 

de Clamanges, for he was the initiator of a French humanist movement 

independent of Italy, He possessetl a complete Quintilian, discovered in 

France twenty years before Poggio’s discovery at St Gall; he knew many 

of Cicero’s speeches, which he may have found in the monastery at Cluny; 

and he had certainly explored the library at Langres and the various 

libraries at Paris. In a letter to an Italian friend he says: “I have 

lectured on Tally’s Rhetoric in the Paris University, and sometimes on 

Aristotle, and there are often lectures on those great poets Virgil and 

Terence.” His correspondence reveals a fairly wide knowledge of Latin 

classical literature, including so rare an author as Tibullus. 

But like Pierre d’Ailly and Gerson he was in the first place a theologian; 

indeed during the latter part of his life he gave himself up entirely to 

the study of theology. On the other hand his friend Jean de Monstereul, 

though in Orders, was a humanist pure and simple, who got his human¬ 

ism from Italy. He was a great admirer of Petrarch and Salutati, and his 

enthusiasm for Virgil and Cicero was doubtless inspired by their writings. 

He had an almost equal enthusiasm for Terence, but there are few Latin 

authors with whom his letters do not shew some acquaintance. He was 

also a successful searcher after manuscripts, many of his finds coming 
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from Cluny. He introduced into France Plautus (eight comedies), Cato 

De agr% cidtura^ Varro De re rmtica^ and Vitruvius, and he knew the 

Bellum civile^ which was unknown in Italy, and fragments of Petronius. 

In 1412 he was sent on a mission to Rome, where he made friends with 

Leonardo Bruni. Six years later he perished in the massacres of the 

Armagnacs by the Burgundians at Paris, and the movement which he 

represented withered away under the anarchy, disunion, and foreign 

conquest which harried France for the next thirty years. Even when 

the kingdom began to recover from its wounds, humanism was slow 

to make a fresh beginning. In 1458, indeed, the distinguished Italian 

humanist, Gregorius Tifernas, was appointed professor of Greek in the 

Univei*sity of Paris, but he only held hia professorship for a year and a 

half. 

Louis XI did much to promote intercourse between France and Italy 

by diplomatic missions, and the men whom he chose for his work were 

generally sympathetic towards humanism. Indeed, one of these, Jean 

Jouffroy, Bishop of Albi, who had lectured on canon law at Pavia for 

three years and in later life had resided in Italy, was fairly well read in 

Latin literature and had some knowledge through Latin translations of 

Gi‘eek authors. 

But the chief event, from the point of view of humanism, of the reign 

of Louis XI was the introduction of printing into France, In 1470 

Guillaume Fichet, a native of Savoy, and Johann Heynlin, a German, 

both doctors of the Sorbonne, induced three Germans, Michael Friburger, 

Ulrich Gering, and Martin Krantz, to set up a press within the precincts 

of the Sorbonne. Both Fichet and Heynlin were zealous humanists and 

with few exceptions the books printed by the new press were of a 

humanistic character. The first was the Eplstolamm opm of Gasparino 

Barzizza, and among the twenty-one other works were eight editions of 

Latin classical authors. But before the end of 1472 Fichet went to Italy 

with his friend Cardinal Bessarion, and at the beginning of 1478 Friburger 

and Krantz also left France. For the next sixteen years the books printed 

at Paris entirely lost their humanistic character, Romances, devotional 

works, and the text-books of the old learning entirely took the place of 

I^tin classics and treatises on rhetoric. 

Meanwhile Robert Gaguin, General of the Trinitarians, who had 

attended the lectures of Gregorius Tifernas, c-arried on as l>est he could 

the work which his friend Fichet had laid down. He himself lectured on 

Latin rhetoric at the Sorbonne, and Guillaume Tardif, a native of Le Puy, 

gave lectures on the same subject at the College of Navarre. From 1476 

to 1478 Filippo Beroaldo of Bologna, a scholar of wide learning, also 

lectured at Paris, and in 1476 there arrived a native of Greece, George 

Hermonymos, who, though an incompetent teacher, did good service as a 

copyist of Greek manuscripts. He remained at Paris till at least as late 

as 1508. Rather later arrivals were the two Italians, Girolamo Baibi and 
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Fausto Andrelini, men of second-rate ability and third-rate character, 

but who by virtue of a certain facility in the writing of Latin verse and 

prose became highly populcu* as lecturers and were regarded by their 

uncritical audiences as miracles of learning. In the memorable year 

1494 in which Charles VIII crossed the Alps humanism in France had 

not reached beyond the stage of Latin rhetoric, a stage which Italy had 

reached just a hundred years earlier. 

Consideringthe short time—less than fourteen months—that Charles VIII 

spent in Italy, it may be thought that historians have exaggerated the 

importance of the journey to Naples. But if Charles and his nobles had 

no time, except at Naples, for more than hurried glances, certain features 

of the Italian Renaissance seem to have strongly impressed them, par¬ 

ticularly the spacious palaces, the well planned gardens, and the beautiful 

sepulchral monuments. They noted too the growing fashion for portraiture. 

Moreover, if the majority were rude soldiers of little or no culture, there 

were a few who shewed their appreciation by trying to reproduce what 

they saw in their own country. Charles himself in his unbalanced fashion 

had a genuine love of art and literature, and he gave practical help to 

the introduction of the Italian Renaissance into France by establishing 

at Amboise a small colony of twenty-one Italian artists and workmen. 

Among their number was the distinguished architect, Fra Giocondo 

of Verona, and a younger architect, Domenico of Cortona, siir- 

named II Boccadoro, who had heen a pupil of Giuliano da San Gallo. 

Sculpture was represented by Guido Mazzoni of Modena, called II Paganino, 

whose crudely realistic Entombment at Naples with contemporary portraits 

had made a great impression on the French king, and by Girolamo 

Pachiarotti, who did much excellent work as a decorator. 

France possesvsed a great national tradition in architecture and her 

master-masons were men of much skill and long experience. The Italian 

influence was, therefore, naturally slow in making itself felt. Though the 

chateau of Amboise has suffered so much from successive demolitions and 

alterations that it is difficult to make out its history, it is clear that it 

owed little to Italy—practically nothing but the great spiral staircases of 

the two towers, which were made with so gentle an incline that a horse 

could be ridden up them, and the ornamentation of the pendants of the 

vault in the southern tower. We have even less knowledge about the 

chateau of I..e Verger, which Pierre de Rohan, Marshal de Gie, began to 

build in 1495 on the site of a former building. The chateau itself has 

been totally destroyed, but it appears from some seventeenth-century 

engravings that the only Renaissance features were the general symmetry 

of the plan and the symmetrical arrangement of the windows in one of 

the blocks. Of Mazzoni’s activity in France before 1500 there is no record, 

and with two or three exceptions no Italian sculptor who executed com¬ 

missions in France before the death of Louis XII seems to have been 

allowed a free hand. France, indeed, possessed in Michel Colombe a 
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veteran sculptor of high merit who was decidedly superior to Maza^ni 

and the other Italians in France in both conception and execution. 

There were no painters in the Italian colony at Amboise, and the 

only foi‘eign influence to which at this time French painting was 

subject was Flemish. The only work of ai*t of the period—its date 

cannot be later than 1503—which clearly reveals in the idealism of its 

treatment and the forethought of its design the inspiration of the 

Italian Renaissance is a triptych of the Virgin in Glory in the sacristy 

of Moulins Cathedral. The painter is unknown, but he is provisionally 

called the Maitre de Moulins and on the evidence of style eight other pic¬ 

tures have been ascribed to him. Only one of these, however, the portrait 

of a young girl from eight to ten—presumably Suzanne de Bourbon— 

has any look of the Renaissance. 

We may now I'etiirn to humanism, and here we find that in the six years 

which elapsed between 1495 and 1501 some progress was made. In 1495 

Robert Gaguin, who, as we have seen, was the leader of the humanistic 

movement at Paris and whose high reputation as a diplomatist and man 

of affairs was of great value to the movement, produced, under the title 

of De origine ct gestis Francortim Compendium^ a history of his country, 

in which the style, however defective, was at any rate modelled upon the 

chief writers of Latin prose. Among his fellow-workei's in the cause of 

humanism were Charles Fernand and his brother Jean and Pierre de Bur 

or Bury, a writer of I^atin verse, whom his friends proclaimed to be almost 

the equal of Horace. All three were natives of Bruges. Guy Jouennaux, 

l^etter knowm as Guido Juvenalis, was born at Le Mans; his comment¬ 

ary on Terence and his abridgement of Valla’s Elegantiae were favourite 

text-books in the French universities. 

From 1494 onwards a change in the direction of humanism began to 

take place in the productions of the Paris press. Many of the chief Latin 

classical authors were printed in whole or in part, Virgil being by far the 

most popular; and grammars and aids to Latin composition by Italian 

humanists began to supersede the time-honoured Donatus, Doctrinale^oxid. 

Grecismus. This latter reform was chiefly the work of a Fleming, Josse 

Badiiis Ascensius of Ghent (1461 or 1462-1535), who had studied first 

in the school of the Brethren of the Common Life at Ghent, then at 

Louvain, and finally in Italy, where he had learnt Greek at Ferrara from 

the younger Guarino. In 1492, after holding a professorship at Valence, 

he migrated to Lyons and early in 1499 settled permanently in Paris, 

where he acted as general adviser to Jean Petit, the leading publisher and 

bookseller of that city, prior to setting up a press of his own. Before leaving 

Lyons he had edited various classical authors with notes for the use of 

young students, and this work he continued at Paris. With regard to 

grammars he proceeded in a conservative spirit, contenting himself for a 

time with preparing a revised edition of the popular DoctrinaJe. The 

first Italian text-book on the art of writing Latin to be printed at Paris, 
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where it soon became popular, was Dati's Eleganttolae^ and students were 

encouraged to read the collected letters of distinguished Italian humanists. 

Badius edited such a collection, made by Politian, in 1499. 

Other universities besides Paris gave the new studies a more or less 

favourable reception. Chief among these was Orleans, where Rcuchlin was 

a law-student from 1478 to 1480 and gave lessons in Greek and Hebrew. 

At Poitiers, during the last five years of the fifteenth century, several 

books of a humanistic character were printed, and at Caen, where there 

was a close connexion between the printing and bookselling trades and 

the university, a beginning was made. Lyons, which came nearest to 

Paris in intellectual activity, had no university, but it had a college at 

which Badius was professor of Latin from 1492 to 1499. Moreover, 

Trechsels press, which was under his management, and other presses in 

that city issued editions of a few selected Liitin classical authors, chiefly 

for educational purposes. 

But up till now humanism in France was almost confined to rhetoric, 

that is to say, to the reading of Latin authors and the practice of com¬ 

position in Latin verse and prose. The entry, therefore, of Janus Lascaris 

(c. 1445-1535?), a Greek who was also a thoroughly competent Gi*eek 

scholar, into the service of Charles VIII towards the close of 1496 was 

an event of first-rate importance. His preoccupation with public affairs 

prevented him from giving regular instruction, but he was always willing 

to help serious students. Such a student was Guillaume Bude (1468-1540), 

who had begun his Greek studies about the year 1494, and who with 

some valuable help from Lascaris made such progress that the fame of 

his learning reached the ears of Charles VIII. By 1505 he had translated 

four treatises of Plutarch into Latin. 

Unlike Bude, Jacques Lefevre of Etaples in Picardy (c. 1455-1536) 

never became a great Greek scholar, but he earned the right to be called 

the doyen of French humanists, as he was the doyen of French Reformers, 

by his successful reform of the study of Aristotle in the university. He 

effected this partly by introducing into France the new translations made 

by Italian humanists, and partly by writing greatly improved text-books. 

In 1495, the greatest man of the Northern Renaissance, Erasmus 

(1467-1536), began his connexion with Paris, residing there almost con¬ 

tinuously till May 1499, and again from February 1500 to May 1501. 

But when he arrived he was an unknown student, nor during his first 

residence at Paris does he seem to have taken much part in its humanistic 

life. It was not till his return in 1500 that he applied himself seriously 

to the study of Greek, and published at Paris the first edition of his 

Adagia. His real influence on French humanism is of later date, but it 

was all the more powerful because it fell upon congenial soil. His sense 

of the importance of education, his appreciation of the moral seriousness 

of the best pagan literature, and generally his conception of the new 

learning as an instrument of life, found a ready response from the Paris 
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humanists. Gaguin and his friends, of whom the majority were ecclesias¬ 

tics, were seriously minded men. They led exemplary lives; they were good 

citizens and true Christians. They were also thoroughly convinced of the 

need for reform in the Church, and, when Lefevre of l^taples, who devoted 

himself more and more to theological studies, initiated a conservative 

movement in the direction of reform, it was only natural that his evan¬ 

gelical teaching should at first find a warm welcome with the great 

majority of his fellow-humanists. 

If in the last five years of the fifteenth century humanism made a dis¬ 

tinct, though slow, progress in France, literature remained stagnant. It 

was something perhaps that Octavien de Saint-Gelais (c. 1465-1502), 

Bishop of Angouleme, the author of a long allegorical poem, Le sejour 

d'honnew\ should make verse translations of the Heroides and the Aeneid 

and so introduce them to a larger circle of readers, but the style of his 

work was far too humdrum to give any idea of the classical spirit. The 

only French w'riter before Marot who came under the influence of the 

Renaissance was Jean Lemairede Beiges (1472 or 1473~c. 1515.^), and his 

first work of any importance was not published till 1504. 

The Renaissance in the southern provinces of the Netherlands developed 

on similar lines to the Renaissance in France and more or less looked to 

Paris as its centre. Robert Gaguin and Josse Radius were Flemings by 

birth. Charles Fernand of Bruges (c. 1460-1517) and his brother Jean 

(alive in 1494) were professors in the Paris University, and Pierre de 

Bur (1430-1504), also of Bruges, who had spent seven years in 

Italy, was a canon of Amiens and resided chiefly in Paris. Arnold 

Bost (1450-99), however, who was a man of wide learning as well 

as a I.atin scholar, remained in his Carmelite monastery at Ghent, 

from whicli he corresponded with humanists of all nations. The two 

Flemish cities in which printing was the most active were Antwerp and 

Louvain, but at Antwerp Gerard Leeu (1454-93) out of over 130 books 

only produced two classics, a Persius and a Seneca. At Louvain John of 

Westphalia (1474-96) has to his credit a Virgil, an Ovid, a Cicero, a 

Seneca,anda Quintilian. He also printed l)ati’’s while another 

Louvain printer produced an edition of Perotti's Latin grammar. 

In the northern provinces of Holland, on the other hand, there was a 

close connexion with Germany, and Deventer, where Geart (Gerard) Groote 

(1340-84) established a community of clerks, who came to be known 

as the Brethren of the Common Life, may be regarded as the common 

cradle of humanism for both countries. The schools in which the Brethren 

taught, and which spread rapidly through Holland and Germany, combined 

the study of the Latin classics with that of the Bible. But their attitude 

towards their authors was purely medieval, and not till 1483, when 

Alexander Hegius (1433-98), of Heck in Westphalia, became head¬ 

master of Deventer, can humanism be said to have penetrated their schools. 
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But before we come to Hegius we must go back to a man, who, accor¬ 

ding to a widely accepted tradition, received his early education at 

Deventer, and who is the greatest name, before Erasmus, of the Northern 

Renaissance. This was Nicholas of Cues (1400 or 1401-64), a small 

village on the Moselle, later known as the Cardinal of Cusa. Much of 

his great and various activity lies outside our province. With the cham¬ 

pion of the conciliar movement, who afterwards became the strong sup¬ 

porter of Pope Eugenius IV, with the pliilosopher who wrote the De 

docta ignorantia^ with the mystic who wrote the De Visione Dei^ we have 

nothing to do. But Nicholas claims our attention as a humanist who had 

very few predecessors in Europe north of the Alps. After a year and a 

half at Heidelberg he studied law—chiefly canon law—for six years at 

Padua and received there his doctorate (14^3). Then he visited Horne, 

studied theology at Cologne, and became seci'etary to Cardinal Orsini—a 

step which brought him into close relations with the Italian humanists. His 

famous discovery of twelve new plays of Plautus in 14^i9 has been related 

in the previous volume, but he was always a diligent searcher after manu¬ 

scripts and during his embassy to Constantinople in 1436 he collected 

many Greek ones. Most of these latter were dispersed, but his libi-ary, which 

he left to the hospital founded by him at Cues, was a considerable one and 

in spite of many losses is still represented by about volumes. Con¬ 

spicuous among them are translations, made by the Italian humanists of 

his day, of the Greek philosophers, historians, and patristic writers. Nor 

was Nicholas only a humanist. He was keenly interested in various 

branches of science. Like his friend Toscanelli, whose accjuaintance 

he made at Padua, he was a geographer and an astronomer; he made the 

first map of Central Europe, and in his belief in the earth^s motion he was 

a forerunner of Copernicus. He wrote several treatises on mathematics 

and a remarkable dialogue on statics, to wdiich Ix^onardo da Vinci, who was 

one of his chief admirers, owed not a little. 

We may now return to Hegius, He was a born teacher and he had 

already had a long experience in teaching, first at Wesel and then at 

Emmerich, when he came to Deventer, in 1483, and breathed into the old 

studies the new spirit of humanism. His reforms are closely reflected in 

the productions of the Deventer press, which, established in 1477, shewed 

at this time in the hands of its two printers, R. Paffroed and J. de Breda, 

the same remarkable activity as the Deventer copyists who had preceded 

it. Educational texts of a humanistic tendency—VirgiPs Echgues^ 

Horace's Ars Poetka^ Ciceros De Sejiectute and De Arnkitia^ Baptista 

Mantuanus, Dati's EUgantwlaCy Filelfo's I.atin letters—were produced 

in increasing numbers, Greek, too, which Hegius, when past forty, had 

learnt at Emmerich from Agricola, became a regular part of the teaching, 
at least in the highest forms. 

Among Hegius' pupils, who before his death numbered 2200, were 

many who became men of mark. The greatest was Erasmus, but there 
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was also Hermann von dem Busch (1468-1684) of Minden, who wrote 
Latin verse and commentaries on the Latin poets. 

Deventer’s nearest rival, hardly less flourishing, was Zwolle. Among its 

students was Johann Wessel (14i9 or 1420-1489) of Groningen, known as 

“The Light of the World,” who, after three years at Cologne, where he 

managed to learn Greek and Hebrew, studied theology at Paris. About 

1475 he returned to his northern home, where, except for a brief interval 

of lecturing at Heidelberg, he lived for the remainder of his days, 

dividing his time between a house of nuns at Groningen, of which he was 

head, and the monastery of Mount St Agnes. But he also paid frequent 

visits to the Cistercian abbey of Adwert near Groningen, which became a 

centre for the meeting of scholars. Here he met Hegius and Rudolf von 

I.»angen (1438-1519), whose knowledge of Latin, when he was sent on a 

mission to Rome, won the admiration of Sixtus IV, and who established 

a school at Munster which rivalled those at Deventer and Zwolle, and, 

greatest of all, Rudolf Agricola (1444-85). 

Agricola wrote little, but he made a profound impression upon his 

contemporaries. He impressed them by his splendid personality, his 

eager pursuit and rapid mastery of learning, his artistic gifts—he was an 

accomplished musician and a skilled draughtsman—and his athletic 

prowess. More than any northerner he answered to the Italian conception 

of an tiorno univensale. Born in a village twelve miles north of Groningen, 

he studied in turn at Erfurt, Louvain, and Cologne, wasting (as he puts 

it) six years over scholastic philosophy in the last-named university. 

Then followed a fruitful residence of ten or eleven years in Italy, during 

which he studied law and rhetoric at Pavia and Greek under Theodore 

Gaza at Ferrara. In 1479 he returned to his home and for four years 

held a post under the municipal council of Groningen, a post which 

involved employment on various official missions. Then in 1484 he 

accepted an invitation from the Bishop of Worms, Johann von Dalberg 

(1445-1503), who had been his pupil at Pavia, to become a member of 

his household and to give such teaching as he pleased at Heidelberg. A 

year later he died in the bishop'’s arms. 

Johann von Dalberg, who was a man of learning as well as a patron 

of it, was Chancellor to Philip the Count Palatine, and it was largely 

owing to him and his master that Heidelberg became a centre of human¬ 

ism. Even in the time of Frederick the Victorious a beginning had been 

made. In 1456, Peter Luder, a wandering “poet,” who had studied in 

Italy, was engaged by Frederick to lecture on the Latin poets, but after 

struggling for four years with the “wild beasts” (as he calls them) of the 

university he moved to Erfurt, where he met with a much more favour¬ 

able reception, thence to Leipzig and finally to Basle, where we last hear 

of him in 1474. Luder was followed at Heidelberg by Wimpheling, who 

lectured there from 1471 to 1483, Wessel (r. 1477), and, as we have seen, 
Agricola. Then, in the last decade of the century, came Celtes, Reuchlin 
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and, for a second time, Wimpheling. All three were of considerable 

importance in the history of German humanism. 

Conrad Celtes (1469-1608), of Wipfeld on the Main, whose real name 

was Pickel, studied for seven years at Cologne, and then, having learnt 

some Greek from Agricola at Heidelberg, spent six months in Italy to 

improve his knowledge of that language. It does not appear that he ever 

became a really competent Greek scholar, but he was distinguished as a 

writer of Latin verse, and in 1487 Frederick III conferred on him the 

poet's crown at Nuremberg. From that time he devoted himself with 

untiring energy to the spread of humanism. He spent two years at 

Cracow, he visited Silesia, Bohemia, and Hungary, he founded humanistic 

societies in Hungary and Poland, and, returning to Heidelberg in 1491, 

founded “The Literary Society of the Rhine" with Mayence for its head¬ 

quarters and Dalberg for its president. Among its members were not 

only the Heidelberg humanists, Reuchlin and Wimpheling, but Trithe- 

mius, the Abbot of Sponheim, Peutinger of Augsburg, Pirkheimer of 

Nuremberg, and the distinguished jurist, Ulrich Zasius (1461-1636) of 

Freiburg. Celtes' stay at Heidelberg was a brief one. From 1494 to 1497 

he held a professorship at Ingolstadt, and in the latter year, as will 

appear later, he was summoned to Vienna. Though he had no greater 

love of Italy than the other members of the Rhenish society, Celtes 

belonged to a type of humanist more common in Italy than in Germany. 

He was an assiduous writer of Latin verse, regarding himself as the 

German Horace, and both in his philosophy and in his life he was largely 

guided by semi-pagan ideas. 

Johann Reuchlin (1466-1522), who came to Heidelberg in 1496, was 

a man of higher character and sounder learning. He had studied at 

Freiburg, Paris, and Basle, in which last university he learnt Greek from 

a Greek and took his Master's degree. From 1478 to 1480 he studied law 

and taught Greek and Hebrew at Orleans. In 1482 he became secretary 

to Eberhard I, Duke of Wurtemberg, who took him to Rome. After a 

second visit to Italy in 1490 and a third in 1498 he returned to Stuttgart, 

where he spent the next twenty years. His main interest was now in 

Hebrew, which he had studied in Italy, and it was as a Hebrew scholar 

that he was attacked by the obscurantists of his day. But this memorable 

struggle between the forces of conservatism and those of progress, between 

medieval theology and humanism, lies outside our limits. 

Jakob Wimpheling (1450-1528), who was more theologian than 

humanist, is chiefly famous as an educational reformer. A native of 

Schlettstadt in Alsace, he received his early education in the famous 

school of his native town which Ludwig Dringenberg, a pupil of the 

Brethren of the Common Life, had recently reorganised with great 

success on humanistic lines. Having studied at Freiburg, Erfurt, and 

Heidelberg, he taught for twelve years in the last-named university. 

Then for fourteen years (1484-98) he held the post of Preacher in the 
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cathedral of Spires. During his second visit to Heidelberg, he wrote his 

famous Adoleaceniia (1498-1501). For the rest of his long life he rang 

the changes between Basle, Freiburg, Heidelberg, Strasbourg, and his 

native Schlettstadt. Thus, except for a year’s residence at Erfurt, he was 

never far from that Rhine which he loved as a symbol of the German 
nation. 

The friendship between him and Johann of Trittenheim, or Trithemius, 

(1462-1516) began at Heidelberg, where the latter was studying Latin 

and Hebrew. In 1482 he enter^ the Benedictine abbey at Sponheim, 

near Kreuznach, and sixteen months later was elected abbot. Here he 

devoted himself to learning and to the welfare of his abbey, giving 

special attention to the library. In 1502 it numbered 1646 volumes and 

three years later 2000 volumes. It possessed works in many languages, 

ancient and modem. ITie Greek patristic writers were well represented 

by manuscripts; the printed books (purchased in Italy) included the 

Iliad and the Odysseyy Theocritus, Apollonius Rhodius, both of Theo¬ 

phrastus’ works on Plants, and the Theoffony ascribed to Hesiod. 

Trithemius was a voluminous writer; his De scriptoribm ecclesiastuns 

(1494), dedicated to Dalberg, is, in spite of inaccuracies, an important 

source of information for the early days of northern humanism, and his 

Catalogiis illiistrium virorum Germania^ (1495) has two prefaces, by him¬ 

self and Wimpheling, which eloquently express their patriotism and their 

jealousy of Italy. 
We have seen that Wimpheling after his second departure from 

Heidelberg spent some time at Basle and Strasbourg. Both were important 

centres of humanism. At Basle, which was a free city of the Empire till 

1501, a university was founded in 1460, and almost from the first it had 

the advantage of the sage and enlightened guidance of Johann Heynlin of 

Stein (r. 1430-96), otherwise known as Johannes a Lapide. At once a 

schoolman and a humanist, he came to Basle from Paris in 1464, taught 

there for two years, returned to Paris, where, as we have seen, he helped 

Fichet to set up the press in the Sorbonne (1470), came back to Basle for 

four years (1474-78), and finally after ten years of wandering spent the 

rest of his life first at Basle itself and then in a neighbouring Carthusian 

monastery. Here he edited l^tin Fathers, worked at Aristotle and Cicero, 

and continued to be the central figure of humanism in the university. 

Hismostintimate friend was Sebastian Brant of Strasbourg (1458-1520), 

the famous author of The Ship of Fools (1494), who matriculated at 

Basle in 1475—the year after Reuchlin—and lectured there (latterly on 

law) from about 1480 to 1500. He was a pupil and friend of Heynlin, 

and he had in turn as a pupil Jakob Locher (1471-1528), sumamed 

Philomusus, who translated The Ship of Fools into Latin. Brant had 

some repute as a writer of Latin verse, but he was surpassed as a human¬ 

ist by his pupil, who travelled in Italy, lectured at Freiburg and 

Ingolstadt, and edited the first German edition of Horace (1498). 
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In 1500 Brant left Basle to become clerk to the Council of his native 

city, Strasbourg. The appointment was made at the suggestion of the 

famous preacher, Johann Greiler of Kaisersberg (1446-1610), whose 

classical culture, patristic leaniing, and noble character not only made him 

the leading spirit in Strasbourg, but gave him a far-reaching influence. 

From the Rhine we may pass eastward to the two greatest and wealth¬ 

iest of the free cities, Augsburg and Nuremberg, in each of which there 

was a highly cultivated society ready to welcome every manifestation of 

the new movement. At Augsburg the leader of the humanist circle was 

Conrad Peutinger (1465-1647), who in his early years had gone through 

a long course of study in Italy and who, returning to his native town after 

1490, was employed by the Emperor Maximilian on various embassies, 

but found leisure to promote learning in many ways. He encouraged 

historical research, founded a library, and especially devoted himself to 

the collection of coins and inscriptions. The map of the roads of the 

Roman Empire, known as the Tabula Pmtingeriana^ was bequeathed to 

him for publication by its discoverer, Conrad Celtes. 

Chief of all the free imperial cities, and a centre not only of European 

trade but of all that was best in German culture, was Nuremberg. Its 

first humanist of distinction was Hartmann Schedel (1440-1514), who, 

after seven years at Leipzig, where he profited by the lectures of Peter 

Luder, and three years in I^ly, where he studied medicine and copied in¬ 

scriptions and the drawings of Ciricico of Ancona, returned to his na¬ 

tive town in 1466. Five years later came Regiomontanus, attracted by 

the fame of Nuremberg’s instrument-makers. He worked there till 1475. 

A later celebrity was Wilibald Pirkheimer (1470-1528), the friend of 

Diirer, whose house still stands in the Aegidien-Platz. He spent seven 

years in Italy and did not return to his native place till 1497, so that his 

chief activity as a humanist lies outside our limits. His wealth and his 

political experience gave him a wide influence and he formed an important 

library, partly of manuscripts, and partly of printed books which he had 

bought in Italy. Even its last relics, when they were finally dispereed by 

our Royal Society, contained such treasures as the Florence Homer and 

Greek Anthology, and the Aldine Aristotle, Aristophanes, and Euripides. 

Nuremberg not only played a leading part in German humanism in the 

second half of the fifteenth century; it was also the capital of German 

art. But the churches, the domestic buildings, the sculptures, the wood¬ 

work, the metal-work, the stained glass, the painting, which form the 

glory of its golden age, were almost wholly medieval and national in their 

inspiration. In fact it was only towards the very close of our period 

that the great bronze-founder, Peter Vischer (1466-1629), and the great 

painter and engraver, Albert Diirer (1471-1628), began to shew in their 

work the influence of the Italian Renaissance. 

The Emperor Maximilian, to whose versatile if superficial intellect the 

German Renaissance owed not a little, was a friend of Pirkheimer and 
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Peutinger and had close relations with both Augsburg and Nuremberg. 

But it is in connexion with Vienna and its university that he rendered 

the greatest assistance to humanism. 

In 1450 the University of Vienna was one of the strongholds of scholas¬ 

ticism, but as early as 1454 the distinguished mathematician and astro¬ 

nomer, George von Peurbach (1423-61), who had spent three years in 

Italy and had lived in the house of the Cardinal of Cusa, began to lecture 

there on the Latin classics and continued his lectures for four years. In 

1460 he was persuaded by Cardinal Bessarion to accompany him to Italy, 

where he died in the following year. The main object of his journey 

was the restoration with Bessarion’s help—for he himself did not know 

Gi-eek—of the text of Ptolemy'^s Almagest, His work was completed by 

his pupil, Johann Muller (1436-76) of Konigsberg, near Coburg, better 

known as Regiomontanus, Like Peurbach he lectured at Vienna on Latin 

poetry, but he left that city soon after his master's death and spent seven 

years in Italy, perfecting himself in Greek and giving frequent lectures 

on astronomy and mathematics. At the height of his fame he settled, as 

we have seen, at Nuremberg and established there a flourishing school of 

mathematics and astronomy (1471-75). Among other activities he set 

up a printing press and printed the first edition of Manilius' Astronomica. 

In 1475 Sixtus IV made him Bishop of Ratisbon and summoned him to 

Rome to help in the reform of the Calendar. But in the following year 

(1476) he died of the plague at the early age of 40. 

After the departure of Regiomontanus from Vienna only occasional 

lectures on Latin classical authors were given in the faculty of arts. ITie 

university had now fallen on evil days,and, when the Emperor Frederick III 

died (1493), the number of its teachers and students had greatly dwindled. 

Almost Maximilian's first act as Emperor was to reorganise his university 

and to divert it from scholasticism to humanism. In this work he was 

greatly helped by Celtes, whom, as we have seen, he summoned from 

Ingolstadt in 1497, but who had great difficulty in holding his ground 

against his scholastic opponents. It was in order to strengthen the hu¬ 

manist position that he transferred the headquarters of the Literary 

Society of the Danube from Buda to Vienna and that he instigated the 

Emperor to found the Collegium poetamim et mathematicomim. The latter, 

however, did not survive Celtes' death in 1508. 

The University of Ingolstadt, founded in 1472, shewed from the first, 

under the impulsion of Lewis of Bavaria and his Chancellor, Martin Mair, 

a leaning towards humanism. But it was not till the advent of Celtes, first 

in 1492 as a private teacher, and then in 1494 as a regular professor, that 

the new studies began really to flourish. Celtes' successor was Jakob Locher 

(1498-1503). 
On the whole the German university which in its corporate capacity 

has the best record before 1500 in the matter of humanism is Erfurt. 

Peter Luder and a Florentine who called himself Jacobus Publicius Rufus 
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lectured there in the sixties, Celtes in 1486. Agricola and Rudolf von 

Langen matriculated there in 1456, Dalberg in 1468. But the humanist 

to whom it owed most was Conrad Muth, better known as Mutianus Rufus 

(1471-1526). A student from 1486 to 1492, and afterwards a lecturer, 

he left for Italy in 1495 and did not return to Germany till 1502. In 

the following year he was appointed to a canonry at Gotha, where he made 

his house thegathering-placeof Erfurthumanists and exercised an influence 

far outside his old university. But of his wide learning and his peculiar 

and unorthodox religious views (founded largely upon Florentine Neo- 

Platonism), which however did not preclude a strong attachment to 

the Catholic Church, it is not the place to speak here. Under his in¬ 

spiration humanism flourished at Erfurt for the next fourteen years. 

Yet when he returned to Germany there was a student at Erfurt who was 

destined to give a wholly new direction to Germati humanism. The stu¬ 

dent was Martin Luther. 

In the growth of German humanism during the fifteenth century the 

German printing press played an insignificant part. A small percentage of 

classical texts, among which Cicero’s ethical works, Seneca, and Horace 

greatly preponderated, Bruni’s translations of Aristotle, and some epistles 

and orations by other Italian humanists, make up the sum of its contribu¬ 

tion to the movement, A few printers in the Rhenish towns like Fust and 

Schoeffer at Mayence, Zel and one or two others at Cologne, and Mentelin 

at Strasbourg, made a brave beginning, but they gave up the attempt in 

1470, deterred by the fierce competition of the two Venetian presses of 

Jenson and Wendelin of Spires. It was not till the last decade of the 

century that a fresh start was made, notably by Koberger of Nuremberg, 

the biggest printer and publisher of his time, who printed in 1492 a 

Virgil with Servius’ Commentary^ and by Griininger of Strasbourg, who 

produced in 1498 the first German Horace, edited, as we have seen, by 

Jakob Locher. The Virgil can boast of a few sentences printed in Greek, 

but throughout the fifteenth century Greek type was so rare in Germany 

as to be practically non-existent. 

In Hungary the great soldier, John Hunyadi, had sufficient sympathy 

with humanism for Poggio to write to him and to send him copies of his 

works. But the founder of classical studies in that country was John 

Vitez {oh. 1472), Archbishop of Gran, who had continuous relations with 

the humanists of Florence and even [lersuaded some of them to visit his 

country. Moreover, through the agency of the Florentine bookseller, 

Vespasiano da Bisticci, who is eloquent in his praises, he formed an excel¬ 

lent library of I^tin classical authors. He also promoted the study of 

Greek by sending young Hungarians at his expense to Italy. Among 

them was his nephew, Janus Pannonius (1434-72), who spent seven 

years in the house of Guarino at Ferrara and translated works of Demos¬ 

thenes and Plutarch. He also acquired considerable fame as a writer of 
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Latin verse and had, like his uncle, whom he predeceased in the same year, 
a good library. 

The work of these two was continued by Matthias Corvinus (144f8- 
90), who by inviting Italian artists and scholars to his court contributed 
to the general spread of the Renaissance. His library at Buda, in 
which he certainly incorporated some of Vit^z’ books and probably also 
those of Pannonius, had a great and not undeserved reputation. On the 
Latin side it included most of the recent discoveries, while the Greek 
collection, though only seven of its manuscripts can be identified, was 
regarded as important by his contemporaries. 

Casimir IV of Poland (1447-92) is credited with some taste for art 
and literature. In 1473 he appointed the Italian historian, Filippo Calli- 
macho Esperiente, as he called himself—his real family name was 
Buonaccorsi—tutor to his children and later made him his secretary. In 
this post Callimacho obtained considerable influence, and he continued in 
favour under Casimir’s successor, John Albert (1492-1501), until his death 
at Cracow in 1496. Another contributor to the spread of the Renaissance 
spirit in Poland was Conrad Celtes, who, as we have seen, lectured at 
Cracow for two years between 1487 and 1491. From 1482 to 1500 the 
number of matriculations in the university nearly quadrupled. We also 
hear of Celtes’ activity in Bohemia, but during the long reign of 
Vladislav II (1471-1511) there was littlesign of intellectual progress in that 
country, and the decline of the University of Prague, which had thrown 
in its lot with the Utraquists, was not arrested till the beginning of the 
sixteenth century. No less backward were the Scandinavian countries. 
All that there is to record is that a university was founded at Upsala by 
the regent, Sten Sture, in 1477, and one at Copenhagen in the following 
year. Of the six books printed at Stockholm in the fifteenth century and 
the four printed at Copenhagen none were of a humanistic character. 

The restorer of classical studies in Spain was Antonio de Nebrija (1444- 
1522), better known as Nebrissensis, who after ten years passed in Italy 
returned to his native country in 1473 and filled the chair of I^tin suc¬ 
cessively at Seville, Salamanca, and Alcald, touching and adorning a wide 
range of topics. His Spanish-Latin dictionary crowned his reputation as 
a scholar. In Greek sc’holarship he was surpassed by the Portuguese, Arias 
Barbosa {ob, 1530), who, like Nebrija, studied for many years in Italy, 
Politian being one of his teachers. In 1489 we find him at Salamanca, 
where he lectured on Greek for twenty yeai-s. Salamanca was at this time 
the leading university in Spain, but its fame was soon rivalled by that 
of Alcala, founded in 1499. Here Cardinal Ximenes conceived and carried 
to a triumphant conclusion the idea of his great Polyglot Bible. Another 
university, Valencia, was founded in 1500. 

In Spain as in other countries Italian humanists helped to spread the 
movement. Prominent among them was the well-known Peter Martyr, 
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who came to Spain in 1489 and found great favour with Isabella the 

Catholic. She encouraged him to open schools in various towns for young 

Catholic nobles and in 1492 had him appointed tutor to her son, Prince 

John. She hei'self was a fair Latin scholar and the new learning had in 

her a generous and enlightened patroness. I^argely at her instance some 

half-a-dozen translations of classical authors formed a feature of the scanty 

contribution to humanism made by the Spanish press in the fifteenth 

century. About as many original classical texts were printed; it is 

curious to note that neither among these nor among the translations was 

there anything of Terence or Cicero or Horace. 

In Spain, as in France, Renaissance art was heralded by the substitu¬ 

tion of Italian influence for Spanish. But neither in architecture nor 

sculpture is there any Renaissance work by a native artist earlier than 

1500. In painting, the work done at Avila by Pedro Berruguete 

from 1499 to his death in 1506 and a Pieta at Barcelona by Bartolome 

Vermejo, dated 1490, may be claimed as representing the transition. 

Poggio’s visit to England, where he spent three and a half years, from 

the end of 1418 to the middle of 1422, in the service of Henry Beaufort, 

Bishop of Winchester, was a grievous disappointment to him. It brought 

neither preferment nor the discovery of fresh manuscripts. It has been 

said that his search for the latter was neither long nor exhaustive. It is 

true that in the larger libraries, such as Glastonbury, St Albans, Bury 

St Edmunds, Peterborough, Durham, Norwich, St Paul’s, and the two 

libraries of Christ Church and St Augustine’s at Canterbury, he could 

have seen more than ‘‘a few volumes of ancient authors,” but it is doubtful 

whether he would have found any important classical work that was un¬ 

known in Italy. 

He might have fared better if he had made the acquaintance of his 

patron’s nephew, Humphrey, Duke of Gloucester (1391-1447), who, 

whatever his sins, must be regarded with gratitude fis the restorer of 

classical learning in this country. He brought about this revival mainly 

by establishing relations between this country and Italy, where he became 

well-known as a scholar and a patron of scholars. At his suggestion 

Leonardo Bruni translated Aristotle’s Politics^ and Pier Candido Decem- 

brio dedicated to him his translation of Plato’s Repuhlk, He also invited 

Italian humanists to England, among them Tito Livio Frulovisi, 

a schoolmaster at Venice and a writer of I^tin comedies, whom he 

made his “poet and orator,” and who at his command wrote a Latin 

life of Henry V. His library, which was considerable for his day, 

bore witness to his humanistic tastes, and from it he made noble gifts, 

129 volumes in 1435 and 1439, 17 in 1441, and 135 in 1444 (N.S.), to 

the University of Oxford. Its fate after his death is not known, but it is 

a fair conjecture that it passed into the hands of his nephew, Henry VI, 

and that we have a record of part of it in the catalogue (made about 1452) 
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of the original library of Henry’s college at Cambridge. But, except for 

about sixteen volumes, all these manuscripts have vanished, and only the 

inventories of them are left to tell their tale. Each collection contained 

an elementary Greek book and each a copy of Decembrio’s translation of 

the Republic, Bruni’s translation of the Politics went to Oxford, as did 

translations of a speech of Aeschines, of five of Plutarch’s Lives^ and of 

the Cosmographia of Ptolenjaeus. The Phaedrus of Plato, formerly in 

the library of King’s College, was doubtless the twelfth-century translation 

by Aristippus of Catania. Cicero was well represented in the gifts to 

Oxford, among his works being the recently discovered Epistolae ad 

familiares. The less common Latin authors included Apuleius, Varro’s 

De lingua latina,^ and Vitruvius. A noteworthy feature of the Oxford 

books was seven works of Petrarch, five of Boccaccio, and the Divina 

Commedia, 

Among Duke Humphrey’s English proteges was Thomas Beckington 

(c. 1390-1465), who gave up his fellowship at New College to enter the 

duke’s service. He rose to be king’s secretary (1439) and Bishop of Bath 

and Wells (1443). His published correspondence shews that, as might be 

expected, he was a man of humanistic sympathies and that he cultivated 

relations with scholars who were closer in touch than himself with the 

centres of Italian humanism. His chief Italian correspondent was Flavio 

Biondo, proctor to Eugenius IV, who sent him a copy of his history of 

Italy. Among his English correspondents were Adam deMoleyns, Bishop 

of Chichester (o5. 1450), to whom Aeneas Sylvius wrote in 1444, praising 

his Latin style and dwelling on the debt which England owed to the Duke 

of Gloucester; and Andrew Holes (born c. 1395), Archdeacon of Wells 

and like Beckington a Wykehamist and a Fellow of New College, who, 

having been sent to Florence as envoy to Eugenius IV, remained in that 

city for a year and a half after the Pope’s departure, consorting with 

the leading humanists and collecting so many manuscripts that they had 

to be sent to England by sea. He was a client of Vespasiano da Bisticci, 

who has commemorated him in one of his charming and vivid biographical 

sketches. 
A closer friend of Beckington than any of these, though a much 

younger man, was Thomas Chaundler (c, 1418-90), Dean of Hereford, 

who from about 1460 to 1475 was the most prominent figure in Oxford, 

His Latin style, though diffuse and without individuality, is correct and 

elegant. He also knew some Greek, and when Warden of New College 

(1455-75) appointed an Italian humanist, Cornelio Vitelli, to a Prae- 

lectorship. Though Vitelli was of no distinction as a scholar, he was 

competent to teach the rudiments of Greek, and he seems to have lectured 

at Oxford till 1488, when we find him at Paris. 
William Grey, Bishop of Ely (ob. 1478), and John Tiptoft, Earl of 

Worcester (1427P-70), both Oxford men and both clients of Vespasiano, 

were in a sense Duke Humphrey’s successoi’s. Grey seems to have resided 
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in Italy from when he ceased to be Chancellor of Oxford, to 1454, 

when be was appointed to the see of Ely. After visiting Florence and 

Padua he settled at Ferrara to study Greek under Guarino. Thence he went 

to Rome as king's proctor. In all these cities he collected manuscripts, 

of which 152 are still in the possession of his college, Balliol. Among 

them are numerous occasional writings by the chief Italian humanists, 

Petrarch's Letters and Secretum^ Bruni's translations of the Ethics and 

Politics and that of the Timaeus by Gregorius Tifernas, I^actantius, and 

the Apology of Tertullian. John Tiptoft, whose cruelties earned for him 

the title of the Butcher of England, was revered in Italy as a scholar and 

a patron. Like Grey, he visited the chief centres of humanism and 

spared no expense in collecting manuscripts. Unfortunately his collection, 

which he b^ueathed to his university, never came into its possession. 

Another Balliol man who collected nianuscTipts and gencTally favoured 

the new studies was George Neville (c. 1483--7()), brother of the king¬ 

maker, Chancellor of Oxford, Lord Chancellor, and Archliishop of York 

(1465). We owe to Dr James the discovery that he emj)loyed a Greek 

scribe, Emmanuel of Constantinople, to make copies for him of classical 

and other Greek manuscripts. Emmanuel was one of four Greeks who 

made their way to England soon after the fall of (Constantinople, the 

well-known scholar, Johannes Argyropoulos, Ixing among them. He was 

also employed by Bishop Waynflete and he has altogether nine, or {K>ssibly 

ten, manuscripts in this country to his credit. Some veal's later—lx tween 

1489 and 1500—we find another Greek of Constantinople, John Serlx)- 

poulos, writing several Greek manuscripts at Reading Ablxy, 

The connexion between Balliol and Ferrara was ke[)t up by John Free 

(c, 1430-65), who was sent to Italy at the expense of his patnm. 

Bishop Grey, and by John Gunthorpe (oh. 1498). Both lHx:ame gotxl 

writers of Lrfitin, and Free was even commissioned by some Italian friends 

to write an epitaph on Petrarch. He did not confine himself to classical 

learning, but studied law and medicine and taught the latter with such 

success that he aajuired a large fortune. He accompanied Tiptoft to Rome, 

where the Pope formed so high an opinion of him that he appointcKl him 

to the see of Bath and Wells. But he died at Rome Ix^fore consecration. 

John Gunthorpe, who held several ecclesiastical appointments, including 

the Deanery of Wells and the Wardenship of King's Hall at C ambridge, 

collected manuscripts, many of which he bequeathed to Jesus College, 

Cambridge; but all these except about ten, dispersed over various 

Cambridge libraries—only three are of a humanistic character_have 

disappeared. The most interesting is a literal prose translation of the 

Odyssey^ which he bought at Westminster in 1475 for a mark. The 

sm^ler collection of 38 manuscripts, which Robert Flemming (oh. 1483) 

presented in 1465 to his college of Lincoln, of which his uncle Richard 

Flemming was the founder, has fared better, for it remains in its original 

home. It indudes six volumes of Cicero, one of which contains the Epistolae 
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adfamiliareSf Traversari's translation of Diogenes Laertius^and two works 
by Boccaccio. The same library also possesses a Greek manuscript of the 

Jets of the Apostles^ St Paul's Epistles, and the Catholic Epistles, which 

Flemming gave the college shortly before his death. He was made Dean 

of Lincoln in 1451, and, like his Balliol contemporaries, studied at Ferrara 

under Guarino. After visiting other Italian universities he settled at Rome, 

where he formed a friendship with Piatina, the librarian of the Vatican. 

He was appointed a protonotary to Sixtus IV and dedicated to him a 

volume of I^tin verse entitled Liicttbraiicmes Tiburtmae. 

Hitherto we have been concerned with collectors of manuscripts. John 

Shir wood (1431 or 143S-93), of University College, afterwards Bishop 

of Durham, whose first visit to Home was made in 1474, seven years after 

the introduction of printing into that city, collected printed books. His 

I jitin l>ooks were secured for the library of Corpus Christi C/ollege, Oxford 

by its founder, Richard Fox, his successor in the sec of Durham, and still 

remain there. The more recent rediscoveries are represented by Statius' 

Silvae (Rome, 1475), the twenty extant plays of Plautus (Venice, 1472)— 

hoth editkmes pri/tapes—Cic*ero's speeches (Rome, 1471) and his De 

Oratorc. Of Greek historians there are Polybius (five books) in Perotti's 

translation (Rome, 1473), Dionysius of Halicarnassus in that of Lapo 

Birago (Treviso, 1480), and Plutarch's Lives by various translators, 

edited by Gianantonio Campano, the friend of Pius II, and beautifully 

printed at Venice by Jenson in 1478. Landino's DispukUiones Carnal- 

duitemcs^ Platina's Lives of the Popesy and Alberti's De re aedtjkatoria 

stand for Italian humanism. Architecture is also represented by a copy 

of VitniviuH, Shirw(KKl had the reputation of being learned in Greek as 

well as Ivitin, but whatever Greek books he bought in Italy must have 

been manusi'ripts, and the only one that Dr Allen has been able to trace 

is Iheodore Gaza's (ireek grammar, now in the University Library at 

Cambridge. Shirw'ood made many visits to Rome from 1474 to 1487, 

chiefly on matters of legal or diplomatic business. Ihanks to his in¬ 

fluential patron, Artdibishop Neville, he held several ecclesiastical 

benefices, including a golden stall in York ('^thedral, and after his 

{rntron's fall he was employed on various duties by tklward IV, Richard III, 

and Henry VIL 

Besides Shirwood there were other well-endowed ecclesiastics who 

proved themselves good friends to the new studies—for example, the two 

Bishops of Winchester, William of Waynflete (1395 ?-1486), Provost of 

Eton and Lord Chancellor, who founded Magdalen College, Oxford in 

1457, and ITionias Ijington (oft. 1601), Fellow of Pembroke Collie, 

Cambridge and Provost of Queen's Colley, Oxford; Thomas Millyng 

(oft. 1492), Prior of Westminster, and afterwards Bishop of Hereford, who, 

according to Leland, knew Greek; Richard Bere (oft. 1524), Abbot of 

Glastonbury; and the three friends of Erasmus—William Warham 

(c. 1460-1628) of Winchester and New College, who in 1604 became 
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Archbishop of Canterbury and Lord Chancellor; C'hristopher Urswylc 

(1448-15^), Henry VlFs confessor, who held successively the posts of 

Warden of King's Hall, Cambridge, Dean of Y ork, and Dean of Windsor; 

and St John Fisher (1459-1535), President of Queens' Colle^\ Cambridge, 

and Bishop of Rochester, vrho brought Erasmus to Cambridge. 

All these men were employed at one time or another,on diplomatic 

missions, of which one especially calls for notice. It was the mission sent 

to Rome in 1487 (N.S.):to offer Henry Vlf's obtHlience to the Pope. At 

its head was Bishop Millyng, and among its nine other members were 

Bishop Shirwood and William Tilley, Prior ol Christ Church, C^auterbury, 

who acted as “orator" and who was accompanied by a young bellow of 

All Souls, named Thomas Linacre. 
With Tilley and Linacre we enter on a new stage of the revival of 

learning in England. The earlier generation of Oxford humanists liatl 

been men of wealth and position. They luid patronised scholars, both 

Italian and English; they h*id collected books and had given or Ix^jueathed 

them to their colleges; some of them were nuai of sc holarly attainments, 

and one or two had even known some Grtek. But they wen^ not teachers; 

they did not hand on the tonrh of learning. William lilley {oh. 1494) 

of Selling (a village about six miles west of ( anterbury) IxH ame a monk 

of Christ Church, Canterbury, about 1448. He was sent by his prior first 

to Canterbury Hall, Oxford, and then (in 1464) vvith a brother monk, 

William Hadley, toltaly, where he remained thn^eyeai-s, learning Greek and 

collecting Greek and Latin manuscripts. In 1469 he again visitefl Italy, 

apparently on business connected with his momtstery, and in 1472 he was 

elected prior. In 1490 he accompanied Bisho[) Fox on at] entlwissy to 

Tours, and there made the acquaintance of liotxTt (iaguin, the leader of 

French humanism, who was one of the Frc^nch pleni{K)tentiaries. Like his 

predecessors, he collected manuscripts, but these alas I w ith few* exceptions 

were de.stroyed by a fire just before the dissolution of the rnonaHtcrics. 

He proved his Greek scholarship by translating a sermon of Chrysostom, 

and, greatest service of all, he introduced the regular teaching of Gret^k 

into his monastery. 

His most distinguished pupil was Thomas Liiiftcn- (l«i0?-1524), a 

native of Canterbury, who, after continuing his studies at Canterbury 

Hall, became a Fellow of All Souls in 1484, and, as we have seen, 

accompanied Tilley to Rome in 1487. On his return journey he was left 

at Florence to sit at the feet of Folitian and Chalcondylas. He remainerl 

twelve years in Italy, studying medicine and Uking his M.D. at Fadua 

(1496), and making friends at Venice with Aldus, the printer. 

For the latter he edited and translated Froclus On the printed 

in 1499 in the ^stTonomici vetereet—and he took part in the production 

of the great editio princepH of Aristotle (149o-98). In 1499 he returned 

to l^gland, and about a year later was summoned to court and 

appointed tutor—at least nominally—to Prince Arthur. Another English 
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scholar who helped Aldus with his Aristotle was William Grocjm 

(c, 1446-1519) of Winchester and New College. He became a Fellow of 

the latter in 14^, when Thomas Chaundler was Warden, and he probably 

learnt Greek from Vitelli. When he was over forty he joined Linacre at 

Florence and remained in Italy till 1491. Then he returned to Oxford, 

rented rooms in Exeter College, was appointed Divinity reader at 

Magdalen, and lectured daily on Greek. In 1496 he was appointed to 

the living of St Lawrence Jewry, and three years later took up his 

residence in London. 

Grocyn was an Aristotelian; his friend John Colet (c, 1467-1519) 

studied Plato and Plotinus in Ficino's I,atin translations. He too 

travelled in Italy (1493-96) and learnt there the rudiments of Greek. On 

his return he resided in Oxfonl, of which university he was an M.A. His 

lecrtures on St Paul's Epistles, in which he dwelt on St Paul's character 

and ethical teaching, attracted men of every standing in large numbers. 

It was mainly owing to his influence that Erasmus, who found him at 

Oxfonl in Octolx^r 149i), took up the serious study of theology and made 

it his business to free it from the fetters of medieval dialectic. In 1504 

Colet was appointed Dean of St Paul's and jointsi his friends Grocyn and 

Linacre in l.,ondon. When Erasmus, who now, thanks to his studies at 

Paris, had be<*()tne a conifHdeni Greek scholar, paid his second visit to this 

country (1505), he declanxi that ‘‘in London there are five or six men who 

are sound scholars (exmie docti) in both langu^iges.'' Thcise would be 

Grocyn, Linat^rc, William 1-atimer (r. 1460-1655), a former Fellow of All 

Souls, who had just returned from Italy after a residence of six or seven 

years, William Lily (<• 14()8™1522), who was to bec'ome High Master of 

St PauFs School, and prolmbly Cuthl>ert Tunstall (1474-1559), the future 

Bishop of Durham, Both the last two had studied in Italy before 1500. 

( olet and Erasmus' other chief friend, St Thomaa More (1477-1535), had 

only a smattering of Greek. 

All these men, excicpt Mon*, took Orders, and More had at one time a 

strong desire to follow their example. All, without exception, were men 

of high character and principles, and three—Grocyn, Latimer, and Colet 

—were theologians as well as scholars. This will help us to realise that in 

England as in Franci* the Renaissance at the close of the fifteenth century 

had a profoundly serious and ethical bias, which turned it in the direction 

of theology and Churc'h reform. But we must not he misled by Erasmus' 

enthusiasm into forming an exaggemted estimate of English humanism. 

In 1605 there may have been in this country five scholars who could not 

be surpaaaed, even in Italy, but they were all busy men, occupied with 

the work of their several professions. The teaching of Greek took no 

firmer hold in London than at Oxford, When Erasmus came to lecture 

at Cambridge, at the invitation of Fisher, in 1611, he chose for his 

text-books two grammars, and he scx)n abandoned his lectures altogether. 

When Richard Fox founded Corpus Christi at Oxford in 1516 with 
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the view to provide a complete humanist education, the new college was 

greeted with a storm of opposition. It was not till 1519, when Richard 

Croke of King’s College was appointed Greek Reader in the University 

of Cambridge, that the teaching of Greek can be said to have been securely 

established in England. 

Thus humanism in England during the fifteenth century was confined 

to a comparatively few individuals. Even after the introduction of printing 

students even more than in Grermany had to depend on Italy for such 

books as they required. Terence and the Grammar of Sulpitius were the 

sole contribution ofWynkyn de Worde and Pynson to the new learning. 

No printer had enough Greek type to print a Greek quotation. No Greek 

book appeared till 1543. 

We see from this account of the Renaissance in the countries on this 

side of the Alps that its positive results were practically limited to the 

field of Humanism. Here the advantage was with France, which was helped 

by having an effective centre of learning in Paris and two influential 

leaders in Fichet and Gaguin. But, as regards art, except for one or two 

doubtful instances, we can point to no work in France that can be claimed 

definitely for the Renaissance. But, as in other fields, the influence of 

Italy was making itself felt, and before long was to bear fruit that was 

not mere imitation, but in which native idiosyncracies and traditions 

found an adequate expression. In vernacular literature on this side of the 

Alps there was even less sign of the Renaissance than in art. Jean Lemaire 

de Beiges, the earliest French writer who shews definite Renaissance 

characteristics, though he was twenty-seven in the year 1500, published 

no work of any importance till 1504. The memoraoK meeting between 

Boscan and Navagero at Granada which so deeply affected Spanish 

literature did not take place till 1526. In England Barclay and Skelton 

were both versed in classical literature and Skelton luid an admiration for 

Cicero almost equal to Petrarch's, but the poetry of neither shews in the 

slightest degree any trace of classical influence. In Germany there was 

no Renaissance literature before the seventeenth century; in its place they 

had a great national work—Luther's Bible. 



EPILOGUE 

The close of the Middle Ages has been placed by the general consent 
of historians at the end of the fifteenth century after Christ, with which 

the narrative portion of this concluding volume mainly deals. Although 

this date is arbitrary and conventional, and suggests a sudden trans¬ 
formation i-emote from reality, it is yet the fittest at which to make one 

of the artificial divisions between the great periods of history, for it was 

the eve of the religious disruption, the conscious rivalry of national 

States, the complete supremacy of the State wuthin its boundaries, the 
enfranchisement of capitalism, the enlargement of the known world, the 

accompanying translation of commerce into its ‘‘oceanic’’ stage, the 
diffiision and amplification of learning, the awakening of critical induction 

and scientific investigation—those potent forces which were to be the 

mainsprings of the modern age. That the date, however, with all its 

importance, is artificial is shewn on the one hand by the slowness with which 
medieval conditions, ideas, and preoccupations faded from Europe after 
it, and on the other by the long period of preparation for change before it, 

in which the fifteenth century, perhaps, holds the most significant place. 
With but few exceptions, indeed, and those mainly in Italy, the men 

of the fifteenth century by no means appeart^d to themselves the har¬ 

bingers of revolution. They were so, not so much because they invented 

new things, as l)ecause they failed in maintaining and revivifying the old 

and resigned themselves discontentedly to their failure. They hardly 
recognised that, beside the ideals they accepted and betrayed, other 

instincts and motives were leading them towards fresh modes of thought, 

a fresh outlook on life, and a fresh diret'tion of society. In reality, in the 

very attempt at defence and conservation the fifteenth century was full of 

marked changes, which undermined the social structure and the dominant 

ideas inherited from earlier times and fostered the development of younger 

conceptions which were to replace them. 

First among the older ideals we may take that of the unity of 

Christendom derived from classical times, made for a moment a physical 
reality by Charlemagne, and brought to some degree of permanence and 

organisation by the spiritual autocTacy of the Papacy. But the unity of 

Western Christendom liad not only always been a shell for incessant 

feudal and local anarchy, it was rent more and more by the swelling force 
of national union and national aversions within it, and, more than all, 

had been weakened and deprived of its spiritual appeal by the cumbrous, 

unhealthy functioning and frequent corruption, both increasing with the 

years, of the ecclesiastical hierarchy on which it depended, llie Great 
Schism made apparent to all men that the government and system of the 
Church were out of gear. The Councils were the conscientious endeavour 
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of the piety of Europe to restore that system of unity, to reform and 
lead back to efficient working Papacy and hierarchy together. But the 
Councils strove to restore more than had ever exist^, to give the unity 
achieved by papal autocracy what was in fact a new basis in a represen¬ 
tative syn^, and they forgot, as reformers forget, that the vices they 
attacked were due in large measure to natural human tendencies which 
were ingrained in the Churches system. The champions of unity at 
Constance and Basle entered on a duel with centralisation; those foes of 
autocracy attempted to stereotype thought and institutions in a partly 
bygone, partly imaginary mould. Themselves both conservative and 
revolutionary, they dreaded revolution. 

Thus the Conciliar Movement hoped to keep the Pope, a permanent 
monarch, subject to an intermittent assembly of shifting, jarring indivi¬ 
duals, to keep a bureaucracy while abolishing taxation, to prevent the 
diversion of uncoordinated local endowments from local netnis to that 
maintenance of learning, eminence, and favouritism to which each single 
member owed his livelihood. The task was formidable from its inherent 
contradictions, and to them were added the incalculable influence of 
personality and the steady current of nationalism. The Council of 
Constance ended in separate national Concordats. Pope Martin V, strong 
in the prestige, the authority, and the organisation of his office, embedded 
in law and Imbit, naturally yielded no foot of defensible ground, and was 
also determined to fortify the Papacy, threatened in revenue and inde¬ 
pendence, by the secular rule of the Papal States which in law telonged 
to him. He bequeathed to his successors the stubborn retention of 
profitable abuses and the purely worldly policy of an Italian prince 
denuded of scruples. The Popes were aided not only by the inevitable 
dissensions of moderates and extremists, doctrinaires and self-seekers, in 
the Council of Basle, but also by the facts that the Conciliar Fathers 
were drawn from different nations, unsympathetic and often hostile to 
one another, and that national and State governments were at the same 
time playing for their own ends not for those of the universal Church. 
France and England were at grips in the Hundred Years’ War; the 
German princes and the Spanish monarchs were all engrossed by problems 
of their lands. The mastery over the Church in their own dominions was 
their only real aim in matters ecclesiastical. That it was then impossible 
to segregate effective Church Reform from national self-assertion and 
policy was shewn by the extraordinary strength and theological innovation 
of the Hussite movement which broke the unity of the Church throughout 
the fifteenth century. In Hussitism the vivid national consciousness of 
the Czechs and their hatred of their German neighbours found their 
outlet and expression in religions revolution which practically broke with 
the idea of the Universal Church. It was a true transition, hybrid because 
transitional, from the medieval towards the modem age. Religion in this 
isolated territory of Bohemia behind the rampart of its mountains and 
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its language became the badge of a nation; and in the shelter of the 

alliance novelty of thought, once the singularity of stray thinkers and 

scanty, surreptitious communities, could take firm root and grow. 

To sum up, the fathers of Constance and Basle typify the failure to 

maintain and reinspire older conceptions which is one mark of the fifteenth 

century. Throughout they strove for fixity of doctrine, for ecumenic 

Christendom, and for co-operative government by discussion. Yet these 

things were then in compatibles. Only the papal autocracy had held the 

Catholic Church in some sort together. It was still a living force allied 

to the contemporary trend towards despotism. Conciliar government was 

growing steadily obsolete in secular life, and in the Church gave a field 

for the separatist, national impulse. Allied with monarchs, rigid against 

heresy, the Councils provided a stage for national dissidence, and yet— 

for they represented Western Christendom—naturally shunned the 

separatist thought of individuals which found its home in nationalism. 

They cut themselves off from the growing life their efforts nourished. 

Their failure to produce conservative reform was the prelude to later* 

revolution. Small bands of fiery innovators were to be given their 

opportunity by the tepid inertia of the existing order. 

It is something of a paradox to introduce here the increasing persecution 

of the Jews, which l>egan and was in theory justified by the fact that they 

were the enemies of Christianity, an excrescence in Christian society. Yet 

hatred of the Jews had always largely been a racial hatred of aliens in 

manners and in laws, and it took on a more national complexion as the 

nations formed. Mere segregation, prescribed by the Church, and fanatical 

massacres were succeeded by systematic expulsion in the interests of 

national uniformity in the several States. Kdward I drove the Jews from 

England in 1^290, Philip the Fair from most of France in 1306, the 

German towns and nobles with more prolonged and terrible violence 

from Germany. Finally, Ferdinand and Isabella expelled the Jew\s from 

Sjmin in 1492 with the definite aim of national consolidation. It is 

significant that the persecuted race found refuge in the loosely constructed 

territories of Poland and the Ottoman Empire ^ Thus what seemed to be 

an effort of the expiring unity of Christendom was really a symptom of 

a new exclusive force—nationality. 

As the efforts of united Christendom came to open failure in the 

attempt at the reform and reorganisation of the Church, so did they in 

the latter Crusades, the defence of Europe against Asia and Islam. 

Those efforts were at times serious enough, yet they were always sporadic, 

partial, and halting. The Papacy made the Crusade against the Ottoman 

Turks a permanent policy, but among other policies and more heartfelt 

objects nearer home; it was only the superfluous energies of Western 

knights which were spent in the defeats of Nicopolis and Varna; even 

Hungary, Venice, and Genoa, whose vital interests were at stake, seldom 

* See supra, Vol. vii. Chap, xxii, and Vol. vin, Chap. xv. 

53 
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if ever flung their whole weight into the war; the pathetic flasco of Pius II 

at Ancona was an emblem of the impotence of Europe in face of the 
common peril; and the fall of the Roman Empire of the East published 

the collapse of the Crusading ideaP. When the Catholic Kings unified 

Spain by the conquest of Granada from the Moors, it was the triumph 

of a nation, not of Christendom. 

In the preceding volume of this history it has been seen that Western 

Europe, most especially France and England, in the fourteenth century 

reached the last stage of feudal monarchy as a political system. A cen¬ 

tralised government by the king and his bureaucracy was superimposed 

on a class of feudal nobles great and small, who either as in France still 

I'etained in large measure their feudal franchises or as in England were 

no less powerful by reason of their armed retinues and their influence on 

the royal administration. Beside the nobles two other strata of society 

possessed political importance, the clergy held separate by their celibacy, 

their unique privileges, and their international organisation, and the 

bourgeoisie characterised by their trading vocation and their town-dwelling 

communities. By these classes of men and their rights, by the represen¬ 

tative assemblies of them which met round the king for consent and 

counsel, and by the law or custom handed down from the past and 

inherent in eacli human society, the kingship was limited and controlled. 

Government might be monarchic, yet the king s powers were circumscribed 

and shared; he was fettered by hereditary or oHicial counsellors, by local 

privileged potentates and corporations. Similarly, in Germany the 

Empc*ror was but the chief of the teeming members of the Empire, and 

the princes were themselves limited by the Estates of their subjects. The 

republican towns of Germany and Italy were ruled by an entangled 

federation of unequal gilds, like their less autonomous congeners else¬ 

where. Even in the Church the “parliamentary''’ collective conception of 

government had its place and wtvs gaining ground for a time in the 

Conciliar Movement. Rule under law and by consent was the reigning 

belief and the partial practice, founded on rights descended from the 

feudal, contractual, decentralised past. 

In the fifteenth century this intricate, motley system of co-operative, 

diversely federated government was brought to moral l^ankruptcy by its 

failure to meet the needs or redress the evils of the times as well as by 

its inability to adapt itself to the changing conditions of the society 

which had given it birth. Feudal armies failed to defend France from 

the English invasions; barons, clergy, and towns equally failed to present 

a united front or to pursue a consistent policy; the mere maintenance of 

order and security was beyond their capacity and even alien to their 

desires. In England feud and faction, greed and misgovernment ran riot 

in the Wars of the Roses. The over-mighty subjects failed to give either 

victory or peace or justice. Like the French States General the English 

^ Cf. uupraf Vol. iv, especially Chaps, xviii, xix, and xxi. 
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Parliament had proved unequal to its own aims. The same failure in 

a more veiled form was to be seen in the lands of the Empire. The feudal 

constitution of Germany meant in practice unremitting private war amid 

princes and cities, and this disorder was equally or more apparent within 

the princes’ territories and the self-governing towns themselves. Feudal 

jurisdiction seemed to mean anarchy and brigandage; town autonomy 

a simmering class-war. In Norih Italy, again, with the exception of 

Venice, republican government had meant the exploitation of one class 

by another and the furious short-sighted rivalry of wealthy families. 

These defects were not new, but in the new conditions of larger units and 

problems wider and more complex they were far less tolerable and more 

obstructive. A curious inability to make any real sacrifice of personal and 

family immediate advantage to secure the working and profit of the 

State jeopardised the existence of that system of contract, co-operation, 

and consent in both lands of the Empire. 

Common to all Europe, almost, save England, was the depression of 

the peasants. As the klaii of increasing population, the cultivation of 

waste lands, and the need of a greater food-supply died down after the 

Plague became a regular visitation in Europe, the ruling classes became 

more apt to reimpose or increase old exactions on their rustic dependants. 

The more rapid intellectual progress of the upper classes gave them a 

fresh advantage over the more primitive lower. The North Italian 

town-dwelling landlord knew, indeed, that it was bad business to make 

his terms too hard for his tenants—the rriezzadria worked for content 

and stability—but he kept them in firm subjection. The northern noble 

was both harsher and more extortionate in his narrower feudal outlook. 

Thus, in Germany the fifteenth century is an age of peasant discontent 

and revolt^. It is an age of disillusion and deadlock, when the old ways 

seem void of hope and profit. 

In these circumstances the growth of untrammelled monarchy almost 

everywhere met a public need, and was to find its consummation in the 

early modern tige. In France especially the kingship stood forth as the 

saviour of the country from foreign conquest, as the centre of unity and 

the expression of nationality, which w^as now become in the Hundred 

Years’ War acutely self-con.scious and a deciding factor in history. The 

continual inter-communiartion between European communities made 

the smaller differences between allied districts seem less and the great 

divergences between distant countries more severing and alien. Mon¬ 

archy was the only force which could compel order and give security, 

* Cf. »upra, Vol. vii. Chap, xxii and for special cases tlie chapters on Bohemia, 

France, Spain, etc. in the present volume. In Germany the depression of the peasants 
was the more salient because the country had not suffered the special depopulation 

and misery of the Hundred V'ears’ \Var. In France, there w'as more need to induce 

the peasant to recultivate, and perhaps too, his case was less noticeable in the 

general distress. 
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which stood above the strife of classes and personal ambitions, which 

could foster internal and external expansion. A public opinion rapidly 

formed which lifted the king, in spite of individual defects and particular 

oppressions, into unchallenged supremacy. In Spain, and in a more 

tempered shape in England, the same irresistible process was seen. 

Nobles and local powers, after the heyday of their uncurbed development, 

seemed smitten with paralysis before the advance of the central kingship 

directed with resolution and consistent purpose. Even in Germany and 

Italy the same phenomenon was clear. If the Emperor had too long 

been the chief of a loose federation to take effective advantage of it, the 

greater princes were able to master their nobles and towns in their own 

lands. Territorialisra was but a fractional kind of monarchy. In Italy, 

with Venice as the only important exception, class disunion and city 

rivalry had produced the despot; and even in the splintered Papal States 

there were signs that despotism would be provincial as in Lombardy, 

and not a mere form of a city-autonomy, now out-of-date in a more 

interconnected world. 

The general appearance of the despot, exalted above all competing 

authorities, was made possible by the decay of the nobles in independent 

military power and, again especially in France, in material wealth. The 

feudal noble as such had become an amateur in war; his inefficiency was 

shewn at Agincourt; he was outclassed by the professional soldier, who 

was very usually himself under new conditions of discipline and whole¬ 

time training. Now the maintenance of even a small regular army was 

beyond the resources of a feudal estate for any length of time. Only the 

kings, who could draw from every kind of wealth over a large territory, 

could achieve this. Only they could amass the artillery, which besides 

its growing importance in the field could shatter the once secure strong¬ 

hold of the feudal castle and the fortified autonomous town. Only they 

could levy for long periods the large numbers of foot, pikemen and 

archers, who were indispensable in a campaign, and who could repel the 

wildest charge of feudal knights. Forethought, co-ordination, system, 

and routine, which the Middle Ages had slowly brought forth, were all 

available to the new resolute monarchy, not to the disunited feudal 

survival with its purblind counsels. Ability gravitated to the king’s 

service with its wide sphere, its wide outlook, and its manifold activities. 

In France, too, feudal independence had been sapped by the impoverish¬ 

ment of the nobles. Its origins lay far back. The nobles were un¬ 

productive; chivalry was a costly and wasteful mode of life; the 

strenuous noble stocks were prolific. From the time of the later Crusades 

all save the wealthy and the eldest sons found it steadily harder to live 

the life of their class in feudal society. The king’s service became more 

and more their chief resource. As his officials, his troopers, and his 

pensioners, provided with posts and Church benefices misemployed, they 

could gain an honourable livelihood. The devotion of the lesser nobles 
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as a whole to their sovereign, fortified by chivalry and loyalty, became 
a characteristic of the fifteenth century. 

It was a kind of apotheosis. The nobles for honour and support, the 
townsmen for wealth and safety, the peasants for protection to live and 
labour, all looked to the national or territorial ruler by right divine, 
the embodiment of law, of order, of justice, and ancient right. The very 
advance in individual initiative and freedom which was taking place as 
the sequel of organised civilisation made the older forms of group and 
class life not only inefficient for men’s growing needs but also fetters to 
their action and self-help. The single master who gave them security and 
opportunity was himself the representative individual in the State. 
Under him the individual could move more freely. Thus the political 
ideals of Western Europe were being transformed in correspondence with 
contemporary practice. The concerted action of Christendom under the 
leadership of the visionary Empire and the spiritual Papacy, always since 
the latter thirteenth century at least more a sentiment than a reality, 
lost its appeal with the defeat of the Council of Basle and the fall of 
Constantinople. So did the ideal of a graded government partitioned 
down among a feudal and ecclesiastical hierarchy co-operating with their 
chiefs in mattei*s of general concern. This, too, had been diseased or 
moribund in practice, as Pope and kings centralised their dominion, long 
before feudalist and prelate by their ow n behaviour seemed to make its 
pretensions hollow. With comparatively few exceptions the most 
respectable bishops appeared, not as guides to holiness, but as shrewd 
men of affairs administering an extortionate and rigidly technical 
business and legal system. Chivalry appeared to have become in like 
manner a matter of parade and convention cloaking reckless greed and 
callous brutality. The discredit was not wholly just, for the solid 
achievements of churchman and knight in the past had created a more 
civilised world by which their successors were judged. Ancient faults 
became more glaring with a higher standard more diffused. None the 
less there had been a degeneracy in morale, as the first enthusiasms died 
down, and men discovered that the mere machinery for improvement did 
not necessarily imply a renovation in human nature. They grasped at 
the untried remedy of national or territorial monarchy. 

Another facet of the same process was apparent in the obsolescence 
of the feudal tie of homage and fealty. Time had been when this 
contractual bond had constituted the suzerain’s principal hold on his 
feudal inferioi’s; it was by means of it and the rights it conferred that 
he had fortified and given reality to the infant and shadowy conception 
of sovereignty and the State. In the fifteenth century, become compli¬ 
cated, inconsistent, and artificial, it exercised less and less moral 
compulsion on the vassal conscience. But it was replaced by the yet 
stronger charm of the allegiance of the subject to his natural lord, the 
sovereign of the State. Herein the continuous study of the Roman Civil 
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Law produced its full effect. From the legal theorists and the lawyers in 

the king^s service the belief in absolute monarchic power spread to the 

theologians and infiltrated into the general thought. The community no 

longer appeared as an association of grades and diverse functions but as 

a mass of individuals bound together in the State, whose concentrated 

powers resided in its head—“amat enim unitatem suprema potestas^"’ 

The Roman Law had partly shaped the history of the later Middle Ages by 

its direct influence, but that influence grew more potent as the times 

became more apt for the reception of its maxims and conceptions. When 

despotism was men's refuge, its doctrine of the omnicompetent State 

and the absolute monarch took effect. Even if in Germany the Reception 

of Roman Law in 1495 did not benefit the Emperor, it strengthened the 

territorial princes. Yet the fifteenth century is still preparatory; the 

older notions still lived and struggled; the new were not fully accepted 

for many years, and were never the one temporal creed of Christendom. 

Something of the same bankruptcy of older ideals, the same changing 

of conditions, and the same emergence of new impulses which blindly 

created the revolutionary future was to be seen in the economic aspects 

of fifteenth-century society. Roughly speaking, the two preceding 

centuries had seen the growth of capitalism in long-distance trading and 

in large-scale manufacture for export. But that capitalism had had its 

chief home in a certain number of great towns situated on the main 

routes of traffic, and in those towns it was regimented in wealthy gilds 

which controlled to some extent the individual capitalist. Not only 

that: the local retail trade was organised in its own gilds, all on the 

lines of strict regulation and of restraint of undercutting competition. 

Among the employees of the rich manufacturers, too, the revolutionary 

movements in the Low Countries, Italy, and Germany tended to intro¬ 

duce similar gilds, which in their turn worked for regulation and protec¬ 

tion from native employers and outside rivals. In short, trade, even in 

its most capitalistic form, was subject to the local group system rooted 

in the older towns and by consequence was fettered by the narrow local 

spirit of monopoly which did not transcend its town of origin. Trade 

was being choked by the multitude of restrictions imposed by concerted 

action. But a change was coming in conditions. As the stretch of 

territory under a single monarchical authority widened, as for instance 

in the Low Countries under the house of Burgundy, it became impossible 

for the towns and the classes within them to play the dog-in-the-manger 

to the country round them. While the Flemish towns saw their carefully 

regulated cloth manufeu^ture dwindle, a new race of capitalists employed 

the villagers without restrictions or traditions, pliant to changes of 

demand and supply, and captured the European market. In like manner 

‘ Cf. Louis XI, ''To us alone belongs and is due the general government and 
administration of the realm’* (supra, p. 294). 
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the new free port of Antwerp drew to itself the international merchant 
and banker by the liberty he had there, unhindered by meddling, local 
greed, to manage business sensitive to far-off and uncontrollable events. 
How much this freedom meant can be seen later even in the older 
Flemish towns, where certain industries prospered because they were new 
and had no gild. To sum up, the tide of individualism, in the shape of 
the single person or private firm, whether in the Netherlands, France^, 
South Germany, or Italy, was more and more eluding and undermining 
the joint control of the group. This, too, meant a decline at least in old 
ideals: the theory of the “just price’’, according to which a fair reward 
apportioned to his status and need could be dealt out by authority in 
due shares to each who was concerned in the production; the condemna¬ 
tion of interest on moral grounds; the duty of maintaining a joint 
control of quality, of product, of work, and of play. But the loss was less 
than it seems. Minute, vexatious regulations, incessantly and hypo¬ 
critically evaded, were after all a nuisance and a clog; in spite of the 
very real decay of scruple, honesty and fairness could and did survive. 
Individual responsibility in the wider world that fostered it was a 
dynamic, creative force; it supplied a public need, and in the long run 
submitted to the sway of a public conscience. 

These changes were being effected not only by the growth of wider 
areas under a single monarch who could bring peace and loosen restrictions, 
but also by changes in the trade-routes and in the commercial centres 
along those trfiwle-routes. No little of the prosperity of Nuremberg and 
the Swabian and Rhine towns was due to the disorder of France in the 
Hundred Years’ War. That England in the fifteenth century increasingly 
exported rough cloth instead of wool helped in the decay of Ghent and 
Bruges. Similar causes were beginning to destroy the cloth-trade of 
Florence. In the middle of the century the decay of the Scanian herring 
fisheries and the development of those of the North Sea were diminishing 
the prosperity of the Hansa towns of the Baltic and enhancing that of 
Holland and the English eastern coasts. Large-scale industry, in fact, was 
becoming diffused over Europe amid political changes which steadily 
weakened the predominance of the old autonomous towns with their 
unyielding traditions, llie Hansa were worsted in their long contest with 
the Duke of Burgundy, against whose wide lands their commercial boycott 
was inefficient. The subjection of the Teutonic Order to Poland depressed 
their Prussian allies; that of Novgorod to the Great Prince of Muscovy 
left them helpless in the Russian trade. They could no longer insist on 
their methods and monopoly. In like manner the advance of the Ottoman 
Turks was depriving Venice and Genoa of their central position in 
European commerce and of their eastern outlets. The fall of Constanti¬ 
nople meant the loss of the Black Sea trade and most of that of the 

' E,g. Jacques Coeur. 
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Aegean. Only the route to Alexeuidria, whither the spices came from 
India, remained to enrich Venice, and this was costly and precarious. The 
diminution of the papal income from beyond the Alps after the Great 
Schism prevented the return of the Papacy to Rome from being a sufficient 
makeweight, and Italy was becoming merely the source of a few expensive 
luxuiies, spices, armour, glass, and silk, while the volume of European 
trade was moving north. Even in the Mediterranean, unified France and 
Spain were too powerful rivals for the city States. The country States, 
too, secure in their wide home market, could deliberately exclude foreign 
imports which competed with their own productions, whereas the 
retaliatory protection instituted by the autonomous Italian towns was 
useless as a weapon and a miserable compensation for a once European 
trade. A rapid decline in the cloth>making firms was visible. North Italy 
was beginning to live on stored-up wealth, and her unrivalled skill in 
banking. It is no wonder that investment in land was becoming the 
fashion in Florence and Venice, and that Venice turned to territorial 
ambitions both for their own sake and to secure her route to Germany. 
Over all the West the star of the city State was paling before the forma¬ 
tion and cultural advance of the country State with its varied and 
abundant resources. 

By a fatal coincidence the westerly countries, too, were enlarging both 
their products and their enterprise. As the shifting of the herring fisheries 
stimulated Dutch and English shipping, so had the nmltiplication of 
Spanish flocks, a new source of wool, and their share of the Bay salt of the 
Loire mouth profited both Spain and the Low Countries. The Portuguese, 
already active by sea as far as England and Flanders, were turning totlie 
exploration of the African coast. The art of ship-building was advancing 
by slow experience among the westerly nations on their varied ocean coasts 
rather than in the limited, monotonous Mediterranean. It was the learned 
Prince Henry the Navigator of Portugal, himself no seaman, who planned 
and directed the enterprise in the spirit of a crusader: so might the 
Muslims of Morocco be evaded and the distant, legendary heathen be 
converted, and even the fabulous Prester John and his Christians be 
reached in the East. Continual expeditions crept slow ly along the North 
African coast line. The difficult navigation round Cape Bojaclor was ac¬ 
complished in 1434, and the immediate objective, the heathen negro 
population in fertile lands round the River Senegal, within twenty years. 
The progress was slow, but the profits in the trade in gold and ivory and 
the swarms of negro slaves w ere great. It was still in the M iddle Ages 
when in 1486 Bartholomew Dias rounded the Cape of Good Hope and 
opened the route, soon to be traversed, to India. With that discovery 
the Italian transit trade to the East, cumbrous, scanty, and costly, rapidly 
became insignificant It was a discovery made in the open sea away from 
routine by a nation State under a despotic king. So, too, was the 
expedition of Columbus which intended, like the Portuguese, to reach the 
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Spice Islands, and in fact unveiled the New World. The ‘‘oceanic*'’ period 
of commerce, thus begun, when the main route and centre of wealth were 
in the countries of the Atlantic coast, belongs to modem times, but that 
revolution, which reduced the Mediterranean and Italy to a side artery, 
had taken its first steps earlier with the formation of national kingdoms 
in the West and the restriction of papal authority and revenue in the 
fifteenth century. 

When we turn to the intellectual preoccupations of men, apart from 
their social or economic activity, we find even moi*e the evidence of the 
sterility and decay of those leading ideas which had once been so fecund. 
The whole fabric of scholastic thought seemed to be smitten by a secret 
sense of failure. It had aspired to formulate a system of the philosophic 
explanation of the universe, where reason should be the loyal ally of faith 
and revelation, and “justify the ways of God to men.” Its purpose had 
been religious and even devotional, yet it rested on a conviction not only 
of man’s potential capacity to understand the reality of the spiritual and 
material world but also that man had discovered the infallible recipe to 
achieve that undei'standing. Shred by shred by the fourteenth-century 
thinkers that certitude was stripped away from scholasticism. The “sons 
of Ockham,” the “moderni,” denied the possibility of proving by reason 
any part of the Christian verity, or even of metiiphysical verity. They 
were Christians by an act of theological faith alone. The “antiqui,” the 
realist opponents of the new nominalists, could only reply by a lifeless 
adherence to A(]uinas, a petrified I'epetition on all essentials. This 
agnosticism, which so severely limited the province of reason and was 
answered inadequately, produced its slow disintegrating effects on a study 
which thus renounced its own goal. When nothing gieat could be proved, 
men spent themselves on verbal subtleties. It was good to know how to 
reason, it was the avenue to promotion in the universities and the clerical 
career; so there flourished the compendium, the explanation of former 
explanations, the Imrren (.‘xploitation of method and teaching of 
dexterity, the alleviated path to a degree. The names of “antiqui” and 
“moderni” l)e(‘ame badges of factions in the universities, indeed of 
universities themselves, changing sides at the order of their sovereign, and 
now numerous and no longer international as Paris had been. When 
Nicholas of Cusa attempted a system of cx)mpromise and contradiction, 
he bound it together by the tenet of intuition of the incomprehensible, 
indescril)able infinite. But this intuition, vouchsafed to the individual 
mystic, w^as hanlly of service to a common effort of mankind to grasp a 
coherent scheme of things. The same paralysis of will rather than of 
thought seemed to strike the consideration of those single sensible 
impressions, which to the Ockhamists appeared to give some secure foot¬ 
hold. In induction from them, as some fourteenth-century thinkers saw^, 

^ Such as Jean Buridau^ Albert of Sa.\ony, and Nicole Oresme. 
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lay the hope of advance, but the true ‘‘modemus,’’Cardinal d’Ailly, was 
^ palsied with a doubt*” here too: God might give the illusion of a sensible 
impression without the external object to make it. A preference for the 
arbitrary aspect of omnipotence—not alien to earthly despotism—grew 
stronger: it was open to God to make evil good and good evil. 

It was, perhaps, a natural concomitant of this disbelief in the validity 
of reason that led to the more pronounced belief in the crude, age-long 
superstitions handed down among the masses from a prehistoric past. 
They had always been there; they were, indeed, allied to the belief in 
stellar influences, in the mysterious properties of stones and times, in 
charms and spells, which had been part of the matrix of infant science; they 
were fostered by the ignorant panic roused to fever by the Black Death; 
now they became prominent and, so to say, official. The “witchcraft 
delusion,’’ with its accompanying horrors, was a not unnatural vagary of 
educated men to whom anything was possible because nothing was 
disprovable. The extremes of scepticism and credulity met in that 
circle. 

Yet the decadence of the great edifice of thought raised by the Middle 
Ages helped to clear the w^ay for a fresh advance unhindered by its pre¬ 
possessions of doctrine, aim, and method. The stress laid upon sensible 
experience by the Ockhamists not only anticipated a distant future, it 
also expressed the less conscious mental orientation of men who were not 
schoolmen. The home of this new direction of thought and interest lay 
in Italy. It took its start from the solid acquisitions in knowledge and 
culture of earlier times, but it was fired by the appetite for more and 
wider-based knowledge, for which an unexhausted source lay open in the 
writings of classical antiquity. One constant feature of medieval 
development had been a slow approximation, however partial, towards 
the cultural standard of the ancients. As men became more literate and 
civilised, they became more capable of appreciating the higher civilisation 
of the past. They progressively absorbed what they became fit to realise. 
In Italy, with its classic temper, this particular evolution grew speedier 
in the fourteenth century. Dante still regarded Virgil as a sage of the 
undifferentiated former time, not essentially strange to his own; just as 
his contemporaries looked on Aristotle. With Petrarch and Boccaccio, and 
far more with their successors, the Latin classics seemed the relics of a 
nobler age, a greater race of men. True knowledge, true insight, and 
instructed modes of thought were there, to be learnt and imitated by their 
devotees. The humanist enthusiasm was afoot. It was clear from their 
Latin oracles that the yet unknown Greek literature was the fount and 
the main current of this dimly descried sea. Virgil pointed the way to 
Homer. The disasters of the time themselves were auspicious, for the 
Byzantine Empire in its struggle for existence against the Ottoman Turks 
was painfully for the first half of the fifteenth century courting the West 
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and ready to give what the Italians had grown to wish; and the 
Byzantines in the long ebb of their culture and in the antiquarian passion 
for their greater paist were at last in real mental contact with the West, 
which had grown literate as they grew ‘‘medievalThe coming of 
Chrysoloras and his foundation of Greek studies in Italy marks an epoch. 

It is not here in question to narrate the bitter war between humanists 
and scholastic theologians, the strife and the compromise between the 
classical and the ascetic ideals of life, the long survival of medieval tradi¬ 
tions, the contest between the outworn subtleties of the Schools and the 
pretentious rival imaginings of the Italian Neo-Platonists. But it is 
essential to remark that the humanists were engaged in afresh and fervid 
study of facts, a method of experience. They were exploring Latin and 
Greek as concrete languages, learning the arts of expression and taste 
from ancient masters, finding out what they had thought and felt, seeing 
the world through their eyes, replacing the monotonous web of an a 

priori metaphysic by a variegated display of life and nature. Here lay 
their achievement; they were discoverers and cartographers of new lands 
of intellectual wealth and inspiration. That their own first efforts at 
rivalry might be vapid in style and shallow in thought was of little 
account: by the close of the fifteenth century their 800008801*8, steeped in 
the classics, were creating thought solid and profound, literature that 
with exquisite or reckless touch ran through the gamut of life itself. 

The humanistic movement, in fact, did eminently in its sphere of 
learning with revolutionary consequences what others tended to do with 
reluctant or blindfold steps. The appreciation of the multitudinous direct 
facts of the visible, audible world, the joy in this life, the absorbing 
interest in man in his concrete variety, in his passions and capacities, 
replaced exhausted schemes of the unseen, supersensible universe, of refine¬ 
ments of the theory of knowledge, which were ending in questioning its 
possibility. In a time of failure and disillusion it brought triumphant 
hope, a boundless employment of man's faculties with a boundless reward. 
The earth renewed ‘‘its winter weeds outworn." If it seems strange that 
a tribe of pedantic gi*ammarians should so exalt themselves, it is to be 
remembered that the ancient authors they idolised covered the whole field 
of knowledge and literature and gave the outlook, the freedom of spirit, 
and the new programme the age was seeking. 

It was only slowly that the new humanism spread beyond the Alps, 
although the inclination towards scientific knowledge was early obvious, 
but the practical invention which was to have so great an influence in 
the diffusion of both was made in Germany on the Rhine. Printing by 
movable type, following, it seems, on some obscure preludes in Holland, 
was made into a workable method of repnxlucing books by John Gutenberg 
at Mayence round about the year 1450. In some ten years, by him and 
his allies Fust, the necromancer Faust of the legend, and Schoeffer, the 
new art had been proved capable of rivalling manuscripts in its beauty 
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and accuracy, and far surpassing them in prolificness and accessibility. 
Journeymen and pupils carried it rapidly over Germany, Italy, and 
France; it entered England with Caxton; by 1500 tens of thousands of 
editions of books had been published in Western Europe. The humanists 
had sought far and wide for the rare manuscripts of long neglected classic 
works. Now those works were multiplied beyond the risk of destruction 
or of seclusion in a few libraries. New works shared the fortune of the old. 
The extension of literacy and education had been one of the achievements 
of the Middle Ages, and this invention at their close not only immensely 
widened the reading public but allowed the rapid participation and secure 
possession of learning, literature, and thought. It made indestructible the 
gains amassed by the eflTort of seven hundred years. 

The same zeal to know and admiration for the visible, multifarious 
world and man, its denizen, which were vocal in the humanists, inspired 
also the plastic and pictorial art of the Italian Renaissance. The Italians 
from Giotto onwards shared in the general advance in artistic technique 
which was being made all through the West, and in the fifteenth century 
they were discoverers in perspective, in anatomy, in psychologic insight. 
Whatever ideal or religious forms it took, at the foundation of this art 
lay the instinct for reality: to represent men in their fashion as they 
lived, the earth as the eye might see it, heaven and hell as the abodes of 
verifiable human emotion and desire. But the passion for the beauty of 
what the natural existing world presented them was no less strong; 
Italian quattrocento art is filled with the delight in life, and the conscious 
mastery of the skill to express it. In nothing was the classic nature, akin 
to humanism, of this mastery displayed more than in the native Italian 
aptitude for form and composition. The picture lm:omes a harmonious 
whole, not a mere collection of observations however exact, skilled, and 
poignant. Not only in the formal arrangement of what they chose to shew 
but in grading the spiritual significance, in the choice of emphasis in their 
representations, the Italians excelled. In this lucidity in the world of fact, 
unhampered by metaphysical questioning, in the will to grasp and control 
it for human exploitation, they knew themselves like the ancients whose 
civilisation they emulated. There was an element of classical revival and 
imitation in their work which grew with the years and acted for long, 
though not permanently, as an inspiration and not a chilling fetter. For 
their art, like humanism, was home-grown and a true development from 
the later Middle Ages. 

But if we can only speak of the fifteenth-century Renaissance in respect 
of Italian art, the essential realism, the sense of the individual, external 
fact, from which it grew, was rife in Europe, and so was the technical 
proficiency which was its condition. The portraiture, the scenes of devotion 
or homely life, the exquisiteness in minute, exact detail of the Flemings 
give the elements of the new mentality without their fusion in a new 
artistic creed. In architecture the builders seem to disguise the monotony 
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of purpose they habitually revere, in the English perpendicular by the 
multitudinous, gorgeous incidents of the stained windows, in French 
flamboyant by the inexhaustible wealth of tracery and fretted stone. The 
decoration drew more interest than the design. Strong and full of vitality 
as the art remained, virtuosity in detail appealed most to its practitioners 
and accorded with the temper of the age. Romanesque and then Gothic 
art in its prime had -revealed its structure, its details had a confessed 
architectural purpose; just as the design of its churches responded to 
doctrinal, ceremonial, or social needs—we see the uplifted presbytery of 
the Hildebrandine age, when the priesthood were the mediators between 
God and man, the processional, monastic church with its many altars for 
the unending opus Dei^ the open-spaced church of the Friars built for 
preaching to the city throng. But flamboyant art conceals its essential 
functions with functionless decoration; the pillar can be twined with 
wreaths, the keystone apes a stalactite, even the vaulting which is visible 
may be merely a painted design; exquisite monuments and private chapels 
break up the unity of the whole. It was a fit emblem of a time when men 
led by personal or national instinct still subscribed mechanically to the 
formulae of Catholic Christendom. 

There may be found an analogy to this phase of the plastic and pictorial 
arts in the vernacular literature of the fifteenth century, which, like them, 
appealed to the wider public. A tedious conventionality enwrapped the 
tale of chivalry and the moral allegory. In the lyrics, technique, ever more 
elaborated, replaces in general both genuine feeling and poetic inspiration. 
It was an age of the pedantic manufacture of literature on bygone themes 
under set rules. Yet here too men's real interests found expression and 
gave life. An unforced characterisation of his personages pervades the 
Mori Dartkur of Malory. Historians, like Chastellain and Commynes, 
could draw portraits—realism is their true bent. Villon made the elaborate 
ballade vibrate with as poignant a personal truth as Dante’s. Even the 
endless mysteries, allegoric and religious plays, awake to drama when they 
treat of persons, passions, and the absurdities of mankind. The living 
theme was what men felt and did.' To this the new humanism arising in 
Italy brought a kind of consecration, and in its development it brought 
more tangible gains, form and plan and coherence, the rationality of the 
classics. 

It is curious to see how the reforming, yet conservative endeavour to 
revivify asceticism and the monastic life^, in its attempt to be both 
reactionary towards ancient prescriptions and appropriate to new needs, 
admitted the dangerous ally of humanism within the cloister. The Brethren 
of the Common Life were scribes, educators, and grammarians. The re¬ 
formed Benedictines, renewing the long-forgotten manual labour of the 
Order, zealously copied and bound manuscripts. Both furthered, first 

* See supra, Vol. v. Chap, xx, pp. 698-96, Vol. vii, Chap, xxvi, pp. 803-4, 810-12, 
Vol. VIII, Chaps, xxiii, xxv. 
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unconsciously, then consciously, the new learning of humanism. In both, 
perhaps, the individual mystic was harboured. That the pen of the 
copyists might be snatched from their hands by Gutenberg's invention, 
that the scholar might stray from accepted solutions and ideals to new 
interpretations, that collective asceticism might prove an unequal rival to 
individual freedom and unalliiring to the majority of fifteenth-century 
monks, however old-fashioned, may be claimed as signs that changes in 
men themselves and their surroundings were outrunning changes in their 
scheme of life. 

The growing unreality of its professed aims was perhaps the source of 
the decadent aspect of the fifteenth century. The Church, feudalism, 
chivalry, the crusade, asceticism received a formal homage, less and less 
sincere. But beside them was the vivid desire of men to know, to dominate, 
and to possess, the intense interest in human capacity and human fate. Hence 
came that appetite for personal fame, for an immortality among future 
men, which was stimulated by the humanists. TLliey could not really wish 
for a personality submerged in the undifferentiated blessedness of heaven. 
For the expression of personality, of all that a man embodied of talent 
and strength, the Italians used their untranslatable word, virtil ; he should 
be assessed not by the group or institution to which he belonged, but by 
himself, on his naked merits. The century was full of the evils and the 
triumphs of this rampant individualism, the crumbling of a social system 
on its way to transformation. It is, perhaps, too easy to forget that these 
years also produced heroic patriotism, as in Joan of Arc, and unselfish 
devotion to secular and Christian learning. These, too, instances as they 
are of liberated personality, had their share in the coming of a new age. 

In closing the survey of a wide historical period such as the Middle Ages, 
the student must inevitably l>e impressed by the relativity of history, and 
be conscious that he looks at the past through the medium of his own 
time, that contemporary perplexities and dominant factors will appear 
to him in higher relief among the bygone events he considers. And he 
will see that this, too, characterised history as seen by his predecessors. 
Democratic nationalism colours the spectacles of one generation, economic 
problems those of another, the cataclasm of war those of a third. Then, 
too, there is the influence of his personal temperament and prepossessions. 
The high lights of interest will fall on different aspects of the panorama. 
To one it will seem the jostling of an illimitable throng of men, a profusion 
of greater and lesser and indistinguishable stars; to another an almost 
impersonal conflict and consent of forces, material or spiritual, themselves 
diversely perceived and appraised by his kindred thinkers; to one a cata- 
logue of single things, to another a vast, dim pattern working itself out 
with resistless impetus always unforeseen, whose unending variety is never 
staled. To different onlookers the same scene will be sombre or sunlit, the 
same sound may come plangent or muffled to the ear. For, had we the 
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precise knowledge, history, which is mankind and all its fortunes, is too 
vast to be held in one view and subjected, as a medieval thinker would 
have done, to one simple interpretation. We take narrow views of a world 
of which each one of us is an infinitesimal part, secluded within a straitened 
limit. Perhaps only one general impression is universal—the turbulent 
movement, the infinite perspective and variety, in great things and in 
small, of that unfathom^ sea. 
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS OF TITLES 
OF PERIODICALS, SOCIETIES, ETC. 

(1) The following abbreviations are used for titles of periodicals; 

AB. Analecta Bollandiana. Paris and Brussels. 1882 ff. 
AHR. American Historical Review, New York and London. 1895 ff. 
AKKR, Archiv fiir katholisches Kirchenrecht. Innsbruck. 1857-61. Mayence. 

1862 ff. 
AOG. Archiv fiir Kunde osterreichischer Geschichts-Quellen. Vienna. 1848- 

65; continued as Archiv fur osterreichische Geschichte. 1865 ff. 
Arch. Ven. (andS. Arch. Ven.; Arch. Ven.-7Vi.). Archivio veneto. Venice. 40vols. 

1871-90; fon/mti«ti?<wNuovoarchivio veneto. 1st series. 20vols. 1891- 
1900. New series. 42 vols. 1901-21. Archivio veneto-tridentino. 
lOvols. 1922-6. Archivio veneto. 5th series. 1927 ff., in progress. 

ASl. Archivio storico italiano. Florence. Ser. i. 20 vols. and App. 9 vols. 
1842-53. Index. 1857. Ser. nuova. 18 vols. 1855-63. Ser. iii. 26 vols. 
1865-77. Indexes to II and Ill. 1874. Supplt. 1877. Ser. iv. 20 vols. 
1878-87. Index. 1891. Ser. v. 50 vols. 1888-1912. Index. 1900. Ser. 
VI. Anni 71-81. 22 vols. 1913-23. Ser. vii. Anni 82 etc. 1924 ff., in 
progress. (Index up to 1927 in Catalogue of The London Library. 
V’^ol. I. 1913, and Supplts. 1920, 29.) 

ASL. Archivio storico lombardo. Milan. 1874 ff. 
ASPN. Archivio storico per le province napoletane. Naples. 1876 ff. 
ASHSP. Archivio della Societa romatia di storia patria. Rome. 1878 ff. 
BEC. Bibliotheque de TEcole des chartes. Paris. 1839 ff. 
BIHR. Bulletin of the Institute of Historical Research. London. 1923 ff. 
BiSl. Bullettino dell’ Istituto storico italiano. Rome. 1886 ff. 
BRAH. Boletin de la R. Academia de ia historia. Madrid. 1877 ff. 
CQR. Church Quarterly Review. London. 1875 ff. 
DZG. Deutsche Zeitschrift fiir Geschichtswissenschaft. Freiburg-im-Breisgau. 

1889-98. f on^inued «.y HV’JS. See Mow, 
DZRR. Deutsche Zeitschrift fiir Kirchenrecht. Freiburg-im-Brelsgau. 1891 ff. 
EHR. English Historical Review. London. 1886 ff. 
FDG. Forsediungen zur deutscheii Geschichte. Gottingen. 1860 ff. 
HJ. Historisches .lahrbuch. Munich, 1880 ff. 
HVJS. Historische Vierteljahrsschrift. Leipsic. 1898 ff. 
HZ. Historische Zeitschrift (von Syhel). Munich and Berlin. 1859 ff. 
JQR. Jewish Quarterly Review. London. 1889-1908. New series. Philadelphia. 

191 Off. 
MA. Lemoyeiiage. Paris. lB88ff. 
MGWJ. Monatsschrift fur die Geschichte und \Vi.ssenschaft des Judenthums. 

Dresden, and later Breslau. 1851 ff. 
MIOGF. Mitt(h)eilungen des Instituts fiir osterreichisclie Geschichtsforschuiig. 

Innsbruck. 1880ff. 
Neu. Arch. Neues Archiv der Gesellschaft fiir altere deutsche Geschichtskunde. 

Hanover and Leipsic. 1876 ff. 
NRDb (and RDF). Nouvelle Revue hist, de droit fram^ais et etranger. Paris. 

1877-1921; continued as Revue hist, de droit francais et etranger. 
Paris. 1922 ff. 

QFIA. Quellen und Forschungen aus italienischeii Archiven und Bibliotheken. 
Rome. 1898 ff. 

RABM. Revista de Archivos, Bibliotecas, y Museos. Madrid. 1871 ff. 
RB^n. Revue benedictine. Maredsous. 1890ff. 
RDF. See above, NRDF. 
REJ. Revue des dtudes juives. Paris. 1880 ff. 
RH. Revue historique. Paris. 1876 ff. 
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RHE. Revue d’histoire eccl^siastique. Louvain. 1000 ff. 
RQ. RomischeQuartalschrift fiir christliche Alterthumskunde und fiir Kirchen- 

geschichte. Rome. 1887 ff. 
RQH. Revue des questions historiques. Paris. 1866 ff. 
SBAW. Siteurmsberichte der (kon.) bayerischen Akademie der Wissenscliaften. 

[HiUos.-nhilol.-hist. ('lasse.] Munich. 1891 ff. 
SKAW. Sitzungsbericnte der (kaiserlichen) Akademie der Wissenschaften. 

[Philos.-hist. Classe.] Vienna. 1848 ff. 
SPAW. Sitzungsberichte der (kon.) preussischen Akademie der Wiggenjwjhaften. 

Berlin. 1882 ff. 
TRHS. Transactions of the Royal Historical Society. London. 1871 ff. 
ZDMG. Zeitschriftder deutschen morgenlandischeri Gesellschaft. Leipsic. 1840 ff. 
ZKG. Zeitachrifk fiir Kirchengeschichte. Gotha. 1877 ff. 
ZR. Zeitschrift fiir Rechtsgeschichte. Weimar. 1861-78. Continued as 
ZSR. Zeitschrift der Savigny-Stiftung fiir Rechtswissenschaft. Weimar. 1880 ff. 

[Each vol. contains a Romanistische, a Germanistische, and after 
1911, a Kanonistische Abteilung.l 

ZWT. Zeitschrift fiir wissenschaftliche llieologie. Frankfort-on-Main. 1868 ff. 

(2) Other abbreviations used are : 

AcadIBL. Acadtoie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres. 
AcadIP. Academic Imperiale de Petersbourg. {Now Acad, des sciences de I’Uniou 

des r^puoliques sovi^tiques socialistes. Leningrad.) 
AllgDB. Allgemeiiie deutsche Biograpliie. See Gen. BibL i. 
ASBoll. Acta Sanctorum Bollandiana. See Gen, Bibl. iv. 
BAW. (Konigliche) bayerische Akademie der Wissenschaften. Munich. 
BHE. Biblioth^ue de I’^cole des Hautes ittudes. Se^ Gen. Bibi. v. 
Bouquet. See Rerum Gal Hear um...scriptores in Gen. Bibl. tv. 
Cal.SP. Calendars of State Papers, Close Rolls, Patent Rolls, etc., issued by the 

State Paper Office, Public Record Office, and General Register House. 
Class, hist. Classiques de Thistoire de France au moyen age. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
Coll.doc. Collection de documents in^dits sur I'histoire de France. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
Coll, texteg.Collection de textes pour servir a I’etude et a Tenseignement de Thistoire. 

See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
CSEL. Corpus scriptorum eccleaiasticorum latinorum. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
eSHB. Corpus scriptorum historiae B5n2antinae. 
DNB. Dictionary of National Biography. See Gen. Bibl. i. 
EcfrAR. Ecoles fran^ai-see d’Athenes et de Rome. Paris. 
EETS. Early English Text Society. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
EncBr. Encyclopaedia Britannica. See Gen. Bibl. i. 
Fonti. Fonti per la storia d’ Italia. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
KAW. (Raiserliche) Akademie der Wissenschaften. Vienna. 
Mansi. See Gen. Bibl. iv under Councils, General. 
MGH. Monumenta Germaniae Historica. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
MHP. Monumenta historiae patriae. Turin. See Gen. Bibl, iv. 
MPG. Migne’s Patrologiae cursus completus. Ser. graeco-latina. [Greek texts 

with Ijatin translations in parallel columns.] See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
MPL. Migue's Patrologiae cursus completus. Ser. latina. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
PAW. (Konigliche) preussische Akademie der Wissenschaften. Berlin. 
P.R.O. Public Record Office, 
RAH. Real Academia de la Historia. Madrid. 
RC. Record Commissioners. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
Rolls. Rerum Britannicarum medii aevi scriptores. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
RR. 11.SS. See Muratori in Gen. Bibl. iv. 
SGUS. Scriptores rerum Germanicarum in usum scholarum. See Monumenta 

Germaniae Historica in Gen. Bibl. iv. 
SHF. Soci^t^ de Thistoire de France. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 
SRD. Scriptores rerum Danicarum medii aevi. See Gen, Bibl. iv. 
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Abb. Abhandlungen. mem. 
sntiq. antiquarian, autiquaire. m^m. 

Ill apMndix. 
couection. 

n.s. 

IIT disc. discourse, discurso. 
diss. dissertation. k. j 
docs. documents. r. \ 
ed., edn. edited, edition. repr. 
enl. enlarged. rev. 
Gesch. Geschichte. roy. 
ffesch. ffeschichtlich. 

history, histoire, historical. 
ser. 

nist. 80C. 

historique, historisch. stor. 
Jahrb. Jahrbuch. 

rkaiserlich. 
Viert. 

k. <1 kdniglich. 
vkoniuklijk. 

memoir, 
m^moire. 
new series, 
programme, 
published^ public. 

real, reale. 

reprinted, 
revised, 
royal, royale. 
series. 
society, soci^te, societa. 
storico, storica. 
V ierteljahrsschrift. 
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GENERAL BIBLIOGRAPHY. 

I. DICTIONARIES, BIBLIOGRAPHIES, AND GENERAL 

WORKS OF REFERENCE. 

Allgemeine deutsche Biogr^hie. Ed. Liliencron, R. von, and Wegele, F. X. 
(Hist. Commission BAWt) 56 vols. Leipsic. 1875-1912. (AllgDB.) 

Ballester, R. Bibliografia de la historia de Espafia. Gerona. 1921. [Select.] 
Baxter, J. H. and Johnson, C. Medieval l^tin word-list from British and Irish 

sources. London. 1934. 
Below, G. von, and Meinecke, F. edd. Handbuch der mittelalt. und neu. Geschichte, 

Munich. 1903 ff., in progress. (Below-Meinecke.) 
Bernheim, £. l^ehrbuch der historischen Methode und der Geschichtsphilosophie. 

6th and 6th enl. edn. Leipsic. 1908. 
Biographie nationale de Belgique. Brussels. 1866 ff., in progress. (Acad. Roy. des 

sciences, des lettres, et des beaux arts.) 
Biographie universelle, ancienne et moderne. Ed. Michaud, L. G. and others. 

45 vols. (Publ. by Desplaces.) Paris. 1843-65. [Greatly improved edn. of earlier 
work, 1811-28, and supplt., 1832-62.] 

Bouard, A. de. Manuel de diplomatique, fran9ai8e et poritificale. Vol. i. Paris. 
1029, in progress. 

Bresslau, H. Handbuch der Urkundenlehre fur Deutschland und Italien. 2nd edn, 
enl. 2 vols. in 3 pte. Leipsic. 1912-31. 

Cabrol, F. and Leclercq, H, Dictionnaire d’archeologie chretienne et de liturgie. 
Vols. i-xii. i (in 23 pts.). Paris. 1907ff., in progress. 

Calvi, E. Bibliografia generale di Roma medioevale e moderna. Pt. i. Medio Evo. 
Rome. 190f). Supplt. 1908. 

Capasso, B. Le fonti della storia delle provincie napolitane dal 568 al 1600. Ed. 
Mastrojanni, E. O, Naples. 1902. 

('appelli, A. Dizionario di abbreviature latine ed italiane. 3rd edn. Milan. 1929. 
Ceillier, R. Histoire generale des auteurs sacres et ecclesiastiques. 23 vols. Paris. 

1729-63. New edn. 14 vols. in 16. Paris. 1858-69. 
Chevalier, C. U, J. Repertoire des sources historiques du moyen ^e. Bio- 

bibliographie. Paris. 1883-8. Rev, edn, 2 vols. 1905-7. Topo-bibliographie, 
Montbeliard. 1894-1903, 

Dahlmann, F. C. and Waitz, G. Quellenkunde der deutschen Geschichte. 9th edn. 
Haering, H. Leipsic. 1931. Index. 1932. 

Dictionary of National Biography. Ed. Stephen, L. and Lee, S. 63 vols. London. 
1885-1900. let supplt. 3 vols. 1901. Errata vol. 1904. Re-issue. 22 vols. 
1908-9. 2nd supplt. 3 vols. 1912. 3rd supplt. 1927. Corrigenda and addenda 
publ. tn BIHR. 1923 ff., in progress, (DNB.) 

Dictionnaire de biographie fraiKj'aise. Ed. Balteau, J. and others, Vol. i. Paris, 
1933 ff., in progress. 

Du Cange, C. du Fresne. Glossarium ad scriptores mediae et iiifimae Latinitatis. 
Edns. of Henschel, 7 vols. Paris. 1840-50; and Favre, 10 vols. Niort 1883-7. 

- Glossarium ad scriptores mediae et infiinae Graecitatis. 2 vols, Lyons. 1688. 
Egidi, P. La storia medioevale. (Guide bibliograhche, 8-9.) Rome. 1922. [Publica¬ 

tions on Italy.] 
Enciclopedia italiana di scieuze, lettere, ed arti. Rome. 1929ff., in progress. 
Encyclopaedia Britannica. 11th and 13th edn. 32 vols. Cambridge. London and 

New York. 1910-26. 14th edn. 24 vols. London and New York. 1929. (EncBr.) 
Encyclopaedia of Islam. A dictionary of the geography, ethnography, and biography 

of the Muhammadan peoples. Ed. Houtsma, M. T., Arnold, T. \v., and Bai^t, R. 
Leiden and London. 1913 ff., in progress. 

Ersch, J. S. and Gruber, J. G. Allgemeine Eucyklopadie der Wisseuschaflen und 
Kunste. Berlin. 1818-90. (Ersch-Gruber.) [Incomplete.] 

Galbraith, V. H. An introduction to the use of the Public Records. Oxford. 1934. 
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Giry, A. Manuel de diplomatiaue. 2nd edn. 2 vols. Paris. 1925. 
Giuseppi, M. S. Guide to the Manuscripts preserved in the Public Record Office. 

2 vols. London. 1923-4. 
GrSsse, J. G. T. Lehrbuch einer allgemeinen Litterfirgeschichte aller bekannten 

Volker der Welt. 4 vols. Leipsic. 1837-'^>9. 
Grbber, G. ed, Grundriss der romanischen Philologie. 2 vols. Strasbourg. 1888- 

1902. 2nd edn. Vol. i. 1904-6. Neue Folge. i. iv. 1914. 
Gross, C. Sources and Literature of English History from the earliest times to 

about 1485. 2nd edn. enl. London. 1915. 
Hardy, T. D. Descriptive catalogue of materials relating to the history of Great 

Britain and Ireland to the end of the reign of Henry VII. 3 vols. in 4. (Rolls.) 
1862-71. 

Hastings, J. and Selbie, J. A. Encyclopaedia of Religion and Ethics. 13 vols. 
Edinburgh and New York. 1908-26. 

Herre, P., Hofmeister, A., and Stube, R. Quellenkunde zur Weltgeschichte. 
Leipsic. 1910. 

Herzog, J. J, and Hauck, A. Real-Encyklopadie fur protestantische Theologie und 
Kirche. 3rd edn. 24 vols. Leipsic. 1896-1913. 

Holtzendorff, F. von. Encyklopadie der Rechtswissenachaft. 6th edn. Leipsic. 
1890. 6th edn. Kohler, J. 2 vols. Leipsic. 1904. Vol. i. 7th edn. 1913. 
(Holtzendorff-Kohler.) 

International bibliography of historical sciences. (Ed. for the International com¬ 
mittee of historical sciences, Washington.) 1926 ff. Paris, London, etc. 1930 ff., 
in progress. 

Jabrcsbcrichte fiir deutsche Geschichte. Ed. Brackmann, A. und Hartung, F. 
Jahrg. 1925ff. Leipsic. 1927 ff., in progress. 

Jansen, M. and Schmitz-Kallenberg, L Historiographie und Quellen der deutschen 
Geschichte bis 1500. 2nd edn. (Meister’s Grundriss, i. vii. See below.) 1914. 

Lichtenberger, F. Encyclopedie des sciences religieuses. 13 vols. Paris. 1877-82. 
Lorenz, O. Deutschlands Geschichtsquellen im Mittelalter seit der Mitte des 

13 Jahrhta. 3rd edn. 2 vols. Berlin. 1886-7. 
Maigne d'Arnis, W. H. Lexicon manuale ad scriptores mediae et infimae Latinitatis. 

(Publ. by Migne.) Paris. 1858. Repr. 1866 and 1890. 
Meister, A. ed, Grundriss der Geschichtswissenschaft zur Einfiihrung in das 

Studium der deutschen Geschichte des Mittelalters und der Neuzeit. Leipsic. 
1906 ff. 2nd and 3rd edns. 1912 ff., in progress. 

Molinier, A. Les sources de I’histoire de rrance des origines aux guerres d'ltalie 
(1494). 6 vols. (Manuels de bibliographie historique, in. i.) Paris. 1901-6. 

Monod, G. Bibliographie de I’histoire de France depuis les origines jusqu’en 1789. 
Paris. 1888. 

Noiivelle Biographie geneTale,...avec les renseignements bibliographiques. Ed. 
Hofer, J. C. F. 46 vols. (Publ. by Didot freres.) Paris. 1854-66. 

Oudin, Casimir. Commentarius de scriptoribus ecclesiae antiquae illorumque scriptis 
tarn impressis quam manuscriptis adhuc extautibus. 3 vols. Frankfort-on-M. 
and I^eipsic. 1722. 

Paetow, L. J. Guide to the study of Medieval History. Rev. edn. (Mediaeval Acad. 
of America.) New York; and I^ondon. 1931. 

Paul, H. ed, Grundriss der germanischen Philologie. 3rd edn. Strasbourg. 
1911 ff. 

Pirenne, H. Bibliographie de Thistoire de Belgique. 3rd edn., with the collabora¬ 
tion of Nowe, H. and Obreen, H. Brussels. 1931. [Till 1698 includes all the 
Netherlands.] 

Potthast, A. Bibliotheca histories medii aevi. Wegweiser durch die Geschichtswerke 
des europaischen Mittelalters bis 1600. 2nd edn. 2 vols. Berlin. 1896. 

Redlich, O. and Erben, W. Urkundenlehre. Pte. i and lu. (Below-Meinecke. See 
above.) Munich. 1907, 11. 

Rivista storica italiana. Turin. 1884 ff., in progress. [Up to 1921 contained 
quarterly classified bibliography of books and articles on Italian history.] 

Sanchez Alonso, B. Fuentes de la historia espaflola. 2nd edn. Vol. i, Madrid. 1927. 
Solmi, A. La storia del diritto italiano. (Guide bibliografiche, 10.) Rome. 1922. 
Thompson, E. M. Introduction to Greek and Latin Palaeography. London. 1912. 
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Vacant, A. and Mangenot, E. Dictionnaire de th^ologie catholique. Paris. 1909 ff. 
Victoria History of the Counties of England. London. 1900 ff., in progress. (Viet. 

Co. Hist.) 
Vildhaut, H. Handbuch der Quellenkunde zur deutschen Geschichte. 2nd edn. 

2 vols. Werl. 1906, 9. 
Villien, A. and Magnin, E. Dictionnaire de droit canonique. Paris. 1924 ff., in 

progress. 
Wetzer, H. J. and VVelte, B. Kirchenlexikon oder Encyklopadie der katholischen 

Theologie, 1847-60. 2nd edn. Kaulen, F. Freibu^-i.-E. 1882-1903. Index. 
1903. fWetzer-Kaulen.^ French transl. Goschler, L 26 vols. Paris. 1869-70. 

Whitney, J. P. Bibliograpny of Church History. (Historical Assoc. Leaflet 55.) 
l^ondon. 1923. 

II. ATLASES AND GEOGRAPHY. 

Baudrillart-Vogt-Rouzies. Dictionnaire d'histoire et de g^ographie eccl^siastiques. 
Paris. 1911 ff., in progress. 

Beekman, A. A. ed. Geschiedkundige Atlas van Nederland. The Hague. 1911 ff., 
in progress. 

Droysen, G. Allgemeiner historischer Handatlas. Bielefeld. 1886. 
FIssen, L van der, ed. Atlas de g^graphie historique de la Belgique. Brussels and 

Paris. 1919 ff., in progress. 
Freeman, H A. Historical Geography of Europe vwith Atlas). London. 1881. 3rd 

edn. revised and ed. Bury, J. B. 1903. 
Kretschmer, K. Historische Geographie von Mitteleuropa. (Below>Meinecke. See 

i.) Munich. 1904. 
Longnon, A. Atlas hi.storique de la France depuis Cesar jusqu’k nos jours. (Text 

separate.) Paris. (1885-9.) 1912. [Incomplete.] 
Poole, R. L. ed. Historical Atlas of Mo<iern Euro|>e. Oxford. 1902. [With valuable 

introductions.] 
Putzger, F. W. Historischer Schul-Atlas. Ed. Baldamus, A. and others. 43rd edn. 

Bielefeld and I^eipsic. 1922. 
Schrader, F. ed. Atlas de geographie hivStorique. New edn. Paris. 1907. 
Shepherd, W. R. Historical atlas. 7th edn. New York and Loudon. 1929. 
Spruner-Menke. Hand-Atlas fiir die Geschichte des Mittelalters und der neueren 

Zeit. Gotha. 1880. (3rd edn. of Spruners Hand-Atlas, etc. Ed. Menke, T.) 

(For pf.ACE-NAMRs: —) 

Bischoff, H. T. and Moller, J. H, V^ergleichendes Worterbuch der alten, mittleren, 
und neuen Geographie. Gotha. 1892. 

Deschamps, P. Dictionnaire de Geographie. (Supplt. to Brunet, J. C. Manuel du 
Libraire.) Paris. 1870. 2nd edn. 2 vols. 1878, 80. 

(wrasse, J. G. T. Orbis Latinus. Dresden. 1861. Ed. Benedict, F. Berlin. 1909. 
[Part I only.] 

Martin, C. T. The Record Interpreter. London. 1892. 2nd edn. 1910. [For the 
British Isles.] 
See aUo ahot^e, i. Chevalier, C'. U. J. Repertoire etc., Topo-bibliographie. 

HI. CHRONOLOGY, NUMISMATICS, AND GENEALOGY. 

(CHRONOfiOOV:—) 

L’Art de verifier les dates et les faits historiques. 2* partie. Depuis la naissance de J.-C. 
3rd edn. Paris. 3 vols. 1783 ff., and other edns. and reprints. Also 4th edn. 
by Saint-Allais. 18 vols. 1818-19. 

Belviglieri, C. Tavole sincrone e genealogiche di storia italiana dal 306 a 1870. 
Florence. 1875. Repr. 1885. 

Bond, J. J. Handybook of rules and tables for verifying dates. 4th edn. London. 
1899. 

('alvi, E. Tavole storiche dei comuni italiani. Rome. 1903-7. i. Liguria e Piemonte. 
II. Marche, iii. Romagna. [Also useful bibliographies.] [All publ.] 

Cappelli, A. Cronoloj^ia, cronografia, e calendario perpetuo dal principio delP Era 
Cristiana ai giorni nostri. 2nd edn. Milan. 1930. 
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Eubel, C. Hierarchia catholica medii aevi. Vols. i, ir. 2nd edn. Munster. 1913-14. 
Crams, P. B. Series opiscoporum ecclesiae catholicae. (With supplt.) Ratisbon. 

1873, 86. Repr. 1931. 
Grotefend, H. Taschenbuch der Zeitrechnung des deutscheii Mittelalters und der 

Neuzeit 3rd eul. edn. Hanover. 1910. 
- Zeitrechnung des deutschen Mittelalters und der Neuzeit. 2 vols. Hanover. 

1891, 98. 
Janus: ein Datumweiser fiir alle Jahrhunderte. By Doliarius, %T. E. Leipsic. n.d. 
Lane-Poole, S. The Mohammadan Dynasties. London. 1804. Repr. 1926. 
Mas Latrie, J. M. J. L. de. Tresor de chronologie, d’histoire, et de geographic pour 

retude des documents du moyen ^e. Paris. 1889. 
Nicolas, Sir N, H. llie chronology of history. Revised edn. London. 1838. 
Poole, R. L. Medieval reckonings of time. (Helps for Students of History.) S.P.C.K. 

London. 1918. 
Riihl, F. Chronologie des Mittelalters und der Neuzeit. Berlin. 1897. 
Schram, R. Hilfstafelu fiir Chronologie. Vienna. 1883. New edii. Kalendario* 

graphische und chronologische Tafeln. Leipsic. 1908. 
Stokvis, A. M. H. J. Manuel d’histoire, de genealogie, et de chronologie de tous les 

^Itats du globe, etc. 3 vols. Leyden. 1888-93. 
Stubbs, W. Registrum sacrum Anglicanum. 2nd edn. Oxford. 1897. 
{Note:—Much information in such works as Gallia Christiana; Quien, Oriens 

Christianus; Ughelli, Italia sacra; for which see iv, below.) 

(Numismatics : —) 

Blanchet, A. and Dieudonne, A. Manuel de numismatique fran^ai.se. V^ols. i, ii. 
Paris. 1912, 16. 

Brooke, G. C. English Coins. London. 1932. 
Corpus nummorum italicorum. Vols. i-xv. Rome. 1910 ff., in progress. 
Dieudonne, A. Les Monnaies fran9aisea. (Collection Payot, 34.) Paris. 1926. 
Engel, A. and Serrure, R, Traite de numismatique du moyen age. 3 vols. Paris. 

1891-1905. 
Grueber, H. A. Handbook of the Coins of Great Britain and Ireland in the British 

Museum. London. 1899. 
Hill, G. F. Coins and Medals. (Helps for Students of History.) S.P.t^K. London. 

1920. [Bibliographical guide. 1 
Luschin von Ebengreuth, A. Allgemeine Miinzkunde und Geldgeschichte des 

Mittelalters und der neueren Zeit. (Below-Meinecke. See abotje, i.) Munich. 
1904. 2nd edn. 1926. 

Martinori, £. La Moneta. Rome. 1915. [Dictionary of names of coins.] 

(Geneaix)gy:—) 

Cokayne, G. E. Complete Peerage of England, Scotland, Ireland, Great Britain 
and the United Kingdom. 8 vols. Exeter. 1887-98. New enl. edn. Gibbs, V. 
and others. London. 1910 flf., in progress. 

Fernandez de Bethencourt, F. Historia genealdapca y heraldica de la Monarquia 
Es^nola, Casa Real, y Grandes de Espana. Madrid. 1897 ff. , in progress. 

Foras, E. A. de, and Mareschal de Luciane. Armorial et Nobiliaire de 1 ancien duche 
de Savoie. Vols. i-v. Grenoble. 1863ff., in progress. 

George, H. B. Genealogical Tables illustrative of Modern History. Oxford. 1873. 
5th edn. rev. and enl. Weaver, J. R. H. 1916. 

Grote, H. Stammtafeln mit Anhang calendarium medii aevi. (Muuzstudien. Vol. 
IX.) Leipsic. 1877. 

Guasco di Bisio, F. Dizionario feudale degli antichi stati sardi e della Lombardia 
dair epoca carolingica ai nostri tempi (774-1909). 6 vols. (Biblioteca della soc. 
storica subalpina. Vols. 54-68.) Pinerolo. 1911. 

Institut h^raldique de France. Le Nobiliaire universel. 24 vols. Paris. 1864-1900. 
Litta, P. (and continuators). Famiglie celebri italiane. 11 vols. Milan and Turin. 

1819-99. 2nd series. Naples. 1902-23. [No more publ.] 
Moreri, L. Legranddictionnairehistorique. Latest edn. 10 vols. Paris. 1769. English 

version. Collier, J. 2nd edn. with supplts. and app. 4 vols. London. 1701-16. 
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Voigtel^ T. G. and Cohn^ L. A. Stammtafeln zur Ge^chichte d. europ^schen 
Stiiaten. Vol. u Die deutschen Staateu u. d. Niederlande. Bruuflwick. 1871. 

See aUo L'Art de ve'riiier les dates (above), Lane-Poole^ Mohammadan Dynasties 
(above), and Stokvis (above), 

IV. SOURCES AND COLLECTIONS OF SOURCES. 

Achcry, L. d’. Spicile^^ium sive collectio veterum aliquot scriptorum. 13 vols. 
Paris. 1655(1665)-77. New edn. Barre, L. F. J. de la. 3 vols. Paris. 1723. 

Acta Sanctorum Bollandiana. Jan.-Oct vi. Antwerp, Brussels, and Tongerloo. 
1643-1794. Oct. vii-xin. Brussels, Paris and Rome, Paris. 1845-83. Nov. 
Paris and Rome, Brussels. 1887 ff., in progress. [The reprint of Jan.-Oct. x 
published by Palme at Paris and Home, 1803 ft., among otlier variations, has 3 
instead of 2 vols. of Jan., and re-arranges the contents of the 7 vols. of June.] 
(ASBoll.) [Supplemented by Analecta Bollandiana. 1882 ff. (AB.)] 

Archivio storico italiano. (ASI.) See List of Abhreviaiions (1). 
Biblioteca della societa storica subalpina. Ed. Gabotto, F. and Talloue, A. Pinerolo, 

etc. 1899 ff., in progress. [Contains charters and monographs.] 
Bohmer, J. F. Regesta imperii. See below, lm[>erial Documents. 
Bouquet. See Reruro Gallicarum...8criptore8. 
Camden Society. Publications. London. 1838 ff., in progress. (Now publ. by the 

Roy. Hist. Soc.) 
Classiques de Thistoire de France au moyen age. General editor: Halphen, L. 

Paris. 1924 ff., in progress. (Class, hist.) [Texts and French translations.] 
Collection de chroniques Beiges inedites. Brussels. 1830 ff., in progress. 
Collection de documents in^dits sur I’histoire de France. Paris. 183.5 ff., in progress. 

(Coll, doc.) 
Collection de textes pour servir a I’etude et a Fenseignement de Fhistoire. 49 vols. 

Paris. 1880-1913. (Coll, textes.) 
Corpus luris Canonici. V'ol. i. Decretum Gratiani. Vol. ii. Decretales Gregorii 

Pi^e IX, etc. Ed. Friedberg, E. Leipsic. 1879, 81. [Critical edition.] 
- (Edition of Gregory XI11.) 3 vols. Lyons. 1.584; and other 10th-century edns. 

also. [Contains the medieval glosses.] 
Corpus Juris (.’ivilis. 3 vols. Berlin. pOitical edn.] 

Vol. I. Institutiones. Ed. Krueger, r. Digesta. Ed. Mommsen, T. 15th edn. 1928. 
V'ol. If. Codex lustinianus. Ed. Krueger, P. 10th e«in. 1929. 
Vol, III. Novellae. Ed, Schoell, R. and Kroll, VV. 5th edn. 1928. 

- Ed. Gothofredus, FI 3rd edn. 6 vols. ('ologne. 1612; and other edns. 
[Contains the medieval glosses and additions, such as the Libri F'eudorum.] 

Corpus scriptorum ecclesiasticorurn latinorum. Vienna. 1800ff., in progress. (CSEL.) 
Corpus statutorum Italicorum. Ed. Sella, P. and others. V^ols. i-xiv. Rome. 1912 ff., 

in progress. 
Councils, General and other: 

Mansi, J. D. Sacrorum conciliorum collectio. 31 vols. Florence and V'^cnice. 
1759-98. Repr. Martin, J. B. and Petit, L. (With continuation, vols. 32-50.) 
Paris. 1901 ff., in progress. (Mansi.) 

F'inke, H. ed. Acta concilii Constanciensis. 4 vols. Munster. 1896-1928. 
- F’orschungen und Quellen zur Ge^chichte des Konstanzer Konzils. 

Paderborn. 1889. 
Haller, J. and others, edd. Concilium Basiliense. Studien und Quellen zur 

Geschichte des Konzils von Basel. 7 vols. Basel. 1890-1926. 
Monumentaconciliorum generaliuin saeculi xv. Concilium Basiliense. Scriptures. 

Vols. I, n, III. i-iv. (KAW.) Vienna. 1857-96. 
Wilkins, D. Concilia Magnae Britanniae et Hiberniae. 4 vols. London. 1737. 

Dugdale, W. Monasticoii Auglicanum. 3 vols. London. 1655-73. New edn. by 
Caley, J. and others. 6 vols. in 8. Loudon. 1817-30. Repr. 1846. 

Early English Text Society. Publications. London. 1864 ff., in progress. (EETS.) 
EspaAa Sagrada. Ed. Florez, H. and others. 51 vols. Madrid. 1747-1879. 
Fej^r, G. Codex diplomaticua Hungariae ecclesiastic us et civilist (C.'hronological 

table by Knauz, F\ Index by Czin^r, M.) 46 vols. Buda-Pest. 1829-66. 
Fontes rerum Austriacarum. Osterreichische Geschichtsouellen. Abt. i. Scriptures. 

Abt. 11. Diplomataria et acta. (Hist. Commission KAW.) Vienna. 1849 ff. 
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Fontes rernm Bohemicarum. Ed. Emler, J. and others. Prague. 1873 ff. 
Fonti per la storia d’ Italia. Publ. by Istituto storico italiano. Rome. 1887 in 

progress. (Chronicles, 39 vols. Letters, 8 vols. Diplomas, 8 vols. Statutes, 
7 vols. Laws, 1 vol. Antiquities, 3 vols. Poems, 1 vol.) (Fonti.) 

Gallia Christiana (Vetus). Ed. Sainte-Marthe, S. de, and others. 4 vols. Paris. 1656. 
- (Nova). Vols. i-xiii. Ed. Sainte-Marthe, D. de, and others. Vols. xiv-xvi. 

Ed. Haureau, B. Paris. 1715-1865. 2nd edn. Revised by Piolin, P. Vols. i -v, 
XI, XIII. Paris. 1870-8. Provincia Tolosana. New edn. Vol. i. Toulouse. 1892. 

- (Novissima). Ed. Albanes, J. H. and Chevalier, C. U. J. 7 vols. Montb^liard 
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CHAPTER L 

THE COUNCILS OF CONSTANCE AND BASLE. 

I. BIBLIOGRAPHIES. 

Lists of sources and literature may be found in Dahlmann-Waitz, Quellenkunde; 
Molinier, Les sources de Thist. de France, Vol. iv; Potthast, Bibliotheca historica; 
Paetow, Guide to the study of Medieval History (for all whicli see Gen. BibL i). 

Reference should also be made to the Bibliojii^raphy of Vol. vii, ch. x, pp. 867-8 
for the Great Schism, and infra to those of Vol. viii, chapters ii and iii, for the 
Hussite controversy. 

II. SOURCES. 

A. Collections. 

Acta concilii Constanciensis. Ed. Finke, H. See Gen. Bihl. iv under Councils, 
General. 

Concilia Germaniae, Ed. Schannat, J. F., Hartzheim, J. etc. Vol. v. Coloarne. 
1768. 

Concilium Basiliense. Studien und Quellen zur Geschichte des Konzils von Basel. 
Ed. Haller, J. and others. See Gen. BibL iv under Councils, General. 

Hardt, E. H. von der. Magnum oecumenicum Constantiense concilium. Vols. i-vi. 
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Mansi, J. D. Sacrorum concilioruin collectio. V^ols. xxvri-xxxi, and xxxv. See Gen. 
Bihl. IV under Councils, General. 
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Wilkins, D. Concilia Magnae Britanniae et Hiberniae. Vol. in. See Gen. Bihl. iv 
under Councils, General. 
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Acta varia ad Concilium Basileerise pertinentia. In Martene and Durand. Veterum 
script et monument, hist....collectio. V'ol, viii. See above, ii a. 

Baumgarten, P, M. Aus Karizlei und Kammer Erorterungeu zur kurialen Hof- und 
Verwaltiingsgeschichte im 13, 14, und 15 Jahrht. Freiburg. 1907. 

- Von der apostolischen Kanzlei. Untersuchun^en uber die papstlicheri Tabel- 
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[Appendix of docs.] 

Bresslau, H. Zur Geschichte Kaiser Sigmunds. FDG. xviii. 1878. 
Breviscoxa, Johannes. De fide et ecclesia, Romano pontifice, et concilio generaii. 

^ In Gerson, J. Opera omnia. Vol. i. See below. 
Caro, J. Aus der Kanzlei Kaiser Sigmunds. AOG, lix. 1880. 
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und Kircheugeschichte des Mittelalters. v and vii. 1889, 91. 
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Pinsson, F, Caroli VH...Pragmatica Sanctio. Paris. 1666. 
Pulka, Petrus. Epistolae. Ed. Firnhaber, F. in AOG. xv. 1856. 
Repertorium Gerinanicum. Regesteri aus d. papstl. Archiven zur Gesch. des Deut- 

schen Reiches, etc. See Gen. Bibl. iv under Papal Documents. 
Richerius, Edmundus. Libellus de ecclesiastica et politica potestate. Cologne. 1701. 
- Vindiciae doctrinae majorum scholae Parisiensis. Cologne. 1683. 
Sanctiandree, Copiale nrioratus. The letter-book of James Haldenstone, prior of St 
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1930. 

Simonsfeld, H. Analekten zur Papst- und Conciliengeschichte im 14 und 15 Jahrht. 
/nAbh. BAW, Hist.-Cl. xx. 1891-2. 

Theodericus de Niem (Dietrich von Nieheim). De modis uniendi et reformandi 
ecclesiam in Concilio Universal!, Ed. Heimpel, H. {with title Dialog liber Union 
und Reform der Kirche, 1410.) Leipsic. 1933. 

- De scismate. Ed. Erler, G. Leipsic. 1890. 
- Nemus unionis. Ed. Schard, S. Basle. 1566. 

Traitez des droits et libertez de T^lise Gallicane. (Preuves des libertez de T^glise 
Gallicane.) [Ed. Brunet, J. L.j Vol. iii. [ParisJ 1731. [Contains proceedings at 
Bourses, etc.] 

Ti-aversan, Ambrogio. Latinae epistolae. Ed. Mehus, L. Florence. 1759. 
Tudeschis, Nicolaus de. (Panormitanus.) De electione et electi potestate. In Prima 

si^r primo decretalium. Lyons. 1546. flP. 118-84. 
- De concilio Basiliensi. In Consilia, quaestiones, etc. Lyons. 1546. fF. 126-37. 
- Questiones subtilissime, Questio i. Ibid. ff. 138-43. 

C. Narrative. 

Aeneas Silvius Piccolomini (Pius II). Briefwechsel. Ed. Wolkan, R. (Fontes rerum 
Austriacarum. Abt. n. Vols. lxi, lxii, lxvii, Lxvin.) Vienna. 1909-18. 

- Commentarii de gestis Basiliensis concilii. in Opera omnia. Basle. 1551. Also 
in Fasciculus rerum expetendarum.... Ed. Brown, E. Vol. i. London. 1690. 

- De rebus Basiliae gestis stante vel dissolute concilio. Ed. Fea, C. in Pius II... 
a calumniis vindicatus. Rome. 1823. 
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Antoninus, St (Archbp. of Florence), Summa historialis. In Opera omnia, Vol, i. 
Florence. 1741. 

Baluzius, S. Vitae paparum Avenionensium. New edn. by Mollat, G. 4 vols. Paris. 

1914-27. 
Basler Chroniken. Ed. Vischer, W. and others. 7 vols. (Hist. Gesellsch. in Basel.) 

Leipsic. 1872-1915. 
Baye, Nicolas de. Journal. Ed. Tuetey, A. (SHF.) Paris. 1885. 
Bruni, L. (Aretino). Rerum suo tempore jcestarum commentarius. Ed. Santini, E. 

and Pierro, C. di. RR.II.SS. New edn. Vol. xix, pt. 3. 
Cerretanis, Jacobus de. Diarium. Ed. Finke, H. in Forschungen...zur Gesch. d. 

Konst Konzils. See Gen. Bihl. rv under Councils, General. 
Dacher, Gebhard. Historia ma^natum in Constantiensi concilio primis concilii annis 

XIV et XV. In Mansi. Vol, xxviii. See Gen. Bihl. iv under Councils, General. 
Fillastre, GuiUelmus. Diarium. Ed. Finke, H. in Forschungen...zurGe8ch. d. Konst. 

Konzils. See Gen. Bihl. iv under Councils, General. 
Gattaro of Padua, Andrea, Taf^ebuch der venezianischen Gesandten beim Conzil zu 

Basel, 1433-5. Ed. Wackernagel, R. in Basler Jahrb. 1885. 
Knopfler, A. Eine Tagebuch Fragment iiber das Konstanzer Konzil. HJ. xi. 1890. 
Patricius, Augustinus. Summa concilii Basiliensis. In Concilia Germaniae. Vol. v. 

See above, ii a. 

Ruppert, P. Die Chroniken der Stadt Konstanz. 2 vols. Constance. 1890-1. 
Theodericus de Niem (Dietrich von Nieheim). Historia de vita Johannis XXIII. Ed. 

Hardt in Magnum oecumenicum Constant, concilium. Vol. ii. See aboi^e, n a. 

Ulrich von Richental. Chronik des Konstanzer Konzils. Ed. Buck, M. R. (Bihl. 
des lit. Vereins in Stuttgart, 158.) Tubingen. 1882. 

Windecke, Eberhart Denkwurdigkeiten zur Geschichte des Zeitalters Kaiser Sig¬ 
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III. MODERN WORKS. 

A. General. 

Ballerini, J. De potestate ecclesiastica summorum pontificum et conciliorum gene- 
ralium liber. Verona. 1788, Also in Migne. Theologiae cursus completus. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

THE EMPIRE IN THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY. 
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Osmanen (1392-1437). Gotha. 1^2. 
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CHAPTER V. 

THE PAPACY AND NAPLES IN THE FIFTEENTH 
CENTURY. 

[^6 ako the Bibliography of ch. vi below,'] 
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CHAPTER VIIL 

FRANCE: LOUIS XL 

I. SPECIAL BIBLIOGRAPHIES. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

THE KINGDOM OF BURGUNDY OR ARLES FROM THE 
ELEVENTH TO THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY. 
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CHAPTER X. 

THE LOW COUNTRIES. 
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the earlier period most of the narrative texts are in the MGH. For Belgian charters 
and diplomas, consult VV^auters, A. Table chronologique des chartes et diplomes 
imprimis concernant I’histoire de la Belgique (-1350). 13 vols. (Comm. roy. d’hist. 
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Chronicon coniitum Flandrensium (-1428). Ed. Warnkoenig, L. in Corpus chroni- 
coriim Flandriae. Ed. Smet, J, J. de. Vol. r. (Comm. roy. d'hist. de Belgique.) 
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Istore et croniques de Flandres (-1408). Ed. Kervyn de Lettenhove. 2 vols. (Ibid.) 

Brussels. 1879-80. 
La Marche, Olivier de. Memoires (1435-88). Ed. Beaune, H. and d’Arbaumont, J. 
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nationales fran^aises. xiiiii-xLvii.) Paris. 1827-8. Also publ. separately. 
Monstrelet, E. de. Clironique (1400-44). Ed. Douet d’Arcq, L. 6 vols. (SHF.) 
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Wohlwill, A. Die Anfange der land.stiindi.sehen Verfassung ini Bistum Liittich. 
lAipsic. 1867. 

C. The Burgundian Period. 

(a) Political. 

Beaucourt, G. du Fresne dc. Histoire de Charles VII. 6 vols. Paris. 1881-91. 
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CHAPTER XllL 

IRELAND, 1315—c. 1485. 

See ako the Bibliography to Vol. vii, ch. xviii (Ireland to 1315), to which the 
following is merely a supplement of additional works for this period. 

1. ORIGINAL AUTHORITIES. 

A. Calendars op Records and Collections of Deeds and Documents. 

Irish Exchequer Rolls, Edward II to Richard III. MSS. in P.R.O., London, [Im¬ 
portant for detailed history of the period.] 

MS. Brit. Mus. Titus B. xi. Extracts in Gilbert, J. T., History of the V^iceroys of 
Ireland. Dublin. 18G5. 

Statute Rolls of the Parliament of Ireland. Henry VI and 1 12 Edward IV. Ed. 
Berrv, H. F. 2 vols. Dublin. 1910, 14. 

Original documents containing the submission.s of the Irish to Ricliard 11 in P.R.O., 
London. Printed in Curtis, E. Richard II in Ireland. See MoWy ii. 

Calendar of the Carew MSS. (Miscellaneous). Ed. Brewer,.!, S. and Bullen,V\^ (Rolls.) 
1871. [C'Ontains many extracts from documents not now to be found elsewhere.] 

Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland. Ed. Bain, J. V’ol. iii (1307-57). (( al. 
SP.) Edinburgh. 1887. 

Calendar of the Liber Ruber of Ossory (original compiled for the most part c. 1300). 
Ed, Lawlor, H. J. in Proc. Roy. Irish Acad, xxvii (c), pp. l.')9-208. Dublin. 
1909. 

Calendar of Ormond deeds, 1172 -1350. Ed. Curtis, E. (Irish MSS. Commission.) 
Dublin. 1932. 

Calendars of the Registers of Archbishops Sw'eteinan (1302 80) and Fleming 
(1404-16). Ed. l..awlor, H. J. in Proc. Roy. Irish Acad, xxix, xxx. Dublin. 
The original Registers of these and other archbishops of Armagh from 1.302-1550 
(with short gaps) are in the Public Library, Armagh. 4'ranscripts in Trin. C-oll. 
Dublin. 

Issues of the Exchequer (Hen. Ill to Hen. VI). Ed. Devon, F. (RC.) lAiiidon. 1837. 
Muniments of Edmund de Mortimer, third Earl of March, concerning his Liberty of 

Trim. Ed. Wood, H. in Proc. Roy. Irish .\cad. xl(c), np. 312 55. Dublin. 1932. 
Plea Rolls relating to Bruce ami De I^cy: transcribed by (iilbert, J. T., hi (diartularies 

of St Mary’s Abbey, Dublin. V’ol, ii, App. 2. (Rolls.) 1884. 
Proceedings and Ordinances of the Privy Council (lobO 1542). hhl. Nicolas, N. H. 

7 vols. (RC.) lAindon. 1834 7- 
Red Book of Ormond. Ed. W hite, N. B. (Irisli MSS. Commission.) Dublin. 1932. 
Roll of the Proceedings of the King’.s Council in Ireland..., 1392-3, Ed. Graves, J. 

(Rolls.) 1877. 
Rotuli selecti ad res Anglicas et Hihernicasspectaules. Ed. Hunter, J. (RC\) London. 

1834. 

B. Annai>j and Narrative Sources. 

Annales Hiberniae Fratris Jobannis Clyn (contemporary from 1315 to 1349). Ed. 
Butler, R. (Irish Archaeol. Soc.) Dublin, 1849. 

Annales Breves Hiberniae auctore 'Ilmddaeo Dowling (to 16(X)). l/nd. 
Annals of Ireland from 1443 to 1468, translated from the Irish by Dudley Firbi.s8e 

(Dubhaltach MacFirbisigh) in 1606. Ed. O’Donovan, tf. (Irish Archaeol. Soc. 
Miscellany, i, pp. 198-302.) Dublin. 1846. 

The Bruce by John Barbour. Ed. Mackenzie, VV. M. London. 1909. The text 
based mainly on Skeat’s recension. EETS. 1870-89. 
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Cath Fhochairte Bri^hite. Ed. and transl. Morris, H. in Louth Archaeol. Journal. 
Vol. I, p. 87. [Preserves the Irish tradition of Edward Bruce’s invasion.] 

Chronicque de la traison et mort de ttichart deux. Ed. Williams, B. (English 
Hist. Soc.) I.K)ndoii. 1846. 

Creton, Jean. Histoire du roy d’Angleterre Richard, traictant particulierement la 
rebellion de see subiectz. Ed. with Engl, transl. Webb, J. in Arcliaeologia. xx. 
London. 1824. 

Froissart, Jean. C'hroriiques. Ed. Kervyn de Lettenhove. 25 vols. in 26. Brussels. 
1867-77. Engl, transl. Bourchier, J., Lord Berners. Chronicles of England, 
France, etc. Ed. -Ker, W. P. 6 vols. (Tudor Transl. Library.) London. 
1901~<3. [Bks III and iv, ch. 198. Berners, Vol. vi, p. 147, gives Christede’s 
account to Froissart of Richard IPs first expedition to Ireland, 1394-6.] 

Henry Marlebourgh’s Chronicle of Ireland. MS. E. 3.20. Trin. Coll. Dublin. The 
part from 1285 to 1421 printed in W’^are, J. Ancient Irish Histories. Vol. ii. 
Dublin. 1809. 

II. MODERN WORKS. 

Armstrong, O. Edward Bruce’s invasion of Ireland. London. 1923. 
Bryan, D. Gerald FitzGerald, the great Earl of Kihlare (1456-1513). Dublin. 1933. 
(larke, M. V. The Irish Modus Tenendi Parliameritum. EHR. xlviii (1933). 
- William of Windsor in Ireland, 1369-76. In Proc. Roy. Irish Acad, xli (c), 

pp. 55-130. Dublin.^ 1932. 
('onway, A. Henry VU’s relations with Scotland and Ireland, 1485- 98. With a 

chapter on the Acts of the Poynings Parliament 1494-5, by E. Curtis. Cambridge. 
1932. 

( urtis, E. Richard II in Ireland, 1394-5. Oxford. l‘J27. [(’ontaiiis texts, trans¬ 
lations, and annotations concerning the submissions of the Irish chiefs.] 

-lJnj)uhlished letters from Richard II in Ireland. In Proc. Roy. Irish Acad. 
XXXVII (c), pp. 270-303, Dublin. 1927. 

- Richard, Duke of York, as Viceroy of Ireland, 1447- 60. In Journ. of the Roy. 
Soc. of Antiq. of Ireland, lxu, pt. ii (1932), pp. 158-86. 

Philips, VV. Alison, cd. History of tlie Church of Ireland. Vol. i. l4)ndon. 1933. 
Quin, D. B. The Irish parliamentary subsidy in the fifteenth and sixteenth cen¬ 

turies. In Proc, Roy. Irish A<;ad. xui (c), pp. 219-46. Dublin. 1935. 
Richardson, H. G. and Sayles, (i. O. The Irish Parliaments of Edward I. In Proc. 

Roy. Irish Acad, xxxviii (c), pp. 128-47. Dublin. 1929, 
Wood, H. The titles of the Chief Governors of Ireland, hi Bulletin...Institute of 

Hist, Research, xiii (1935-6). 1 — 8. 

CHAPTER XIV. 

SCOTLAND, 1328-1488. 

See the Bibliography to Vol. vii, ch. xix, pp. 915-18. 

Additions to Original Authorities. 

Calendar of Scottish supplications to Rome, 1418-22. See Gen. Bibl, iv under Papal 
Documents. 

Banctiaiidree, C-opiale prioratus. The letter-book of Janies Haldenstone, prior of 
St Andrews (1418-43.) Ed. Baxter, J. H. (St Andrews Univ. publns. xxxi.) 
Ijondon. 1930. 

Additions to Modern Works. 

Cameron, A. I. The Apostolic Camera and Scottish benefices, 1418-88. (St Andrews 
Univ. publns. xxxv.) Ixindon. 1934. 

Haiinay, R. K. llie College of Justice: essays on tlie institution and development 
of the Court of Session. Edinburgh. 1933. 



928 

CHAPTER XV. 

SPAIN, 1412-1516. 

[For general histpries of Spain, ftee Gen. Bill. v. Some of the books and docu¬ 
ments listed in the Bibliograpny of Vol. vi, ch. xx are also useful for this period.] 

Bibliographies. 

The bibliography of the whole of Spanish history is to be found in Sanchez 
Alonso, B. Fuentes de la historia espauola e hispanoamericana. 2nd edn. 2 vols. 
Madrid. 1927. 

Other bibliographies are listed in Vol. vi, ch. xii, pp. 912, 916, 917, 920. 
For Neapolitan affairs, eee supra, the Bibliography to ch. v, pp. 857-9. 
For a select bibliography of works published before 1902 on the discovery of 

America, see the Bibliography to Vol. i, ch. i of the Cambridge Modern History. 
1902. For w'orks published 1900-1930, see the Bibliographic d’histoire coloniale. 
Paris. 1932, publisned by the Societe de THistoire des Colonies Francpaises. A very 
full bibliography up to 1926 may be found in Sanchez Alonso, B. {see supra), Vol. i, 
ch. V, esp. pp. 241-62. 

1. KINGDOM OF C^ASTILE (1406-1474). 

A. Original Documents. 

(i) Published. 

Altamira, R. Textos primitivos de legislacidn colonial espahola. Madrid. 1934. 
Anonymous. Coplas ae Ay panadera (1446). Ed. Gallardo, B. J. in Ensayo de una 

Bibl. espanola. i. Madrid. 1863. 
Coplas del Provinzial. In Revue hispanique. iv. 
Coplas de Mingo Revulgo. Ed. Gallardo, B. J. op. cit. i. A/#oed. Menendez y Pelayo, 

M. in Antologia. iii. 
Documentos relatives a Enrique IV de Castilla, siendo todavia principe de Asturias. 

In Col, de doc. iued. para la hist, de Espaha. xl. 

Documentos relatives al reinado de Enrique JV. In Mem. Hist. Espan. (RAH.) v. 
[Fernandez de Cordoba, Gouzalo, el Gran Capitan,] Coleccidii de cartas originales y 

aut6grafas...que se guardan en la Biblioteca Nacional. RABM. 3rd ser. Vols. 
V and VII. 1901-2. 

Foulche-Delbosc, R. Cancionero castellano del siglo xv. In Nueva Bibl. de autores 
espan. Ed. Menendez y Pelayo, M. xix and xxii. 

Guerra entre Castilla, Aragon y Navarra: Compromiso para terminarla (1431). In 
Col. de doc. ined. del Arch. Gen....Aragon, xxxvii comp. 

Honras por Enrique IV y proclamacidn de Isabel la Catolica en la ciudad de Avila. 
Ed. Fororida y Aguilera, M. de. BRAH. ijciii. 1913. 

[John II, King of Castile.] Carta...acercade unos te8oros,..en Soria. RABM. 1st ser. 
Vol. IV. 1874. 

- Carta...negando la obediencia al antipapa Luna (1416). Ed. C’agigas, I. delas. 
In Rev. del Centro de Estudios hist, de Granada, iv. 1914. 

Ldpez de Ayala, Pedro. Rimado de Palacio. In Bibl. de autores espan. Ed. 
Rivaderieyra, M. xxxv. Also ed. Kuersteiner, A. F. (Bibliotheca hispanica. 
XXI, rxii.) New York. 1920. 

Luna, Alvaro de. I.iamentaci(5n. Spanish transl. from the Latin by Villafranca, J. de 
in Bibliotecario y el Trovador Es^fiol. Colec. de doc. Madrid. 1841. 

Luna, Alvaro de, Testamento original de. Ed. Roca, P. RABM. 3rd ser. Vol. v. 
1901. 

Memorial que dieron Jos Grandes al Rey (John II.para que no hiciese mercedes 
de las hneas de su patrimonio. In Col. de doc. in^d. para la hist de Espafia. 
XIV. 
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Noticias sobre el testament© de Enrique IV. Ed. Ferrer, P. RABM. 1st ser. 
Vol. IV. 1874. 

Paz, J. Version odcial de la batalla de Olmedo (1445). In Homenaje a M. Pidal. 
Vol. I. Madrid. 1925. 

Peticiones originales bechas al seftor Rey D. Enrique IV por diferentes Arzobispos, etc. 
In Col. de doc. in^d. para la bist. de Espafla. xiv. 

Testament© de la Reina D. Juana, mujer de Enrique IV...abril de 1475. Ibid, xiii. 
Votos de doe consejeros de Enrique IV sobre la sucesidn a esta corona de la Infanta 

D, Isabel. Ed. Fresca, F. G. RABM. Ist ser. Vol. iii. 1873. 

(ii) Manuscripts. 

Concordia celebrada entre Enrique IV y el Reyno sobre varios puntos de Govierno 
y Legislacidn civil...1465. (18tb cent, copy.) Nat. Lib., Madrid. 9546. 

Documentos relativos a D. Alvaro do Luna. Nat. Lib., Madrid. 19701, 18696-7, 
20056, 20260, 19710, 6185. 

Documentos, Varios, pertenecientes al reinado de Juan II de Castilla. (18tb cent, 
copy.) Nat. Lib., Madrid. 13105-8. 

Documentos varios del reinado de Enrique IV. Nat. Lib., Madrid. 13106, 13124, 
13110, 18736, 3668, 19703. 

Documentos del Infante D. Alfonso, hermano de Enrique IV. Nat. Lib., Madrid. 
13110, 13124, 13109. 

Documentos sobre Juana la Beltraneja. Nat. Lib., Madrid. 2420, 6150. 
Documentos [varios sobre las diferencias y pacificaci6n...de Castilla en tiempo de 

Enrique IVy otrosasuntosde su reinado]. (18tb cent, copy.) Nat. Lib., Madrid. 
13109-13110. 

John II. Cartas y otros escritos. Nat. Lib., Madrid. 13104, 13119, 13107. 
- Cartas ineditas a D. Juana Pimentel, Muger de D. Albaro de Luna y a su Hijo 

D. Juan.... (18tb cent.) Bibl. Municipal, Madrid. 4. 
Juan II. Testament© de...l454, en Valladolid. (18th cent.) Nat. Lib., Madrid. 

5578". 
Luna, AlvaTo de. Cartas y otros escritos. Nat. Lib., Ma<lrid. 13109, 13105, 13107> 

638, 13042. 
Noticias sobre el reinado de Enrique IV. (18tb cent.) Nat. Lib., Madrid. 18673®. 

B. Original Narrativf. Authorities. 

(i) Published. 

Bravo de Rojas, Lope. Notas maniiscritas, por la mayor parte genealogicas, que 
puso a... la Crdnica de D. Juan II de la edicion de Li^rono, afto 1517... en 
1555. Ed. D. R. F. in Col. de doc. in^d. para la hist, do Espana. xx. 

[Crdnica.] Comien9a la Coronica de D. Alvaro de Luna.... Milan, 1546. Also ed. 
Flores, «f. M. in Col. de Crdnicas...de Castilla. Madrid. 1783. 

[Enriquez del Castillo, Diego. 1 Comienza la bistoria del qvarto Rey D. Enrrique. 
n.p., n.d. Ed. Flores, J. M. de m Col. de cr6nicas...de Castilla. Madrid. 1787. 
Also in Bibl. de autores espafi. lxx. 

Escavias, P. de. Repertorio de Principes de Espafia. [The section on Henry IV 
publ. by Sitges, J. B. in Enrique IV, etc.] below, i c. 

Fernandez de Velasco, Pedro. Seguro de Tordesillas (1440). Sacdle a luz...Pedro 
Mantuano. Con la uida del Conde, etc. Milan. 1611. Madrid. 1784. 

Luna, Alvaro de. El libro de las claras y virtuosas mugeres (1446). Ed. Menendez 
y Pelayo, M. (Soc. de Biblidfilos Espafi.) 1891. 

[Martfnez de la Puente, J.] Epitome de la Crdnica del rey D. Jvan el segundo de 
Castilla. Madrid. 1678. 

Memorias de D. Enrique IV de Castilla.... 2 vols. (RAH.) Madrid. 1913. 
[Olid, Juan de?] Crdnica del condestable Miguel Lucar Iranzo (1458-71). In Mem. 

Hist. Espafi. (RAH.) viii. 1855. 
Palencia, Alfonso de. Gesta hispaniensia. [Madrid. 1834.] 
- (Incomplete transln. of the preceding by Paz y Melia, A.) 5 vols. Madrid. 

1904-12. 
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Paiencia^ Alfonso de. Dostratados. Ed. Fabie, A. M. (Librosdeantafto. v.) Madrid. 
1872. 
[Paz y Melia, A. El cronista...Palencia. 8u vida y...8U8 obras; sus D^cadas 
y las Crdnicas coiitempdraneas; ilustraciones de las Decadas, (Hispanic Soc. 
of America.) Madrid. 1914.] 

PeTez de Guzman, Fenian. Crdnica del Rey D. Juan II (1408-54). In Bibl. de 
autores espau. hxviu, 1877. First publ. at Logrono 1517. Has also been 
attributed to Alvar Garcia de Santa Maria, under whose name it was publ. in 
Col. de doc. ined. para la hist, de Espaha. xcix. 

- Mar de historias. Ed. Foulche-Deloosc, R. in Revue hisp. xxvni. 1913. 
- Generaciones, semblanzas, y obras de...D. Enrique HI y D. Juan II. Ed. 

Foulche-Delbosc, R. Ma^on. 1907. Also repr. in the two works above. 
Pulgar, Hernando del. Los Claros Varones de Espanna. Toledo. 1486. Ed. 

Domingues Bordona, J. (Clasicos Castellanos, xlix.) Madrid. 1923. 
Quiriales, Alonso de. El Tuml>o de Valdeiglcsias y D. Alvaro de Luna. [2-»3 June 

1453,] Ed. Foronda, M. de. BRAH. xlt. 1902. 
Rodriguez de Cuenca, Juan, Sumario de los Reyes de Espaha. Madrid. 1781. 
SantilTaria, Marques de. Doctrinal de privados (1454). Ed. Rios, J. Amador de los. 

1852. 
Valera, Diego de. ('ordnica de Espana (abreviada). Seville. 1482; and other edns. 
-Epi.stolas...( 1441-86). Madrid. 1878. 
- Memorial de diveraas hazahas. In Bibl. de autores espah. lxx. [Not a good 

edn.] 

(ii) Manuscripts. 

(.'ruz, Fray Jeronimo de la. Historia del...Rev D. Henrique Quarto.... (18th cent.) 
Nat. Lib., Madrid. 1350, 1776, 8220. 

[Galindez de ( arvajal, Lorenzo.^] Crdiiica de Enrique I\^ (17th cent.) Nat. Lib., 
Madrid. 13261. 

C. Modern Works. 

Amador de los Rios, ,L Memoria histdrico-critica de las treguas celebradas en 1349 
entre los reyes do Castilla y de Granada. In Mem. RAM ix. 
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Corral, L. de. Don Alvaro de Luna. Valladolid. 1915. 
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Anonymous. La fi del Comte d’Urgel. Best text by an editor of the Veu de Cata¬ 
lunya. Barcelona. 1897. [-Se« essay by Jimenez vSoler, A. in Mem. de la 
R. Acad, de Buenas Letras de Barcelona, vii. 1901.] 
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moras, naturales de Malaga (4 Sept. 1487). In Col. de doc. ined. para la hist, 
de Espaha. viii. 

Cedulario del Rey Catdlico (1608-90). fiid. Rodriguez Villa, A. BRAH. liv, lv. 
1909. 

Concordia entre... D. Fernando y 1). Isabel h cerca del regimieiito de sus Rey nos; y 
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Expulsidn de los judfos de Espana. Ibid, iv. 1874. 
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CHAPTER XVII. 

THE SCANDINAVIAN KINGDOMS DURING THE 
FOURTEENTH AND FHTEENTH CENTURIES. 
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Vol. VI, pp. 909-11.] 
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CHAPTER XVIIL 

POLAND AND LITHUANIA IN THE FOURTEENTH 
AND FIFTEENTH CENTURIES. 
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Bachmarm, A. Urkmiden...zur osterreichischen Geschichte...(1440-71). SeeOen. Bibl. 

IV under Imperial Documents. 
Bandtkie, J. W. JusCulmense. Warsaw. 1814. 
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CHAPTER XIX. 

HUNGARY, 1301-1490. 
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CHAPTER XX. 

POLITICAL THEORY IN THE LATER MIDDLE AGES. 
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under Baronius. 
- Registre-s. Ed. Digard, G. and others. Pts. i-xiv. EcfrAR. Paris. 1884 ff., 
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Antwerp. 1706. 
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Basle. 1666. 
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- Defensor Minor. Ed. Brampton, C. K. Birmingham. 1922. 
Michael de Cesena. Letters, etc. In Goldast, M. Monarchia. \^ol. ii. 
Occam, William of. Opus nonaginta dierum. /n Goldast, M. Monarchia. Vol. ii. 
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Oceuo^ William of. Octo quaestiones. Goldast^ M. Monarchia. Vol. ii. 
- Dialogos. Ibid* 
- De Imperatorum et Pontificum Potestate. Ed. Brampton^ C. K. Oxford. 

1927. 
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Matthew, F. D. 1922. 
- Tractatus de Officio Regis. {Ibid, Book viii.) Ed. Pollard, A. W. and 

S^le, C. 1887. 
- Tractatus de Potestate Pape. {Ibid, Book ix.) Ed. Loserth, J. 1907. 
- Opera minora. Ed. Loserth, J. 1913, 
- Polemical works. Ed. Buddensieg, R. 2 vols. 1883. 
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- Trialogus cum supplemento Trialogi. Ed. Lechler, G. V. Oxford. 1869. 
- Select English worns. Ed. Arnold, J. 3 vols. Oxford. 1869-71. 
- English works... hitherto unprinted. Ed. Matthew, F. D. (EEl'S. Orig. ser. 

no. 74.) London. 1880. 

C. Fifteenth Century. 

Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini (Pius II). De Ortu et Auctoritate Imperii Romani. In 
Schard, S. De Jurisdictione. Eiasle. 1566. 

Alliaco, Petrus de. Treatises and speeches. In Gerson, J. Opera omnia. Vol. i. 
See below. 

- Tractatus de Ecclesiastica Potestate. In Hardt, E. H. von der. Constantiense 
Concilium. Vol. vi. Frankfort. 1699. 

Almainus, Jacobus. Expositio de Supreme Potestate Ecclesiastica et Laica. In 
Goldast, M. Monarchia S. Romani Imperii. Vol. i. See Gen. Bibl. iv. 

- De Dominio Naturali, Civili, et Ecclesiastico. In Gerson, J. Opera omnia. 
Vol. II. See below. 

Audio, Petrus de. De Imperio Romano-Germanico. Nuremberg. 1657. fiid. Hurbin, J. 
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Antonio de Rosellio. De Potestate Imperatoris et Papae. In Goldast, M. Monarchia. 
Vol. i. 

Cajetanus, Franciscus, pontifex. De Institutione Reipublicae libri ix. Strasbourg. 
1594. 

Gerson, Johannes. Opera omnia. Ed. Ellies Du Pin, L. 6 vols. Antwerp. 1706. 
Heimburg, Gregory of. Admonitio de iniustis usurpationibus. In Goldast, M. 

Monarchia. Vol. i. 
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Hus, Johannes. Determinatio de Ablatione Temporalium a Clericis. Ibid, Vol. i. 
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Concilio actam...illu8trantia. Ed. Palacky, F. Prague. 1869. 
Nicholas of Cusa. Opera omnia. Basle. 1566. 
Theodoricus de Niem. De bono Romani pcmtificis regimine. Ed. Rattinger, D, HJ. 

v. 1884. 
- De modis uniendi et reforrnandi ecclesiam in Concilio Universali. Ed. Heimpel, 

H. {uoith title Dialog uber Union und Reform der Kirche, 1410). Leipsic. 1933. 
Turrecremata, Johannes a. Summa de Ecclesia. Venice. 1661. 
- De Potestate Papae. Ed. Friedrich, J. Innsbruck. 1871. 
Zabarella, Franciscus de. Tractatus de Schismate. In Schard. op. cit. 
-Commeritarius in v libros Decretalium. Venice. 1602. 
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CHAPTER XXL 

THE ART OF WAR IN THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY. 
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CHAPTER XXIL 

MAGIC, WITCHCRAFT, ASTROLOGY, AND ALCHEMY. 

I. ORIGINAL MATERIALS. 
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fullness in Hansen’s books. See belowy n (a). That for the maa^c of the learned down 
to 1327 is indicated in Thorndike, Lynn, History of Magic and Experimental Science. 
See below, n (a). The following notices, therefore, chiefly deal with writings, especially 
astrological, of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, to which in many cases atten¬ 
tion has not been hitherto called. Space will not permit full descriptions of manuscripts 
and incunabula. Printed editions are followed by the place and date of publication. 
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Mandeville, D. C. Paris. 1927. 
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360-9. 

Michael Scot and Alchemy. Ed. Singer, D. W. in Isis, xni (1929). 6-16. 
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London. 1928. 
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(d) Works op Individual Authors Chiefly op the Fourteenth and Fifteenth 
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{Arranged so far as possible in chronological order.) 

[For manuscripts of authors in the following list which exist in European libraries, 
the reader may consult Thorndike, Lynn. A History of Magic and Experimental 
Science. Vols. in, iv. See belovj, ii («).] 
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Firminus de Bellavalle, De mutatione aeris (dictus Colliget astrologie). Ed. Ratdolt, 
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Perscrutator (Robert of York.^). De impressionibus aeris, written at York in 1325. 
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- Liber iudiciorum infirmitatum: de infusione spermatis, Ratio diversitatis 

partus. 
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- Astronomiae iudicialis compendium. 
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1520. 
Augustine of Trent. Prediction for the year 1340. Edited in part by Tliorndike, 
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der Medizin. Leipsic. xxiii (1930). 346-56. 

Leo Hebreus. De coniunctione Saturni et lovis anni Christi 1346. 
lohannes de Muris. Prediction from the conjunction of 1345. 
- Epistola ad Clementem VI, on conjunctions of 1365 and 1357. 
- A compilation on the art of geomancy. 
John of Eschenden. Summa astroiogiae iudicialis de accidentibus mundi quaeangli- 

cana vulgo nuncupatur, Venetiis, 1489. 
- Pronosticationes de eclipsi universal! luneetde coniunctione triumplanetarum 

8imeriorum...anno domini 1345. 
- Prognostication for an eclipse and conjunction in 1349. 
- On conjunctions of 1357 and 1365. 
- Weather prediction for the years 1368-1374. 
John of Bassigniaco. Prognostications for 1362-1382. 
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1363. 
Pelerin de Prusse. Three books in French on astrological elections written in 1361 

for the dauphin, later Charles V; later in the same M&. occur horoscopes of 
Charles V and his children. 
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John of Rupescissa. De quinta essentia. 
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- De divinationibus, translated from the French into Latin. 
- Contra divinatorea horoscopios, written in 1370. 
-Quotlibeta annexa questioni premissa. 
- De commensurabilitate motuum celi. 
- De configuratione qualitatuni, or De nniformitate et diflformitate intentionum. 
- Des divinations, in French. 
- De spera en francois que translata maistre Nicole Oresme. 
- De lascinatioue, probably incorrectly attributed to Oresme and really by 
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- Contra coniunctionistas, composed in 1373. 
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Coluccio Salutati. De fato et fortuna. 
Matthaeos de Guarimbertis, archdeacon of Parma. Tractatus de directionibus et de 

aspectibus et de radiis. Nuremberg. 1535 (with Ptolemy's Quadripartitum); 
Rome. 1557 (with works of Luca Guarico). 

A Miscellany of Astronomy, Astrology, and Geomancy made for the Emperor Wen- 
ceslas in 1392-1393, with illuminations. 

Andreas de Sommaria. Quod astrologia non possit sciri, or, De stellis et motu earum, 
apparently composed between L383 and 1407 a.d. 

Nicolas Eymeric. Contra demonum invocatores. 
- Contra alchymistas ad abbatem de Rosis. 
- Contra astrologos imperitos atque necromanticos de occultis perperam iudi- 

cantes, ad Thomam Ulzinam. 
Jacobus Engelhart, of Ulm, to Leopold III and the city council. Tractatus novus de 

cometis (including that of 1402). 
James the Augustinian. Sopholegium, written between 13JX) and 1409. 
Blasius of Parma (Biagio Pelacani), Judicium revolutionis anni 1405, 11 marcii cum 

horis et fractionibus. 
Mellctus de Russia (of Forli). Iudicium...super anno 1405 post meridiem 11 marcii 

abreviatum per conclusiones. 
Petrus de Alliaco. De ymagine mundi,...De legibus et sectis contra superstitiosos 

astronomo8,...Vigintiloquiumde concordantia astronomiceveriUitiset narrationis 
cum theologia, I)e concordia astronomice veritatis et narrationis historice, Elu- 
cidarius astronomice concordie cum theologia et cum hystorica narratiorie, 
Apologetica defensio astronomice veritatis, Alia secunda apologetica defensio 
eiusdem, De concordantia discordantium astronomorum. [Louvain.^ 1480.^] 

Jehan Gerson. De probatione spirituum, De distinctione verarum visionum a falsis, 
Trilogium astrologie theologizate. An liceat christiano initia rerum observare ex 
celestium syderum respectu, De erroribus circa artem magicam: all to l)e found 
in his Opera. 4vol8. Strasbourg. 1494-1502. 

Petrus de Monte Alcino. Judicium for 1418. 
- ludicia for 1419, 1421, 1430, 1448, 
Johannes de Rubeis. Indicia for 1420 and 1421. 
L.eonard of Bertipaglia. Judicium revolutionis anni 1427 incompleti. 
Johannes Paulus de Fundis. Judicium for 1435. 
- Tractatus reprobationis eorum que scripsit Nicolaus Orrem in suo libello intitu- 

lato de proportionalitate motuum celestium contra astrologos et sacram astrorum 
scientiam compilatus per lohannem Lauratium de Fundis. 

- Questio de fine seu durabilitate mundi, 
- A work of judicial astrology which follows his Commentary on the Sphere in 

one MS. may also be his. 
Paris Controversy of 1437 as to days for bleeding. 
Jean Ganivet. Amicus medicorum. Lyons. 1496, and later; Frankfort. 1614. 
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Jehan de Bruges. Le livre des grandes coiijonctions^ 1444 a.d. 

Nicolaus de Dacia. Liber anaglypharum^ or^ Congeries anaglypharum astronomice 
facultatis (about a.d. 1456), Prologue in Quetif, J. and Echard^ J. Scriptores 
ordinis praedicatorum. Vol. i. Paris. 1719. pp. 886-7. 

Savonarola^ Michael. Speculum physionomie. 
- Libellus de inagnificis ornamentis regiae civitatis Paduae. Ed. Segarizzi. A. 

RR.II.SS. New edn. Vol. xxiv, Pt. ii. 
Alvearium ad corrigendara rem publicam Friderico Caesari castro Nurnbergico anno 

1444 presentatum. Est liber astrologicus et mysticus. 
Raphael ae Pornasio, Inquisitor at Genoa 1430-1460. Liber de arte magica (not 

mentioned by Hansen^ 
Jacobus de Clusa Garthusiensis. De arte magica. 
- De apparitionibus animarum post exitum earum.... Esslingen. 1476. 
Dionysius the Carthusian. Contra vitia superstitionum. In Opera, Venice. 1533. 

pp. 698-628. 
Thomas Ebendorfer de Haselbach. Excerpts, De sortilegiis and De superstitiouibus 

et benedictionibu8,frora his writings were published by Schonbach in the Zeitschr. 
des Vereins fiir Volkskunde. xii (1902). 1-14. 

Indicium super coinete qui anno Domini 1466 per totum mensem luuium apparuit, 
scriptum in alma universitate Viennensi. 

Arnold us de Palude. Astrologia, written about 1460. 
Petrus Verruensis. Prenosticationes preiudicate super naturalibus. 
Mandelkern, Lauren tins. Chiromantia, anno 1464. 
Antonius de Camera. ludicium...super revolutionem anni 1464 in civitate Pisarum... 

ad honorem Petri de Medicis. 
Antonius Fraucigena. Experimentum supra Saturnum probatum in Avenione...anno 

domini 1464, die 16 Oct. 
Nicolaus de Comitibus, of Padua. Opus astronomicum ad Marmeriam (or, Naymerium) 

filium, composed about 1466. 
Curatus de Ziessele iuxta Brugas. Compendium theologie naturalis ex astrologica 

veritate sumptum. 
Guilielmus de Bechis, General of the Augustinians, 1460-70. De notestate spirituum. 
Hartlieb, Johannes. Die Kunst Chiromantia. [Augsburg. 1476r] [A blockbook.] 
ludicium anni 1470. 
Pietro Bono Avogaro. Astrological writings of 1456, 1476, and on the comet of 

1472. 
Iveonardus Qualea. Astronomia medicinalis, composed 1470-6. 
Conrad Hemgarter (Heingarter.^) ^Phuricensis (f.f. of Zurich). Tractatus de cometis. 

Beromiinster. 1474. 
- Nativity of John de la Gutte, with medical advice. 
- ludicium anni 1476, address^ to Louis XI. 
- Commentary on Ptolemy’s Quadripartitum. 
- Treatise of astrological medicine addressed to the Duke of Bourbon. 
John of Glogau. Summa astrologiaO. 
- Indicium anni 1476. 
Nicholas of Poland. Stellarum fata 1477. 
Girolami Manfredi. Pronosticon ad annum 1479. Bologna. 1478. [It is impossible 

to list here all the other annual predictions by him and others which exist in 
print in great number.] 

- Centilogium de medicis et infirmis. Bologna. 1488; Venice. 1500; Nuremberg. 
1630. 
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CHAPTER XXIV. 

PAINTING, SCULPTURE, AND THE ARTS. 

I. GENERAL BIBLIOGRAPHIES. 

Chevalier, C. U. J. Repertoire des sources historiques du moyen kge. Topo- 
bibliographie. See Gen. Bibl. i. 

Schlosser, J. Die Kunstliteratur. Vienna. 1924. [Admirable especially for sources 
and early authorities.] 

II. ORIGINAL AUTHORITIES. 

[In many of the modern books given later, isolated documents and references 
in early authorities are quoted.] 

A. Tp^chnical. 

Alberti, Leone Battista. De picture (1430). First publ. in Latin. Basle. 1640. 
Orig. Ital. text and parallel German transl. by Janitschek in EitelbergeFs 
Quellenschriflen. xr. Vienna. 1887. Ital. text {with Cinque ordini archi- 
tettonici) ed. Papini. Lanciano. 1911. 

- De statua (after 1464). Orig. I^atin text with parallel German transl. first publ. 
by Janitschek, as above. Ihil. transl. Bartoli. Florence. 1668. 

[Masterly expositions of early Renaissance theory and practice.] 
Cennini, Cennino. 11 libro dell’ arte o trattato della pittiira. [c. 1390.] Three ms. 

versions, the best in the Riccardi Library, llorence. Ed. ’Itiompson, D. V., jun. 
Yale. 1932. Engl, transl. Herringham, C. J. London. 1899; Thompson, 
D. V.jjun. Yale. 1933. [Of outstanding importance for medieval practice in 
Italy.] 

Merrifield, M. P. The ancient practice of painting. 2 vols. London. 1849. Con¬ 
tains Latin and Engl, versions of: 

Eraclius. (13th cent.) De coloribus et artibus Romanorum. 
La Begue, Jehan. (15th cent.) Tabula de vocabulis synonymis et equivocis 

colorum. 
Anon. Bolognese MS. (15th cent.) Segreti per colori. 

Theophilus. Schedula diversarum artinm. (l]th-12t]i cent.) MS. in Wolfenbiittel 
library first noticed by Lessing. 1774. Text and Engl, transl. Hendrie. Lond9n. 
1847. Ed. with commentary and bibliog. Thompson, D. V., jun. Yale. 1932. 

Villard de Honnecourt. Sketchbook. Original in Bibl. Nat., Paris. Facsimile, ed. 
Willis. London. 1859, Ed. Omont. Paris. 1906. 

B. Statutes, Biography, Works of Art, etc. 

(i) General. 

Schlosser, J. Quellenbuch zur Kunstgeschichte. (Eitelberger’s Quellenschriflen. 
Sonderausgabe.) Vienna. 1896. 

(ii) France. 

Boileau, Etienne. Livre des metiers de Paris (-1271). (Coll.doc.) Paris. 1837. 
Champollin, F. Documents paleographiques relatifs k I’histoire des lieaux-arts et 

des belles-lettres pendant le moyen age. Paris. 1868. 
Guiffrey, J. Inventaires des collections de Jean, due de Berry. 2 vols. Paris. 

1894, 96. 
(iii) Italy. 

II codice anonimo Magliabecchiano or Gaddiano (active 1537-42). Ed. Frey. Berlin. 
1892. 

II libro di Antonio Billi (1481-1538). Ed. Frey. Berlin. 1892. 
Boccaccio. Decameron. Various editions and English translations. 
Bocchi, Francesco. Bellezze della citta di Fiorenze. Florence. 1591 and 1692. Ed. 

and expanded by Cinelli. Florence. 1677. 



Bibliography, Chapter XXIV 989 

Campori, G. Raccolta di cataloghi ed inventari inediti sec. xv-xix. Modena. 1870. 
Facius, Bartbolomaeus. (o6. 1457.) De viris illustribus. Ed. Mebus. Florence. 

1745. [Useful information also concerning 15th-century Flemish painters.] 
Gaye, J. Carteggio inedito d’ artisti dei secoli xiv, xv, xvi. 3 vols. Florence. 

1839-40. 
Ghiberti, Lorenzo. Commentarii. Ed. Schlosser. 2 vols. Berlin. 1912. 
Malvasia, C. Felsina pittrice. Ft. i. Bologna. 1678. 
Manetti, A. Vita del Brunellesco. Ed. Slilanesi. Florence. 1887; and Frey in 

Ausgewfihlten Biographien Vasaris. Vol. iv. Berlin. 1887. 
Micbiel, Marc Antonio (L’ Anonimo Morelliano). Notizie d’ opere di disegiio, Ed. 

Frizzoni. Bologna. 1884. Engl, transl. Williamson. London. 1903. [Refer¬ 
ences to Netherlandish painters as well as Italian.] 

Milanesi, G. Documenti per la storia dell’ arte senese. Siena. 1854. 
-Lettere d’ artisti italiani dei secoli xiv e xv. Rome. 1869. 
Monticolo, G. I capitolari delle arti veneziane. Vols. i-iii (Fonti). Rome. 1896- 

1914, in progress. 
Sacchetti, Novelle. Various editions and English translations. 
Vasari. Le vite de pin eccellenti architetti, pittori et scultori italiani, etc. Pts. i-ii. 

Ist edn. 2 vols. Florence. 1550; 2nd enl. edn. 3 vols. Florence. 1568; Ed. 
Milanesi. 9 vols. Florence. 1878-85; Ed. Frey. Berlin. 1884; Ghiberti. 
Berlin. 1886; Brunellesco. Berlin. 1887; Le Vite. 1911 (Vol. i, including 
the Pisani, alone issued); all with elaborate notes and critical apparatus. Engl, 
transl. from 2nd edn. by Vere, G. de. 10 vols. London. 1912. 

Villani, Filippo. De origine civitatis Florentiae et ejusdem famosis civibus, c. 1400. 
Ital. transl. by Mazzuchelli. Florence. 1747; and Dragomanni. Florence. 
1847; Latin text, by Galletti. Florence. 1847; sections relating to painting 
only in Frey. 11 libro di Antonio Billi. Berlin. 1892. 

(iv) Netheriandit, 

Becker, F. Scbriftquellenzur Gescb. der altniederlandiscben Malerei. Pt. i. Leipsic. 
1898. Fdiss.] 

Butzbacb, Johannes. Libellus de praeclaris picturae professoribus. 1505. Publ. by 
Schultz in Zahns Jahrb. fiir Kunstwdssenschaft, n. Leipsic. 1896. 

Dehaisnes, C. Documents et extraits divers concernant Thistoire de I’art dans la 
Flandre, TArtois, et le Hainaut avant le xv® siccle. 2 vols. Lille. 1886. 

Guicciardini, l.rf)dovico. Descrittione di tutti i Paesi Bassi. Antwerp. 1567. 
Lemaire, Jean. La couronne margariticj^ue. 1510 (publ. Lyons. 1549). A poem, in 

which a list of artists appears, publ. by Crowe and Cavalcaselle m The early 
Flemish Painters. London, 1857. 

Michelant. Inventaires des collections de Marguerite de rAutriche (1480-1530). In 
Cornptes rendus de la Comm. Roy. d’hist. Brussels. 1871. 

Pinchart, A. Archives des arts, des sciences et des lettres. Documents inedits. 3 vols. 
Ghent. 1860-81. 

Prost, B. and H. 1 u ven taires, mobiliers, et extraits des cornptes des dues de Bourgogne. 
2 vols. Paris. 1902, 13. 

C. Iconography. 

Dionysius, monk of Fourna d'Agrapha. Manuel d’iconographie chretienne, grecque, 
et latine. Transl. from the Byzantine MS. by Durand, P. and ed. Didron, A, N. 
Paris. 1845. 

Durandus, Gulielmus. Rationale divinorum ofiiciorum. Written before 1286, latest 
edn. Naples. 1866. Bk. i transl. Neale and VV^ebb. Leeds. 1843. 

Jacobus de Voragine. Legenda Aurea. c. 1275. 1st edn. (in Latin), c. 1470. Engl, 
transl. from French (Caxtoii). 1483. 

V^inceiit of Beauvais, {oh. c. 1264.) Speculum Historiale (third part of the Speculum 
Majlis). 1.St edn. Strasbourg, c. 1473-6; Douai. 4 vols. 1624. 

Molanus, Joannes. De historia sanctorum imaginum et picturarum. 1st edn. 1580. 
Ed. Paquot. Louvain. 1771. 

Honorius of Autun. (13th cent.) Speculum Ecclesiae. MPL. cLxxn. Imperfect 
text corrected by Kelle. Untersuchungen iiber das Speculum Ecclesiae.... In 
SKAW. cxLV. 1902. 



990 Painting, Sculpture, and the Arts 

III. SECONDARY AUTHORITIES AND TEXT-BOOKS. 

A. General. 

Brehier, L. L’art chretieii. 2nd edn. Paris. 1928. 
Coulton^ G. G. Art and the Reformation. Oxford. 1928. 
Didron, A. N. Iconographie chr^tienne. (Coll, doc.) Paris. 1843. Engl, transl. 

Millington and Stokes. London. 1886. 
Dvofak, M. Idealismus und Naturalismus in der gotischeii Skulptur uiid Malerei. 

HZ. cxix. 
Gonse, L. L’art gothique. Paris. 1890. 
Karlinger, H. Die Kunst der Gotik. Berlin, 1927. 
Kraus, F. X. Geschichte der cbristlichen Kunst. 2 vols. Freiburg-i.-B. 1895-1908. 

[Vol. II, pt. I. Middle Ages.] 
Laborde, L. E. S. J. de. IAis dues de Bourgogne. 3 vols. Paris. 1849. [Reproduces 

documents concerned with the arts.] 
Lethaby, W, R. Mediaeval art. 2nd edn. London. 1912. 
Liibke, Die Kunst des Mittelalters. Ed. Seinrau, M. Stuttgart. 1901. 
Male, E. L’art allemaudet Tart fran^ais du moyen age. Paris. 1917. 
Marie, R. van. Iconographie de Tart profane an moyen age et a la Renaissance. 

The Hague. 1931. 
Michel, A. ed. Histoire de I’art. Paris. 1905-26. Vols. ii, in. [With biblio¬ 

graphies.] 
Swartwout, R. E. The monastic craftsman. Cambridge. 1932. 
'Tliieme, U. and Becker, F. Allgemeines Lexikon der biJdenden Kiinstler, l.^ipsic. 

1907 ff., in progress. [Authoritative articles on artists.] 
Van Mander, K. Schilderboek. Ist edn. Haarlem. 1604. French transl. Hymans. 

Paris. 1884. German transl. Munich. 1906. 
Woermann, K. Geschichte der Kunst aller Zeiten und V’olker. Vols. iir, iv. Leipsic. 

1905. 
Worringer, W. Form in Gothic. Engl, transl. Read. Ixjndon. 1927. 

(i) Eitgland, 

Carter, J. Specimens of the ancient sculpture and painting now remaining in 
England from the earliest period to the reign of Henry VIH. London. 1838. 

Lethaby, W. R. Westminster Abbey and the king’s craftsmen. London. 1906. 
- Westminster Abbey re-examined. London. 1925. 
Prior, E. S. English mediaeval art. ('ambridge. 1922. 
Royal Commission on Ancient and Hi.storical Monuments: Great Britain and Ireland. 

Inventories of the historical monuments in various counties. London. 1910 flF., 
in progress. [Gives much information concerning sculpture, painting, and the 
applied arts.] 

Saunders, O. E. History of English art in the Middle Ages. Oxford. 1932. 
Viet. Co. Hist. See Gen. Bihl. i. [Chapters on the arts.] 

(ii) France. 

France: Ministere de Tlnstruction Publique et des Btjaux-Arts. Inventaire general 
des richesses d’art de la France. Paris. 1879ff. 

Male, E. L’art religieux du xiii« siecle en France. 3rd edn. Paris. 1910. Engl, 
transl. London. 1913. 

-L’art religieux de la fin du moyen age en France. 2nd edn. l^aris. 1922. 
-L’art religieux du xii® siecle en France. Paris. 1922. 

[Three books of the first importance for the iconography of French medieval art.] 
Viollet-le-Duc, M. Dictionriaire raisounc du mobilier fran^ais de I’epoque carlo- 

vingienne a la Renaissance. 6 vols. Paris. 1872. 



Bibliography, Chapter XXIV 991 

(iii) Germany and Austria. 

Bau-und Kunstdenkmaler. [Various dates, editors, and places of publication. A series 
of illustrated surveys by provinces of works of art of all kinds in Germany.] 

Baum, J. Die Malerei und Plastik des Mittelalters. (Handbuch der Kunstwissen- 
scbaft.) Potsdam. 1930. 

Buchner, E. and Feuchtmayr, K. edd. BeitHi^e zur Gescbicbte der deutschen 
Kunst. I. Oberdeutsche Kunst der Spat^otik-und Reformationszeit. Augsburg. 
1924. II. Augsburger Kunst der Spatgotik und Renaissance. Augsburg. 1928. 

Dehio, G. Gescbicbte der deutscben Kunst. Vols. i, ii. 2nd edn. Berlin. 1921. 
- L'influence de Tart fran^ais sur Fart allemand au xiii* siecle. In Revue 

arcbeol. Paris. 1900. 
Ebrenberg, H. Deutsche Malerei und Plastik von 1350-14o0. Neue BeitrSge zu 

ibrer Kenntnis aus dem ebemaligeri Deutschordensgebiet. Bonn. 1920. 
Flecbsig, E. Sachsische Bildnerei und Malerei von 14 Jahrht. bis zur Reformation. 

Leipsic. ]908fF. 
Habicht, V. C, Niedersacbsische Kunst in England. Hanover. 1930. 
l.(Ondon: Burlington Fine Arts Club. Catalogue of an exhibition of early German 

art. London. 190C. 
Prague: Arcbeol. Commission bei der Bdbmiscben Kaiser-Franz-Josef-Academie. 

Topographic der historischen und Kunst-Denkmaler im Konigreicbe Bohmen. 
Prague. 1898 ff. 

Vienna: K.K. Central-Commission zur Erforsebung. (K.K. Zentral-Kommission 
fiir Denkmalpflege.) (Jesterreichisebe Kunst-Topograpbie. Vienna. 1907 ff., 
in progress. [Vols. r-xxv.] 

Vienna: Gotik in Oesterreicb. Cabilogue of exhibition of Gothic art at Vienna. 
192G. 

(iv) Italy. 

Ancona, P. d’. L’ uomo e le sue opere. Florence. 1923. [Valuable for iconography.] 
Beltrami, L. L’arte negli arredi sacri della Lombardia. Milan. 1897. [Manuscripts, 

goldsmiths’ work, and embroidery.] 
Bertaux, E. L’art dans I’ltalie meridionale. Paris. 1904. 
Burckhardt, J. Der Cicerone. I^^eipsic. 1924, 
( rowe, J. A. and ( avalcaselle, G. B. History of painting in Italy. Ed. Douglas, 

Strong, and Borenius. Vols. i-v. London. 1903 ff. 
Dvofak, M. Gescbicbte der italieniseben Kunst. V’ol. i. Munich. 1927. 
Gabelentz, H. von der. Die kircblicbe Kunst im italieniseben Mittelalter. Strasbourg. 

1907. n^^or iconography.] 
Molmenti, P. G. Venice. Transl. Brown, H. F. Pt. i. ’Hie Middle Ages. 2 vols. 

London. 1906. 
Miintz, E. Les arts a la cour des papes pendant le xv* et le xvi** siecles. Vols. i-iii, 

pt. 1(1417-84). (EcfrAR.) iWis. 1878-82. 
- Les arts a la cour des papes...(1484-1503.) (AcadIBL. Fondation E. Piot.) 

Paris. 1898. 
-Les collections des Medicis au xv® siecle. Paris. 1888. [The last two books 

quote original documents and inventories.] 
- Histoire de Tart pendant la Renaissance. Vol. i. Italy: Tlie Primitives. 

Paris. 1889. 
Ricci, C. L'arte in Italia. 2 vols. Bergamo. 1911. 
Riegel, H. Beitrage zur Kunstge.schicbte Italiens. Dresden. 1898. 
Rumohr, C. F. von. Italieniscbe Forsebungen. Ed. Scblosser. Frankfort-on-M. 1920. 
Sebmarsow, A. Italieniscbe Kunst im Zeitalter Dantes. Augsburg. 1928. 
ITiode, H. Franz von Assisi und die Anfange der Kunst der Renaissance in Jtalien. 

2nd edn. Berlin. 1904. 
Toesca, P. Storia dell’ arte italiana. Turin. 1927. In progress. 
Venturi, A. Storia dell' arte italiana. Milan. 1901 ff. In progress. Vols. ia -vii. 



992 Painting, Sculpture, and the Arts 

(v) Netherlands, 

Clemen, P. Belgische Kunstdenkmaler. 2 vols. Munich. 1923. 
Dehaisnes, C. C. A. Histoire de Tart dans la Flandre, I’Artois, et la Hainaut avant 

le XV® siecle. Lille. 1886. 
Helbig, J. L’afirt mosan depuis I’iutroduction du Christianisme jusqu’a la fin du 

XVIII® siecle. Vol. I. Brussels. 1906. 
Pit, A. Lea engines de Tart hollandais. Paris. 1894. [Principally painting, illu¬ 

mination, and engraving.] 
Weale, W. H. J. Belgium, Aix-la-Chapelle, and Cologne. London. 1859. [A guide- 

b<>ok unique in its detailed archaeological information.] 
-Inatrumenta ecclesiastica. Choix d’objets d’art rcligieux du moyen age et de la 

Renaissance exposes a Malines en Septembre 1864. Brussels. 1860. 
Wurzbach, A. von. Niederlandisches Kiinstler-Lexikon. 3vols. Vienna. 1906-11. 

[Authoritative articles on artists.] 

B. Painting. 

(i) General, 

Hourticq, L. La peinture des origines au xvi® siecle. Paris. 1908. 
Westlake, N. H. J. History of design in mural painting. London. 1901. 
Woltmann, A. F. G. A. Geschichte der Malerei. Die Malerei des Mittelalters. 

Ed. Bernath, M. Leipsic. 191(). 
-and Woermanii, K. History of painting. Ed. by Colvin, Sir S. 2 vols. 

London. 1880, 87. 

(ii) England, 

Bond, F. B. and Camm, Dom Bede. Rood screens and rood lofts. 2 vols. London. 
1909. 

Borenius, T. and Tristram, E. W. English medieval painting. Florence and Pari.s. 
1927. 

Constable, W. G. Devonshire rood screen paintings. In Connoisseur, lxxx, lxxxi. 
-East Anglian rood screen paintings. Ihid. lxxxiv. 
James, M. R. The drawings of Matthew Paris. In Walpole Soc. Annual, xiv. 
-An English medieval sketchbook. Jhid. xin. 
-The frescoes in the chapel at Eton CJollege. Eton. 1907. 
- and Tristram, E. W. jlie wall paintings in Eton College chapel and in the 

Lady Chapel of M^inchester Cathedral. In Walpole Soc. Annual, xvii. 
Kendon, F. Mural paintings in English churches during the Middle Ages. I^ondon. 

1923. 
Keyser, C. E. List of buildings in Great Britain and Ireland having mural and 

other painted decorations of dates prior to the latter part of the sixteenth 
century. 3rd edn. London. 1883. 

Lethaby, W. R. English primitives. In Burlington Miigazinc. vji, xx, xxix, xxx, 
XXXI, XXXIII. 

- London and Westminster painters in the Middle Ages. With notes on the 
plates by Tristram, E. W. In Walpole Soc. Annual, i. 

- Medieval paintings at Westminster, hi Proc. British Academy, xiii. 1927. 
Lindblom, A. La peinture gothique en SuMe et en Norvege. Stockholm. 1916. J Studies its relation to English school.] 

on; Burlington House. British primitive paintings from tlie twelfth to the 
early sixteenth century. [Introdn. by Constable, W’ G.] London. 1923. 

Page, W. The St Albans school of painting. In Archaeologia. lviii. 1902. 
Tristram, E. W. Piers Plowman in English wall-painting. In Burlington Magazine, 

xxxi. 
(iii) France, 

Bouchot, H. L’exposition des primitifs fran9ais: la peinture en France sous Jes 
Valois. 2 vols. Paris. 1904-5. 

- 1^8 primitifs fran^ais, 1292—1500: complement documentiiire au catalogue 
ofHciei de Pexpositiori (1904). Paris. 1904. 

Chamson, L. Nicolas Froment et I’ecole avignonaise. Paris. 1931. 
Cox, T. Jehan Foucquet. Loudon. 1931. 



Bibliography, Chapter XXIF 993 

Dimier^ L. Histoire de la peinture fran^aiBe. Moyen>age et Renaissance. Paris. 1925. 
-Les primitifs fran^ais: biographie critique. Paris, 1911. 
Durrieu, P. La peinture en France au debut du xv® siecle. In Revue de Tart anc. 

et mod. XIX, xx. Paris. 1906. 
Gelis-Didot, P. and LafHllee, H. La peinture decorative en France du xi® au xvi® siecle. 

Paris. 1888-91. 
Guiflfrey, J. and Marcel, P. La peinture fran9aise: les primitifs, 2 series. Paris. 

1910-12. 
Labande, L. H. Les primitifs fran^ais. Marseilles. 1982. 
Lafenestre, G. Jelian Fouquet. Paris. 1905. 
Laffillee, H. La peinture murale en France avant la Renaissance. 1893. 
Lemoisne, P. A. Gothic painting in France, 13th and 14th centuries. Florence and 

Paris. 1931. 
Loo, G, H, de. Leinposition des ‘^Primitifs Fran^ais" au point de vue de Tinduence 

des frcres Van Eyck sur la peinture fraiKj'aise et provencale. Brussels. 1904. 
Paris: Exposition des primitifs fran^ais, 1904. Catalogue. 2nd edn. Paris. 1904. 
Weese, A. Skulptur und Malerei in Frankreich vom 15 bis zum 17 Jahrht. (Hand- 

buch der Kunstwissenschaft.) Berlin. 1917. 

(iv) Germany. 

Aldenhoveii, Geschichte der Kolner Malerschule. Lubeck. 1902. (Publn. of 
Koln. Gesellsch. fur rheinische Geschichtskunde. xiii.) 

Beyer, O. Norddeutsche gotische Malerei. Hamburg. 1924. 
Borrmann, R. Aufiiahmeri mittelalterlicher Wand- und Deckenmalereien in Deutsch¬ 

land. Berlin. 1897-1902. 
Brandt, H. Die Anfange der deutschen Landschaftsmalerei im 14 und 15 Jahrht. 

Strasbourg. 1912. 
Burger, F. and others. Die deutsche Malerei vom ausgehenden Mittelalter bis zum 

Ende der Renaissance. 3 vols. (Handbuch der Kunstwissenschaft.) Berlin. 
1913-19. 

Clemen, P. Die gotischen Monumentalmalereien der Rheinlande. 2 vols. Dussel- 
dorf. 1930. 

Ehl, H. Aelteste deutsche Malerei. Berlin. 1922. 
Fischer, O. Die altdeutsche Malerei in Salzburg. Leipsic. 1908. 
Forster, O. H. Die Kdlnische Malerei von Meister ullhelm bis Stephan Lochner. 

Cologne. 1923. 
Ganz, P. Malerei der Friihrenaisksance in der Schweiz. Basle. 1924. 
Gerstenberg, K. Hans Multscher. Leipsic. 1929. 
Glaser, K. Die altdeutsche Malerei. Munich. 1924. 
Habicht, V. C. Die mittelalterliche Malerei Niedersjichsens. i. Von den Anfangen 

bis um 1450. Strasbourg. 1919. 
Heise, C. G. Norddeuteche Malerei. Leipsic. 1918. 
Janitschek, H. Der Malerei. (Geschichte der deutschen Kunst. Vol. ni.) Berlin. 

1890. 
Pacht, O. Oesterreichische Tafelmalerei der Gotik. Augsburg. 1929. 
Reichmann, F. Gotische Wandmalerei in Niederosterreich. Vienna. 1926. 
Reiners. Die Kolner Malerschule. Gladbach. 1925. 
Schmitz, H. Die mittelalterliche Malerei in Soest. Munster. 1906. 
Stange, A. Deutsche Malerei der Gotik. Berlin. 1934. 
Thode, H. Die Malerschule von Niimberg im 14 und 15 Jahrht. Frankfort-on-M. 

1891. 
Voss, H, Der Ursprung des Donaustiles. Leipsic. 1907. 
Wendland, H. Konrad Witz. With Supplt. by Graber, H. Basle. 1924. 
Worringer, W. Die Anfange der Tafelmalerei. I.ieipsic. 1924. 

(v) Italy, 

Aubert, A. Die malerische Dekoration der San Francesco-Kirche in Assisi; ein 
Beitrag zur Lbsung der Cimabue-Frage. Leipsic. 1907. 

Baldinucci, F. Notizic de’ professori del disegno da Cimabue, etc. Vols. i-iii. 
1st edn. Florence. 1681-1728. Collected edn. Milan. 1811-12. 



994 Painting, Sculpture, and the Arts 

Berenson^ B. The Italian painters of the Renaissance. Oxford. 1930. 
-Italian pictures of the Renaissance. Oxford. 1932. 
-A Sienese painter [Sassetta] of the Franciscan legend. London. 1909. 
-Studies in medieval painting. New Haven. 1930. 
Borenius, T. The painters of Vicenza. London. 1919. 
Brach, A. Giottos Schule in der Romjigna. Strasbourg. 1902. 
Crowe, J. A. and Cavalcaselle, G. B. History of painting in North Italy. Ed. 

Borenius, T. Vol. i. London. 1912. 
De Wald, E. T. Pietro.Lorenzetti. Harvard. 1930. 
Douglas, L. Fra Angelico. liondon. 1900. 
Escher, K. Malerei der Renaissance in Italien. (Handbuch der Kunstwissenschaft.) 

Berlin. 1922. 
Manzoni, L. Statuti e matricole dell’ arte dei pittori della citta di Firenze, Perugia, 

Siena. Rome. 1904. 
Gielly, L. Les primitifs sieiinois. Paris. 1920. 
Gnoli, U. Pittori e miniatori nell’ Umbria. Spoleto. 1923. 
Gronau, G. Die Kiinstlerfamilie Bellini. Leipsic. 1909. 
Jacobsen, E. Das Quattrocento in Siena. Strasbourg. 1908. 
-Sienesische Meister der IVeceiito in der Gemalde-Galerie zu Siena. Strasbourg. 

IJW. 
-Umbrische Malerei des 14, 15, und 10 Jahrhts. Strasbourg. 1914. 
Kleinsclimidt, B. Die Wandmalereien der Basilika San Francesco in Assisi. Berlin. 

1930. 
London: Burlington Fine Arts C'lub. School of Siena. London. 1904. 
--Pictures of the Early Venetian School. London. 1912, 
-Florentine painting before 1500. London. 1919. 
Mesnil, J. Masaccio et les debuts de la Renaissance. Paris. 1927. 
Muratoff, P. Fra Angelico. London. 1929. 
Riiiteleii, F. Giotto und die Giotto-Apokryphen. Munich. 1912. 
Sand berg-Vavala, E. I^a croce dipinta italiana e 1’ iconografia della passione. Verona, 

1929. 
-La pittura Veronese del Trecento e del primo Quattrocento. V^erona. 192(3. 
Schmarsow, A. H. Masaccio, der Begrunder des klas.si8chen Stils der italienischen 

Malerei. C'assel. 1900. 
Schottmiiller, F, Fra Angelico da Fiesole. 2nd edn. Stuttgart. 1924. 
Schubriiig, P. Alticliiero und seine Schule, Ixdpsic. 1898. 
- Cassoni. 2 vols, I^eipsic. 1915. 
Siren, O. Giottiiio und seine Stellung in der gleichzeitigen norentinischen Malerei. 

leipsic. 1908. 
- Giotto and some of his followers. Cambridge, Mass. 1917. 
- Toskanische Maler im 13 Jahrht. Berlin, 1922. 
Somare, E. Masaccio. Milan. 1925. 
Suida, W. Florentinische Maler um die Mitte des 14 Jahrhts. Strasbourg. 1905, 
Supino, I. B. Giotto. Florence, 1920. 
Testi, L. La etoria della pittura veneziana. Bergamo. 1900. 
Toesca, P. Florentine painting of the Trecento. Florence, 1929. 
- Masolino da Panicale. Bergamo. 1908. 
- Pittura e miniatura nella Lombardia. Milan. 1912. 
Van Marie, R. The development of the Italian schools of painting, ’fhe Hague. 

1923 ff., in progress. [Vola. i~ix.] 
- La jHunture romaine au moyeii-age, son developpement du vi® jusqu’a la fin du 

XIII® siccle. Strasbourg. 1921. 
- Simone Martini et lea peintrea de son ecole. Strasbourg. 1920. 
Weigelt, C. H. Duccio di Buoninsegna. Leipsic. 1911. 
-Sienese painting of the Trecento. Florence and Paris. 1930. 

(vi) Netherlands, 

Bodenhausen, E. von. G. David und seine Schule. Munich. 1906. 
Bruges; Ambacht van Beeldmakers. La corporation des peintres de Bruges: registres 

d’admissiou. Courtrai and Bruges. n,d. 



Bibliography, Chapter XXIV 996 

Burifcr, W. Rogier van der Weyden. Leipsic. 1923. 
Conway, Sir W. M. The Van Eycks and tneir followers. London, 1921. 
Destree, J. Hugo van der (loes. Brussels and Paris. 1914. 
-Rogier de la Pasture (Van der Weyden). 2 vols. Paris and Brussels. 1931. 
Durrieu, P. Les debuts des Van Eyck. In Gazette des Beaux-Arts. xxix. 1903. 
Fierens-Gevaert, H. Histoire de la peinture Hamande des origines a la fin dii 

XV® siecle. 3 vols. Paris. 1927-30. 
- l.»es priniitifs flamands. Vols. i-iii. Brussels. 1909 ff. 
Friedlaender, M. J. Die altniederlandische Malerei. (Jllus.) Berlin. 1924 fF., in 

progress, i. Die Van Eyck; Petrus Christus. 1924. ii. Rogier van der Weyden 
und der Meister von Flemalle. 1924. in. Dierick Bouts; Joos van Gent, 192o. 
IV. Hugo van der Goes. 1926. v. Geertgen van Haarlem a Hieronymus Bosch. 
1927. VI. Mending; Gerard David. 1928. 

- Meisterwerke der niederlandischen Malerei des 15 und 16 Jahrhts, auf der 
Ausstellnng zu Brugge. Munich. 1903. r.4/.vo, Loo, G. H. de, helow,^ 

-Von Eyck bis Bruegel: Studien zur Geschichte der niederlandischen Malerei. 
2nd edn. Berlin. 1921. 

Houtart, M. Jacques Daret. Tournai. 1908. 
Janiot, P. Rogier van der Weyden et le pretendu Maitre de Flemalle. In Gazette 

des Beaux-Arts. xlviii. 1928. 
Loo, (». H. de. Bruges, 1902. Exposition de tableaux flamands des xiv®-xvi® siecles. 

Catalogue critique. Ghent. 1902. 
-Jacques Daret. In Burlington Magazine, xv. pp. 202-8; xix. pp. 218-25. 
Maeterlinck, L. IJne ecole primitive inconnue. Brussels. 1913. 
-LVuiigme des primitifs fran<,*ais. I’aris. 1923. 
-La penetration francaise en Flandre, une ecole prceyckienne inconnue. Paris. 

1925. 
Reau, L. Les richesses d art de la France. La Bourgogne. La peinture et les tapis- 

series. Paris. 1920. 
Renders, E. La solution du probleme ^"an der IVevden-Flt'malle-Carnpin. Bruges. 

1931. 
Schrnarsow, A. Hubert und Jan Van Eyck. Leipsic. 1924. 
Tsebudi, H. von. Der Meister von Flemalle. In tlahrb. der K. Preuss. Kunstsaniml. 

Berlin. 1898. 
Voll, K. Die altniederlandische Malerei von Jan van Evek bis Mending, [.eipsic. 

1906. 
-Entwicklungsgescbichte der Malerei in Einzeldarstellungen. i. Altnieder¬ 

landische una altdeutschc Meister. Munich. 1913. 
Vl'eale, \V. H. J. Hubert and John van Eyck, their life and work. London and 

New York. 1908. 2nd edn. (with Brockwell, M. W.). London. 1912. 
■—— Peintres brugeois; les CJiristirs, c. 1412-1530. Bruges. 1909. 
W inkler, F. Die altniederlandische Malerei. Berlin. 1924. 
-Der Meister von Flthnalle und R. Van der W eyden. Strasbourg. 1913. 

(vii) l^pain, 

Barcelona: Institut d’Estudis Cahilans. Los pintures murals catalanes. Barcelona. 
1908. 

Figueiredo, J. de. O pintor Nuno Gon<;*alves. Lisbon. 1910. 
Gudiol i (hinill, J. Els Primitius. (Vol. i in 2 pts. of: I,a pintura mig-eval catalana.) 

Biircelona. 1927. 
Loga, V. von. Die Malerei in Spanien vom 14 his 18 Jahrht. Berlin. 1923. 
Mayer, A. L. Gotik in Spanien. Leipsic. 1928. 
Post, C\ R. Plistory of Spani.sh painting. Cambridge, Mass. 19.30. [Vols. i-iv (to 

c. 1450)publ.] 
San Pore y Miquel, S. Los cuatrocentistas catalanes. 2 \'ols. Barcelona. 1906. 
-Els trescentistes. (V^d. ii in 2 pts. of: La pintura mig-eval catalana.) Barce¬ 

lona. n.d. 
Tormo y Monzo, E. Bartoloine Bermejo. Madrid. 1J)26. 
-Jacomart y el arte hispano-flameiico cuatrocontista. Madrid. 1913. 



096 Painting, Sculpture, and the Arts 

C. Manuscripts. 

(i) GmeraL 

Bastardy A. de. Librairie de Jean de France, due de Berry. Paris. 1834. 
Berlin. Beschreibende Verzeichnisse der Miniaturen-Handscliriften der preussischen 

Staatsbibliothek zu Berlin. 1. Kirchner, .1. Pbilipps-HandscbrilFleii. l^ipsic. 
1926. 6. Wegener. Deutsche Handsebriften bis 1500. Leipsic. 1928. 

Bulletin de la Societe Fraucaise de reproduction de manuscrits a peintures. 1911 ff., 
in progress. [Vols. i. ff.] 

ByvancK, A. W. Les priucipaux manuscrits k peintures conserves dans les collections 
publiques du royaume des Pays-Bas. Paris. 1931. 

Cambridge. Descriptive catalogues of the manuscripts in the libraries of ( ambridge 
Colleges. By James, M. H. Cambridge. 18i)5-1913. 

Delisle, L. Le cabinet des manuscrits de la Bibliothequc Impcn-iale. 4 vols. Paris. 
1868-81. 

- Melanges de paleographic et de bibliograpbie. Paris. 1880. 
Herbert, J. A. lllurninated manuscripts. London. 1911. 
Kobell, L. von. Kunstvolle Miniaturen. Munich. 1890. [From ,mss. in Munich 

Collection.] 
Kuhn, A. Die Illustration des Rosenromans. In Jahrb. der kunsthist. 8amml. des 

allerh. Kaiserhauses. xxxi. 1912. 
Leroquais, Abbe V. Les livres d’heures manuscrits de la Bibliothequc Nationale. 

Paris. 1927. 
London: British Museum. Reproductions from illumitiated manuscripts. 3 series. 

l.^ndon. 1907-8. 
-Schools of illumination: Reproductions from manuscripts in the British M useum. 

4 vols. London. 1914-22. 
London: Burlington Fine Arts Club. Exhibition of illuminated manuscrijds. (Cata¬ 

logue by Cockerell, S. (\) Ixmdon. 1908. 
London: Palaeographical Society. Facsimiles of ancient manuscripts. London. 

1873-94, 
- New Palaeographical Society. Facsimiles of ancient manuscripts. London. 

1903 ff., in progress. 
Martin, H. Les joyaux de renluminure a la Bibliothequc Nationale. Paris. 1928. 
- Les priucipaux manuscrits a peintures de la Bibliothequc de rArsenal a Paris. 

Paris. 1929. 
Mely, F. de. Les primitifs et leurs signatures, i. Les miniaturistes. Paris. 1913. 
Meurgey, J. I-es priucipaux rnanu.scrits a peintures du Musee C^onde a Cliantilly. 

Paris. 1930. 
Middleton, J. H. Illuminated manuscripts in classical and mediaeval times, ('am¬ 

bridge. 1892. 
Millar, E. G, The library of A. C hester Beatty. 2 vols. London. 1927, 30. 
Morgan, J. P. Catalogue of manuscripts and early printed books, [iv,] Manuscripts. 

By M. R. James. London. 1906. 
Schlosser, J. and Hermann, H. J, Be.schreibendes \T‘rzeichnis der illuminierten 

Handschrifteu in Oesterreich. Leipsic. 1923 ff., in progres.s. [Vols. i~vi.] 
Shaw, H. and Madden, Sir F. Illuminated ornaments selected from the manuscripts 

and early printed books from the 6th to the 17th century. London. 1833. 
Thompson, H. Yates. Catalogue of mss. in collection of H. V. Thompson. By 

James, M. R. and others, ( ambridge. 1898-1907. 
-Illustrations of 100 mss, 7 vols. London. 1907-8. 
Warner, Sir G. F. Descriptive catalogue of illuminated manuscripts in the library 

of C. W. Dyson Perrins. 2 vols. Oxford. 1920. 
-Illuminated manu.scripts in the British Museum. London. 1899-1903. 
Wescher, P. Beschreibendes V'erzeichnis der Miniaturen, Handschriften, und Einzel- 

blatter des Kupferstichkabinetts der Staatlichen Museen Berlins. I>eipsic. 1931. 
Westwood, J. O. illuminated illustrations of the Bible, copied from select manu¬ 

scripts of the Middle Ages. London. 1846. 
- Palaeographia Sacra Pictoria: being a series of illustrations of the ancient 

versions of the Bible, copied from illuminated manuscripts. Loudon. 1843-5. 



Bibliography, Chapter XXIF 997 

VTickholf, F. and DvoMk, M. Beschreibendes Verzeichnis der illuminierten 
Handschriften in Oesterreich. 7 vols. Leipsic. 1905-17. (Continued by 
ScblosBer and Hermann, see above.) 

(ii) England. 

Cockerell, S. C. TTie Gorleston Psalter. London. 1907. 
-William de Brailes. (Roxburgbe Club.) 1930. 
-and James, M. 11. Two East Anglian psalters at tbe Bodleian Library. 

(Roxburgbe Club.) 1920. 
Goldschmidt, A. Der Albani-Psalter in Hildesbeim und seine Beziebung zur sym- 

boliscbeii Kircbenskulptur des 13 Jabrbts. Berlin. 1895. 
Herbert, J. A. The Sherborne missal. (Roxburgbe Club.) 1920. 
James, M. R. llie Apocalypse in Latin and French. (Bodleian MS. Douce 180.) 

(Roxburgbe Club.) 1922. 
- The Bestiary. (Roxburgbe Club.) 1928. 
-An English Bible-picture book of tbe fourteenth century. (Holkbam MS. 6G6.) 

In Walpole Society Annual. Vol. xi. 
- An English mediaeval sketch-book, no. 191(5 in tbe Pepysian Library... 

Cambridge, fn AValpole Society Annual. Vol. xiii. 1924-5. 
-'Fbe Trinity College Apocalypse. (Roxburgbe Club.) 1909. 
London: British Museum. Queen Mary’s psalter: miniatures and drawings by an 

English artist of the 14th century. Introdn. by Warner, Sir G. F. London. 
1912. 

Millar, E. G. English illuminated manuscripts from tbe xth to the xiiith century. 
Paris and Brussels. 1925. 

- English illuminated manuscripts of tbe xivtb and xvth centuries. Paris and 
Brussels. 1928. 

- The Luttrell Psalter. London. 1932. [Complete reprodn.] 
Ornont, H. Miniatures dii psautier de St Louis...Universite de Leyde. Lt^yden. 

1902. 
Paris: Bibliotbeque Nationale. P.sauticr illustre. xiii® .siecle. Parts. 1906. 
Thompson, Sir E. Maunde. English illuminated manuscripts. London. 1895. 
Thompson, H. Vates. Facsimiles...of six pages from a psalter, written and illuminated 

about 1325 for a meinl)er of tbe St. Oiner family in Norfolk. London. 1900. 
Saunders, O. E. English illumination. 2 vols. Florence and Paris. 1928. 

(iii) France. 

Blum, A. and Lauer, P. Miniature fran^aise aux xv® et xvi® siecles. Paris. 1930. 
Cockerell, S. C. Tlie book of hours of Yolande of Flanders. London. 1905. 
- A psalter and hours of Isabelle of France. London. 1905. 
Delisle, L. I^s grande.s beures de la reine Anne de Bretagne et I’atelier de Jean 

Bourdichon. Paris. 1913. 
- Ives beures dites de Jean Pucelle, Paris. 1910. 
- Notice de douze livres royaux. Paris. 1902. 
-Notice sur un psautier du xiii® siecle appartenant au Comte de Crawford. 

Paris. 1897. 
-and Meyer, P. 1/Apocalypse en francais au xiii® siecle. Paris. 1901. 
Dewick, E. C. The Metz Pontifical. (Roxburgbe (3ub.) 1902. 
Durrieu, P. Les antiquit^s judaiques et le peintre J. Fouquet. Paris. 1908. 
- IvC Maitre des Iieures du Marechal de Boucicaut. (La peinture en France au 

de'but du XV® siecle.) Paris. 1906. 
Gruyer, F. A. Les Quarante. Fouquct. Paris. 1897. 
Haseloff, A. Les psautiers de Saint Louis. In Mem. de la Soc. nat. des Antiquaires 

de France, ux. 
Last^rie, R. de. Andre Beauneveu et Jacquemart de Hesdin. Fondation Eugene 

riot: Monuments et Memoires. iii. pp. 71-119. 
Martin, H. Le Boccace de Jean sans Peur, Brussels. 1911. 
- Ivcgende de Saint Denis. (Soc. de Thist. de Paris.) Paris. 1908. 
- La miniature francaise du xiii® au xv® siecle. Paris. 1923. 
- Les miniaturistes fran9ai8. Paris. 1906. 

6 5* 



998 Painting, Sculpture, and the Arts 

Martin, H. Psautier de St LouIb et de Blanche de Castille. Paris. 1909. 
Omont, H. Psautier de St Louis (Bibl. Nat.). Paris. 1902. 
- Vie et histoire de St Louis. Paris. 1906. 
Paris: Soc. des Bibliophiles Fran<;;ais. Notice sur un maiiuscrit du xiv® siecle. Les 

Heures du Marechal de Boucicaut. Paris. 1889. 
Thompson, H. Yates. Hours of Joan II, Queen of Navarre. (Roxburghe Club.) 

1899. 
Vitzthum, G. Die Pariser Miniaturmalerei von der Zeit des hi. Ludwig bis zu 

Philipp von Valois, etc. Leipsic. 1907. 
Vogelstein, J. Von franzdsischer Buchmalerei. Munich. 1914. 

(iv) Germanyf Austria, and Bohemia. 

Bruck, R. Die Malercieii in der Handschriften des Kdnigreichs Sachsen. Saxony: 
K. Sachsische Kommissioii, etc. Dresden. 1906. 

Damrich, J. Die Regensburger Buchmalerei von der Mitte des 12 biszum Ende des 
13 Jahrhts. Munich. 1902. 

Dvofak, M. Die Illuminatoren des Johann von Neumarkt. In Jahrb. d. kuusthist. 
Samml. des allerh. Kaiserhauses. xxii. 1901. p. 35. 

Flechsig, E. ed. Sachsische Bildnerei und Malerei vom 14 Jahrht. bis zur Reforma¬ 
tion. 2 vols. Leipsic. 1910, 12. 

Freyhan, R. Der Willehalni-("odex der Ijindesbibliothek in Cassel. Marburg. 1927. 
Haseloff, A. Eine thuriiigisch-sachsische Malerschule des 13 Jahrhts. Strasbourg. 

1897. 
Jacobi, h'. Die deutsche Buchmalerei in ihreii stilistischen Eutwicklungsphasen. 

Munich. 1023. 
- Studien zur Geschichte der bayerischen Miiiiatur des 14 Jahrhts. Strasbourg. 

1908. 
Jerchel, H. Die ober und nieder-osterreichische Buchmalerei der ersten Halfte des 

14 Jahrhts. 7n Jahrb. der kuusthist. Samml. in Wien. n.s. Vol. vi. 1932. p. 9. 
Kletzel, O. Studien zur bohmischen Buchmalerei. i. Das Missale 111/205 von 

St. Florian, ein Werk buhmischer Buchmalerei des spiiteren 14 Jahrhts. ii. 
Das Missale Pragense in Zettau, In Marbiirger Jahrbuch. vii. 1933. pp. 1~76. 

Leidinger, G. Miniaturen aus Handschriften der K. Hof. und Staatsbibliothek in 
Miinchen. Vols. i-viii. Munich. 1912-24. 

Schlosser, J. Bilderhaiidschriften Konigs Wenzel I. In Jahrb. der kuusthist. Samml. 
des allerh. Kaiserhauses. xiv. Vienna. 1893. pp. 214-17. 

Vollmer, H. Materialien zur Bibelgeschichte und religiosen Volkskunde des Mittel- 
alters. Berlin. 1912. 

Winkler, E. Die Buchmalerei in Niederosterreich von 1150-1250. Vienna. 1923. 

(v) Italy, 

Ancona, P. d’. La miniatura fiorentiua (secoli xi-xvi). 2 vols. Florence, 1914. 
- La miniature italienne du x® au xv® siecle. French transl. Poirier. Paris. 

1925. 
Biagi, G. Biblioteca Mediceo-T^urenziana. Florence. 1914. [Reproductions from 

illuminated manuscripts...in the R, Medicean Laurentian Library.] 
Gnoli, U. Pittori e miiiiatori nelF Umbria. Spoleto. 1923. 
Hermann, H. J. Zur Geschichte der Miniaturmalerei am Hofe der Este in Ferrara. 

In Jahrb. d. kuusthist. Samml, des allerh. Kaiserhauses. xxi. 1900. p. 117. 
James, M. R. and Berenson, B. Speculum humanae salvationis. Oxford. 1928. 

[Reprodn., with important commentary and introductions, of a MS. in the Riches 
collection.] 

Malaguzzi Valeri, F. La miniatura in Bologna dal xiii al xviii secolo. ASI. xvm. 
1896. 

Schlosser, J. von. Ein veronesisches Bilderbuch und die hofische Kunst des 14 
Jahrhts. In Jahrb. d. kuusthist Samml. des allerh. Kaiserhauses. xvi. 1895. 
p. 144. 



Bibliography, Chapter XXIV 999 

(vi) Netherlands. 

Le Breviaire Grimani de la Bibliotheque de S. Marco ^ Venise. Reprodn, ed. Vries> 
S. de, and others. 12 vols. Leyden. 1904-9. 

Byvanck, A. W. and Hoog^werff, G. J. Noord-Nederlandsche miniaturen in hand- 
schrifteii der 14®, 15®, on 16® eeuwen. (Text and plates.) The Hague. 1921-5. 
French transl. The Hague. 1921-5. 

Durrieii, P. Heures de Turin. Paris. 1902. 
-La miniature flamande au temps de la cour de Bourgogne (1415-1630). Brussels. 

1921. 
-Quarante-cinq feuillets a Mintures provenant des Tres Belles Heures de Jean 

de France, due de Berry. Paris. 1902. 
- Les Tres Riches Heures de Jean, due de Berry. Paris. 1904. [Complete 

reprodn., with elal>orate introdn.l 
Fierens-Gevaert, H. ed. Los Tr^s Belles Heures de Jean de France, due de Berry. 

Brussels. 1910. [Complete reprodn.] 
Loo, G. H. de. Heures de Milan. Brussels. 1911. 
Van den Ghevn, J. Le bre^Maire de Philippe le Bon. Brussels. 1909. 
Vogelsang, Vy. Hollandische Miniaturen des spiiteren Mittelalters. Strasbourg. 

1899. 
Winkler, F. Die flamische Buchmalerei des 15 und 16 Jahrhts. Kunstler und 

Werke von den BrQdern Van Eyck bis zu Simon Bening. Leipsic. 1925. 
- Studien zur Geschichte der niederlaudischen Miniaturmaierei des 16 und 

16 Jahrhts. In Jahrb. d. kunsthist. Samml. des allerh. Kaiserhauses. xxxii. 
Vienna. 

(vii) Spain. 

Neuss, W. Die katalanische Bibelillustration um die Wende des ersten Jahrtausends 
und die altspanische Buchmalerei. Bonn. 1922. 

D. SCULPTIJRK. 

(i) General. 

Berlin: Konigl. Mus. Beschreibui^derBildwerkeder christlichenEpoche. 2ndedn« 
Berlin. 1900-13. i. Die Elfenbeinbildwerke. (Text and atlas.) ii. Die 
italienischen Bronzen. in. Altchristliche und mittelalter. Epochen, etc. 4 vols. 

Brindley, W. and Weatherley, W. S. Ancient sepulchral monuments...of...various 
countries, and from the earliest periods down to the end of the eighteenth 
century. London. 1887. 

Goldschmidt, A. Die Elfenbeinskulpturen. 3 vols. Berlin. 1914-23. 
-Die friihinittelalterliche Bronzeturen. Marburg. 1926. 
London; Burlington Fine Arts Club. Catalogue of a collection of carvings in ivory. 

[Introdn. by Maclagan, E. R. D.l Loudon. 3923. 
Liibke, W. History of sculpture. Engl, transl. Bunnett, F. E. 2 vols. London. 1872. 
Molinier, E. Histoire generale des arts appliques a Tindustrie. i. Les ivoires. 

Paris. 1896. 
(ii) England. 

Bond, Wood carvings in English churches. 2 vols. London. 1910. 
Ganlner, S. English Gothic foliage sculpture. Cambridge. 1927. 
Gough, R. Sepulchral monuments in Great Britain. 2 vols. London. 1786-96. 
Hope, W. H. St J. The imagery and sculptures on the west front of Wells Cathedral 

Church. In Archaeologia. lix. 1904. 
Howard, F. E. and Crossley, F. M. English church woodwork. London. 1927. 
James, M. R. The sculptures in the Lady Chapel at Ely. London. 1895. 
Longhurst, M. H. English ivories. London. 1926. 
Prior, E. S. Catalogue of au exhibition of English medieval alabaster work. Soc. 

of Antiquaries. London. 1913. 
-and Gardner, A. An account of medieval figure-sculpture in England. Cam¬ 

bridge. 1912. 
Seward, A. C. The foliage, flowers, and fruit of Southwell chapter house. In Camb. 

Antiq. Soc. Proceedings, xxxv. 1936. 
Stothard, C. A. llie monumental effigies of Great Britain. London. 1817-32. 



1000 Painting, Sculpture, and the Arts 

(iii) France, 

Aubert, M. French sculpture at the beginning of the Gothic period, 1140-1225. 
Florence and Paris. 1029. 

-Les richesses d'art de la France. Bourgogne. La sculpture. 3 vols. Paris. 
1930. 

Baudot, A. de. La sculpture fran^aise au moyen age et a la renaissance. Paris. 
1884. 

Boinet, A. Les sculptures, de la cath^drale de Bourges. Paris. 1912. 
Brehier, L. La cathedrale de Reims. Paris. 1916. 
Durand, G. Monographie de I’eglise de Notre-Dame, cathedrale d*Amiens. 3 vols, 

Amiens. 1001-3. 
Gardner, A. French sculpture of the thirteenth century. London. 1915. 
-Medieval sculpture in France. Cambridge. 1031. 
Houvet, E. Cathedrale de Chartres. 7 vols. Clielles. 1020-1. 
Humbert, A. La sculpture sous les dues de Bourgogne (1361-1483). Paris. 1913. 
Kleinclausz, A. Claus Sluter et la sculpture bourguignonne au xv® siecle. Paris. 

1005. 
Koechlin, R. I^es ivoires gothiques francais. .3 vols. Paris. 1924. 
Lami, S. Dictionnaire des sculptures de Tecole fraiuj'aise du moyen jige au regne de 

Louis XIV. Paris. 1808. 
Lasteyrie, R. de. fitudes de la sculpture fran^aise du moyen age. Fondation Eugene 

Aot. VIII. 1902. 
Marignan, A. La decoration monumentale des eglises de la France septentrionale 

du XII* au xiii® siecle, Paris. 1011. 
Marriage, M. and E. The sculptures of (liartres cathedral. (Text in Engl, and 

French.) Cambridge. 1900. 
Moreau-Nelaton, E, La cathiMrale de Reims. Paris. 1915. 
Pillion, L. Les sculpteurs francais du XIII® siecle. Paris. 1912. 
Sartor, M. La cathedrale de Reims. Etudes sur quelques statues du grand portail. 

Rheims. 1010, [Suggests an IBth-cent. origin for certain statues.] 
Terret, V, La sculpture bourguignonne aux xii® et xrri* siecles. Paris. 1014. 
Vitry, P. French sculpture during the reign of St Ivouis, 1226-1270. Florence and 

Paris. 1029. 
-and Briere, G. Documents de .sculpture francaise du moyen age. Paris. 1906. 

(iv) Germany, 

Baum, J. Altswabische Kunst. Augsburg. 1923. 
-Gotische Bildwerke Schwahens. Stuttgai't. 1021. 
-Die Malerei und Plastik des Mittelalters. (Handbuch der Kunstwissenschaft.) 

Potsdam. 1030. 
Beenken, H. Bildhauer des 14 Jahrhts am Rhein und in Schwaben. (Deutsche 

Meister.) Leipsii;. 1927. 
Bode, W. Die Plastik- (Geschichte der deutschen Kunst. Vol. ii.) Berlin. 1887. 
Goldschmidt, A. Die Skulpturen von Freiburg und MT^chselhurg. (Deutscher 

Verein fur Kunstwissenschaft.) Berlin. 1024. 
-Studien zur Geschichte der sachsi.schen Skulptur in der Uebergangszeit vom 

romani.schen zum gotischeii Stil. Berlin. 1903. 
Habicht, V. C. Die mittelalterliche Plastik Hildesheims. Strasbourg, 1917. 
Hartmann, P. Die gotische MonumentaI-Pla.stik in Schwaben...bis zum...Beginn 

des 15 Jahrhts. Munich. 1910. 
Hoehn, H. Niirnberger gotisclie Plastik. Nuremberg. 1922. 
Jantzen, H. Deutsche Bildhauer des 13 Jahrhts. (Deutsche Meister.) Leipsic. 

1925. 
Karlinger, H. Die romanische Steinplastik in Altbayern und Salzburg, 1050-1260. 

(Deutscher Verein fur Kunstwissenschaft.) Berlin. 1024. 
Kautzsch, R. Der Mainz Dom und seine Deakmaler. 2 vols. Frankfort-on-M. 

1925. 
Kemmerich, M. Die fruhmittelalterliche Portriitplastik in Deutschland bis zum 

Ende des 13 Jahrhts. Leipsic. 1909, 



BibUography, Chapter XXIV 1001 

Kiesliuger^ F. Zur Geschichte der ^otischeii Plastik in Oesterreich. i. Bis zum 
Eindringen des spatgotischen Faltenstiles. Vienna. 1923. 

Kiinze, H. Die Plastik des 14 Jahrhtsin Sachsen und Thiiringen. (Deutscher Verein 
fur Kunstwisseriflchaft.) Berlin. 1925. 

Luebbecke, E. F. Die gotiscbe Kolner Plastik. Strasbourg. 1910. 
Lfithgen, E. Gotische Plastik in den Rbeinlanden. Bonn. 1921. 
- Die niederrheinische Plastik von der Gotik bis zur Renaissance. Strasbourg. 

1917. 
Martin, K. Die Niimberger Steinplastik im 14 Jahrbt. Berlin. 1927. 
Panofsky, E. Die deutscbe PJastik des 11 bis 13 Jahrhts. 2 vols. Munich. 1924. 
Pinder, \V. Die deutscbe Plastik des 14 Jahrhts. Munich. 1925. 
-Die deutscbe Plastik des 15 Jahrhts. Munich. 1924. 
-Mittelalterliche Plastik VVurzburgs. Wurzburg. 1911. 
-and Hege, W. Der Bamberger Dom und seine Bildwerkc. Berlin. 1933. 
- -Per Naumburger Dom und seine Bildwerke. Berlin. 1931. 
Schmitt, O. Gotische Skulpturen des Freiburger Munsters. 2 vols. Frankfort-on-M. 

192(). 
-Gotische Skulpturen des Strassburger Munsters. 2 vols. Frankfort-on-M. 

1924. 
-Oberrheinische Plastik im ausgehenden Mittelalter. Freiburg-i.-B. 1924. 
W’^eese, A. Die Bamberger Domskulpturen. 2nd edn. 2 vols. Strasbourg. 1914. 
VV'^eigert, H. Die Stilstufen der deutschen Plastik von 12.50 bis 1350. In Marburger 

Jahrbuch. Vol. ill. 1927- 
Wiese, E. Schlesische Plastik vom Beginn des 14 bis zur Mitte des 15 Jahrhts. 

I^ipsic. 1923. 

(v) Italy. 

Balcarres, Lord (Karl of Crawford). The evolution of Italian sculpture. London. 
1909. 

Bertaux, E. Donatello. Paris. 1910. 
Bode, VV. Denkmaler der Renaissance-Skulptur Toscanas. Munich. 1892-1905. 
-Florentiner Bildhauer der Renaissance. 3rd edn. Berlin. 1911. Engl, transl. 

London. 1908. [For Donatello.] 
Brach, A. Nicola und Giovanni Pisano und die Plastik des 14 Jahrhts in Siena. 

Strasbourg. 1904. 
Burger, F. Geschichte des florentinischen Grabmals...bis Michelangelo. Strasbourg. 

1904. 
Colasanti, A. Donatello. Rome. n.d. 
Cruttwell, M. Donatello. London, 1911. 
Fabriczy, C. von. Medaillen der italienischen Renaissance. Leipsic. 1903. Engl. 

transl. Hamilton, l^ndon. 1904. 
Fechheimer, S. Donatello und die Reliefkunst. Strasliourg. 1904. 
Filippini, L. La scultura del Trecento in Roma. Turin. 1908. 
Graber, H. Beitrage zu Nicola Pisano. Strasbourg. 1911. 
Hill, G. F. A corpus of Italian medals of the Renaissance before Cellini. (British 

Museum.) London. 1930. 
-Pisanello. London. 1905. 
Mayer, A. L. Mittelalterliche Plastik in Italien. Munich. 1923. 
Paniconi, E. Monumento al Cardinale G. de Braye, Orvieto. Rome. 1900. 
Perkins, C. C. Tuscan sculptors. 2 vols. I.K)ndon. 1864. 
Planiscig, L. Venezianische Bildhauer der Renaissance. Vienna. 1921. 
Reymond, M. La sculpture 11 orentine. 4 vols. Florence. 1897-1900. 
Schottmueller, F. Donatello: ein Beitrag zum Verstiindnis seiner kunstlerischen 

Tat. Munich. 1902. 
Schubring, P. Donatello. Stuttgart. 1907. 
-Das italienisclie Grabmal der Fruhrenaissance. Berlin. 11K)4. 
-Die italienisclie Plastik des Quattrocento. Berlin. 1919. 
-Die Plastik Sienas im Quattrocento. Berlin. 1907. 
Supino, J. B. La scultura delle porte di S. Petronio in Bologna. Florence. 1914. 
-La scultura in Bologna nel secolo xv. Bologna. 1910. 



1002 Painting, Sculpture, and the Arts 

Venturi, A* Giovanni Pisano. Munich. 1927. 
Wackernaffel, M. Die Plastik des 11 uud 12 Jahrhts in Apulien. (Rome: K. Preuss. 

Hist Inst. Kunstgeschichtl. Forschungeu, ii.) Leipsic. 1911. 
Zimmermaun, M. G. Oberitalieiiische Plastik im...Mittelalter. I^eipsic. 1897. 

(vi) Netherlands, 

Bosschere, J, de. La sculpture anversoise aux xv« et xvi® siecles. Brussels. 1909. 
[With bibliography.] 

Devigne, M. La sculpture mosane du xii® au xvi* siecle. Paris and Brussels. 19.32. 
Dupierreux, R, La sculpture Wallonne. Les Amis de I’Art Wallon. Collection i. 

Brussels. 1914. 
Vogelsang, W. Die Holzskulptur in den Niederlanden. BerJ^n. 1911. 
Wauters, A. J. Sculpture en ivoireet les ivoiriers damands. Brussels. 1885. 

(vii) Spain. 

Dieulafoy, M. La statuaire polychrome en Espagne. Paris. 1908. 
Lafoiid, r. La sculpture espagnole. Paris. 1908. 
Mayer, A. L. Mittelalterliche Plastik in Spanien. Munich. 1922. 
Weise, G, Spanische Plastik. 2 vols, Reutlingen. 1925, 27. 

E. Stained Glass. 

(i) General. 

Berlin: K. Akad. des Bauweseiis. Vorbildliche Glasrnalerei aus dem spaten Mittel- 
alter und der Renaissancezeit. 4 pts. Berlin. 1911-17. 

Eden, F. S. Ancient stained and painted glass. Cambridge. 1913. 
Heinersdorflf, G. Die Glasrnalerei. Berlin. 1914. 
Knowles, J. A. The technique of glass painting in mediaeval and renaissance times. 

London. 1914. 
Kolb, H. Glasmalereien des Mittelalters und der Renaissance. Stuttgart. 1884-9. 
Oidtmann, H. Die Glasrnalerei. i. Die Technik. ii. Die Geschichte. Cologne. 

1892, 8. 
Ottin, L. Le vi trail. Paris, n.d. 
Roussel, J, Les vitraux. 2 vols. Paris. 1903, 11. 
Schmarsow, A. Kompositionsgesetze fruhgotischer Glasgemalde. Ixdpsic. 1919. 
Warrington, W. History of stained glass from the earliest period of the art to the 

present time. London. 1848. 
Westlake, N. H. J. History of design in painted glass. 4 vols. London. 1881-94. 

(ii) English. 

Drake, M. History of English glass painting, etc. London. 1912. 
Heaton, C. Origin of the stained glass in Canterbury cathedral. In Burlington 

Magazine, xi. p. 172, 
Knowles, J. A. Processes and methods of mediaeval glass painting. London. 1922. 
-The York school of glass painting. London. 1923. 
Le Couteur, J. D. Ancient glass in Winchester. Winchester. 1920, 
-English medieval painted glas-s. London. 1926. 
-Notes on the great north window of Canterbury cathedral. In Archaeologia 

Cantiana. xxxx. 1911. p.323. 
Nelson, P. Ancient painted glass in England, 1170-1500. London. 1913. 
Read, H. English stained glass. London. 1926. 

(iii) French. 

Baudin, F. Le vitrail du xii® siecle au xviii® siecle en France. Paris, n.d. 
Cahier, C. and Martin, A. Vitraux peints de Saint-^tienne de Bourges. Paris. 

1842-4. 
Delaporte, Y. (with illustrations by Houvet, E.). Les vitraux de la cathe'drale de 

Chartres. Chartres. 1926. 
Florival, A. de and Midoux, E. Les vitraux de la cathcdrale de Laon. Paris. 

1882-91. 



Bibliography, Chapter ^XIV 1003 

Hucher, E. Vitraux points de la cath^drale du Mans. Le Mans. 1868. 
Lasteyrie, F. de. Histoire de la peinture sur verre d’apres ses monuments en France. 

2 vols. Paris. 1838, 57. 
Magne, L L’oeuvre des peintres verriers fran9ais. 2 vols. Paris. 1885. 
Meloizes, A. (Marquis des). Les vitraux de la cathedrale de Bourges posterieurs au 

XIII® siecle. 
Rondot, N. Les peintres verriers de Troyes du xiv® et du xv® siecle. Paris. 1867. 

(iv) Germany and Austria. 

Frankl, P. Die Glasmalerei des 15 Jahrhts in Bayern und Schwaben. Strasbourg. 
1912. 

Hertel, B. Die GlasgemMlde des Kolner Domes. Berlin. 1925. 
Kieslinger, F. Gotiscbe Glasmalerei in Oesterreicb bis 1450. Zurich. 1927. 
Lind, K. Meisterwerke der kirchlicben Glasmalerei. Vienna. 1895-7. 

(v) Italy. 

Giusto, E. M. Le vetrate di S. Francesco in Assisi. Milan. 1911. 
Monneret de Villard, U. Le vetrate del Duomo di Milano. 3 vols. Milan. 1918-20. 



1004 

CHAPTER XXV. 

THE RENAISSANCE IN EUROPE. 
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1324 Publication of the Defensor Fads of Marsilio of Padua. 
1328 (April) I ndependence of Scotland recognised by Treaty of Northampton. 

(23 Aug.) Battle of Mt. Casscl. 
1329-71 David 11, King of Scots. 
1332 Battle of Dupplin Moor. 
1332- 9 Edward Balliol, intrudeil King of Scots. 
1333- 70 Casimir III the Great, King of Poland. 
1337-45 James van Artevelde rules Ghent. 
1340-75 Waldemar IV Atterdag, King of Denmark. 
1340-84 Gerard (Jroote. 
1342-82 Lewis I the Great, King of Hungary. 
1345^77 Olgierd, Great Prince of Lithuania. 
1345- 1436 Bavarian dynasty in Holland and Hainault. 
1346 Battle of Crecv. 
1346- 84 Louis de Maele, Count of Flanders. 
1347 National code of law introduced in Sweden by King Magnus. 
1347- 50 Lewis the Great of Hungary occupies Naples. 
1348- 50 'fhe Black Death. 
1348-49 Ma.S8acre of Jews in Germany leads to their emigration to Poland. 
1348 (.^) Death of ^Villiam of Ockham. 
1349 Louis de Maele captures Ghent. 

The eldest grandson (subsequently eldest son) of the King of France 
becomes Dauphin of Viennois. 
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1361 Tlie privileges of the iiohility and the Golden Bull confirmed in Hungary. 
1355 New frontier established between Dauphine and Savoy. 
1356 Duke Wenceslas of Brabant swears to the Joyeuse Entree, 

Battle of Poitiers. 
1358 Dalmatia ceded to Hungary by Venice. 
1363-1404 Philip the Bold, Duke of Burgundy. 
1363-1429 Jean Gerson. 
1369 (Nov.)-1370 (May) Peace of Stralsund between Denmark and the Ilansa. 
1370- ^2 Lewis the Great of Hungary, King of Poland. 
1371- 90 Robert II (Stewart), King of Scots. 
1374 The Pact of Koszice regulates the Polish succession and the rights of 

the Szlachta, 
1375 Queen Margaret becomes regent of Denmark for her son King Olaf. 
1376- 1400 Wenceslas of Luxemburg, King of the Romans. 
1377- 1434 Jagiello, Great Prince of Lithuania. 
1377 Pope Gregory XI condemns VV^yclif’s teaching in De Civili Dominio. 
1378 Beginning of the («reat Schism. 

(29 Nov.) Death of the Emperor Charles IV. 
1378- 1419 Wenceslas IV (King of the Romans), King of Bohemia. 
1379 Victory of Alberico da Barbiano and the ( ompagnia di S. Giorgio 

estaldishes reputation of the Italian comdottieri and Free Conmanies. 
1380 Queen Margaret becomes regent of Norway for her son King Olaf. 
1380-82 Philip van Artevelde rules Ghent. 
1382(27 Nov.) Battle of West-Roo.sebeke. 
1384-1404 Philip the Bold, Count of Flanders and Franche Comte. 
1384-98 Jadviga (Hedwig), Queen of Poland. 
1385 John.l elected King of Portugal. 

The Portuguese defeat the Castilians at Aljubarrota. 
Submission of Ghent to Philip the Bold. 

1386 Conversion of Jagiello of Lithuania, and his marriage to Jadviga of 
Poland. 

1386- 1434 Vladyslav II (Jagiello), King of Poland. 
1386 Battle of Sempach. 
1387- 1437 Sigismund of Luxemburg, King of Hungary. 
1389 (Feb.) Queen Margaret of Denmark and Norway conquers Sweden. 

(16 May) Leagues of towns forbidden in the Ihiblic Peace of Soutli 
Germany. 

1390-1406 Robert III, King of Scots. 
1394-95 Richard IPs first expedition to Ireland. 
1397 Union of the tliree Scandinavian kingdoms at Calmar. 
1398- 1430 Vitold, Grand Prince of Lithuania. 
1399- 1413 Henry IV, King of England. 
1400- 10 Rupert, Elector Palatine, King of the Romans. 
1400-08 Revolt of Owen Glyn Dwr in Wales. 
1400- 64 Nicholas of Cuwt. 
1401 Statute De Hueretico comhurendo passed. 

King Rupert's failure against the Visconti. 
1401- 29 (.^) Masaccio. 
1402 John Hus begins preaching at the Bethlehem Chapel, Prague. 
1402- 12 Giovanni Maria Visconti, Duke of Milan. 
1403 (20 July) Battle of Tewkesbury. 
1404 John the Fearless becomes Duke of Burgundy, Count of Flanders etc. 
1406-37 James I, King of Scots. 
1407 (23 Nov.) Murder of the Duke of Orleans. 
1408 V enice recovers Dalmatia. 
1409 University of Prague becomes predominantly ( zecli. 
1410 (15 July) Defeat of the Teutonic Knights by the Poles and Lithuanians 

at Taiinenberg (Grunwald). 
(20 Sept.) Sigismund of Hungary elected King of the Romans. 
(1 Oct.) Jo§t of Moravia elected King of the Romans. 
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1411 rjan.^ Death of JoSt. 
(July) Unanimous re-election of Sig^ismund as King of the Romans. 

1412-47 Filippo Maria Visconti, Duke of Milan. 
1412- 16 Ferdinand I, King of Aragon. 
1412 (Oct,) Death of Queen Margaret of Scandinavia. 
1413- i^ Henry V, King of England. 
1414- 35 Joanna II, Queen of Naples. 
1414 (Nov.) Opening of the Council of Constance. 
1415 (April) Frederick of Hohenzollern created Elector of Brandenburg. 

(29-«31 May) Deposition of Pope ilohn XXIIl. 
(4 July) Abdication of Pope Gregory XII. 
(0 July) Execution of John Hus. 
(Aug.) Henry V invades Normandy. 
(Sept.) Czech nobility’s protest against the execution of Hus. 
(24 Oct) Battle of Agincourt. 

1416 (Feb.) Count Amadeus VllI created Duke of Savoy. 
1416-58 Alfonso V the Magnanimous, King of Aragon. 
1416 (30 May) Execution of Jerome of Prague. 

(15 Oct.) A Spanish nation formed at the Council of Constance. 
1417 (26 July) Deposition of Pope Benedict XIII. 

(9 Oct.) The decree Frequens passed by the Council of Constance. 
(11 Nov.) Election of Pope Martin V. 

1418 (22 April) Closing of the Council of Constance. 
1419 (10 Sept.) Murder of John the Fearless, Duke of Burgundy. 
1419- 67 Philip the Good, Duke of Burgundy, Count of Flanders, etc. 
1420 The ^^Four Articles of Prague” promulgated by the Hussites. 

Emergence of the Taborite party among the Hussites. 
(21 May) Treaty of Troyes between Henry V and Charles VI of France. 

V’^ictories of the Hussites under Zizka over Sigismund. 
1420- 4 War between Alfonso V of Aragon and Louis III of Anjou for the 

succession to Naples. 
1420 (19 Sept.) Pope Martin V re-enters Rome. 
1421 Acmiisition of Leghorn by Florence. 
1422-61 Henry VI, King of England. 
1422- 61 Charles Vll, King of hrance. 
1423- 4 C’ouncil of Siena. 
1423 War breaks out between Florence and Visconti. 
1424 (3 Jan.) Death of Sforza Attendolo. 

(3 June) Death of Braccio. 
(17 Aug.) Battle of Verneuil. 

(11 Oct.) Death of Zizka. 
1425 Venice joins Florence in the war with Visconti. 
1426-7 Venice wins Brescia and Bergamo. 
1428 (3 July) Philip the Good acquires Holland and Hainault by Treaty of 

Delft. 
1429 (8 May) St Joan of Arc raises siege of Orleans. 
1429-33 War of Florence with Lucca. 
1429 (19 June) Battle of Patay. 

(17 July) Charles VII crowned at Rheims. 
1430 Philii) the Good becomes Duke of Brabant. 
1431 (20 Feb.) Death of Pope Martin V. 
1431-47 Eugeuius IV, Pope. 
1431 (30 May) St Joan of Arc burnt at Rouen. 

(23 J uly) Opening of the Council of Basle. 
(14 Aug.) Victory of the Hussites at Taus (Domailice). 
(14-18 Dec.) Eugeuius IV attempts to dissolve Council of Basle. 

1432 The Adoration of the Lamb by the Van Eycks completed. 
1433 (31 May) Sigismund crowned Emperor at Rome. 

(Nov.) The Compacts of Prague accepted by the Bohemian Diet, 
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1434 fFeb.) Reconciliation of Eugenius IV and Council of Basle. 
(30 May) Prokop and the Taborites defeated at Lipany. 

1434-i4 Vla^slav 111, King of Poland. 
1434 (June) Eugenius IV flees from Rome to Florence. 

The Portuguese sailors round Cape Bojador. 
Revolt of Sweden from King Eric. 
(Oct.) Cosimo de’ Medici returns from exile and becomes ruler of 

Florence. 
(Nov.) Death of Louis III of Anjou. 

1435 (2 Feb.) Death of Joanna II of Naples. 
1436- 42 Rene of Anjou, King of Naples. Civil war with Alfonso V of Aragon. 
1435 (5 Aug.) Alfonso V defeated and captured in sea-battle of Ponza. 

(S^t.; Agreement between the Emperor Sigismund and the Bohemian 
Diet. 

(16 Sept.) Death of Duke of Bedford. 
(21 Sept.) Treaty of Arras between France and Burgundy. 

1436 (13 April) Charles VII recovers Paris. 
(6 July) The CompdcU of Prague agreed to by the Council of Basle and ^ 

the Hussites at Iglau (Jihlava). 
1437- 60 James II, King of Scots. 
1437 (May-July) Breach between Eugenius IV and Council of Basle. 

End of the minority of Henry VI of England. 
(9 Dec.) Death of the Emperor Sigismund. 

1438 (5 Jan.) (gening of the Council of Ferrara (Florence). 
1438- 9 Albert H of Austria, King of Hungary, and King of the Romans. 
1438 (7 July) Charles VII issues the Pragmatic Sanction of Bourges. 

Revolt of Denmark from King Eric. 
1439 (26 June) The Council of Basle deposes Eugenius IV. 

(6 July) Union of the Greek and Latin Churches decreed at the Council 
of Florence, 

(6 Nov.) The Council of Basle elects Amadeus VIII of Savov as Pope 
Felix V. 

1439- 44 Vladyslav I (II of Poland), King of Hungary. 
1440- 93 Frederick III of Austria, King (Emperor) of the Romans. 
1440-70 Frederick II, Elector of Brandenburg. 
1440 The outbreak of the Praguerie in France. 
1442 (2 June) Alfonso of Aragon captures Naples, and becomes sole king. 
1443 (28 Sept.) Po]^ Eugenius re-enters Rome. 
1444 George of Pod^brady leads the Hussites in Bohemia. 

(10 Nov.) Vladyslav of Hungary and Poland defeated and slain by the 
Turks at Varna. 

1445 Charles VII issues the Ordonnance of Nancy on finance. 
1445- 6 Charles VII establishes the Compagnies d'Ordonnance, 
1446- 57 Ladislas V Posthumus, King of Hungary; 
1446- 52 John Hunyadi, regent of Hungary. 
1447 Deaths of Humphrey, Duke of (Gloucester, and Cardinal Beaufort. 
1447- 55 Nicholas V, Pope, 
1447-92 Casimir IV, King of Poland. 
1447- 54 War of Milanese Succession. 
1448- 94 William Tilley of Selling/orwt(. 
1448 (Feb.) Concordat of Vienna between Pope and Emperor. 

(April) Charles VII establishes the Francjt-Archer a. 
(July) The Council of Basle leaves Basle for Lausanne. 

1448- 81 (Christian 1 (of Oldenburg), King of Denmark. 
1449 (7 April) The Anti-Pope Felix V abdicates. 

(26 April) The Council of Basle-I^usanne dissolves. End of Conciliar 
Movement. 

1449- 53 War of All>ort Achilles of Brandenburg-Anspach with Nuremberg. 
1449 Charles VII recovers Normandy. 
1450 (26 Feb.) Francesco Sforza becomes Duke of Milan. 
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1450 (16 April) Battle of Formigny. 
Fall and murder of the Duke of Suffolk, 
llebellion of Jack Cade. 

1451 Philip the Good becomes Duke of Luxemburg. 
1452 (18 March) Frederick III crowned Emperor at Rome. 

(13 Oct.) Birth of Eld ward. Prince of Wales. 
1452- 1519 Leonardo da Vinci. 
1453 (Jan.) Conspiracy of Porcaro at Rome. 

(6 Jan.) EVederidk 111 creates Austria an arch-duchy. 
(29 May) E"all of Constantinople to the Turks. Elnd of East Roman 

Empire. 
(17 July) Battle of Castillon. 

1453- 57 Ladislas Posthumus of Austria, King of Bohemia. 
1453 (10 Oct.) Charles VII finally recovers Bordeaux. End of the Hundred 

Years* War. 
1454 (9 April) Peace of Lodi. 

(22 May) First battle of St Albans. Beginning of Wars of the Roses. 
Statutes of Nieszawa in Poland, establishing the rights of the Sejmiki. 

1454- 66 War between Poland and the Teutonic Order. 
1454- 94 Angelo Poliziano (Politian). 
1454 The Italian League formed. 
1455- 58 Calixtus III, Pope, 
1456 John Hunyadi successfully defends Belgrade from the Turks. 

Charles VII annexes Dauphine to the Crown of EVance. 
Gutenberg prints the ^^Mazarin Bible” at Mayence. 

1458-90 Matthias (^orvinus, King of Hungary. 
1458-71 George of Pod^brady, King of Bohemia. 
1458 (7 June) Death of Alfonso the Magnanimous, King of Aragon and Naples. 
1458-79 John II, King of Aragon and Sicily. 
1458-94 E'erdinand (Ferrante) 1, King of Naples. 
1458- 64 Pius II, Pope. 
1459- 63 John ^^of Calabria’s*’ war to recover Naples for Rene of Anjou. 
1460 (18 Jan.) Pius II publishes the bull EwecrMlis against appeals to a 

Council. 
1460- 88 James III, King of Scots. 
1460 (Oct.) Richard, Duke of York, claims the crown of England, 

(30 Dec.) Richard of York defeated and slain at Wakefield. 
1461- 70 E*irst reign of Edward IV, King of England. 
1461 (29 March) Battle of Towton. 
1461-^ Louis XI, King of France. 
1463 Louis XI annexes Roussillon to France. 

Philip the Good summons the Estates General of the Netherlands. 
Death of Archduke Albert VI, and reunion of the eastern Habsburg 

dominions under the Emperor Frederick Ill. 
1464 (Apr.) Francesco Sforza obtains Genoa as a French fief. 

(l9 June) Louis XI e.stabli8hes the E'rench royal Ponte. 
(1 Aug.) Death of Cosimo de* Medici. 

1464-69 Piero de* Medici, ruler of Elorence. 
1464-71 Paul II, Pope. 
1465 Revolt of the league of the Public Weal in E'ranee. 

Battle of Montlherv (16 July). Peace of Conflans (Oct.). 
Printing introduced into Italy. 

1466 (8 March) Death of Francesco Sforza, Duke of Milan. 
1466- 76 Galeazzo Sforza, Duke of Milan. 
1466 (19 Oct.) Peace of Tiliorn between Poland and the Teutonic Order, llie 

Order becomes vassal of Poland. 
1467 'Fhe Unity of the Brotherhood institutes a separate Church in Bohemia. 
1467- 77 Charles the Bold, Duke of Burgundy, etc. 
1467-94 Hans Memling^ortxtL 
1468 (Oct.) Louis XI captured at Peronne. Treaty of Peronne. 
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1469- 92 Lorenzo de’ Medici, ruler of Florence. 
1469 Matthias of Hungary obtains Moravia and Silesia. 
1470- 86 Albert Achilles, Elector of Brandenburg. 
1470 Printing introduced into France. 

(Oct.) Henry VI of England restored to the throne. 
1471- 83 Second reign of Edward IV of England. 
1471 (14 April, 4 May) Battles of Barnet and Tewkesbury. 

Sten Sture and the Swedes defeat Christian 1 of Denmark at Stockholm. 
1471-1516 Vladislav II, King of Bohemia. 
1471-84 Sixtus IV, Pope. 
1472 Annexation of the Orkney and Shetland Islands to Scotland. 
1473 Dispositio Achillea establisliing absolute primogeniture for Brandenburg. 

Charles the Bold erects the Parlement of Malines for all the Netherlands. 
1474-1604 Isabella the Catholic, Queen of Castile. 
1475 (29 Aug.) Treaty of Picquigny between Louis XJ and Edward JV. 

(Nov.) diaries the Bold annexes Lorraine. 
1476 (2 March, 22 June) Charles the Bold defeated at Gmndson and Morat 

by the Swiss. 
1476-94 Gian Galeazzo Sforza, Duke of Milan. 
1477 (5 Jan.) Defeat and deatli of Charles the Bold at Nancy 

Louis XI annexes the ducliy of Burgundy and Franche (.'omte. 
(19 Aug.) Marriage of Archduke Maximilian of Austria with Mary, 

heiress of Charles the Bold. 
Printing introduced into England by Caxton. 

1478 llie Pazzi conspiracy against the Medici. 
1478 80 War of Florence against the Papacy and Naples. 
1478 Albert Acdiilles of Brandenburg defeats coalition headed by Matthias of 

Hungary. 
(7 Dec.) Moravia and Silesia ceded to Matthias of Hungary for life by 

the treaty of Olomouc. 
1479- 1616 Ferdinand II the (.'atholic, King of Aragon. He and Isabella of 

(’astile become the Catholic Kings of Spain”. 
1479 (7 Aug.) Battle of Guinegate between Maximilian and the French. 

Ludovico Sforza seizes the government of Milan. 
1480- 81 Otranto held by the Ottoman Turks. 
1481- 84 The Ferrarese War. 
1481 Death of CJiarles of (Anjou-) Maine. Annexation of Provence to France, 
1482 Berwick finally annexed to England. 

(23 Dec.) Peace of Arras between Maximilian and Louis XI. 
1483 Edward V, King of England. 
1483- 85 Richard HI, King of England, 
1484- 87 The Barons' C'onspiracy in Naples. 
1484-92 Innocent Vlll, Pope. 
1485 Treaty of Kutna Hora between Utraquists and Catholics in Bohemia. 

(22 Aug.) Battle of Bosworth, and accession of Henry VIJ, King of 
England. 

1486 (16 Feb.) Archduke Maximilian elected King of the Romans. 
1487 (July) Foundation of the Swabian League. 
1488 Bartholomew Dias rounds the C&pe of Good Hope. 
1490 (6 March) Tyrol and the west Habsburg lands surrendered by Duke 

Sigismund to Maximilian. 
(11 July) Vladislav II of Bohemia elected King of Hungary. 
Moravia and Silesia reunited to Bohemia. 

1492 (2 Jan.) Conquest of Granada by the Catholic Kings. 
(31 May) 'I^e Jews in Spain compelled to emigrate or become ('hristians. 
(12 Oct.) ('olumbus discovers America. 

1495 Reception of Roman Law in Germany. 
1498 Vasco da Gama reaches Calicut. 

1502 (11 leb.) I he Muslims in Castile compelled to emigrate or become 
Christians. 
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Aba, Amad^-, 691 
Abano, Peter of, 674, 678, 680, 685; his 

Conciliatorj 677 
Abbasid dynasty, the, 664 
Abbatia, Antonius de, alchemical writer, 682 
‘Abd-al-Mumin, emperor of Morocco, 510 
Abenrakel, 669 
Aberdeen, studium generale of, 470 
Abingdon, 395 
Abruzzi, the, governorship of, 164 gq.; 

Candola and, 177; Angevin predominance 
extirpated, ib,\ 180, 198 

Abu-‘Abd-Allahi Muhammad, “Az-Zaghal,” 
uncle of Boabdil, in rivalry with Abu-1- 
Hasan and Boabdil, 488; dispossesses Abii- 
1*Hasan, 489; after Abii-l-Hasan’s death, 
continues struggle with Boabdil, ih.; sub¬ 
mits to Spain, ib. 

Abu’l-Hflkim, Muhammad Ibn ‘Abd-al- 
Malik as-Salihi ai-Khwarazmi al-Kati, 
Arabian alchemist, 667 

Academia Istropolitana, the, 615 
Academy, the Roman, so-called, 188, 773 sq. 
Acaster College School, 429 
Achillini, Alessandro, 781 
Achraet (Ahmed) ben Sirin, author of treatise 

on oneirornancy, 672 
Acts of the Apotitlef, the, Greek MS. of, 799 
Acuna Carillo, Alfonso de, archbishop of 

Toledo, 487 
Adamitism, in Bohemia, 77 
Adda, river, 178, 210 sq., 230 
Aden, 524 
Adige, river, 211 
Adolf II, duke of Cleve, 141 
Adolphus, 690 
Adriatic, the, 160, 230 
Adwert, abl>ey of, 789 
Aegean, the, 812 
Aeschines, 797 
Aesop, the Fahleg of, 692 
Afonso I (Henriqiies), count, then king of 

Portugal, and vassalage to Tieon and Cas¬ 
tile, 607; overthrows Teresa’s rule, ib,; 
defeats her at St Mamede, 508; invades 
Galicia, ih.; defeats Alfonso at Cerneja, 
ib.; submits to emperor, ib.; overthrows 
Muslims at Ourique, ib.; and truce of 
Val de Vez, ib.; and peace at Zamora. 
509; and Astorga, ib.; and Holy Hee, ib.; 
loses Astorga, ib.; takes Santarem and 
Lisbon, receives Sintra, gains Palmella, 
ib.; and Muslim states, 510; and his 
daughters’ marriages, ib.; captured at 
Ciudad Rodrigo, ih.; besieged in Lisbon, 
611; death of, ib. 

Afonso II, king of Portugal, and canon law, 
513; and civil war, ib.; and grant of tithes 
to episcopate, ib.; and dispute of the dean 

and bishop of Lisbon, ib.; and excom¬ 
munication, 514; and confirmation of title- 
deeds, 513; and inquest into titles to 
landed property, 514; and invasion by 
Martin Sanches and king of Leon, ib.; 
and reconciliation with Church, ib.; death 
of, ib.; and Crown’s appellate jurisdiction, 
525 

Afonso III, king of Portugal, invited to save 
Portugal, 515; accepts conditions, ih,; 
proceeds to Lisbon, ih.; and title of king, 
ih.; cedes Algarve, ib.; and marriage to 
Beatrice,illegitimate daughter of AlfonsoX, 
ib.; and convention of Badaj6z, 515 sq.; 
and policy in internal affairs, 516 sq.; his 
extravagance, 516; and clerical complaints, 
517; his subterfuges, ib.; and Cortes 
of Leiria, 527; death of, 517 

Afonso IV, king of Port.ugal, and conflict 
with Afonso Sanches, 518; and rebellion 
of Peter, ib.; and war with Castile, ib.; 
and Muslim invasion, 518 sq.; and abbey 
of Alcobaca, 526 

Afonso V, king of Portugal, succeeds as 
minor, with successive regents queen 
Leonor and the Infant Peter, 522; takes 
over government, leases royal rights 
in Guinea trade to Femao Gomes, ib.; 
captures Alcaoer Cegnerin Morocco, and, 
ultimately, gains Tangier and Arzila, 523; 
after death of Henry IV of Castile, enters 
Castile and marries Joanna, ib,; fights 
drawn battle of Toro, ih.; makes peace with 
Ferdinand and Isabella at Aloo^ovas, and 
concludes treaty of Toledo,ib.; promulgates 
Ordcnacden A fonnnas, 522; handed over 
African forts and factories to Infant John, 
524; effect of his liberalities and wars on 
treasury, 523; dominance of Braganza 
family, ib.; Afonso V and Cortes, 629; 
and agrarian legislation, 631 

Afonso, infant of Portugal, 495, 524 
Afonso Sanches, lord steward of Portugal, 

618 
Africa, North, 518; Spanish conquest of 

Penon de la Gomera, Oran, Bougie, Tri¬ 
poli, 521; Portuguese conquest of Ceuta, 
ib.; and expedition against Tangier, 621 
sq.; and capture of Alcacer Ceguer, Tan¬ 
gier, and Arzila in Morocco, 522 sq,; 812 

Africa, West, 506; stages in Portuguese ex- 
ploration of, 521 sq.; exports of, 532 

Agincourt, battle of, 383, 651 sq., 667; 
campaign of, 386 sq., 651; 808 

Agnes of Aquitaine, marriage of, to the 
Emperor Henry III, 310 sq. 

Agramontais, party of the, 485 sq. 
Agricola, Rudolf, 712, 788 sqq.; his essay, 

De formando studio, 712 

66 
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AigueS'Mortes, 801 
AiU^, Pierre d\ bishop of Gambrai, car¬ 

dinal-priest of St Cbiysogonus, leader in 
Conoifiar Movement, 4 sq., 8, 13 sq., 158, 
637, 680 sq., 683; his Vigintiloquium^ 
ib.; 782, 814 

Aix-en-Provenoe, cathedral of, 748 
Aix-la-Chapelle, 120, 127 
Ajarquia hills, 488 

kkerman, 579 
kos, Stephen, 591 

Alamagna, Giovanni d’, 764 
Alba, 159 
Alban hills, 159 
Albania, 184 
Albano, lake of, 773 
Albany, dukes of, gee Stewart 
Alberga ti, Niccold de’, bishop of Bologna, 

oardlnal-phest of S. Croce in Hierugalem^ 
172 

Albert I, of Habsburg, king of the Romans, 
duke of Austria, unable to prevent count 
John of Hainault from taking possession 
of Holland and Zeeland, 333 

Albert II (V), of Habsburg, king of the 
Romans, of Hungary and Bohemia, duke 
of Austria, 40; portion of Bohemian 
Estates choose him as king, 89; his 
marriage, 126,131; attacks Bohemia, 129, 
131; election of, as king of the Romans, 
134; holds two Reichstags at Nuremberg, 
a third at Mayence: misfortunes of, in 
Turkish war, 135; death of, 89, 135; and 
Czech troops, 104; 42,355,611 sq., 637 sq. 

Albert II, of Habsburg, duke of Austria, 596 
Albert IV, of Habsburg, duke of Austria, 

126, 129 
Albert VI, of Habsburg, duke of Styria, 

Camiola, and Carinthia conjointly with 
Frederick III, 136 sq.; acquisitions, 137; 
candidate for kingship, 148; on division of 
lands retains Upper Austria, 147; besieges 
Frederick III in Vienna, tb., 149; Austria 
ceded to him for eight years, 147; death 
of, ih, 

Albert {II), king of Sweden, duke of Meck¬ 
lenburg, accession of, 540; capitulation of, 
541; recognized as king by Norway, 542; 
and war with Denmark, 544; rebellion 
against, 544 sq.; defeat and capture of, 
545 

Albert I, duke of Mecklenburg, 540; and 
Scania herring staples, ib.; and division 
of Sweden, ib.; and alliance with Swedish 
nobles, and election of his son Albert, ib.; 
and war with Denmark, 541 sq.; and 
reconciliation with king Waldemar, 542 

Albert III, duke of Mecklenburg, 542, 544 
Albert Achilles, of Hohenzollern, margrave 

of Brandenburg, elector, a candidate for 
Empire, 134; is assigned Ansbach and 
half Baireuth, 155; supports Nicholas V, 
188; opposes town-league, 143; his war 
with Nuremberg, 144 sq.; supports 
Frederick III, 148 sq.; attends Mantua 

congress, 182; nominated with others to 
command imperialhost, 149; wrecks Lewis 
of Bavaria-Landshut’s league project, his 
own ineffective, 150; Brandenburg resigned 
to him, 156; subjects Eric of Pomerania, 
conquers Ologau-Krossen, and defeats 
inv^ers of Brandenburg, ib.; letters to his 
son, ib.; budgetary reforms of, ib., 157; 
the Dispositio Achillea, X57; 616 

Albert III, elector of Saxony (Saxe-Witten- 
berg), death of, 130 

Albert III, of Wittelsbach, duke of Bavaria- 
Munich, 137 

Albert IV, duke of Bavaria-Munich, 153 
Albert of Saxony, 813 note 1 
Alberti, Leone Battista, 173, 705 sq.; his 

Trattato della Cura della Famiglia, 705 
sq.; architectural work of, 777 sq.; his 
De re aedificatoria, ib., 799 ; 781 

Alberti, the, 204 
Albertus Magn^us, 663,673,685; his Speculurn 

Astronomiae, 674; the or Exp^i- 
ments, 675 sq., and the De mirabilibiig 
mundi attributed to, 675 

Albizzi, family, 172 
Albizzi, Maso d’, 204 
Albizzi, Rinaldo d’, 208 sq.; death of, in 

exile, 219 
Albohali, 669 
Albon, Humbert d’, archbishop of Vienne, 

313 
Albomoz, Gil Alvarez Carillo d’, archbishop 

of Toledo, cardinal-bishop of Sabina, 160 
Albret, house of, 266, 273 
Albret, John d’, Sire d’Albret, king of 

Navarre, 496 
Albuera, battle of, 481 
Albumasar, 669 
Alcabitius, 669, 679 
Alcacer do Sal, fell into hands of Afonso I, 

510; lost by Sancho I, 512; recovered by 
troops of Afonso II, 513 

Aloa(?ovaB, treaty of, 481 
Alcalk, university of, 795 
Alchemy, see Magic 
Alcoba^a, monastery of, 513, 518, 526, 530 
Aldona, queen of Poland, 557 
Aldus Manutius, printer, 777, 890 sq. 
Alemtejo, the, 510 
Alenpon, John II, duke of, and Joan of Arc, 

248 sq.; and the English domination of 
Normandy; and the duke of York, 269; 
arrest and release of, 277; betrayal of 
Louis XI by, and condemnation of, with¬ 
out execution of sentence, 287 

Alenpon, Ren4, duke of, 293 
Alessandria, 206 
Alexander the Great, king of Macedon, 664 
Alexander 111 (Roland Bandinelli), Pope, 

314; LouisVlI his adherent, ih.; Frederick 
Barbarossa, at enmity with, intervenes 
less in Burgundy, ib.; reconciliation of 
Frederick with, ih.; royal dignity of 
Afonso I recognised by, 509 

Alexander V (Peter Filargo),Pope,7,8 note, 58 
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Alexander VI (Bodrigo Lanzol Borgia), 
Pope, 200 sq.; previously archbishop of 
Valencia, cardinal-deacon of S. Nicholas 
in carcere TullianOy 175 sq., 181,192; un¬ 
successful candidate for papacy, 197; is 
too strong for French party in Curia, 199; 
bulls of, delimiting Spanish and Portu¬ 
guese sovereimty in Spanish Main, 493, 
525; and wittmcraft, 686 

Alexander, grand prince of Lithuania, 579 
Alexander I, “the Good,” prince of Mol¬ 

davia, 576 
Alexander of Aphrodisias, 781 
Alexander of Tralles, 665 
Alexandria, 301, 812 
Alfonsine Tables, the, 677 
Alfonso VI, king of Leon and Castile, cap¬ 

tures Santarem, and renders Lisbon and 
Sintra tributary, 504; grants Galicia and 
terra Portucalen»U to Raymond of Bur¬ 
gundy, Hk ; his daughter Teresa married 
to Henry, hereditary count of Portugal, i6.; 
dying, declares Urraca his heir, 505 

Alfonso VII, king of Leon and Castile, em¬ 
peror of Spain, and Infanta Teresa, 507; 
proclaimed emperor, 508; and submission 
of count of Portugal and barons, ib.; and 
siege of Aurelia, ib,; and truce of Val de 
Vez, 509; and peace with Afonso I, ib,; 
deprives him of Astorga, ib. 

Alfonso VIII, king of Castile, 612 sqq. 
Alfonso X, the Wise, king of Castile and 

Leon, king of the Romans, and Sancho II, 
515; and Afonso III with reference to Al¬ 
garve, ib.; and its reversion to Portugal, 
515 sq.; imitated by Dinis as to use of 
vermicular in judicial procedure, 518; and 
his Siete Partidas ordered to be translated 
by latter, ib.; his failure in kingdom of 
Arles, 320; his attitude in Lan Siete Par- 
tidas towards magic, 677 

Alfonso XI, king of Castile, 518 sq. 
Alfonso I, king of Aragon, 481 
Alfonso II, king of Aragon, 510 
Alfonso V(I), the Magnanimous, king of 

Aragon, Naples, and Sicily, rccallj^ bis 
brother John from Sicily, 483; involved 
concerning Sardinia and Corsica, 483 sq.; 
to be recognised as Joanna IPs heir, ac¬ 
cording to Carocciolo’s plan, 164, 484; he 
arrests the favourite, 164; enlistsBraccio’s 
aid, is driven by Sforza into Castel Nuovo, 
and leaves for Aragon, 165; on Joanna’s 
death, 165, 484, is supported by Sessa and 
Taranto, and attacks Gaeta, 176 ; his fleet 
is annihilated, ib.; is captured, 176, 214, 
484; makes treaty with Visconti, 176, 
214, 484; and is brought back by Peter, 
176; concludes truce with Vitelleschi: 
escapes on reconciliation of Vitelleschi and 
Candola: wins battle of Sulmona, 177; 
arranges Neapolitan succession, 177 sq., 
485; enters Naples, 178,484; his investiture 
by Eugenius, 178, 484; and by Nicholas V, 
484; watches Rome during conclave, 178; 

claims Milan, 178 sq., 212 sq.; attacks 
Piombino, 179; joins Italian League, ib., 
214 sq.; unsuccessfully attacks Geneva, 
179,215; death of, 485,179, 269; abiU^, 
of, 179 sq.; his qualities as a Maecenas, 
485; his queen, Maria, his regent in Spain, 
268, 484; reasons for his voluntary exile, 
484 sq.; his disposition of his territories, 
485; and Neapolitan Academy, 774; 775 

Alfonso II, king of Sicily (Naples), previously 
duke of Calabria, 191; and Colleone: and 
Roberto Malatesta, ib.; helps to defeat 
Florentines at Poggio Im^riale: and 
Siena: and Otranto: and Janissaries, 195; 
army of, destroyed at Campo Morto, 196; 
and Sanseverino, ib., 198; and battle of 
Montorio, 199; and Innocent VIII, 200; 
and Alexander VI, 201 

Alfonso Raimundez, count of Galicia, son 
of Raymond of Burgundy and the princess 
Urraca, 505; rebellion in favour of, 506 

Algarve, invaded by Sancho I, 511; Sancho 
II reduces western part, 515; Military 
Orders conquer remainder, ib.; Infant 
Alfonso compels Afonso HI to surrender 
it, ib.; ceded to Infant Dinis, ib.; partly 
depopulated by ocean voyages, 531 

Algiers, 496 
A)llama, 488 
Alhambra, the, 489 sq. 
Alho, Afonso Martin, makes commercial 

treaty with Edward IH, 532 
‘Ali Abu-1-^asan, or Muley Hacen, king of 

Granada, breaks dependence on Castilian 
Crown, and surprises castle of Zahara, 
488; quarrels with his son Boabdil, ib.; 
after being dispossessed by “ Az-Zaghal,” 
renews struggle both with him and Boab- 
dil, 489; death of, ib. 

‘All Attar, father-in-law of Boabdil, 488 sq. 
Alighieri, Dante, 175 sq., 620, 622, 625, 628, 

640, 689, 703, 730, 814; Divina Covimedia 
of, 797 

Alignano, Benedict d’, bishop of Marseilles, 
318 

Aljustrel, 514 
All Souls College, Oxford, 800 
Alliance, the Triple, of Naples, Florence and 

Milan, 190 sqq.; re-constituted in Ferrarese 
war, 196 

Alliance, the Quadruple, of the Papacy, 
Naples, Milan and Florence against Venice, 
196 

Almansor, 669 
Almeria, 489 
Minohades, 509 
Almoravides, 509 
Alnwdck, castle of, 423 
Alopa, Lorenzo di, 776 
AlopofPiscopo), Pandolfello, grand chamber- 

lain of Naples, 163 
Alora, 489 
Alphonse, count of Poitiers, 319 sq. 
Alps, the 656, 695, 781, 788, 802, 812 
Alsace, 140, 790 
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Altichiero. 764 
Amadeus III, count of Maurienne and Savoy, 

subdued by Lothar III, 312 
Amadeus IV, count of Savoy, 819 
Amadeus V, count of Savoy, 322, 324 
Amadeus VI, “the Green Count,” of Savoy, 

cedes his lands in Viennois and southern 
Lyonnais to the Dauphin in exchange for 
Faucigny, Gex, and suzerainty of Genevois, 
326 note 1; presence of, at Charles IV’a 
coronation at Arles, 327; vicar of the Em¬ 
pire in his hereditary estates.and in dioceses 
of Lausanne, Sion, Geneva, Bclley, Ivrea, 
Turin, ih,; vicariate of, revoked, 328 

Amadeus VIII, duke of Savoy, created duke, 
329; the Savoyard lands under him, tb. 
note I; nee also Felix V, Anti-Pope 

Amalfi, bust from, 752 sq. 
Amalricus (Amaury) I, de Montfort, king 

of Jerusalem, 672 
Ambleville, a herald, 247 
Amboise, 304, 784 sq.; ch4teau of, 784 
Ambrose, St, archbishop of Milan, 665, 

706 
Ambrosian Republic, the, 212 sq. 
America, Antilles, adjacent to, discovered 

by Columbus, 492; mouth of Orinoco and 
Honduras reached, ih.; discoveries of 
Vespucci and his companions, ib. 

Amersfoort, school at, 711 
Amiens, cathedral of, 722 sqq,; 284, 787 
Ancenis, peace of, 285 
Ancona, March of, 160, 163 sq., 167, 170 

sqq., 177 ; town of, 160, 199, 806 
Andeiro, John Ferdinand, count of Ourem, 

620 
Audio, Petrus de, 642 sq. 
Andrea da Firenze, 763 
Andrea, Giovanni, bishop of Aleria, 776 
Andrclini, Fausto, 783 sq. 
Andrew II, king of Hungary, candidate for 

crown of Latin Empire of Constantinople, 
f588; and westernisation of Hungary, ib.; 
Golden Bull of, 589 sq.; 595, 601 

Andrew III, king of Hungary, 590 sqq. 
Andrew of Hungary, king of Naples, prince 

of Salerno, 600 
Angelico, Fra Giovanni, 171, 173, 223, 

770 sq. 
Anghiari, 171, 211 
Anghiari, Baldaccio d’, 219 
Anglicus, Constantine, possibly same as 

Peter Payne, intermediary between Greek 
and Bohemian churches, 94 

Anguillara, counts of, 169; ruin of the 
house of, 188 

Anguillara, E verso dell’.count of Anguillara, 
backs Sforza in his march for Rome, 171; 
raids Roman territory, 183 

Anjou, 234, 273, 292; art of, 747; dukes and 
counts of, nee Charles, Louis, Rene 

Anjou-Durazzo, house of, 161, 169 
Anjou, second house of, and succession to 

Naples, 161, 267, 273, 279; the lands of, 
273, 292; dubious claim of Charles VII 

to crown of Aragon derived through his 
wife, Mary of Anjou, 268 

Annandale, lordship 468, 474 
Anne of Bohemia, queen of England, 48, 

738 
Annes, Estevam, chancellor of Portugal, 516 
Annes, Pedro, lord high steward of 

Portugal, 513 
Ansbach, territory^ belonging to Albert 

Achilles of Hobcnzollern, 143 sq., 155 
Antclanii, Benedetto, sculptor, 750 
Anthology, tht', printed, 777, 792 
Antichrist, prf>phecit‘s concerning, 683 
Antonello da Messina, p^iinter, 742 
Antony of Burgundv, duke of Brabant, 121, 

351; deatli of, 352 
Antrim, eounty, 455, 462 
Antwerp, a commercial centre, 335; Edward 

III lands at, 344; school at, 711 ; Plantin 
Miisenm at. 736; Museum of, painting in, 
747; printing at, 787; 811 

Aomar, 669 
A{)en»)ines, the, 160 
Apollonius Rbodius, 777, 791 
Apollonius of Tvana, 675 
Appian Gate, Rome, 166 
Appiuni, Caterina, 179 
Appiani, .lacopo 11, lord of Piombino, 162 
Apuleiufi, 662, 797 
Apulia, Vitelleschi retires to, 177; remaining 

Slorzeschi iKissessions in Apulia picked up 
by Alfonso’s party, iO.; tolls on cattle pass¬ 
ing from Apulia to Abnizzi, 180; 753 

Aqiiila, recovereil by Sforza Atteruloio for 
Joanna, 163; claimed and lost by Pnvccio, 
165; the city is relieved by Vitellescbi, 
177; revolutions of, under Ferrante, 
198 .sq. 

Aquileia, Patriarchate of, Venice attempts 
its absorption, 126; Patriarchs of, nee 
Barbo, Gotti fredo, Luigi; nee a Inn Friuli 

Aquinas, St Thomas, 621 sq., 627, 634, 673 ; 
his De Snrtibus^ 672; and Aristotle, 708; 
his Smuma Theoloyiae, 719; 813 

Aquino, Gerardo Gasparo di, marquis of 
Pescara, 180 

Aquitaine, 646; nee alno Guienne 
Aracena, 517 
Aragon, and election of P'erdinand I, 479, 

4h1 sqq.; and Alfonso W 483 sqq.; and 
John II, 485 sqq.; and Ferdinand and 
I.sahella, 487 sq.; and Muslims, 490; 
and Cerdagne and Rou.ssillon,279 wj.,288, 
292, 487, 494; and cession of Apulia and 
Calabria, 494; and restoration of Naples, 
495; the succession in, and in Castile, ib.\ 
and palace bodyguard, 499; and municipal 
administration, ih.\ condition of jx^Rsant 
classes in, 499 sq.; and Muslims, 501; and 
Inquisition, fb.; and .schism, 175; claim to 
throne of, inherited by Charles VH, 268; 
succession to, hoped for, by Louis XI, 
279; 748; kings of, nee Alfonso, Ferdinand, 
John, Martin, Peter 

Aragon, Infant Peter of, 165, 176 sq. 
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Aragon, Sanoia of, 201 
Aragona, Luigi d’, marquis of Gerace, 199 

sq. 
Arbedo, battle of, 209 
Arboga, parliament of, 54B 
Arc, Jacques d’, 244 
Arc, 8t Joan (Jeannette) of, her early life, 

244; visions, 244 sq.; and mission, 245; 
her visit to the duke of Lorraine, and 
visit to Chinon, t7>.; her letter to Charles 
VII, ib.‘y his hesitation, ib, note 4; inter¬ 
view with him, 246; her letter to the 
king of England and others, 247; the 
eoclesiastical commission at Poitiers, 247; 
her household, ib.; is given command of 
an army: enters Orleans, ib.; reference 
to her letter of Charles VII, ib. note 3; 
she is present at his coronation, 248 ; her 
desire to retire, ib.; wounded in assault 
on Paris, 249; engagements fought by her 
at Melun, Lagny and Corapiftgne, t6.; is 
captured by Burgundians, ib.; and sold 
to the English, ib.; her trial, abjuration 
and condemnation, 250; she is executed 
by burning, 251; her rehabilitation, ib. 
note 1 and 253; her beatification and 
canonization, 251 note 1; reputed a witch, 
683; 652 sq., 702, 818 

Architecture, English perpendicular, 817; 
French flamboyant, ib. 

Ardennes, the, 332 
Ardscull, battle of, 451 
Arengo, court of, 213 
Arganal, battle of, 510 
Argyropoulos, Johannes, 798 
Aristippus of Catania, 797 
Aristophanes, the Aldiue, 792 
Aristotle, 631, 668, 712, 714; Politicg of, 

627; his I>e S'omno et ru/ifia, 672; and 
treatise on chiromancy, ib,; and Bible, 
703; Orqanon of, 692; and Aldine edition, 
777, 792; 775, 781 sq., 786, 791, 794, 
796 sq., BOO scj., 814 

Arkel, John of, successively bishop of 
Utrecht and Li^ge, 349, 687 

Arklow, 461 
Arles and Vienne, kingdom of, eee Burgundy 
Armagnao, house of, 266, 273; authorities 

for history of counts of, 269 note 4; 
lordship of, divided up, 288 

Armagnac, Bernard Vli, count of, 10 
Armagnac, Isalndla of, 270 
Armagnac, Jacques d’, duke of Nemours, 

284; imprisonment and execution of, 
290 

Armagnac, John IV, count of, 269 
Armagnac, John V, count of, and Charles of 

Viana, 269 sq.; and Comminges, 270; 
and see of Aucn, ib.; and death of Talbot, 
ib,; commits incest with his sister, ib.; 
excommunicated, is attacked by royal 
forces, and flees; tried and condemned, 
he escapes, ib.; and Louis XI. ib., 277, 
287; flight of, 287; at Lectoure, 288; 
death of, ib. 

Armagnaos, the, 189 sq.; upholders of prin¬ 
ciples of Salic Law on accession of Charles 
Vn, 234; still at large in provinces of the 
English obedience, 235; known by English 
as Dauphinois, 238; 241, 352, 377, 650, 
747, 784 

Arnolfo di Cambio, 758 sq. 
Amsberg, county of, 140 
Amulf, Emperor of the West, 587 
Aroche, 517 
Arpad, duke, Magyar chieftain, 587, 591; 

house of, 590 sq., 695 sq., 598, 601, 603, 
607, 6X0 

Arras, treaty of, 32, 251 sq., 278; and Louis 
XI, 291; 334 

Arsuf, battle of, 648 
Arte della Seta, silk industry of Milan: 

receives statutes from duke Filippo, 226 
Artevelde, James van, captain-general of 

Ghent, and the Public Weal, 348; and 
re-entry of wool, ib., 344; declares for 
Edward 111, t5., 352; interview of, with 
IatU‘r, 344; murder of, ib. 

Artevelde, Philip van, captain-general of 
Ghent, 346; appeals for English interven¬ 
tion, ib.; directs forces of Ghent upon 
Bruges, tb. ; death of, 346 sq.; and battle 
of Roosebeke, 648 

Arthur, prince of Wales, 800 
Arti magffiori, Florentine trade-gilds, 202 
Arti minori, Florentine trade-gilds, 202 
Artois, county of, origins of, 833; and 

succession to, 345; 234, 292 
Arundel, earls of, see Fitz Alan 
Arundel, Thomas,archbishop of Canterbury, 

367, 370, 373 sqq., 385 
Aschaffenburg, 138 
Askeaton, castle of, 456 
Assisi, and Braccio, 168; and Piccinino, 

182; Upper Church of San Francesco, 
wall-paintings in, 752,767, and St Francis 
series. 758; chapel of St Martin in Lower 
Church, decoration of, 760; and fresco In 
transept, 761; and other frescoes, 763 

Asti, 212 
Astorga, town of, 605; Queen Urraca 

expelled from, 506; lordship conferred on 
Afonso I, 509 

Astrology, see Magic 
Athenry, battle of, 468 
Athis-sur-Orge, peace of, 341 
Atlilone, castle of, 458 
Atholl, David, earl of, 466 
Atoleiros, battle of, 520 
Aubusson, Pierre d\ grand master of the 

Hospital of St John of Jerusalem, Rhodes, 
cardinol-deaccm of St Adrian, 200 

Augsburg, 120, 124; member of Swabian 
town leap^ie, 143; 790, 792 

Augustine, Aurelius, St, his Confessions, 662; 
an<i magic, ib., 664 sq.; bis De CivitaU 
Dei, 707; and printed edition, 776 

Augustine of Trent, astrologer, 679 
Aulon, Jean d’, 247 
Aulus Gellius, 707 
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Aumale, Jean de Harcourt, count of, 241 
Auray, battle of, 647 
Aurelia, fortress of, besieged by Alfonso VII, 

1K)8; surrenders, tb. 
Aurelius, Marcus, Boman Emperor, 754 
Austria, 166 sqq., 140, 145 sqq., 151 sqq., 

764; §€€ also Habsburgs 
Auvergne, 264, 248, 276; mural paintings 

in, 768 
Auvergne, Martial d*, poet, 239 note 3 
Auvergne, William of, bishop of Paris, his 

Df UniversOt 674 sq., 681, 685 
Auxerre, 252 
Auxerrois, the, 252 
Avalos, Indioo d’, marquis of Pescara, 180, 

190 
Averroes, 781 
Aversa, 165 
Avicenna, his Canon, 668 
Avignon, 116 sqq.. 292, 807, 321, 325, 327. 

331, 600, 620, 626, 682; and Simone 
Martini, 732; Papal Palace of, ib.; 736, 
738, 747 sq.. 755, 759 sq, 

Avila, district of, k)7; town of, paintings 
at, 796; assembly at, 505 

Ayala, Pedro de, 473 
Aydie, Odefc d’, takes refuge in Brittany, 

278; and L^gue of Public Weal: and 
Louis XI, 282 

Ayscough, William, bishop of Salisbury, 
409 

Axambuja, Diogo de, 524 
Azores, 522, 532 

Babylonia, Babylon, 660, 663 
Bacon, Boger, 649, 673, 675; his Opus 

mains, 676 
BAcska, 135 
“Bad, the” (Kwadisn), Flemish popular 

party, 345 sq. 
Badajdz, castle of, besieged by Alfonso I. 

510; town of, captured by Giraldo, ib. 
Badby, John, 385 
Baden, in Aargau, fortress of, burned by 

Swiss, 127 
Baden, Bernhard, margrave of, 120 
Baden, Jakob of, archbishop of Trdvvs, 

elector, 141, 148 sq. 
Badius Ascensius, Josse, 785 sqq. 
Baglioni, faction of, 199 
Bagnolo, treaty of, 196, 218 
Bailleul, castellany of, 342 
Baireuth, territory belonging to Albert 

Achilles of Hohenzollem, 143 sq. 
Baker, William, painter, 746 
Balbi, Girolamo, 783 sq. 
Balbi, John, of Genoa, bis Catholicism, 691 
Bald and Gild, the Anglo-Saxon Leech-Book 

of, 667 
Balkans, the, 574, 588, 601, 606, 609 
Ball, John, 634 sq. 
Balliol, see Edward 
Balliol Colley, Oxford, 798 
Balowe, William, 449 
Baltic Sea, the, 385, 541, 811 

Balne, Jean, bishop of Angers, cardinal- 
priest of S. Susanna, employed by 
Louis XI to bribe Burgundians at P4ronne, 
286; imprisoned, 287 

Balzo, Pirro del, grand constable of Naples, 
prince of Altamura, 198 

Bamberg, 724 sqq. 
Bamborough, castle of, 423 
Bandol. Jean de, also called Jean de Bruges, 

painter, 734 
Bann, river, 450; the Upper, 464 
Bannockburn, battle of, 450, 466, 468, 

646 sq. 
Bar, duchy of, 273, 292 
Bar^sur Seine, 252 
Barbara of Cilli, Western Empress, queen 

of Hungary and Bohemia, 604 
Barbaro, Ermolao, 781 
Barbazan, Arnaud-Ouillaume, Sire de, 262 
Barbiano, Alberico da, condoUitre, 208 
Barbo, Marco,patriarch of Aquileia, cardinal- 

priest of S. Marco, 192; unsuccessful 
candidate for papiicy, 197 

Barbosa, Arias, 795 
Barbour, John, archdeacon of Aberdeen, 

451, 467 
Barcelona, counts of, 484, 494; see also 

Catalonia; treaty of, 494; Council of 
Hundred Jurats at, 499; 165, 268; and 
Cahilan art, 748 sq.; museum of, paintings 
in, 748 sq. 

Barclay, Alexander, 802 
Bardi, the, 381 
Baidolf, Thomas, lord Bardolf, 367 sq. 
Barna of Siena. 760 
Barnet, battle of, 287, 423 
Barn wall 8, the, 464 
Baronzio, 764 
Barrow, river, 451 
BArtfa, 596 
Bartholomew of England, 673 
Bartholomew of Parma, 671 
Bartolo, Taddeo di, painter, 762 
Bartolus of Sassoferrato, 621, 641 sq. 
Barzizza, Gasparino, professor of Rhetoric, 

707 sq.; his Kpistolarum 02)us, 783 
Basaraba, prince of Wallacbia, 591 
Basil. St, the Great, archbisbopof Caesarea, 

705 
Basilicata, 495 
Basin, Bernard, canon of Saragossa, and 

astrology, 685 
Basin, Thomas, bishop of Lisieux, historian, 

237; his comment on character of I«ouis 
XI, 275 sq.; origins, career, and literary 
works of, 282; ideas of, showing ohurclTs 
attitude towards secular power, ib., 283; 
including doctrine of regicide, 283; works 
by, 282 

Basle, and kings of Burgundy, 308; and 
EmjKjror Henry II, 309; Council ot, see 
under Councils; 24 sqq., 30 sqq., 35 sqq., 
40 sqq., 44, 140, 713, 789 sqq. 

Bassa, Ferrer, painter, 748 
Bassiano, 777 
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Bassi^y, John de, 683 
Baudrioourt, Bobert de, 245 
Baug4, battle of, 652 
Baux, Bertrand II of, prinoe of Orange, 321 
Baux, Baymond of, lord of Berre, 313 
Baux, Baymond I of, prince of Orange, 

320 
Baux, Baymond II of, prinoe of Orange, 

cedes rights to crown of Arles conferred 
by Frederick II, 320 sq. 

Baux, Wiliiam of, prinoe of Orange, viceroy 
of Arles, 318 

Bavaria, 656; dukes of, Albert, Ernest, 
Frederick, George, Henry, Ijewis, Otto, 
Stephen, William 

Bavaria, John of, bishop of Li^ge, 352 
Bayazid I, Ottoman Saltan, 195, 200, 603 
Bay Fleet, the, 401; Bay salt, 812 
Bayonne, 253, 647 
Bazas, centre of Charles Vll’a power in 

Ouienne, 241 
B4am, 241; the Bi^amais soldiery, 242 
lUarnaU^ party of the, 485 
Beatrice, Western Empress, countess of 

Bui^undy (Franche Comt^), 313 sq. 
Beatrice of Naples, queen of Hungary, 617 
Beatrice, queen of Portugal, 520 
Beauchamp, Sir John, 3^ 
Beauchamp, liichard, earl of Warwick, 

captures Pontorson, 24*2; in command at 
Rouen, 250; tee aUo 377 

Beaufort, Edmund, earl, later marquess of 
Dorset, duke of Somerset, captain-general 
of France and Guienne, constable of 
England, 399, 404, 410, 413, 419 

Beaufort, Henry, bishop of Winchester, 
cardinal-priest of S. Eusebio, chancellor, 
resignation of, 371; and prince Henry, 
878; and Henry IV, ih.; qualities of, 387 
sq.; and Gloucester, 388, 394 sq.; again 
resigns: madecartlinal,391; and Council of 
Constance, 15, 388; and Hussites, 74,131, 
392; and Martin V, 391 sqq.; Eugenius IV, 
394; and control of government, 398 sq.; 
and peace negotiations, 401; retirement 
of. 399 sq.; and Gloucester’s death, 404; 
375sq., 624, 643, 715, 796 

Beaufort, Henry, duke of Somerset, 415 
Beaufort, I>a<iy Joan, queen of Scotland, 

470 sq., 473 
Beaufort, John, earl of Somerset, 376 
Beaufort, John, earl, later duke of Somerset, 

253, 899, 402 
Beaufort, Lady Margaret, countess of Hich- 

mond, 403 note I, 406 
Beaufort, Thomas, duke of Exeter, lord 

chancellor, admiral of the North, 367, 371, 
876, 378 

Beaugency, 248 
Beaujeu, Anne of, regent of Fmnce, 218 
Beau^eu, sire de, see Bourbon, Pierre de 
Beaujeu, Beaujolais, 273, 290 
Beaumaris, 410 
Beaumont, Henry de, 466 
Beaumont, John, viscount Beaumont, 899 

Beaune, altarpiece at, 743 
Beauneveu, Andr4, painter, 784, 738 
Beauvais, 288; bishop of, see Cauchon 
Beoket, Thomas, archbishop of Canterbury, 

879 
Beckington, Thomas, bishop of Bath and 

Wells, king's secretary, 797 
Bede, the Venerable, his translation of a 

treatise on divination from thunder, 665; 
his De Natura JRerum, ib, 

Bedford, John of Lancaster, duke of, and 
battle of the Seine, 884; and Normandy, 
237 sq., 242, 898,396 sq.; and chAtelet of 
Paris, 287; and law faculty of Coen, ib,; 
and Paris, 249; and French journey of 
Henry VI, 393; and Vemeuil, 241 sq.; and 
Hainault, 242; and Burgundy, ib.; and 
promotion of earl of Warwick, ib.; and 
Joan of Arc, 246; and bishop of Beauvais, 
ib.; and intervention in England, 391; 
and Beaufort’s cardinalate, ib.; and 
second intervention, 396 sq.; death of, 
252, 397; 389, 652 

Beja, 509 sq., 511 sq. 
B41a III, king of Hungary, 587 sq., 592, 599 
B(^la IV, king of Hungary, 590 sq., 595, 

607, 617 
Belatha, 509 
Beiges, Jean Lemaire de, 787, 802 
Belgrade, 146, 591, 601, 608 
Bellavalle, Firminus de, 677 
Bellini, Gentile, 765, 779 
Bellini, Giovanni, 7^5, 779 
Bellinzona, 195 
Belovezh, forest of, 571 
Bembo, Pietro, cardinal-deacon of S. Ciriaoo 

in Thermis Diodetiani, 705 
Benedict XI, Pope, see Boocaaini 
Benedict XII (Jacques Fournier), Pope, 559, 

687, 697 
Benedict XIII (Peter Martinez de Luna), 

Pope at Avignon, 1 sq., 5, 9sq., 19, 483 
Benedictines, the reformed, 817 sq. 
Benefiov, Bohemian diet at, 92 
lienevento, possession of the Papacy, 175; 

parliament at, 177 sq.; by papal grant 
conferred on Naples, 179 sq. 

Bentivoglio, Annibale, lord of Bologna, 170 
Bentivoglio, Francesca, wife of Galeotto 

Manfredi, 199 
Bentivoglio, Giovanni I, lord of Bologna, 

228 
Bentivoglio, Giovanni II, lord of Bologna, 

199 , 218, 228 
Bentivoglio, Sante, lord of Bologna, 228 
Benzoni, Giorgio, lord of Crema, 206 
Bere, Richard, abbot of Glastonbury, 799 
Berengar-Raymond, count of Provence, 

813 
Berengario, Giacomo, 781 
Berengars, family of, counts of Provence, 

311 sq. 
Bergamasque, the, 196 
Bergamo, municipal library, drawings in 

764; 162, 206, 210 sq. 
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Bergen, German Hanea and, 541, 560 sq.; 
oounoils of Denmark and Sweden at, 
549 sq. 

Berguos, oastellany of, 342 
Berlin-Kolln, Berlin, 156; Berlin Gallery, 

j^els in, 737; altarpiece of Rogier van 
der Weyden at, 743; half a diptych of 
Jean Fouoquet at, 747; Kaiser Friedrich 
Museum, painting of Hugo van der Goes 
in, 745 

Berlinghieri, Bouaventura, painter, 751 
Berlinghieri, Francesco, 781 
Berlinghieri familv, the, 751 
Bermingham, Jonn de, earl of Louth, 

452 sq. 
Bermingham, Richard de, of Athenry, 

451 
Bermingham, Walter de, of Athenry, 460 
Bermingharas, the, 453 
Bernard of Treves, 68*2 
Berners, 127 
Bernwoit* John, 250 
Beroaldo, P'ilippo, 783 
B4roard, Hugh, archbishop of Arles, 31H 
Berry, 234, 274 
Berry, Charles, duke of, Normandy and 

Guienne, 267 note 2; proposed as regent 
by League of Public Weal, 281 sq.; 
joins Leaguers’ forces, 284; receives Nor¬ 
mandy instead of Berry, ib.\ accepts 
Guienne in place of Champagne, 287; 
death of, 288 

Berry, John, duke of, 327; and Andri'- 
Beauneveu, 734; and Jacquemart de 
Hesdin, miniaturist of the Grander 
Heurefy ib.; and the Trh$ Riches Hcures 
and its painters, 734 sq.; his Book of 
Hours, and the van Eycks, 740; 234, 
782 

Berry, the herald, Gilles lo Bouvier, 258 
Bertipoglia, Leonard of, his Cinirgiay 680; 

and his Judgment of the Revolution of the 
Year 1427, ib. 

Berwick, 466, 475 sqq. 
Began<?on, archbishopric of, 308; and Henry 

III, 310; and Frederick Barbarossa, 313 
Bessarion, archbishop of Nicaea, cardinal- 

priest of the Basilica de’ dodici Apostoli, 
39,171; administers Bolof^a, 172; opposes 
election of Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini, 
181; threatens German princes concerning 
Crusade tithe, 186; struggles against 
subscription to Paul IPs reformed capitu¬ 
lations, 187; despatched to promote 
Crusade, 186; death of, 192; and Platon¬ 
ism, 774, 783; 773 

Beszterce, 596 
Bethsaida, 683 
B^thune, Everard of, his Grecismusy 691, 785 
Bible, the, 703; Great Bible^of Winchester, 

729; bible decorated by* Jean Pucelle, 
733; bible with frontispiece by Jean de 
Bandol, 734; bible of king Wenceslas, 
736 sq.; 696, 787, 795, 802 

Billyng, Robert de, painter, 733 

Biondo, Flavio, 773, 781 
Birago, Lapo, 799 , , i 
Birger, king of Sweden, and Swedish nobles, 

635; and capture of dukes Eric and 
Waldemar, 636; and rebellion, i6.; flight 
of, ih. 

Biscay, 523 
Bistioci, Vespasiano da, 174 sq., 794, 797 

Black Brigade,” 105 
Black Death, or Great Death, the, in Scandi¬ 

navia, effects on economic values, wages 
and peasant conditions, 539; on landlords’ 
incomes, ib.; in Crown resumptions of 
land in Denmark, iVi.; in denationalisation 
of nobility and church in Norway, 539 sq.; 
in concentration of landed property in 
Sweden and Norway, 540; on the com¬ 
munity in Ireland, and on ogrioulture, 
456; 679 sq., 683, 686, 688, 693, 724, 814 

Blackbeath, 408 
Black Sea, the, 231, 811 
Bladelin, Peter, 743 
Blanche, queen of Navarre, 7, 268 
Blanche, countess of Namur, queen of 

SwtKlen and Norway, 538 
Blind Harry, 478 
Blois, treaty of, 496 
Bloreln^atb, battle of, 414, 422 
Bluebeard, Captain, alias Thomas Che3mcy, 

407 
Boabclil, king of Granada, quarreds with 

Abu-l-Hasan, and with “Az Zaghal,” 
488; with *A]i-‘Attar, besieges Lucena, 
488 sq.; and is Uikcn prisoner, 489; 
makes ptict of Cordova, ib.; after death 
of Abu-l-Hasan,continues struggle against 
“ Az-Zagbal,” ib.; surrenders Granada lo 
Spain, ib. 

Boccaccio, Giovanni, 797, 799, 814 
Boccasini, Nicholas (Pope Benedict XI), 

general of the Dominican Order, cardinal- 
bishop of Ostia, 592 

Bodin, Jean, 642 
Boesmare, Simon de, prior of St John Beau¬ 

mont, 684 
Boethius, author of The Consolation oj 

Philosophyy 665, 706 
Bohemia, protest of nobility of, 66 sq.; 

estates of, 83 sq., 112 sq.; diets of, 71; 
effect of council of Constance’s decision 
about communion, 125; economic effects 
of Hussite wars, 85 sq., 105, 114; 
social and national effects, 85 sq.; effeot 
on art, 86 sq.; intellectual activity as 
shown in liteniry productions of refonna- 
tion movement, 87 sq., 107; linguistic 
consequences, 105 sq.; suppression and 
re-emergence of humanism, 106 sq.; 612, 
615 sq., 618, 624, 654 sq., 712, 736 sq., 
749, 790, 795, 804, 807 note 1; kings of, 

A1 bert, Ch arles, George, John. Lad i alas, 
Lewis, Sigismund, Vladislav, Wenceslas 

Bohus, castle of, 536 
Bois, Pierre du, his De Recuperatione Sanctae 

Terrae, 624 sqq.; 701 
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BoiS'de-Vinoetmea. 887, 786 
Boleglav, a Bohemian county, 89 
Boleyn, Sir Geoffrey, 382 
Boleyns, the, of Blickling, Norf., 427 
Boil^ne, iiaymond of, archbishop of Arles, 

orowns Frederick Barbarossa as king of 
Arles, 316 

Bologna, refuge of John XXIII, 1; accessi¬ 
bility to Milanese mercenaries, 160; 
Braccio and, 162; Carlo Malatesta reduces 
it, ii).; seized by Piccinino and Visconti, 
169; Vitelleschi ordered to recover, 170; 
Giovanni Bentivoglio lord of, 199; the 
Bentivogli and, 288; University of, 680; 
227, 678, 706, 769, 769, 781, 783 

Bolt, Aslac, archbishop of Nidaros, 549 
Bolton in Wensleydale, castle of, 381 
“Bombards,” bojnbarditt^ 259, 660; “porta¬ 

tive bombards,” 650 
Bonatti, Guido, astrologer, 678; author of 

Liber A:ttr<momicutt^ 677 
Bonhni, Antonio, humanistic historian, 616 
Boniface VIII (Benedict Goetani), Pope, 

159, 166 sq., 192, 621, 624. 681 
Boniface IX (1‘ietro Tomaceili), Pope, 120, 

604 
Bonifivcio, in Corsica, 164 
Bonisoli, Ognibene de’, 709 
Bonvilies, the, 405 
Book of the Spiritual Workn of Aristotle or 

the Book Antmaquis, 674 
Books of Hours: GramUe Hcures of duko 

of Bt;rry, 734; bis Tres liiehes Jleures^ 
734 sq.; and incomplete Hours, 740 

Bordeaux, recovered by French, but re-cap- 
turtxl by Talbot, and finally acquired by 
Charles Vll, 253; Parlement of, 264 no/« 
1, 297; loyalist during league of “the 
Public Weal,” 284; its prosperity revived 
by Louis XI, 302; 647 

Borgia (Borja), sec Alexander VI, Calixtus 
III, Popes 

Borgia, Caesar, 176 
Borgia, JoM, 201 
Borgo San Sepolcro, 162, 164, 170 sq., 

194, 211 
Borja, Pewiro de, prefect of Rome, vicar of 

Terracina and Benevento, 175 
Borrassk, Luis, painter, 748 sq. 
Borsa, Kopasz, 591 
Borselen, Frans of, 353 
Boscan, otherwise Juan Bosc& Almog^ver, 

802 
Bosnia, 690, 603, 606, 617 
Boat, Arnold, 787 
Boston, 381 
Bosworih, battle of, 423, 426 
Botoler, Sir Ralph, 399 
Bothnia, gulf of, 662 
Botreaux, Margaret of, Lady Hungerford, 

429 
Bottioelli, Sandro, 197, 223, 778 sq, 
Boulgneville, battle of. 664 
Bouligny, Regnier de, treasurer of Charles 

VIl, 289 nou 8 

Boologne-sur-mcr, 252, 292 
Bourbon, house of, 266, 278, 278 sq., 281; 

portraits of, 747 
Bourbon, Charles de, duke of Bourbon, 

count of Clermont, sent by Charles VII 
against besiegers of Orleans, 243; attacks 
Fastolfe’s provision-train, ib.; supports 
Joan's project of attack on Paris, 249; 
in the Praguerie^ 265 

Bourbon, John II, duke of, and expedition 
against count of Armagnac, 270; deprived 
of government of Guienne, 279; a member 
of Lea^e of Public Weal, 282; forced to 
surrender Beaujolaia, 290; and the phys¬ 
ician juid astrologer, Conrad Hemgarter 
or Heingartcr, 684 sq. 

Bourbon, Louis II, duke of, 327 
Bourbon, Jacques de, count of La Marche, 

365 
Bourbon, Jean de, bishop of Le Puy, 282 
Bourbon, Louis de, bishop of Li^ge, 286 
Bourbon, Louis de, count of Venddme, 365 
Bourbon, Pierre de, sire de Beaujeu, 290 

»q., 304 
Bourbon, Suzanne de, 785 
Bourlx)nnais, 273 
Bourlxuirg, castellany of, 342 
Boimdiier, Thomas, archbishop of Canter¬ 

bury, cardinal-priest of S. Cirioco, 416 
Bourdichon, Jean, painter, 302 
Bmrgeoie de Paris, Journal d*un, 236, 241 
Bourge.s, synod at, 262; and Jacques Coeur, 

265; “ King of,” nickname of Charles VII, 
235 ; 735; Pragmatic Sanction of 

Bourgneuf, Bay of, 384 
Bourrti, Jean, treasurer of France, 300 
Bouts, Dieriok, painter, 743 sq., 748 
Bouvines, battle of, 236, 280, 333 
Boyd, Sir Alexander, 476 sq. 
Boyd, Robert, lord Boyd, governor of the 

realm, great chamberlain, 476 sq. 
Boyd, Thomas, earl of Arran, 476 sq. 
Bovd, Thomas, the younger, of Kilmarnock, 

471 
Brabant, 333, 386; towns of Louvain, 

Brussels, and Antwerp in, 335; and 
Gantois weavers and fullers, 337; upper 
bourgeoisie in, obtain protection from 
duke, 337 sq.; agitated by social conflict, 
347; revolt in, crushed by duke, ib,; 
“members” or “nations” in towns of, 
and political power, 384; council of, 
instituted by Duke John II, 349; Estates 
of, ib.; the same and Antony of Burgundy, 
351 sq.; dynastic changes in, 350 sq., 353; 
354. 368, 360 sq. 

Bracceschi, the, 164 sq., 178, 208, 210 
Braociano, lake, 169 
Braccio da Montone, vicar of Perugia, 

grand constable of Naples, prince of Capua, 
governor of the Abruzzi, condottUre, 
beginnings of, 208 sq.; seizes Rome, 158; 
ejected, 162 sqq.; reconciled by Martin V 
to Bforza, 164; invested with vicariate, 
162, 164; receives Neapolitan honours; 
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welcomes Alfonso V, 164; leaves for Vis- 
contean-Venetian war, ih,\ summoned 
to help Alfonso, 165; besieges Aquila, ib,; 
captured, ib,; death of, ib. 

Bracciolini, Poggio, statue of, 770 
Braga, see of, 506; Afonso Henriques at, 607 
Braganza, Afonso, duke of, instigates 

Afonso V to take over government, 622 
Bra^nza, Ferdinand II, duke of, invokes 

his privileges, 623; implicated in treason¬ 
able oorrespondenoe with Castile, ib.; tried 
and executed, 523 sq. 

Braganza, John de, marquess of Montemor, 
treasonably involved with Castile, 523; 
flight of, 524 

Brailes, William de, 729 
Bramante, otherwiie Donato Lazzari, 226 
Bramantino, otherwise Andrea Suardi, 173 
Bramham Moor, 368 
Brandenburg, Mark of, 125, 155; granted 

to Frederick of Hohenzollem, 125 sq.; 
Courts Christian of, ib.; sees of, ib,; 
towns of, resist monetary demands of Albert 
Achilles, 156; budget of, ib.; estates of, and 
tonnage, 157; elector-margraves of, see 

Albert Achilles, Frederick, Jo^t, Sigis- 
mund, Waldemar 

Brant, Sebastian, 791 sq,; his The Ship of 
Fools, ib. 

Brass6, 596 
Braye, Guillaume de, cardinal-priest of 

S, Marco, 754 
Brazil, 582 
Breda, J. de, 788 
Brenner Pass, 120 
Brescia, 120,162, 206, 210 sq. 
Breslau, 565; Reichstag, 128 sq.; 97, 130, 

616 
Bresse, 329 sq., note 1 
Brest ^rest Litewski), 560, 671 
Brest Kujawski, 562 sq. 
Brethren of the common life, 694, 712; 

their libraries, 711; their schools, ib.; 
chief headmasters, ib.; notable pupils, 
712 sq.; decay of Order, 713; 714, 785, 
787. 790, 817 sq, 

Br4tigny, treaty of, 236 
Breviary, the: Breviary of Philip the Fair, 

732; Belleville Breviary, 733; Grimani 
Breviary, 735 

Br4z4, Pierre de, 254 iwte 1; imprisoned 
by Louis XI, 277 

Brian Borumha, high king of Ireland, 464 
Brianoon, Aimon II de, archbishop of 

Tarantaise, 315 
Bridget, St, 539, 543 
“brigand,” derivation of, 235 sq. 
Bristol, 364, 875, 411, 425 , 427; customs 

accounts, and sugar, 532 
Brittany, 158; house of, profits by duel 

between France and England, 265; 273 
Brittany, Arthur of, duke of Brittany, count 

of Biohemont, constable of France, ^viser 
of Charles VII, 239, 241; invest^ with 
Constableship, 242; wages war on English, 

ih.; takes charge of government, 251; 
main author of miliUiry reforms, 254 

Brittany, Francis I, duke of, 258 
Brittany, Francis II, duke of, and Jean de 

Mon tau ban ,277; and q uarrel wi th Louis XI, 
278; and League of Riblic Weal, 282; and 
Charles the Bold, 284; forced to accept 
peace of Ancenis, 285; marries daughter 
of Gaston IV, 288; obliged to laydown 
arms, ib.; coerced by Louis XI p.urtly to 
renounce independence, 290; disregards 
his oath, 292 

Brittany, John VI, duke of, 241; his house 
severs ties with Bedford, 242 

Brno (Briinn), Sigiamand receives homaj^^e 
at, 128; gatherings of Bohemian Am 
Moravian nobility at, 65; oppose.^ George 
of Pod^brady: he is invested by Frederick 
III at, 97; occupied by Matthias of 
Hungary, 616; and staple agreement with 
Buda, 596 

Broederlam, Melchior, ofYprea, painter, 734 
Brotherhood, Unity of the, 103; “Picards’* 

an equivalent term, 110 ; growth of the 
movement, 112 

Broilwershaven, battle of, 353 
Bruce, Edward, invades Irtdand, 450; and 

battle of Kells, 451; and l)attle of Ard- 
scull, ih.; retreats, ib.; crowned king, 
ib.; and King Roliert, ib., 452; slain at 
Faughard, 452 

Bruce, Lady Marjorie, 468 
Bruce, Robert, king of Scotland, see Robert 
Bruges, chief port of Flanders, 336; “Matins 

of,” H39 »q.; weavt^rs and fullers of, at 
Courtrai, 340; revolt at, against Louis of 
Nevers, 341 sq.; surrender of, to Philip 
of Valois, 342; terms of the Count to, ib.; 
the jieople massacre weavers at, and 
appeal to Louis de Maiile, 345; revolt of 
weavers at, 346; reaction in, ib ; Li^'geois 
“perron” removed to, 856; Estates 
General at, 361; painters, 743, 745 sq.; 
153, 226, 334, 350, 683, 741 sq., 785, 787, 
811 

Brunelleschi, Filippo, 171, 202, 768, 780 sq. 
Bruni, Leonardo, his version of a treatise of 

St Basil, 705 ; see also 788, 794, 796 sqq. 
Bruniaco, Jean de, cardinal-bishop of Ostia. 

the cardinal of Viviers, 8 
Brussels, a commercial centre, 335; and 

municipal government, 347; Chambre 
des Comptes at, 860; school at, 711; 
painting of Petrus Christus at, 742; and 
of Rogier van der Weyden, 743 

Brusthem, battle of, 356 
Bucka, John, bishop of Litomyfii, 58 
Buckingham, dukes of, see Stafford 
Buda, peace of, 575; privileges conferred on, 

696; and staple right, ih.; Matthias* 
palace in, 615; 108, 793, 795 

Bud4, Guillaume, 777, 786 ; his translations 
of Plutarch, 786 

Bueil, Jean de, 252, 254 note 1, 256 note 1 
Buffalmaco, Buonaniooo, called, 768 
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Bugjv, district of, 271, S29 sq., note 1 
Bo-mmu, king of Tlemcen, 496 
Bulgaria, 617; North, 601 
Buonfiglio, Benedetto, 173 
Buonlncontri, Lorenzo, of San Miniato, 

poet, 684 
Buoninsegni, D., Florentine historian, 202 

note 1 
Bur, or Bury, Pierre de, canon of Amiens, 

785, 787 
Bureau, Qaapard, 254 note 1, 653 
Bureau, Jean, 254 note 1, 653 
Burev, nectr Vauoouleurs, 245 
Burgn, Edmund Albanaoh de, “Mac 

William,*’ 454 
Burgh, Edmund de, “the earl’s son,” 454 

Burgh, Elizabeth de, countess of Ulster, 
married to Lionel duke of Clarence, 454 

Burgh, Hubert de, earl of Kent, justiciar of 
England, 687 

Burgh, Raymond de, 454 
Burgh, Richard de, earl of Ulster, and battle 

of Connor, 450; attacks Bruce’s rear-guard, 
451; flight and imprisonment of, ih. ; death 
of. 453 

Burgh, Walter de, 453 sq. 
Burgh, William de, earl of Ulster, king’s 

lieutenant, imprisons Walter de Burgh, 
who dies, 453; is murdered, 453 sq. 

Burgh, William de, the Mac William of 
Clanrickard, 460 

Burgh, William de, prisoner at Connor, 450; 
at Athenry, 451; 453 

Burgh, William or lllick de, 454 
Burgundians, the, political party. 352, 747, 

377, 783 
Burgundy, or Arles, kingdom of, different 

names of, 306; boundaries of, t5.; geo¬ 
graphical distinctions in, 307; two 
kingdoms in, tft., 308; union of Upper 
Burgundy and Provence, 308; ecclesiasti¬ 
cal and secular lordships of, ih.; kings’ 
mode of living, ih., 309; emblems of 
kingship of, 809; union to Empire, ih.; 
under Henry HI, 310; rectorate of 
Burgundy, 811; conditions under Henry V, 
ih,, 312; difficulties of Lothar HI. 312; 
double policy of Conrad HI, 313; and 
Frederick Barbarossa, 313 sqq.; and 
Henry VI, 816 sq.; under Frederick II. 
317 sqq.; and during Great Interregnum. 
820 sq.; and plana of Henry IHI, 321 sq.. 
and of John of Bohemia, 322 sq.; Lewis 
of Bavaria’s proposition, 323; and French 
monarchy, 328 sq.; cession of Dauphin^, 
824 sq., and of Avignon, 325; under 
Emperor Charles IV, 325 sqq.; mnt of 
Vicariate of Arles, 329; Sigismuna’s visit. 
329 sq.; and growth of ducal Burgundy, 
831; and French sovereignty, ih. 

Burgundy, Jurane or Upper, 807 
Burgundy, duchy of, 234, 266, 287, 290, 

845, 357, 360; annexed to royal domain 
by Louis XI, 292; dukes of, see Charles, 

Hugh, John, Odo, Philip, Robert; duch¬ 
esses of, tee Isabella, Margaret, Maiy 

Burgundy, Free County of, see Franohe 
Comt^ 

Burgundy, the state of, its area and con¬ 
stituent parts, 234, 206; invasion of, by 
Louis XI’s troops, 287; Flanders and 
Low Countries kept by Maximilian, 
291 sq.; duchy of Burgundy annexed to 
royal domain, 292 

Burgundy, house of, alliance of, with house 
of Lancaster, 234; French and Imperial 
fiefs of, ib.; and Hundred Years’ War, 
265; territorial ambitions of Philip the 
Good, 273 sq., 278, 281, 351 sqq., 401; 
810 sq. 

Burgundy, Antoine, bastard of, bribed by 
Louis XI, 286 

Buridan, Jean, 813 note 1 
Burnell, Hugh, 365 
Bury St Edmunds, 404, 796 
Busch, Hermann von dera, 789 
Butler, Edmund, justiciar, chief governor 

of Ireland, and Edward Bruce, 450; 
defeated at Ardscull, 451 

Butler, Lady Eleanor, 438 
Butler, James, earl of Ormonde, 453 
Butler, James, second earl of Ormonde, and 

Art Kavanagh, 458 
Butler, James, earl of Wiltshire and Ormonde, 

425 
Butler, Jame.s, fourth earl of Ormonde, king’s 

lieutenant, 462; deputy, 463 
Butzbach, John, prior of Loach, 696; his 

career, 712 sq. 
Byzantine Empire, the, Roman Empire of 

the East, 749 sq., 806; see also Constanti¬ 
nople, Emperors, Eastern 

Cal)Ot, John, 781 
Cabrera, Juan, chamberlain in Aragon, 491 
C4ceres, 510 
Ca da Mosto, Alvise da, 522, 781 
Cade, Jock, 403, 407 sqq. 
Ciwdiz, 683 
Caen, 786 
Caesar, Gaius Julius, 168; Bellum Civile of, 

783 
Cairo, 524 
Caister, castle of, 381 
Qagarri^, Pedro, archbishop of Tarragona, 

and ejection of Ferdinand I, 482 
Calabria, 165 
Calais, 253, 864, 377, 379, 391, 401. 403 

7iote 1, 407, 414, 422, 426, 432 sqq., 456, 
651 

Calatrava, military order of, 5X1 
Calf, Elizabeth, 459 
Calf, Sir Robert, of Norragh, 459 
Calicut, 624 
Calixtus II (Guy of Burgundy), Pope, 

previously archbishop of Vienne, 311; 
makes Compostela an archbishopric, 506 

Calixtus HI (Alonsode Borja), Pope, reasons 
for his election, 175; his ruling passions, 
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ib.; and the Crusade, ib,; his nepotism, 
175 sq.; his relations with Alfonso, with 
the Colonna, and his declaration about 
Neapolitan succession, 176; death of, ih,; 
773 

Callan, 456 
Callimachus, printed, 777 
Colmar, 545 
Cambrai, 832, 834; school at, 711 
Cambridge, Edm und, earl of,«ce Yor k, duke of 
Cambridge, Kichard, earl of, 386 
Cambridge, university of, 429, 693, 702, 

716; Fitzwilliam Museum, MSS. in, 730, 
732; gee aUo 797, 799 sqq. 

Camerino, 160 
Camerino, Fra Simone da, prior of the 

Augustiniaiis, Padua, 214 
Campagna, the: chief feudal bouses of, 

159 sq. 
Campano, Gianantonio, 799 
Campin, Robert, painter, 742 sq. 
Campo d’Espino, 606 
Campobasso, Cola, count of, 190 
Campo Morto, battle of, 196 
Campus Martius, of Rome, 160 
Canary Islands, the, 481, 498 
CandoLa, Antonio, 177, 190 sq. 
Candola, Giacomo, camloUiere, 166, 176 sq. 
Cane, Facino, captain-general of the 

Milanese forces, lord of Alessandria, 
Tortona, and Novara, condottiere, arbiter 
of Milan, 206; controls Pavia with the 
Beccaria, 207; death of, ib.; his widow 
marries Filippo Maria Visconti, ib,; 
origins of, 209 

Canon epncopi, the so-called, 666 
Canon Law, 623, 632,783; the Decretals, 631; 

requires cathedral churches to have 
grammar schools, 689; fivculty of, 699; 
study forbidden at Oxford and Cambridge, 
702 

Canossa, 311 
Canterbury, 394, 407, 409, 425; libraries of 

Christ Church and St Augustine’s at, 796; 
archbishops of, see Arundel, Becket, Bour- 
chier,Chichele,Dunstan. Kemp, Langton, 
Stafford, Warham 

Canterbury Hall, Oxford, 800 
Canynges, the, of Bristol, 427 
Cao, Diogo, 624 
Gapanna, Puccio, 763 
Cape Bojador, 521, 812 
Cape Catherine, 622 
Cape Cross, 524 
Cape of Go^ Hope, 624, 812 
Cape Mesurado, 622 
Cape St Mary, 624 
Cape Verde Islands, five of them discovered, 

622; bull of Alexander VI establishing 
limits of Spanish and Portuguese sove¬ 
reignty in the west, and another bull, 625; 
John II succeeds in getting the line moved, 
493, 626, 682; see Tordesillas, treaty of 

Capek, Jan, of Sany, Orphan captain, leads 
expedition against Teutonic Knights, 81 

Capella, Martianus, 664 
Capgrave, John, 429 
Capistrano, St Giovanni, attempts to convert 

Czechs, 94; raises money for crusade, 
146; helps to save Belgrade, 176, 609 

Capitaiiata, 495 
Capponi, Gino, 204 
Capponi, Neri, 204; position of, 219; death 

of, i6. 
Capranica, Domenico, bishop-elect of Fermo, 

cardinal-deacon of Santa Maria in Via 
Lata, deposed, cardinal-priest of S. Croce 
ht Hierusalrm, 27, 167, 172 

Capua, 163, 176 sq.;'gateway of, 752 
Caracciolo, Giovanni (Sergianni), grand 

seneschal of Nspies, captain of Ischia, duke 
of Veiiosa, 163 sqq. 

Caracciolo, Ottmo, grand chancellor of 
Naples, 163, i65 

Caraffa, Olivieri, cardinal-bishop of Sabina, 
192, 778 

Careggi, 774 
Carew. Raymond le Gros de, 468 
Carinthia, 136 
Carlow, 457; county, 458, 460 sq. 
Caniuignoia. Francesco da, vomlottierej and 

Filippo Maria Visc^onti, 207; origin of. 
209; defeats Swiss at Arbedo, tfc,; deserts 
Visconti for Venice: defeats Milanese at 
Maclodio: fails before Cremona; tried 
and executed at Venice, 210; 656 

Carmehanus, Peter, 428 sq. 
Carniola, 136, 151 
Carpaccio, Vittore, 779 
Carpathians, the, 587 
Carpi, 777, 781 
Carrara, Francesco II da, lord of Padua, 706 
Carrara, Ubertino da, 706 
Carretto, Alfonso del, marquess of Finale, 

200 
Carretto, Ilaria del, 768 aq. 
CarrickferguB, 450 sq., 453 sq. 
C4rtama, 489 
Carvajal, John, bishop of Plasencia, cardinal- 

deacon of Sant’ Angelo, prepares ground 
for Concordat at Vienna, 43; arbitrates 
between archbishop of Cologne and duke 
of Cleve, 142; makes peace between 
Hunyadi and Frederick III, 146; arbitraU.*B 
l>etween Matthias Corvinus and Frederick 
III, 146 B<j.; organises reliefs at Buda for 
crusaders, 175; 102 

Casciano, 195 
Casentino, Jacopo del, 763 
Casentino, the, 211, 219 
Caserta, Baldassare della Ratta. count of. 

177 
Casimirlll, “the Great.” king of Poland, 

and treaty of Vyisehrod, 568; and second 
treaty of Vyiiehrod, 669, 699; and treaty 
of Buda, ib., 699; and treaty of Kalisz, 569; 
and expedition to Roumanian principal' 
ities, 561; and Galicia, 561 sq., 566 nq.; 
and Mazovia, 661 sq.; statesmanship of, 
668; results of his diplomacy, 561 sq.; and 
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codification of law, 568; and provincial 
administration, 562 sq.; and Szlachta, 
564; and urban development, 565; and 
learning, 566; and building, ib,; condition 
of Poland during his reign, as regards the 
peasantry, 564 sq.; and the towns, 565; 
death of, 566 

Casimlr IV, king of Poland, grand prince of 
Lithuania, and ecclesiastical magnates, 
577; and policy as regards oligarchy, 
Turkish war, and the Order, 57B; and 
statutes of Nieszawa, t5.; and territorial 
gains, ih.; and final settlement with 
Teutonic Order, ih,\ and Tartar invasions, 
579; and proposed Bohemian mannage 
for prince Vladislav, 101; and accession 
of Vltidislav in Bohemia and Hungary, 
i5., 579; death of, 579; tee alto genealog¬ 
ical table, 586; 95 sq., 100, 134, 155 sq., 
267 note 2, 599 , 612 

Casimir, St, prince of Poland, 586, 616 
Casimir V, duke of Stolpe or Stettin, 571 
Ckslav, 70 
“Cospe, Compromise of,” 482 
Cassel, castellanv of, 342; battle of Mt, 342 
Castagnaro, battle of, 648, 655 
Castagno, Andrea del, 173 
Castaldi, Pamfilo, 776 
Castel d’Uovo, 164, 191 
Castel Nuovo, 164 sq., 177 sq. 
Castellis, Guido de, cardinal-priest of S. 

Marco, 509 
Castiglione della Pescaja, 179 
Castiglione (P Olona, Collegiata, Masolino's 

frescoes in, 706; and Baptistery, frescoes 
in, ib. 

Ca.stile and Ijeon, history of. chaps, xv, xvi 
pattivi^ in fifteenth century, 479 sqq., 488, 
498 sq.; administration of, 487; and 
America, 491 sq., 502 sq.; and north- 
w'est Africa, 493, 496; and Magrab and 
Canary Lslands, 493; and Habsburg 
marriiige, 495; and union of Spain, 498; 
and repression of lawlessness, ife., 499; 
and municipal rulministralion, 499; and 
peasant class, 499 «q.; and Muslims, 488, 
490, 501; and Inquisition, 501 sq.; kings 
of, Alfonso, Charles, Ferdinand, Henry, 
Isabella, Joanna, John, Peter, Philip, 
Sanoho 

Castillon, battle of, 253, 653 
Castledermot, 451, 458 
Castle-Island, castle of, 456 
Castleknock, 451 
Castro, Ignez de 518 
Catalans, the, in Borne, 175 sq. 
Catalonia, election of Don Ferdinand to 

throne of, 479, 481; and count of Urged, 
482; Cortes of, and recognition of 
Ferdinand, t7).; section in, hostile to 
Ferdinand, i6., 483; friction of Catalonians 
with Ferdinand in Cortes, and concerning 
Barcelona toll, 493; autonomy of Catalonia, 
ib.; succession of Alfonso V to throne of, 
ib.; and Cht^rles of Viana, 269, 486; 

army of Generalitat of, march against 
queen Joanna, 280, 486; peace offered to, 
by John II, 486; Louis XI and succession 
to, 279, 288; Ferdinand II succeeds to 
throne of, 487; effect on, of marriage of 
Infanta Joanna to archduke of Austria, 
495; nomination of municipal councillors 
by Crown in, 499; effect of changed 
representation in Council of Hundred 
Jurats on, ih,\ 748 sq.; counts of, tee 
Aragon 

Catbarist teachings, and Hussitism, 76 
Catherine of Valois, queen of England, 

232 sq. 
Catherine of Lancaster, queen of Castile, 521 
Catherine of Foix, queen of Navarre, 496 sq. 
Catholic Epittlet, the, 799 
Cato the Censor, 706; his De agn cultura, 

783 
Cato Uticensis, Marcus Porcius, 174 
Cato, Walter, penitentiary of John XXII, 

678 
Caucasus, the, 587 
Cauchon, Pierre, bishop of Beauvais, and 

custody of Joan of Arc, 249; presides over 
Inquisition that tried her, 250 

“Causis,” Michael ”de,” procurator of the 
Prague Chapter at the Papal Court, 58 

Cavallini, Pietro, 751 sq., 757, 764 
Cavriana, peace of, 170, 211 
Caxton, William, 429, 431, 816 
Cecco of Ascoli, execution of, 677 sqq. 
Cele, John, 711 
Celtes, Conrad, professor at Ingolstadt, 

789 sq., 792 sqq., 795 
Ce.lys, the, 426 
Cena, castle of. 484 
Cennini, Bernardo, 776 
Cerdogne, 279 sq., 494 
Cerignola, battle of, 495 
Cemeja, battle of, 508 
Cerretanus, James, 4 note 2, 5 note 2 
Cervia, saltpans of, 161 
Cesarini, Giuliano. cardinabbishop of 

Tusculum, legate, 23, 137, 182, 609 
Oesena, Michael of, general of the Fran¬ 

ciscans. 322 sq., 626 sq. 
Ceuta, 521 
Chabannes, Antoinede, countof Dammartin, 

grand master of France, 277, 282 
Chaloondylas, 800 
Champagne, ravaged by earl of Salisbury 

and John of Luxemburg, 241; fairs of, 
335; 234, 244, 287 

Champmol, abbey of, 734; portal of, 739; 
Piiits de MoVse at, 789 sq. 

Channel, the English, 384, 401 
Chantilly, castle of, 734, 747 
Chapelle, Bertrand de la, archbishop of 

Vienne, 824 
Charenton, Enguenrand. painter, 748 
Charlemagne, Western Emperor, 247 note 2, 

309, 313, 564, 803 
Charles IV, of Luxemburg, Western Em¬ 

peror, king of Bohemia: and humanism, 
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106; and negotiaiionB forsaleof Dauphin^, 
824 sq.; and sale of Avignon, 825; and 
iura imperii in Arles, ib.; makes pact with 
Edward III, ih,; and archchanoellorship 
of Arles, 326; and Metz Diet, ih.; and 
homage for county of Burgundy, 827; and 
dauphin’s homage, ib,; crowned at Arles, 
ib,; and Amadeus VI, t6., 828; and 
vicariate of Dauphin^, 328; and vicariate 
of Arles, 827, 829; and Lewis the Great, 
599 sq.; 608, 736 

Charles IV, the Fair, king of France, 822 
Charles V, king of France, dauphin of 

Viennois, and the count of Savoy, 325; 
and Philip the Bold’s marriage, 345, 351; 
and Charles VII, 238; and Louis XI, 295, 
305; and art, 733; portraits of, 734; 234, 
826 sqq., 782 

Charles VI, the Well-Beloved, king of 
France, and Council of Constance, 6; 
and Pope John XXIII, 6; and Gerson, 11; 
envoy of, at Constance, 13; and king 
Wenceslas, 119; and taxation, 260; and 
Flemish revolt, 346; and duchess of 
Brabant, 351; and Guelders, 352; and 
treaty of Troyes, 236; death of, 232 sq., 
240; 648 

Charles VII, the Well-Served, king of 
France, as dauphin excluded from crown, 
232; succeeds, 233 sq.; supported by 
Armagnaca, 234; known as “King of 
Bourges,” 235; provinces subject to, 234; 
the two kings, 235 note 1; assumption of 
royal title by, 234; Burgundian calumnies 
as to birth of, 236; his exclusion recognised 
by Parlement and University of Paris, ib.; 
failings of, 238; virtues of, 239; influences 
dominating early life of, ib,; feebleness of, 
239 sq.; and Bichemont and John I of 
Foix, 242; and Council of Basle, 23, 26; 
and Joan of Arc, 245, 246 sq., 249, 253; 
crowned at Rheims, 248; and Philip the 
Good, 353 sqq.; party to treaty of Arras, 
251 sq., 3548q., 396; and duke of Brittany, 
253; and German Electors, 138 sq.; and 
Calais negotiations, 401; and Truces 
of Tours, 252, 402; and war with 
England, 253, 403; military Ordonnances 
of, 254 sqq.; allows dauphin to lead 
Armagnacs against Swiss Confederates, 
139 sq., 255, 267; naval provisions of, 
259; financial Ordontiances of, and con¬ 
sequent re-organisation, 260 sqq.; es¬ 
tablishment of a Galilean Church by, 263; 
forbids unauthorised ca ,tie building, and 
excessive impositions; insists on homage 
and enumeration of fiefs, 264; promotes 
jnstice: affirms his rights to certain tolls, 
266; is appealed to by Visconti, 211 sq.; 
troops of, occupy Asti, 212; allies with 
Sforza, 213 sq.; supports Angevin claims 
on Naples, 267; supports designs of Foix 
upon Navarre, 268; sends embassy to 
demand Yolande of Sicily’s dowry, ib., 
269; measures of, against John II of 

Alenpon, 269; and John V of Arma^ao, 
ib., 270; takes possession of Dauphin^, 
271; on Lancastrian side in English politics, 
ib., 433; death of, 272; 652 sq., 658 sq. 

Charles VIII, king of France, 158, 218, 227, 
657, 685, 784, 786 

Charles I, of Habsburg (V as Western 
Emperor), king of Spain, unites Spanish 
states, 492, 498 

Charles I, king of England, 473, 640 
Charles II, king of England, 368 
Charles I, Charles Robert (Carobert) of 

Anjou, king of Hungary, and his sup¬ 
porters, 591; coronation of, ib.; and papal 
legates. 592; and provincial organisations, 
592 sq. ; and great offices of State, 594; 
and “banderiai” organisation, 594 sq., 
597 sq.; and public finances, 696, 597 sq.; 
and customs (resale), 596; and industrial 
and commercial settlements and founda¬ 
tion of towns, ib.; and frontier duties, ib.; 
and customs and road agreements with 
Venice, Bohemia and Poland, ib.; and 
comiUitun. 598; and Curia, ib.; and foreign 
policy, 557, 598sq.; and Polish succession, 
559;‘558 

Charles I, count of Anjou, Maine and 
Provence, king of Sicily, obtains Provence, 
319; and crown of Arles, 820 st]. 

Charles II, king of Sicily (Naples), count of 
Anjou and Provence, and succession to 
Arles, 321; and convention with house of 
Baux, ib.; 591 

Charles III, of Durazzo, king of Sicily 
(Naples) and Hungary, and murder of 
king Andrew, 600; invades Hungary, 
003; murder of, ib. 

Charles II, the Bad, king of Navarre, 268 
Charles III, the Noble, king of Navarre, 10, 

268 
Charles VIII, Knutsson, king of Sweden, 

co-regent with Engelbrecht, 548; elected 
king, 549; crowned in Norway, but sup¬ 
planted, ib.; flees, 650; thrice made king 
of Sweden, 562; death of, ib.; rhymed 
chronicles and, ib, 

Charles the Bold, duke of Burgundy, and 
his father, 278, 284, 355; alliances as a 
Leaguer, 280; compared with Louis XI, 
355 sq.; and battle of Montlh6ry, 284, 
356, 654; and peace of Confians, 284; 
licecHsion of, 285; and Brittany, ib.; and 
alliance with England, 290. 356 sq., 484; 
and inarri^e to Margaret of Yoik, 285, 
357; and interview of P4ronne, 286 sq., 
367; and Libge, 284, 286, 366 sq.; and 
Charles of France, 288; and Nosle, ib.; 
and Beauvais, ib.; and truce with Louis, 
ib.; offers his daughter to Maximilian, 
161, 288 sq.; and purchase of Upper 
Alsace, and conquest of Gueldeni and 
Zutphen, 857; seeks a royal title, 151, 
289, 367; and siege of Neusa, 857; and 
annexation of Lorraine, 290 sq., 858; and 
defeats at Grandson and Morat, 290, 868; 
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defeat and death of Kanoy, 291, 858; 657 
Charles Martel, of Anjou, anti-lung of 

Hungary, scheme to make him king of 
Arles, 821 

Charles, duke of Lorraine, 245 
Charles of Anjou, duke of Maine, 251 
Charles of Maine, duke of Anjou, count of 

Provence, 292 
Charles of Anjou, duke of Calabria, 822 
Charles of Navarre, prince of Viana, and 

contention with his father, 268, 485 sq.; 
becomes primog^nit of principality of 
Catalonia, 269, 486; makes league with 
dauphin Louis, 269; death of, 486; 189 

Charles the Good, count of Flanders, 333 
Charles, count of Valois, proposal to make 

him king of Arles, 322 
Charlotte, bastard of Lusignan, 194 
Chartier, Alain, 248 note 3, 253 note 1 
Chartres, cathedral of, 721 gqq., 724 sq. 
Chartres, Ivo, bishop of, 665 
Chartres, Begnauitof,archbi8hopof Eheims, 

cardinal-priest of St Stephen in Coelio 
Monte, chancellor of France, 247 

Chastellain, Georges, Burgundian chronicler, 
his information about Louis XI, 276, 281, 
286 note 2, 287; his evidence concerning 
State of Burgundy, 266 note 1; 817 

Ch4tel, Tanguy du, III, Vicomie de la 
Belli^re, 239 

0h4tillon, Jacques de, appointed lieutenant- 
governor of Flanders, 339; soldiery of 
l^ted, ib.; and massacre of soldiery, and 
of patricians at Bruges, 339 sq. 

Chatsworth, 745 
Chaucer, Gwflrey, 380, 467, 624 
Chaucer, Thomas, 374, 376 
Ghauliao, Gui de, 680 
Ghaundler, Thomas, dean of Hereford, 797, 

801 
Chaves, 514 
Chazars (Eabars), the, tribe, 588 
Gheb (Eger|, conference of Czechs and re¬ 

presentatives of the Council of Basle, 
80 sq.; tee alto Eger 

**Cheb Judge,*’ equivalent to divine law, 
agreed to by representatives of council 
and Czech delegates at Cheb (Eger), May 
1432, 80 sq. 

CheUiok^, Peter, his views on relation of 
master and eert, 84; and on doctrine of 
obedience to secular power, ib,, 85; pro¬ 
claims sinfulness of war, 87; his ideal of 
a Church inspucs organisation of Unity 
of Brotherhood, 108; The Shield of Faith, 
106 

Qhelmno, Chelm (Kuhn), 559,578; Catholic 
blshonrio of, 566 

Oheltennam, 867 
Cherbourg, faU of, 258 
Chertsey Abbey, tiles from, 781 
Cheshire, 866 
Chester, 86^, 408 fiot« 1 
Chevalier, Etienne, 297; Hourt of, 747 
Cheyne, Sir John, 868, 886 

Chichele, Henry, bishop of St Davids, later 
archbishop of Canterbury, 877, 892, 624 

Chichester, mural painting in Bishop’s 
Palace, 729 

Chiliasm, in Bohemia, 71; especially at 
Tkbor, 84 sq. 

Chinon, castle of, 242, 245 sq. 
Chioggia, battle of, 601 
Chivalry, Orders of: tee under Calatrava. 

Christ, Santiago, and 498, 502; and 
Knights Hospitallers, Knights Templars, 
and Teutonic Order 

Ohlum, Henry of, 68 
Chlom, John, knight of, 58 
Choisnet, Pierre, 296 
Christ, Military Order of, 517 
Christian I, count of Oldenburg, king of 

Denmark, Sweden, and Norway, duke of 
Schleswig and Holstein, elected king of 
Denmark, 549; and capitulation con¬ 
ditional on receiving Norwegian crown, 
ih,; and election as king of Norway, ih,; 
crowned king of Sw'eden, 550; and annexa¬ 
tion of Schleswig and Holstein, ib.; and 
marriage of his daughter to James III, 
with pledge of Orkneys and Shetlands, 
ih.; and journey to Rome, t6.; and elevation 
of Holstein into a duchy, ib.; debts of, ib.; 
476 

Christian II, king of Denmark, Sweden, and 
Norway, ^3, 555 

Christine de Pisan, 682, 701 
Christopher II, king of Denmark, and his 

predecessor, 535; and capitulation, ib,; 
and Swedish rel^llion, 536; and count 
Gerard of Holstein, 587; and flight to 
Germany, ib,; death of, ib. 

Christopher HI, of Bavaria, king of Denmark, 
Sweden, and Norway, elected successively 
in the three kin^oms, 549; and Hanseatic 
League, ib.; and shipping dues, ib.; death 
of, ib. 

Christ’s College, Cambridge, 715 
Cbristus, Petrus, painter, 742 
Chrysoloras, Manuel, his’Bpum^AiaTa,707; 815 
Chrysostom, St, 800 
Chulmia (Hum), 590 
Church, Western, and Council of Constance, 

8; deputation from Orthodox Church 
heard there, 17; reformingdecrees, 18; con¬ 
cordats at Constance, ib.; at Siena Council 
finds union with Greeks impossible, 21; 
liberties of Church of France demanded, 
ib.; Martin V’s committee to amend 
abuses in Curia and Church, 22; Pope’s 
claim to absolute monarchy: views as to 
bis position in Church, 25 sqq.; save 
where the faith, or peaoe of the Cburoh 
concerned, Pope superior to Councils, 
according to Eu^nius IV, 29; revoked 
later, 80; Council of Basle claimed right 
of levying taxes on clergy, 88; Bohemians 
reoonoilea by Compacts of Pragie, 84; 
final agreement at Oonnoil of Florence 
on dogma of procession of Holy Ghost, 
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38 aq., and on union of the Churches, 
39; vacillating attitude of German Church 
as to Papacy and Councils, 40, 42; 
I^agmatic Sanction of Bourgos, 40; Con« 
cordat of Vienna, 43 sq.; Council of Basle, 
why commendable, 44; movement for 
Bohemian Church reform, 45; Bus’s 
views on tithes and Church’s power, 
62 sq.; liberating effect of Hussite move¬ 
ment, 68; Church in Bohemia, 85; Church 
in Germany, 136, 140 sqq.; ecclesiastical 
principalities in Arles, 308, 810, 313, 324, 
329, 331; great monasteries of Arles, 308 
sq.; rival parties, clerical and anti-clerical, 
in Arles, 319; house of Savoy and certain 
dioceses, 327 sq.; ecclesiastical princi¬ 
palities of the low Countries, 332 sq., 347, 
349; 620, 622, 624, 626 sq., 633 sqq., 636 
sqq., 688, 693. 696, 699, 703, 719 sqq., 
7,39, 787, 794, 803 sqq., 808 

Church, Eastern (Orthodox), and union with 
Western Church, 17, 21, 35 sqq., 39; 560, 
565 sq., 574 sqq. 

Church Fathers, the, 663, 680, 706; Greek 
patristic writers, 791; Latin Fathers, ih. 

Cicero, Marcus Tullius, 707; his De Oratorc 
discovered, 704; the De Ojhciis, 706 sq.; 
the De Senectute and J>e Ainicitia, 706, 
788; the Tuifculann, 707; 709, 712,776, 
782, 787, 791, 794, 796 sqq. 

Cilli, counts of, princes of the Empire, 138; 
see also Barbtira 

Cilli, Ulrich of, 94; cousin and uiternative 
guardian of Ladislas Posthumus, king of 
Hungary, 145; obtains his custody. 145 
sq.; is supplanted, but recalled, killed at 
Belgrade by Hunvadi’s son Ladislus, 146, 
611 

Cimabue, 755 sqq. 
Cinque Ports, the, 403 note 1 
Clone, Andrea di, called Orcagna, 763 
Cione, JacojK) di, 763 
Cione, Nardo di, 763 sq. 
Cirencester, 364 
Ciriaco of Ancona, 792 
Cisneros, Francisco (Ximene.s), archbislu»p 

of Toledo, cardinal-priest of B. Balbina, 
and infraction of pledge U) Moors, 490; 
and standing army, 499; regent after 
Philip I’s death, 496; and after Ferdinand 
IPs, 498; and African expeditions, 496; 
and Polyglot Bible, 795 

Cittk di Ca.stello, 192, 194, 196 
Ciudad Bodrigo, 510 
Cividale, 121 
Civita Vecchia, 159 
Clamanges, Nioolas de, 782 
Clanmalier, 451 
Clanrickard (Galway), 454 
Clan william, lords of, 454 
Clanwilliam, lordship of, 454, 464 
Clapps, treaty of, 271 
Clare, Gilbert de, earl of Gloucester, 282 
Clare, Eichard FitzGiibertde, Strongbow,” 

earl of Pembroke, 459 

Clare, Bichard de, 452 sq. 
Clarence, George, duke of, marriesWarwiok’s 

daughter, 434; and becomes his partisan, 
434 sq.; pardoned, 435; backs Lincoln¬ 
shire rebellion, ib ; pardoned again, 440; 
his quarrels with Gloucester anti Edward, 
ih.; and treason trial of Stacy and Burdett, 
ib.; his attainder and deatn, ib,; doubt¬ 
fulness of Gloucester’s complicity, ib,; 439 

Clarence, Lionel of Antwerp, duke of, earl 
of Ulster, chief governor of Ireland, 
marriage of, 456; and Art Mao Murrough 
and Donnell Beagh, 457; and Niall 
O’Neill, ib.; and statute of Kilkenny, ib.; 
Edmund Mortimer’s marriage to Philippa, 
daugbt«‘r of, 458; Boger Mortimer’s re¬ 
lation to, ib.; Kichard, duke of York’s 
descent from, 418 

Clarence, Thomas, duke of, king’s admiral, 
:371, 379, 46L 482, 652 

Claud ian, 706 
ClnuwaeTU, the, party of the lion’s claw, 

the Flemish ‘‘commune,” 339; differences 
of, with lAiaerU, 341 

Clement V (Bertnind du Got), Pope, and a 
marriage project Indwecm houses of Anjou 
and Luxemburg, 32) «q. 

Clement VI (Pierre Boger de Beaufort), 
Pope. 600, 6S0; and MatR^o da (Viterbo, 
732 

Clement VII (Kc>b<'rt of Geneva), Pope at 
Avignon, 116 

Clement VUI (Gil Sanchez Munoz), Anti- 
Pope, 19 

Clermont, Bourbon, Charles, duke of 
Clerniont, Isala^ila of, queen of Sicily, wife 

of Ferrante, IHO, 190 
Clerv'-sur-Loire, church of, 304 
Cle.ve, duke of, w Adolf. John 
Clifford, John de, lord Clifford. 415 
Clifford, Sir l^ewis, 385 
Clifford, Thomas de, lord Clifford, 413 note 

2, 415 
Clinton, John de, lord Clinton, 413 mte 2 
Clovis, king of the Franks, 236 
Cliiny, inonasRry of, 782 sq.; St Hugh, 

abbot of, 505 
Coburg, 793 
Cochend, battle of, 647 
Cwsfeld, compromise of, 142 
Coi'tqui,s, Philippe de, archbishop of Tours. 

263 
Cceur, Jacques, the king’s ailversmith, royal 

commi.ssioner in Languedoc and member 
of Great Council, his tnwle inh^regts in 
Mediterranean, ‘265; disgrace and banish¬ 
ment of, ib.; death of, ib.; 301, 811 
note 1 

Coimbra, district of, 604; town of, tb., 606, 
509, 512 gq.; university, 518; Cortes at, to 
jiettle succession, ib. 

Coin, 489 
Coitier, Jaequeg, doctor of Ijouis XI, 304 
Colchester, 425 
Coldingham Priory, 477 
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Coleraine, 450, 456 
Colet, John, aean of St Paure, 713; and 

foundation of St Paurs School, 715 sq.; 
801 

Oolle, 195 
Collegi, two advisory bodies to Florentine 

Signoria, 203 
Colleone, Bartolomeo, condottiere, 209; and 

Milanese-Venetian war, 211; and battle 
of La Molinella, 191, 216; and espionage 
upon him, 226; retirement of, 216 

Collioure, harbour at, 301 
Cologne, archbishoprio and electorate of, 

122; archbishopric of, 140; electorate of, 
151; estates of, 152; Church of St Cecilia 
at, 737; Church of St Andrews at, ih.\ 
Cologne Gallery, ih.\ and cathedral, i5.; 
Cologne art, 737 sq., 745 sqq.; an arch¬ 
bishop of, 687; 140, 150, 788 sq., 794 

Colombe, Michel, sculptor, 302, 784 sq. 
Colonna, family of, 159 sqq., 165 sqq., 183, 

188, 196; protected by Rovere under 
Innocent VIII, 198; scions of os mercenary 
captains, 209 

Colonna, Antonio, duke of AquUa, 165 
Colonna, Giordano, duke of Amalfi and 

prince of Salerno, 162 sq. 
Colonna, Lorenzo, grand justiciar, duke of 

Alba in the Abruzzi, 162 sq. 
Colonna, Prospero, cardinal-deacon of S. 

Giorgio in Velahro, 163, 167; decides 
election of Pius II, 181 

Columbus, Christopher, enterprise of, 491; 
and queen Isabella, ib.; and contract, ib.; 
the vessels, ib.; reaches Bahama, ib.; 
Cuba and Haiti, 492; return of, ib,; 
Orinoco and Hondums reached, ib.; 
political misfortunes and death of, ib,; 
499 sq., 773, 781, 812 

Columbus (Colon), Diego, atlmiral of the 
Indies, 492 

Comacchio Ijagoon, 196 
Comrainges, Matthew de Grailly, count of. 

241 sq. 
“Commune,” the, of Flanders, supports the 

dynasty againstthelleur'de-ly8,339; bltick 
lion the bo^ige of, hence party of “ Cfan- 
waertg,'* ib.; general insurrection of, 340 

Communes, of Low Countries, obUvin share 
in direction of affairs, 348 sq. 

Commynes, rhilipp<; de, chronicler, his 
account of the interview between Louis 
XI and Charles the Bold at Peronne, 
286; probable bribery of, by Louis, ib.; 
a meml)er of Louis’council, 282, 297; 231, 
272 note 2, 284, 287, 289, 291, 293, 
298 sq., 303 sq., 817 

Como, 1, 206 
Compi^:gne, 249 
Compostela, Santuvgo de, 504; see of, 506; 

archbishops of, ttee Gelmirez, Manriquez 
Comune, Comiglio dely Florentine legislative 

council, 208 
Comyn, John, seventh earl of Buchan, 

466 

Comyn, Sir John, of Badenoch, the Bed 
Cornyn, 466 

Conciliar Movement, the, chap, i passim, 
622, 625, 636 sqq., 790, 806 

CondoUieri, the, new system starting with 
Alberico da Barbiano, 208; Braocio and 
Muzio Attendolo respective founders of 
Bracccschi and Sforzeschi, ib.; classes 
represented by condottieri, i6., 209; 
enumeration of condottieriy 209; the 
system appraised, 209 sq.; 655 sq. 

Conflans, and St Maur-les-Foss^s, treaty of, 
284 sq. 

Congo, river, 524 
Coninck, Peter de, a leader of agitation at 

Bruges, 340 
Connaught, kings of, »ee O’Conor 
Conon, bishop of Sion, 315 
Conrad II, Western Emperor, persuades 

Rodolph III of Burgundy to recognise him 
as successor, 309; obtains Burgundy, ib, 

Conrad III, of Swabia, king of the Romans, 
king of Arles, and Burgundian clergy, 
313; and Raymond of Baux, ib. ; 726 

Conrad the Pacific, king of Burgundy, 308 
Constance, General Council of (141^1418), 

iee Councils; Merchants’ Hall at, 158 
Constance, precentor of, 58 
Constance, daughter of Peter II of Castile, 

duchess of Lancaster, 519 
Constantine I, the Great, Roman Emperor, 

624; iJonation of\ 622 sqq. 
Constantine XI, Palaeologus, Eastern Em¬ 

peror, 94 
Constantinople, Byzantium, Patriarch of, 

Bee Joseph II; fall of, in 1204, 750; fall 
of. in 1453, 231, 609, 650, 683; art of, 
718 sq., 728, 730, 735, 737, 748, 750 sq., 
753, 755, 757, 764; 788, 798, 809 

Contes, Louis de, 247 
ConxoluB, mural painter, 751 
Copenhagen, 538, 546, 553; castle of, 538, 

542; university of, 550, 652, 795 
Copernicus, see Kopemik 
Coppini, Fnuicesco, bishop of Temi, papal 

legate, 448 
Coppo di Marcovaldo, 751 
Coppola, Francesco, count of Samo, 198; 

execution of, 199 
Corbeil, treaty of, 268 
Cordolia, Diego Fernandez de, count of 

Cabro, marshal of Castile, and pact of 
Cordova, 489; and the Reconquest, 
489 sq. 

Cordova, 488; pact of, 489 
Comaro, Caterina, queen of Cyprus, 194 
Cornelius, 434 
Cometo, 168; Vitelleschi palace at, 169 
Corpus Christi College, Oxford, 799, 801 

sq. 
Corsica, 164, 483 sq. 
Cortona. 771. 784 
Corunna, 521 
Corvinus, John, 108, 617 sq. 
Cosa, Juan de la, 491 sq. 

67 
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Oosmas, St, 228 
Com, l^dassare, iu John XXIII, Pone 
CkMua, Gkuspazd, counsellor of king Ben4, 

290 
Ootrone, Antonio Santilla, marquess of, 180, 

190 
Cotewolds, the, and wool-trade, 881, 426 
CouleuvrineSf or $erpentineit 259 
Ck>ulon,Guillaume de C4senove, vice-admiral 

of France, 801 
Councils (and Synods); 

We$tem: Second Lateran, 8II; Fourth 
Lateran, 655; Vienne, 16, ^5; Pisa, 20, 
58, 121, 638; Cividale, non-representa¬ 
tive, 121; Borne, 1; Constance; 1-18; 
summons advised by king Sigismund and 
Carlo Malatesta, and date fixed, 1; bulls 
convoking, 2; misgivings of John XXIII, 
id.; opening of council, and composition, 
8; case of John Hus, 3 sq., 8 sq., 58 
sqq.; opposing parties, 4; Gregory’s repre¬ 
sentatives and, id., 5; ‘’nation” the 
voting unit, 5; “General Session” and 
“General Congregations,” 5 note 2; and 
John XXIII, 6 sqq,; and Gregory XII, 
8 sq.; and Jean Petit, 9, 11, 17; and 
Benedict XIll, 8 sqq., 14; Spanish 
“nation” and representatives, 10; 
Jerome’s case, 11, 61; oases of William 
of Diest, bishop-elect of Strasbourg, and 
of the bishop of Trent, 12; commission to 
draw up programme: attitude towards 
reforms, id.; discussion on relative 
authority of a General Council and Papacy: 
disorder, 13; English, Germans and 
Burgundians, 13 sq.; dispute about papal 
election, 14; new commissions on reform, 
15, 17; death of Hallam: election com¬ 
mission; proposals for reforming Papacy 
and Curia, 15; decrees of 9 Oct. 1417, 15 
sq.; decrees about papal election and 
reforms, 16; election of Martin V, id.; 
Martin’s projected decrees, 17; Falken- 
berg case, 17 sq.; reforming decrees: con¬ 
cordats, 18; dissolution of council, 18 sq.; 
gee aUo 388, 606, 636 sqq., 804 sq.; 
Pavia, 21; Siena, id., 22, 163; Basle: 
preliminaries, 23; first session, 24; in¬ 
effectiveness of bulls of dissolution, 24 sq.; 
and the king of the Bomans: Hussites the 
chief asset of: conciliar authority con¬ 
sidered necessary by, 25; divergent views 
on Papacy: re-appearance of Cesarini: 
the Pope’s offer, 26; Eugenius authorises 
Council, 27; term extended for his full 
compliance, 28; council’s canonical 
character recognised, 29 sq.; negotiations 
with Hussites, 30 sq., 34, 80 sqq.; 
“deputations,” General Congregations, 
General Sessions and “nations,” 32; 
council’s superciliousness and folly 
appraised, 33; subversive decreeou annates 
and ecclesiastical fees, evoking legates* 
protest, 34 sq.; difference as to Greeks, 
35 sqq.; Pope held up to obloquy by, 36; 

Eugenius’ circular, ib,; rival conciliar 
decrees, 87; papal bull, 87 sq.; Pope 
suspended, 40; pronounced heretic,40fjq.; 
Immaculate Conception decreed dogma, 
40; Anti-Pope Felix elected, 41; states 
and the council, 42; expulsion, 44; 
dissolution, id.; eee aUo 687, 804 sq., 
809; Lausanne : after resignation of Felix, 
having elected Nicholas V, dissolves 
itself, 44; Ferrara: attended by Greeks, 
38; transferred to Florence, 39; Florence: 
Decree of Union, 89; decree A/oyitfi; 
council officially prolonged; transferred 
to Lateran, 40 ; and tee 71i \ Lateran, id.; 
Prague (1417), 68 

Eastern: Second Council of Nicaea, 7‘20 
Courtenay, Henry, 434 
Courtenay, Thomas, earl of Devon, 418 

note 2 
Courtenays, the, 405 
Courtrai, battle of, 340, 646 
Cousinot, Guillaume, 254 note 1 
Coutumes, French medieval, 676 
Coventry, 370 sq., 414 
Covilhan, Pedro da, 524 
Cracow, 679, 790,795; Albert, Wojt of, 656; 

Academy, Paul rector of, 674 
Cravant, battle of, 652 
Crawar, Paul, 470 
Crecy, battle of, 646 
Crema, 208, 214 
Cremona, 206; CarmagnoJafails to take, 210; 

Bforza and, 211 sq., 225; conference of 
allied powers at, 218 

Crete, 632 
Creton, Jean, 461 
Crichton, Sir William, 474. 477 
Cristali, Henry, 456 
Crivelli, Carlo, 779 
Croatia, 690, 594 , 601, 007 
Croke, Bichard, Gre<ik Header in the univer¬ 

sity of Cambridge, 802 
Cromwell, Balph de, Lord Cromwell, 

treasurer of England, 395 sqq., 399, 408, 
406 

Crowmer, William, sheriff of Kent, 403, 
409 

Croy lords, the, 27B 
Crusades, the, 1H2, 184 sq., 380, 677, 808 
Cskk, Ugrin, 591 
C84k, Matthias, 590 sq. 
Csezmiczei, John, bishop of Pto, “Janus 

PannoniuB,” 616, 794 sq. 
Cuba, 492 
Cueva, Don Beltran de la, 480 sq. 
Cumans, 5BB sq., 591, 596; Cumania, 601 
Curia Regis, of Portugal, 526 sq. 
Cusa, Nicholas of, bishop of Brixen, cardin¬ 

al-priest of St Peter ad Vincula, and 
negotiations with Czechs, 94; and dispute 
between M6rs and Hoya, 142; and re¬ 
formation of diocese, 186; his De Con- 
cordantia CatJiolica, 639; 620, 637 sq., 
641, 780 sq., 788. 793, 818 

Cybh, Battistina, 199 sq. 
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Cybd, FrancedobettO) marrieB Maddalena de* 
Medici, 199; 223 

Cyprus, 231 
Czamkdw, Janko of, chronicler, deputy 

chancellor, 566, 5B4 
Gzamy, Dobrogost, Starosta of Radom, 

671 
Czartoryski, family of, 579 
Czechs, and the Cup in communion, 82; 

and election of archbishop and bishops, 
ih.\ disunion previous to Compacts, 
Czechisation of towns, 85 sq.; Hussite 
wars stimulate Czech sense of nationality, 
86; Czech theological writers, 87; other 
literary works, 87 sq.; Czech language, 
105 sq.; humanism, 106 sq.; mercenaries, 
104 sq.; continuance of Czech element in 
public life, 114; 617; %tt also Bohemia, 
Hussites 

Czersk, Janusz I, prince of, 571 
Czerwinsk, 571 

Daddi, Bernardo, 763 
le Daira, Olivier, barber, 804 
Dalarne (Dalecariia), 547 sq. 
Dalberg, Johann von, bishop of Worms, 789, 

791,794 
Dalmatia, 599 sqq., 603 
Dalraau, Luis, painter, 749 
Dampierre, Philippa de, 888 
Dan II, prince of Wallachia, 575 
Daniel, the prophet, 665 
Daniel of Morley, 669, 672 
Dante, sec Alighieri 
Danube, river, 152, 590 sq., 606 sqq. 
Danzig, 880, 384. 556 sq., 5(51, 578, 588 
Darcy, John, justiciar of Ireland, 458 
Dartford, 412 
Dartmouth, 865 
Dastin, John, alchemical writer, 682 
Dati, Agostino, his ElegatUiolac^ 785 sq., 

787 sq. 
Dtiun, Conrad von, archbishop of Mayenoe, 

elector, 130, 132 
Dauphin^, Yiennois, part of kingdoms of 

Provence and Burgundy, 306 sqq.; 
dynasty of Guigues acquires predominance 
in, 308; contingent from in imperial army 
in Italy, 1238, 319; ceded to eldest son 
of king of P'rance by Humbert II, 324; 
governor of, and delphinal council work 
to transfer control of Provence to France, 
825; homage done to Charles IV by 
Dauphin Charles, 327; vicariate granted 
to Dauphin, 828; vicariate of kingdom of 
Arles also granted, 329; France accused 
by Emperor Sigismund of usurping 
Dauphin^, 330; loyalty of Dauphin^ to 
Charles VII, 284; annexed to B'ranoe by 
him after flight of Dauphin Louis, 331; 
264, 284; dauphins of, see Charles, 
Guigues, Hugh, Humbert, John, Louis 

Davanzati, Giuliano, 205 
David U, Bruce, king of Scotland, flight to 

France, 466; restoration, ih,\ captive 

after Neville’s Cross, ib.; release, ih.\ 
death, ib, 

De aluminibiLs et talibut, the, 678 
Debenhams, the, of Debenham, Suffolk, 427 
Deoembrio, Pier Candido, 173, 796 sq. 
Delft, treaty of, 353; school at, 711 
Democritus, the Sphere of, 656 
Demosthenes, 794 
Denmark, and ballads commemorating 

events, 534; feudalisation of, 634 sqq.; 
church in, 636, 538; and yeomanry, 
particularly of Jutland, 636 sq.; dissolu¬ 
tion of, 537; and redemption of Sealand, 
538; and resumption of crown lands, 
538 sq.; and charter of Waldemar IV, 
538; and terms of peace with the Hansa, 
542; and recovery of Scania, 643; and 
attempted act of union, 545; and ad¬ 
ministration of Margaret and Eric, 546; 
and rebellion against king Eric, 648 sq.; 
and accession of Christian of Oldenburg, 
549; and act of union, 649 sq ; 124, 816; 
kings of, see Christian, Christopher, Eric, 
Hans, Olaf, Waldemar 

Desmond, carls of, see FitzJames, Fitz- 
Thomas 

Despenser, Henry, bishop of Norwich, sent 
by Edward III, lays siege to Ypres, 347 

Despenser, Thomas, lord Despenser, earl 
of Gloucester, 364, 461 

Deventer, school at, 694, 711 sqq., 787; 
press of, 788 

Devon, 405, 416; earl of, see Courtenay 
Devonshire, the duke of, art collection of, 

745 
Devonshire, rood screens, dooms, and wall- 

paintings in, 746 
Deza, Fray Diego of, 491 
l>eza, Pedro Suarez de, archbishop of 

Santiago de Compostela, 511 
Dias, Bartholomew, 493, 524 
Die, Jarente de Quint, bishop of, 315; see 

also Hugh 
Diepholz, Conrad of, bishop of Osnabriick, 

142 sq. 
Diepholz, Rudolf of, bishop of Utrecht, 141 
Dieppe, revolts against English, 252 
Diether, of Isenburg, elector-archbishop of 

Mayence, 149 
Dijon, Parlement of, 297; Museum, altar- 

piece wings in, 734; pleurants from Philip 
of Burgundy’s tomb in, 739 

Dinant, tntde spreads to, 334; copper in¬ 
dustry at, 335; revolt of coppersmiths in, 
337; distribution of administrative author¬ 
ity at, 848 

Dinis, king of Portugal, the IIusbandman, 
his negotiations with Papacy, 517; obtains 
territorial concessions from Castile, ih,; 
his dealings with Templar property, ib.: 
rebellion of his eldest son, Afonso, ib.; 
and settlement of conflict with clergy, 
618; and foundation of Lisbon uni¬ 
versity, ib.; and its transference to 
Coimbra, ib.; and use of Portuguese in 



1082 Index 

kw-oourts, ih.; his court a literaiy centre, 
ib,; his poetrj, ib.; agrioultural reforms 
of, ib,f 580; and the navj, 518; death of, 
ib,; and reservation to Crown of right of 
justice ip last instance, 525; makes 
oompromiie in quarrel with prelates, 526 

Diogenes Laertius, 799 
Dionysius the Carthusian, author of Contra 

vitia tupergtitionum^ 681 
Dionysius Cato, DUtichs of, 692 
Dionysius of Halicarnassus, 799 
Ditmarschen, the, 554 
Djem, Ottoman prince, 200 
Dobrzyn, 558 sq., 571 
Doesburg, school at, 711 
DOffingen. battle of, 118 
Domailice (Taus), 24, 80 
Domenici, Giovanni, his Regola del Qoverno 

di Cura Familiare, 705 
Domenico of Cortona, II Boocadoro, 784 
Dominici, John, archbishop of Bagusa, 

cardinal-priest of 8. Sisto in Piscina ^ 8 sq. 
Domr^mj, 244 sq. 
Donatello di Nicool6, Donato, 169, 

223, 769 sq. 
Donatus, his Departibiu orationis, 690 sq.; 

and the abridgment, the Ars Minor^ ib.; 
and printed Donatus pro puerulis, 776; 
tu also 785 

Donauworth, 144, 149 
Doncaster, 366 
Donne, Sir John, 745 
Dordrecht, 336 
Dorestad, 334, 336 
Doreward, John, 363 
Douai, influence on trade of, of Thielt and 

Dorestad, 334; ichevins of, 337; surren¬ 
dered to France by Peace of I^aris (1320), 
341; 345 

Douglas, house of, 468 sq., 475 
Douglas, Archibald, fourth earl of, defeated 

at Homildon Hill, 469; a prisoner after 
Shrewsbury, ib. 

Douglas, Archibald, “Bell-the-Cat,” earl of 
An^s, 477 

Douglas, David, 474 
Douglas, James, second earl of, 469 
Douglas, James the Gross, earl of, 474 
Douglas, James, ninth earl of, submits to 

James II, 475; marries brother’s widow, 
ib. ; a commissioner to England, ib,; 
attainted, ib.; takes up arms, ib., 476 sq.; 
captured, 475; death of, ib.; 477 sq. 

Douglas, Margaret, the Fair Maid of Gallo¬ 
way, 474 sq. 

Douglas, Sir William, first earl of Douglas, 
469 

Douglas, William, sixth earl of, executed, 474 
Douglas, William, eighth earl of, lieutenant 

of the Bealm, and Crichton’s outlawry, 
474; marries heiress of Galloway, ib.; and 
victory near Gretna, ib.; and diplomatic 
mission to Borne, ib.; murdered, ib. 

Douro, river, 504, 1^6, 509, 617 
Dover Castle, 408 note 1 

Dovizi, the, of Bibbiena, 222 
Down, county, 465 
Dresden, Nicholas of, 60 
Dresden, Peter of, 60 
Drezdenko, 670 sq. 
Drina, river, 606 
Dringenberg, Ludwig, 790 
Drogheda, 452, 460 
Druids, the, 660, 666 
Drusilla, daughter of Sforza, 191 
Drwenca, river, 572 
Dub4, Wenceslas, knight of, 57 aq. 
Dublin, 456 sq., 460 sqq. 
Duccio di Buoninsegna, 755 sq., 759 sqq. 
Dudley, John, lord, 413 note 2 
Dulce, infanta of Aragon, que^n of Portugal, 

611 
Dumbarton, castle of, 476; town of, 471 
Dunamase, castle of, 455 
Dundalk, 450, 452, 462 
Dunkeld, cathedral of, 469 
Dunkirk, 332 
Dunois, Jean, bastard of Orleans, count of, 

leader of defenders of Orleans, 243 sq., 
247; compromised in Praguerie, 266; 
arrests John II, duke of Alencon, 269; 
offended by Louis XI’s Italian policy, 
279; accuses him of tyranny, 281; in 
League of Public Weal, 282; and William 
de la Pole, duke of Suffolk, 402 

Dunstan, St, archbishop of Canterbury, 667 
Dunstanborough, castle of, 423 
DuppJin Moor, battle of, 646 
Diirer, Albrecht, 747, 792 
Durham, library of, 796 
Dyson Perrin.s, C. W.. MS. collection of, 732 

East Africa, 524 
F^st Anglia, road screens, dooms and wall- 

paintings in, 746 
E^ndorfer, Thomas, of Haselbach, 681 
Eckehart, mystic, 737 
Edigey, general of Timur, 569 
Edinburgh, 473; castle of, 475 sq. 
Education: increased literacy, 6^; educa¬ 

tional organisation, ib.; clerical super¬ 
vision, ik; laid literati, 689; song 
schools, ib.; grammar schools, 690; text 
books, 691; subjects studied, 692; chan- 
tries: endowed schools: Winchester 
College, 693; brethren of the Common 
Life, 694, 711 sqq.; schoolmasters: 
holidays: games: punishments, 695; 
monastic schools, 696; educational work 
of the Mendicants, 697; education of 
secular clergy, 698; university education 
and Faculties of Canon Law and Theology, 
699; education of nobility, 700; teaching 
of girls, 701 sq., 710; education of lawyers, 
702; influence of Italian Benaissanoe, 
703; Quintilian’s Institntio Oratoria, 704; 
theorists; Vergerius and Domenici, 705; 
Alberti, 705 sq.; Aeneas Sylvius Piccolo- 
mini, 706; Guarino of Verona, 707; 
Vittorino da Feltre, 707 sqq.; scholars, 
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712 sq.; Erasmus, 718 sqq.; improved 
teaching, 715 sq.; scholarship, 716; Oh of the vernacular, 716 sq. 

the Confessor, king of England, 731 
Edward 1, king of England, Budolf Pa 

negotiations with, 320; and negotiations 
with Guj de Dampierre, 338; and peace 
with Philip the Fair, 339 ; 805 

Edward 11, king of England, 647 
Edward III, king of England, and Emperor 

Charles IV, 825; and burgomaster of 
Bruges, 342; marriage of, 343; and 
William I of Hainault and llolland, t&.; 
and wool exports to Flanders, ih.\ and 
James van Artevelde, 344; lands at 
Antwerp, 344; recognised as king of 
France at Ghent, ih.\ war of, in Nor¬ 
mandy, ib,; and weavers, 347; and the 
military art, 646; and Ireland, 455sqq.; 
and Scotland, 466; 863, 418, 646, 651, 
724, 731 sq. 

Edward IV, king of England, his military 
ability, 423; at Calais after *'rout of 
Ludford”, 414; lands with Salisbury and 
Warwick, 415; at London, ib.; and battle 
of Northampton, ih.\ and Mortimer’s 
Cross, 416; and coronation, ih.; and Savoy 
marriage project, 434; his marriage, 431 
sqq.; effect on Warwick, 432 sq.; his 
sister’s betrothal, 434, and marriage, 285; 
alliances w'ilh Burgundy, 290, 434, 436; 
and Brittany, 434, 437; relations with 
Hanse mercnants, 434, 436; captured at 
Edgecote, 435; his expulsion, ib,, 287; 
returns, 435; and battles of Barnet and 
Tewkesbury, ib.; and Henry VPs death, 
435 sq.; his later character, 436; Pic- 
quigny, 486 sq., 290; and Maximilian of 
Austria, 437; and earl of Kildare and 
Irish Yorkists, 464; and earl of Desmond, 
ib.; appointment of earl of Worcester as 
deputy, ih. ; and Douglas and John of the 
Isles, 476; and Albany, 477; and peace 
with Scotland, 476; and war with Scot¬ 
land, 437, 477; and Councils of the 
Marches, of the North, and of Bequests, 
445; and Parliament, 445 sq.; and **be¬ 
nevolences,” 447; and Papacy, 448; and 
clerical immunity, 449; and heresy, ib.; 
death of, 437; 271 sq., 274, 280, 425 sq., 
429, 438 80., 658, 799 

Edward V, king of England, in Bichard’s 
care, 439; his fate se^ed by Edwajrd IV’s 
favour to the Woodvilles, ib.; debarred by 
stigma of bastardy, 420, 438sq.; said to 
have been murdered by Bichard HI, 437, 
489 

Edward, king of Portugtil, promulgates Lei 
Mental, 522; prepares new code, published 
by successor os Ordena^des Afonsinae, 
ib,; heads literary movement, ib.; and 
agrarian legislation, 531 

Edward, the Black Prince, prince of Wales 
and of Aquitaine, 647, 651 

Edward, prince of Woles, son of Henry VI, 

287, 224; birth of, 412; his rights safe¬ 
guarded, 413; excluded from throne, 415; 
and marriage project, 435; death of, id., 
487 

Edward, prince of Wales, son of Bichard IH, 
439 

“Edward I,” Balliol, king of Scotland, wins 
battle of Dupplin Moor, 467; vicissitudes 
of, under Edward Ill’s suzerainty, ib,; 
recalled, ib, 

Eger (Cheb), Beichstog of, 119; conference 
of Czechs and representatives of Council 
of Basle, 80 sq.; rendez-vousior Bohemian 
campaign, 129 sq.; second Beichstag of, 
133; assembly at, 149; see also Cheb 

Egj^t, 200, 632, 660 
Eizing, Ulrich von, 137 tiote 1 
Eleanor Crosses, 724 
El^n, cathedral of, 469 
Elias, general of the Franciscans, 682 
Elizabeth, queen of England, 716 
Elizabeth Woodville, queen of England, 

marriage to Edward IV; 432 sq.; fictitious 
story of its illegality u^ by Bichard III, 
438; 431 

Elizabeth, queen of Hungary, 664 
Elizabeth of Habsburg, queen of Poland, 101 
Elizabeth Mure, queen of Scotland, 472 
Elizabeth of Gdrlitz, see Luxemburg 
Eitham, 375 
Elvas, 514 
Elvira, daughter of Alfonso VI, 506 
Ely, cathedral, 728 
Emilian Boad, Lombardy, 160 
Emmanuel of Constantinople, 798 
Emmerich, 788 
Emperors, Eastern, see Constantine XI, 

John VII, Jjeo VI, Manuel I 
Emperors, Western, and kings of the 

Romans,Alberti,II, AlfonsoX, Amulf, 
Charlemagne, Charles IV, V, Conrad 11, 
HI, Ferdinand I, Frederick I, H, HI, 
Henry II, HI, IV, V, VI (VII), VH. Jofit, 
Lewis IV, Lotbar HI, Maximilian I, 
Otto I, IV, Philip, Budolf, Bupert, Sigis- 
mund, Wenoeslas 

Empire, Holy Roman, during the Schism, 
Cn. XT passim; estates other than electors 
strive for independence, 117 sq.; town- 
leagues of Swabia and Rhineland, 118; 
Public Peace proposed at Reichstag, ib., 
promulgated at Eger, 119, and at Frank¬ 
fort, ib.; king Bupert summons assemblies, 
120; protests against illegal action of 
estates of Bral^nt, 121; Frederick of 
Tyrol put to ban, 127; Swiss refuse sur¬ 
render to Empire of consequent acquisi¬ 
tions, ib.; Reichstags held by Sigismund 
to deal with imperial reform, 128; Frank¬ 
fort Beichstag to provide war-tax, 131 sq.; 
estates insist on war with Hussites, 182; 
concordat of Frederick HI, 189; renewed 
controversy about imperial reform, 147 sq.; 
imperial disapproval of Frederick of the 
Palatixrate's arrogation, 148; proposed 



1084 Index 

Reichsreffiinent, 148 sq.; PodSbrady^B re¬ 
form scheme ineflfective, 160; Lewis of 
Bavaria-Landshut’s Swabian league 
wrecked, tb.; Albert Achilles’ “loyalist” 
league ineffective, ib.\ imperial peace 
decreed, ib.; the emperor’s scheme. 151; 
698, 609, 621 sqq., 631, 791 sq., 806 sq.; 
tee alto Germany 

Empiricism, 662 
Engelbrecht Engelbrechtson, regent of 

Sweden, appeals to king Eric against 
bailiffs, 648; with army marches through 
eastern and southern Sweden, ih.; and 
council, t6.; and Parliament of Arboga, 
ib,; and co-regent, ib.; murder of, ib.; 
rhymed chronicles and struggle of, 552 

England, the Lancastrian Privy Council, 
369, 372 sq., 388 sqq., 394 sq., 397 sqq., 
410, 412; and great councils, 395; the 
government’s liabilities, 378, 386sq., 397; 
council under Edward IV and liichard III, 
441; its activities, 444, and composition, 
444 sq., twofold division of, 445; Com¬ 
mons and supply under Lancastrian kings, 
368 sqq.; Parliaments of Henry IV, 364, 
367 sqq., 371 sqq., 376, 378, of Henry V, 
885 sq., of Henry VI, 388 sqq., 392, 396sq., 
401 sq., 404, 406 sqq., 410 sqq., of 
Edward IV, 441, 445 sqq., of Richard III, 
445, 447; Chancery, 372, 441, 443 sq,; 
Chancellor, 374sqq., 391, 394,412,443sq.; 
Exchequer, 362, 371, 441; Henry IV’s 
signet letters, 372. signed bills, ib., warrants 
of privy seal, 370; Edward IV’s warrants, 
441; the Exchequer, 372, 441; roval 
Household, 377, 379, 399, 441; and 
Wardrobe, 377, 441; Star Chamber, 405, 
443; King’s Bench, 442; Common Plea.s, 
ib.; Lancastrian legislation, 400 sq.; York¬ 
ist legislation, 448; benevolences, 447; 
decrease in House of Lords, 445 sq.; shire 
and borough represenUtion, 446; Crown, 
under Yorkists, and elections, and 
Speaker, ib.; and control of legislation, 
ib., 447 B<j.; Church, under Yorkists: 
Coppini, 448; relations of Edward IV 
with Pius II, Paul II and Sixtus IV, ib.; 
of Richard Ill with Innocent VUI, ib.; 
Church leaders and Yorkists, ib.; Church 
institutions, 448 sq.; greater nobility in 
both periods, 390, 405, 411; and Papacy, 
621, 643 sq.; and Empire, 620, 624; tee 
alto 302, 335 sq., 629, 644, 804 sqq., 811, 
816; Council of the Marches, 445; Council 
of the North, ib.; heresy, 385 sq., 449; 

Lancastrian England: and wool-trade, 
380 sqq.; and medieval society, 382; and 
‘ ‘ bastard feudalism, ’ ’ 382 sq.; and Strai ts 
of Dover, 384; and Stiitut-e of Truces, 
383 sq., 400 sq.; and Provisors’ contro¬ 
versy, 392; and national vigour, 380 sq.; 
and beginnings of civil war, 405; and 
popular unrest, 407 sqq.; and parties, 
410 sq,; and disorder, 416; and artistic 
aohievement, 416 sq.; and English scbolar- 

Bhip, 417; Yorkist England: merchant 
enterpriaOR abroad, 426; merchant families, 
426 sq.; the country gentry, 427 sq.; the 
nobility, 428; education, 428 sq., 430, and 
its endowment, 429 sq.; literature, 429; 
intellectual life, 430 sq.; tee alto 271 sq., 
274, 715 sq., 723 sqq., 728 sqq., 736, 788, 
746, 749, 817; kings of, tee Charles, 
Edward, Henry, Richard, William 

Eperjes, 596 
Epliesus, archbishopof, Mark EugenicuB, 39 
Epictetu.s, 775 

Kpinal, 267 
KpinUdae < ffitcuronnn Virorunt. the, 716 

Equator, the. 522 
Erasmn.-!. Dc.siderius. career of, 713 sqq., 

777, 786 sqq. ; lii.s Ik ratione ttudii and 
Jk pucri.-( Htdtim ur libertiUtrr irtfitituendit, 
714 sq.; and Chnsdani MatrinumH In- 
stitutio, 714 ; his text-hooks, the Jduffia, 
715, 786, juid the Ih> cupia rcrum rt ver- 
harum. and the Ih' ctmneribetuliH rpiatolig, 
715; the Norum Inttrumnituvt, ib.; tee 

alto 712, 799 sqq. 
Erfurt, 679. 789 sqq., 793 pq. 
Eric V, Clipping, king of Denmark, murder 

of, 534 
Erie VI, Menved, kin;' of Denmark, and 

truce with Norway, 534; and plans against 
Mecklenburg and I’omevania, r535; and 
duke of iSchleswig, ih, ; and northern 
Holland, ib.; and island of Kunen, ib. ; 

death of, ib. 
Eric Vn, king of Denmark, Sweden and 

Norway, duke of Pomerania, declare<l heir 
in Norway. 544 ; re<'ogniHed as successor 
in Denmark and Sweden, 545; receives 
homage, ib.; crowned, ib.; !‘cclesiastical 
and secular jK)iicy ht-fore and after Mar¬ 
garet’s deatli, 546; and congress at Lutsk, 
575; and Schleswig, 546 sq.; and Hansa, 
547; and Bound dues, ib.; and see of IJp- 
sala, ib.; and Swedish malcontents, 
547 sq.; and Engelbrecht, 548; and re¬ 
jection of obedience by Bw(;dish Council, 
ib.; and Danish Council, 548 sq. ; flight 
of, 549; and Norwegian Council, 549 sqq. 

hlric XII, king of Sweden, 538, 540 
Erie, duke of Pomerania, 129; admits 

suzerainty of Brandenburg, 156 
Eric, duke of Sodennanland, tee Sdtler- 

manland 

lamest, of Wettin, elector-duke of Saxony, 
152 

Ernest, duke of Bavaria, 129 

Ernest of Pardubice, archbishop of Prague, 
45 

Erpingham, Sir Tbornas, 363 

Eschenbach, Wolfram von. poet, 737 
E.schenderi, John, his Suwmajudicialit, 679 
Escouchy, Matlhieu d’, 256 
E.scurial, K.seitnal, the, fresc(.>es at, 488; 

Eleini‘di painting at, 743 

E.sdms, the prophet, 665 
Eskdale, 469 
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Esnuur, Muslim leader, 508 
EsTOriente, Filippo Callimaoo, surnamed 

Bnonaoeorsi, 6&, 795 
Esplechln, truoe of, 8^4 
Esslingeu, member of a confederation, 143; 

assembly at, 158 
Estates, $ee States 
Este, house of, 160; reasons or its pre¬ 

eminence, 227 
Este, Beatrice d*, duchess of Milan, 227 
Este, Borso d\duke of Ferrara, Modena, and 

Keggio, invested with Modena and Reggio 
by the Emperor, 174, 227; made duke of 
Ferrara by Paul II, 227; encourages 
Milanese malcontents, 225; his skill in 
government, 227; and Tura, 778; and Piero 
de’ Franceschi, 779 

Este, Ercoled duke of Ferrara, Modena, and 
Reggio, general of the Florentines, 194; and 
Ludovico Sforza, 195; his marriage to 
Leonoraof Aragon, 196,227; and influence 
on politics, 227; drives Venetians out of 
Stellate: cedes Polesina to Venice, 196; 
executes Leonello’s son, 228; and Tura, 
778 

Este, Isabella d’, marchioness of Mantua, 
227 sqq, 

Este, Leonello d’, marquess of Este, lord of 
Ferrara, Modena, and Reggio, 227 sq. 

Este, NiccoI5 III d’, marquess of Este, takes 
possession of Parma and Reggio, 206 

Estouteville, Guillaume d', archbishop of 
Rouen, cardinal-priest of the Banlica 
SS, xii Apoftolorum, 180 sq., 192 

stouteville, Jean d’, 254 note 1 
taples, 786 

Eton College, 429, 693; College Chapel, and 
wall-paintings, 431, 746 

Ettrick forest, 469, 475 
Euclid, 692 
Eugenius IV (Gabriel Condulmer), Pope: 

election of, 23 sq., 166; capitulations im¬ 
posed on, 166; and Beaufort, 394; and the 
Colonna, 166 sq.; dissolves council, 25, 
167; and Emperor, 167; and cardinals, 
council, and Sforza, ih.; flight to Florence: 
employment of Vitellesohi by, 168; and 
Vico estates, 169; claims Naples, t7>.; 
and Bologna, 170; and Alfonso, i5., 484; 
and Sforza, 170; re-enters Rome, ib.; and 
the March, 171; and Council of Basle, 23 
sqq., 41; and Council of Fen-ara, 38; 
and Council of Florence, 39, 169; and 
Frederick III, 42 sq., 138; and Germany, 
138, 171; and France, 171,263; culture of, 
171; death of, 43, 138,171; 636, 788, 797 

Euphemia Ross, queen of Scotland, 472 
Euripides, Aldine edition of, 777, 792 
Evora, 510, 524 
Exeter, cathedral, 723 sq. 
Exeter College, Oxford, 801 
Eymerio, inquisitor-general of Aragon, 681 

Fabius Piotor, 683 
Fabriano, Gentile da, 163, 764 sq. 

Fabyan, Robert, chronicler, 488 
Faenza, 160; murder of Galeotto Manfredi 

at, 1^ 
Falkenberg, John of, 17 sq. 
Falkcnstein, Cuno von, archbishop of Treves 

elector, 116 
Falkoping, battle of, 545 
Falques, bishop of Valence, 315 
Faly, Calvagh O’Conor, king of Offaly, 

462 
Farabi, 667; his De Ortu Seientiarum, 

672 
Fastolf, Sir John, 243, 381, 386, 403 
Faucigny, 325 note 1, 329 sq. note 1 
Faughard, battle of, 452 
Felix V (Amadeus VIII, duke of Savoy), 

Anti-Pope, 41, 44, 169 sq., 687;$eeaiso 
Amadeus VIII 

Feltre, Vittorino da, 228 
F6nelon, Francois de Salignac de Lamotte, 

archbishop of Cambrai, 640 
Fenin, Pierre de, 235 note 1 
Fenys (or Fiennes), Sir James, lord Saye 

and Sele, 399, 403, 406 sq., 409 
Fenys (or Fiennes), Roger, 399 
Ferdinand I, of Austria (Habsburg), Holy 

Roman Emperor, king of Bohemia and 
Hungary, 614 

Ferdinand I, king of Leon and Castile, 504 
Ferdinand II, king of Leon, 510 
Ferdinand L el de Antequera, Infant of 

Castile, king of Aragon,Sicily and Sardinia, 
and minority of John II of Castile, 479, 
481; capture of Antequera, 479, 488; 
election to throne of Aragon, 481 sq.; 
and the Count of Urgel,i6.; and Catalonia, 
483; and Great Schism, f6., 488; death 
of, ib. 

Ferdinand II, the Catholic, king of Aragon, 
Sicily, Sardinia, Castile and Leon, 
and Naples, marriage of, 289, 480,487 ; 
marriage-contract, 487; proclamation 
of, as king of Castile, and dyarchy, 
487 sq.; and Reconquest, 489 sq.; and 
Columbus, 492; and North Africa, 493; 
and Treaty of Barcelona, 494; and Charles 
VIII, ib.; and Holy League, ib.; and 
Naples, 199,494 sq.; and treaty of Granada, 
494; and marriages of his children, 495; 
and regency of Castile, 495 sq.; and Na* 
varre, 496 sq.; and league of Cambrai, 
497; and Maximilian, 498; and aristocracy, 
498 sq.; and municipal administration, 
499; and social revolts in Aragon, 500; 
and decree of Guadalupe, ib.; and law of 
entail, tl>.; and expulsion of Jews, 500 sq.; 
and Inquisition, 501 sq.; and conversion 
of Indians, 502; and problems of the 
Indies, 503; and study and culture, ib.; 
death of, 293, 604 ; provisions for succes¬ 
sion in his will, 498; 217, 716, 806 

Ferdinand I, king of Portugal, invades 
Galicia, 519; makes peace, ib.; marries 
Leonor Telles; makes alliance with John 
of Gaunt, ib.; builds new walls round 
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Lisbon, and prepares for war, and Lei 
das Sesmarias, ib,; his death, 520; and 
legislative power, 526; and coinage, 527; 
and Cortes* voice in taxation, 528, and in 
declaring war or making peace, 529; and 
formula of legislation, 526 

Fermo, 178 
Fernand, Charles, 785, 787 
Fernand, Jean, 785, 787 
Ferns, castle of, 456 
Ferrand, count of Flanders, 833 
Ferrante(Ferdinand)I,kingof Sicily(Naples), 

heir to Alfonso, 177 sq.; and Venetian 
war against Florence, 179; accession of, 
188, 485; acceptance of. 189; rebellion 
against, 183, 190; and Pius II, ib.; is de¬ 
feated at river Samo, his allies at San 
Fabiano, 190; aided by Skanderbeg in 
Apulia, recovers Calabria and Salerno: 
wins battle of Troja, 191; recovers Terra 
di Lavoro, entraps Candolaand Sessa, ex¬ 
ecutes Piccinino, quarrels with Paul II, 
ib.; allied with Milan and Florence 
against Colleone, ib. ; visits Rome, 198; 
aids Sixtus in war against Florence, 
Venice, and Milan, 195; and Genoa and 
Pisa, 194sq.; and Milan, 195, 217; Sixtus 
TV’s dislike of, 196; Sixtus makes peace 
with him after Ferrarese war, ib.; he re¬ 
fuses tribute to Innocent VIII, 198; war 
with barons and Papacy, ib.; peace made, 
199; executes Petruoci, Samo, and most 
of the great nobles, ib.; Innocent makes 
peace with him, 199 sq.; he bribes 
Alexander VI to desert Milanese alliance, 
201; death of, ib.; 267, 289. 293, 774 

Ferrante (Ferdinand) II, king of Sicily 
(Naples), 494, 774 

Ferrara, annexed to direct papal dominions, 
159; ruled by Estensi, 160, 192, 227 sq.; 
and Venetian consular court: incidents of 
Venetian war, 196, 217 sq.; Gastello of, 
228; 674, 774, 785, 789, 794, 798 sq.; 
dukes of, see under Este 

Ferrer, Pedro, 491 
Ferrer, St Vincent, 482 
Feuchtwanger, Siegfried von, grand master 

of the Teutonic Order, 557 
Fexhe, peace of, 349 
Fichet, Guillaume, 783, 791, 802 
Ficino, Marsilio, ^3, 774, 801 
Fierbois, Sainte-Gatherine de, 245, 247 
Fife, earldom of, 475 
Filambres (Filabres), Sierra of, 490 
FiJarete, .Ajitonio, architect and sculptor, 

171 
Filelfo, Giovan Mario, 178, 773, 788 
ftlL the, 666 
Fillastre, Guillaume, archbishop of Aix, 

cardinal-priest of S. Marco, 4, 5, 6 note 2, 
13, 16 

Fingal, 464 
Finisterre, cape, 365, 381 
Finland, 552; gulf of, ib. 
Finmark, 551 

Fiore, Jacobello di, 764 
Firth of Forth, 474, 476 
Fisher, John, bishop of Rochester, chancel¬ 

lor of the university of Cambridge, 715, 
800 sq. 

Fitz Alan, Richard, earl of Arundel, 878 
Fitz Alan, Thomas, earl of Amndel, 867, 

376 sq. 
Fitz Alan, Walter, high steward of Scotland, 

468 
Fitz Eustace, Sir Edward, lord deputy, 

463 sq. 
Fitz Eustaces, the, 464 
Fitz James, Thomas, seventh earl of Des¬ 

mond, 464; superseded, ib.; tried, 464 sq. ; 
and executed, 465 

Fitz Maurice, Thomas, seventh earl of Kil¬ 
dare, lord deputy, 464; and again, 465; 
lonl chancellor, 464; attainted, 464 sq.; 
justiciar, 465 

Fitz Thomas, John, of Offaly, 451 
Fitz Thomas, Maurice, earl of Desmond, 

and De Lucy, 453; and John Darcy, ib.; 
and Kilkenny petition, 455; and another 
assembly, 456; his castles taken, ib.; 
pardoned, ib. 

Flamborough Head, 469 
Flanders, county of, autonomous till twelfth 

century, 332; and French suzerainty, 
333; succession question of, and Louis VI, 
ib.; territories in, surrendered to Philip 
Augustus, ib.; treaty of Melun and, ib.; 
countesses Joan and Margaret of, ib.; 
quarrel of Avesnes and Dampierre con¬ 
cerning, ib.; commercial movement in, 
334 ; gilds of fullers and weavers in, 336; 
insurrection of 1280 in, 337; count of, 
and malcontents, 338; ^cheviris of, and 
Philip the Fair, ib.; invasion of, 339; 
attacks on, ib.; second invasion of, ib.; 
“commune” of, :5.; workmen’s rising 
in, t6., 340; revolt in, against weavers, 
344, 345; marriage .settlement of Margaret 
of Flanders and, 345; Charles VI and, 
846; “members” or “nations” in towns 
of, 348; “the three members” of, 350; 
art of, 740 sqq., 744 sqq., 747, 749, 816; 
234, 286, 291 sq., 713, 812; counts of, see 
Charles, Ferrand, Guy, John, Louis, 
Philip, Robert; countesses, see Joanna, 
Margaret 

Fl^rnalle, abbey of, 742 
Fleming, Malcolm, of Cumbernauld, 471 
Flemming, Richard, bishop of Lincoln. 431, 

715, 798 
Flint, 403 mte 1 
Florence, and Ladialas, 202; and John 

XXIII, 1; and Martin V, 161 sq., 164; 
and Eugenius IV, 168, 171; council of, 
169; and Vitelleschi; and treaty with 
Milan and Venice, 170; and Sforza, 171; 
and papal tithe, 175; and Visconti, 178; 
and Naples, 179; and Ren4 of Anjou, ib.; 
and Colleone, 191; and Imola, 193 sq.; 
war with Sixtus IV and Naples, 194 sq.; 
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war with Papacy and Venice, 196; bank- 
ing, industry and commerce of, 202, 221; 
statutes of, 202; government of, 202 sqq., 
220 sq.; and the Albizzi, 204; oligarchy 
of, 205; and the Medici, 206,223 sq.; war 
on Milan, 208, 210 sq.; Florentine mer¬ 
chants expelled, 218; and Italian league, 
214 sq.; Palazzo Vecchio of, 204 sq.; 
artistic activity of, 760 sq., 766 sq., 769, 
7628gq.,766 8qq.,777 sqq.; ^nta Croce at, 
753, 769, 768, 769 sq.; cathedral of, 770 

; Bargello of, 770; XJfiizi gallery, paint¬ 
ings in, 744 sq., 757, 760, 763 sqq., 771 
sq., 779; Santa Maria Novella, Rucdlai 
Madonna in, 765 sq.; altarpiece in, 763; 
l^nting of La4t Judgment in, 763 sq.; 
Ghirlandaio’s and Lippi’s frescoes in, 778; 
and cloister frescoes, 771; Santa Trinita, 
757; and frescoes in Spanish chapel, 763; 
Baptistery, bronze doors of, 762, 767 sq.; 
Or San Michele, tabernacle in, 763; San 
Lorenzo, Donatello's sculpture in, 770; 
Loggia dei Lanzi, t2>.; Campanile, Zuc- 
cone of, ib.\ San Marco, painting in, ib.; 
monastery of, frescoes in, 771; Carmine 
Church,frescoesin,772; Platonic Academy, 
774, 781; Palazzo Kucellai, 776; mer¬ 
chants, 765; 677 sq., 776, 794, 798, 800 
sq., 811 sq. 

Florence, St Antonino, archbishop of, 220, 
705 

Florence, count of Holland, and Philip the 
Fair, 338 

Florentines, 120, 219, 222 
Foix, house of, 266, 273; counts of, tee 

Gaston, Henry, John 
Foix (Viana), Madeleine of, 95, 292, 496 
Foix, Pierre de, bishop-elect of Viumes, 

cardinal-priest of S. Sisto in Pitcina, 
292 sq. 

Folirao, 170, 776 
Fondulo, Cabrino, lord of Cremona, 206 sq. 
Foppa, Vincenzo, 226 
Forcalquier, Gaucher de, bishop of Gap, 

381 
Forll, 169, 192, 677; fresco at, 779 
Formigny, battle of, 653 
Fornovo, battle of, 657 
Fortebraocio, Carlo, 195 
Fortebraccio, NicoolO, condottiere^ threatens 

Home, 29, 167; aided by Piccinino and 
the Colonna, produces revolution, 168 

Forteguerra, Niccol6, cardinal-priest of S. 
Cecilia, bishop of Chieti, 683 

Fortescue, Sir John, chief justice of the 
court of King’s Bench, and legal writer, 
discusses; English kingship, 443 sq.; 
and council, 444 sq., and revenue, 444; 
andgovernment’Bcr^it,381; and retainers, 
383; and Louis XI’s government, 294; 
works of, 429 ; 641,645 

Forteys, the 426 
Fosoari, Francesco, doge of Venice, 210 
Fotberinghay, 477 
Fouoquet, Jean, painter, 302, 747 

Foug^res, taken by Franqois de Sarienne, 
253 

Four Mattergf Annalt of the, 459 
Fowey, 866 
Fox, Richard, bishop of Durham, 799, 

801 sq. 
France, and death of Charles VI, 232 sq.; 

duplication of royal authority in, 233 sq.; 
and provinces of the two sovereignties; 
234; court of, ib.\ social condition of, 
235 sq.; and national significance of 
Charles VII, 254; **ordinary finances,” 
260, and ” extraordinary finanoes ’ ’ of, 260 
sq.; financial administration of, 262; 
gradual recovery of, 265; and political 
and economic conditions at Louis XI’s 
accession, 273; and the domain, and great 
feudal houses, ; and classes exempt from 
taxation, 303; and effects of Louis’s rule, 
303 sq.; and traces of the Hundred Years’ 
War, ib,; and effect on population of epi¬ 
demics and famine, and the winter of 
1481-2, 304; kings of, tee Charles IV, V, 
VI. VII, VIII, John II, UuisVI, VII, VIII, 
IX. X, XI, XII, XIV, PhUip II. m. IV, V, 
VI; tee alto 620 sqq., 624,635 sq.,643 sq., 
691, 694, 723 sqq., 728 sqq., 732sqq., 736, 
747, 749. 764, 782 sqq., 787, 804, 805 
mte 1, 806 sq., 811 sq., 816 

Francesca, Piero della (de' Franceschi), 178, 
745, 779 

Franche Comt^ (Free County of Burgundy), 
152, 234, 292, 306, 310, 313, 324 sq., 
329, 646 

Francis, St, of Assisi, 697 
Francis of Siena, 674 
Franciscus Florentinus, his work against 

astrology, 679 sqq. 
Franconia, 118, 132, 143, 149, 156 sq. 
Franc»-Archert, 659; instituted by Ordon- 

fiance of 1448,-257 sq., 300 
Frankfort, 116, il9, 122, 131, 138, 148 sq., 

680; gallery of, altarpiece in, 742; paint¬ 
ing called Garden of Paradite in, 746 

Fre<ierick I Bafbarossa, of Hohenstaufen, 
Western Emperor, annuls rectorate of 
Burgundy given to Zahringen, 313; Bur¬ 
gundian marriag^ of: and Be^n^on diet, 
ib.; alarms Louis VII, ib., 314; sets up 
Anti-Pope, Victor IV, and receives sup^rt 
in Arles, 314; attempt of, to associate 
Louis VII with his religious policy, ib.; 
visit of, to Burgundy, ib.; results of Italian 
expedition of 1167, ib.; and the count of 
Maurienne, ib.; coronation of, at Arles, 
tb., 315; and re-organisation of chancery, 
ib,; and dispatch of representatives to 
Burgundy, ib.; and second coronation as 
king of Arles, ib., 316 

Frederick II, of Hohenstaufen, Western 
Emperor, king of Sicily, and viceroys for 
Arles and Vienne, 318; and townsfolk of 
Marseilles, ib,; and Louis VIII’s occupa¬ 
tion of Avignon, ib.; and pacification of 
Arles, ib.; and assembly of Hagenau, 
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ib,y 319; and Raymond VII of Toulouse, 
319; and Arl^sien and Savoyard soldiery, 
ib.] his failure before Brescia, t6.; and 
Innocent IV, ib,; and Charles of Anjou, 
ih,; and Alplionse of Poitiers, 320; 623, 
669, 752 

Frederick III, of Austria, Western Em¬ 
peror, duke of Styria, Camiola and 
Carintbia, differences of opinion between 
him and the electors as to Eugenius IV 
and Council of Basle, 42; elected king of 
the Romans, 136; regent of Tyrol and 
Austria previous to Ladislas Posthumus’ 
birth; guardian of latter, 137; coronation 
at Aix-la-Chapelle, 138; and Eugenius IV 
and Nicholas V, ib.; and Zurich: and 
Charles VII, 139; his prolonged residence 
in his own lands, 140; and disputes of 
archbishop of Cologne and Soest, 141; 
and of Albert Achilles and Nuremberg, 
144; and insurrections, 145; entrusts 
Ladislas Posthumus to Ulrich of Cilli, 
145 sq.; promulgates Habsburg Privilege, 
146; and Matthias Corvinus, 146 sq., 
612 sq., 615; besieged by Albert VI, 147, 
149; and elector palatine’s arrogation, 
archduke Albert’s ambitions, and con¬ 
stitutional scheme, 148; and Nuremberg 
assembly, 149; and war against Wittels- 
baebs, ib.; and imperial reform, 150 sq.; 
and war against Turks, ib.; and Ratisbon 
Iteichstag, 151; and Macmillan’s mar¬ 
riage, 151 sq.; and war with Matthias 
Hunyadi, 616; and Maximilian’s election, 
152; and Swabian league, 153; and Albert 
of Bavaria, Munich, ib.; and Austrian 
dominions, 154 ; and claim to Milan, 212; 
death of, 153; and astrology, 684; and 
Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini’s essay on 
education, 706; and Celtes, 790; 793 

Frederick (Federigo) II, son of Ferrante I, 
king of Sicily (Naples), 194, 198, 494, 
774 

Frederick I, of Hohenzollern, burgrave of 
Nuremberg, margrave of Brandenburg, 
elector, 122; is granted the Mark and 
electorate, 126 sq.; and John XXIII, 7; 
Sigismund’s vicegerent, 128; joins other 
electors in summoning him, 130; meets 
him at Bratislava, 132; and manifesto 
about council, 23; and crusade, 24; his 
disposition of his lands, 165 

Frederick II, of Hohenzollern, elector- 
margrave of Brandenburg, and married to 
Hedwig of Poland, 129; and civic dispute 
at Berlin-Kolln; and Nicholas V and 
Lusatia: and Neuburg, 155; intervenes in 
Pomeranian succession question, 155sq.; 
resigns Brandenburg to Albert Achilles, 
156 

Frederick I, of Wettin, the Quarrelsome, 
margrave of Meissen, elector-duke of 
Saxony, and Bohemia, 129; receives 
electorate, 130 sq., and joins union, 131; 
and Hussites, ib. 

Frederick II, of Wettin, elector-duke of 
Saxony, 149 

Frederick I, of Wittelsbach, elector-palatine 
of the Rhine, 148 sq., 151, 789 

Frederick, of Habsburg, count of Tyrol, John 
XXIII’s oaptain-general, 2; organises 
Pope’s flight, 6; put to ban, 127; his 
lands invaded, ib.; constrains Po^ to 
temporise, 6; submits, ib., 127; and his 
possessions, 127 

Frederick, of Wittelsbach, duke of Bavaria- 
Landshut, 118 

Frederick VII, count of Toggenburg, 139 
Frederick Casimir, archbishop of Gniezno, 

cardinal-deacon of S. Lucia in Septa Solu, 
579 

Fredi, Bartolo di, painter, 762 
Free, John, 431, 715, 798 
Freiburg-im-Breisgau, 724 sq., 790 
French monarchy, the, and territories ac¬ 

knowledging Charles Vll in 1422, 234; 
and public opinion during struggle with 
England, 254; and freedom from tutelage 
of the states, 264; and the great feudal 
bouses, 265 sq.; and Burgundy in par¬ 
ticular in the reign of Charles VII, 266 
sq.; and Navarre and eastern Pyrenees in 
same period, 268 sq.; and duke of Alen<?on, 
269; and count of Armagriac, ih., 270; 
the monarchy at accession of Louis XI, 
273; and the feudal houses, ih., 277 sqq.; 
and League of Public Weal, 280 sqq.; and 
Burgundy, after Charles the Bold’s death, 
291 sq.; and Anjou, Bar, Maine, Provence, 
Savoy, Roussillon, Bourbon, Albret, Foix, 
292; and Navarre, ib., 293; and tenths 
from revenues of beiieflces in Arles, 323 
sq.; and temporalities of archbishopric of 
Lyons, 324; and pariage with bishops 
of Viviers, ih.; and bridge-head of Ste- 
Colombc, ib.; and Franche Corat6 in time 
of Philip the Fair, ib. 

Friburger, Michael, 783 
Froissart, Jean, 473, 701 
Froment, Nicholas, 748 
Frontinus, Sex. Julius, 782 
Frotier, Pierre, baron de NeuiJly, 239 
Froylaz, Pedro, count of Trava, 506 
Frulovisi, Tito Livio, 796 
Fiinen, island of, 535, 537 
Fumes, castellany of, 342 
Fust, Johann, 794, 815 sq. 

Gaddi, Taddeo, painter, 735, 763 
Gadh, Dr Hemming, 554 aq. 
Gaeta, 165, 176 
Gaguin, Robert, general of the Trinitarians, 

713, 783, 7H7; his De origine et gestii 
Francorum Compendium, 786; 800, 802 

Galen, 675 sq., 775 
Galeotti, Marzio, humanistic historian, 615 
Galich (Galicia), principality of, 660 sqq., 

568, 601; Greek bishopric of, 665 sq.; 
Catholic bishopricof, 566; Eastern Galicia, 
ib.; see also Russia 



Index 1039 

Galicia, Spanish province, 492, 504 sqq,, 
508, 512, 621 

Gallipoli, 196 
Galloway, lordship of, 474 sq. 
Gama, Vasco da, 493, 499 
Gambara, Maffeo, of Genoa, 706 
Gandia, Alfonso, duke of, 484 
Ganivet, Jean, his Amicus medicorum, 680 
Gansfort, Wessel, 711 
Garai, Ladislaa, count palatine, 612 
Garandia, Jacobus de, 682 
Garcia, king of Galicia, 504 
Garcia IV, king of Navarre, 508 
Garda, Lago di, 211 
Garde, William de la, archbishop of 

Vienne, 327 
Garigliano, battle of the, 495 
Garland, John, 673 
Garry hill, 459 
Garsia, Peter, bishop of Usellus (Ales), his 

reply to Pico’s Ayoloqy, 685 aq. 
Gartz, 156 
Gascoigne, Thomas, theologian, 375 note 1, 

400, 624 
Gaston IV, do Grailly, count of Foix, 

marries Leonora of Navarre, 485, 487; 
intermediary between Charles VII and 
John of Aragon, 268; brings about treaty 
of Valencia, 269; and Louis XI at time of 
League of “the Public Weal,” 280; 
alienated by Louis, gives his daughter in 
marriage to duke of Brittany, 288; death 
of, if). 

Gasztold, family of, 579 
Gattixmelata, Emsmo, condoUiere, 209, 211 ; 

equestrian statue of, 769 
Gaucourt, Kaoul de, 254 710te 1 
Gautus, archbishop of Nidaros, 553 
Gaza, Theodore, 709, 789, 799 
Geber (Jabir ibn Hayyan), alchemist, 667; 

a Summa attributed to, 673 
Gedymin, grand prince of Lithuania, seizes 

Podlasiii, 560; and victory on Irpen, ib.; 
founds Vilna, ib.] death of, ib. 

Geiler, Johann, 792 
Gelasius II (Giovanni Coniulo), Pope, 

621 sq. 
Gelmirez, Diego, bishop of Compostela, 

506 sq. 
Gelves, disaster at island of, 496 
Genazzano, castle of, 197 
Geneva, fairs of, 302 
Genevois, 310, 325 note 1, 329 .sq. note 1 
Genoa, conquest of, by Filippo Visconti, 

207; effect of this on relations with 
Venice, 208, 210; revolt of, from Milan 
in 1435, ‘214; debarred from peace of Lodi 
by Alfonso V, 216; welcomes French 
suzerainty again, ib.\ French rule in, 
overthrown, ib.; sovereignty over, con¬ 
ferred by Louis XI on Sforza, 215 sq.; 
entry into, by Sforza, 216; Milanese 
government in, overthrown by Galeazzo’s 
brothers and Boberto Sanseverino in 
interests of Ferrante, 194 sq.; declares 

for Innocent against Ferrante, 198; 
visited by cardinal Kovere to obtain aid 
from Ren<4, 199; 805 

Gentili, Alberioo, 645 
Genzano, concordat of, 268 
George, of Podfibrady, king of Bohemia, 

leader of Hussite Bohemia, 89 sqq.; with 
Unity troops occupies Prague, 91 sq.; 
appointed governor by Frederick III, 
8‘2; and by Bohemian Diet, ib., 137; 
offers to aid Frederick, 145; re-appointed 
by Ladislas Posthumus, 94 sq.; restores 
order, 95; elected king, 96; takes secret 
oath to obey Holy See, ih.; is crowned, 
96 sq.; invested by Frederick with regalia, 
97, and electorate, 146; mediates between 
him and Albert VI, 147; aims at kingship 
of the Romans, 97 sq., 149; declares for 
the Cup, 98; plans union of Christian 
states, 99; pacifies Bavaria, 149; and 
imperial reform, 150; and league of 
Zelena Hora, 99 sq. ; and relations with 
Matthias of Hungary, 100 sq., 612, 615 
,sq.; and deprivation of royal dignity by 
papacy, 99 sq.; and negotiations with 
king Casimir with view to Vladislav’s 
succession, 100 sq.; death of, 101; his 
achievements, 101 sqq. 

George Brankovid, king of Serbia, 606 
George Castriota (Skanderbeg), prince of 

Albania, 184, 606 
George, duke of Bavaria-Landshut, 153 
Geraldines, 453, 463; see also Kildare 
GC'raud, Hugh, bishop of Cahors, 687 
Gerhard, count of Mark, 141 
Gerhard, duke of Juliers and Berg, count of 

Ravensberg, 141, 143 
Gering, Ulrich, 783 
Germany, schism and anarchy in, 116 sq., 

121; the kingship, 124; the electors, 116, 
118 sq,, 123, 125, 134, 148; the Reichstag, 
1‘25, 136; the Empire, 124 sq., 136; the 
Church, 136; the estates, 117 sq., 123, 
154; leagues, 118; Public Peae>e, 118 sq., 
123; the Verne, 123 sq., 134; particular¬ 
ism, 124; internal feuds, 140 sqq., 149 
sq., 152 sq.; territoriaUsm, 154; signifi¬ 
cance of Sigismund’s rule, 133; im¬ 
portance of Frederick Ill’s reign, 135 sq.; 
646,694 sqq., 710 sqq., 715, 717,723 sqq., 
734 8(iq., 746, 749, 764, 787 sqq., 794,805 
sqq., 810 sqq., 815 sq.; see also Emperors, 
Empire 

Gerold I, count of Genevois, 310 
Gerson, JohnCharlier de, chancellor of the 

University of Paris, 11, 20, 636 sqq., 643, 
681; his De probatumc spirituum^ 683; 
his Triloyu of Astrology I'heologued, ib. 
782 

Gervase of Tilbury, 307 
Gex, 325 note 1, 329 sq. note 1 
G^za, duke of Hungary, 587 
Gdza II, king of Hungary, 587, 592, 599 
Ghent, 334; weavers of, in proportion to 

population, and fullers, shearmen and 
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dyers, 886; revolt of weavers and fullers 
of, 887; importance of, 841; rallying-point 
of LeliaerU during revolt against Louis 
of Nevers, 842; administration of the 
Public Weal, to cope with cessation of wool 
imports, 343; hegemony oi Ghent dis¬ 
pleasing to Ypres and Bruges, 349; weavers 
of, quarrel with fullers, ib.; capture of, by 
opponents of democratic party, 345; fresh 
revolt of weavers of, 346; Ghent the refuge 
of weavers against reactionary coalition, 
ih,; Philip van Artevelde their leader, ih.; 
troops sent to, by Richard II, 347; town 
of, makes peace with Philip the Good, ib,; 
school at, 711, 784; altarpiece in Cathe¬ 
dral of St Bavon, 740; 744 sq., 785, 787, 
811 

Ghiberti, Lorenzo, sculptor, painter, 
architect and jeweller, 171, 202, 768 sq. 

Ghirlandaio, otherwise Domenico Bigordi, 
197, 778 sq. 

Giambono, 764 
Gibraltar, 488 
Giglio, isle of, 179 
Gildas, St, of Rhuys, and hmcae^ 666 
Giocondo, Fra, of Verona, architect, 784 
Giottino, 763 
Giotto, 757 sqq., 766 sq., 772, 816 
Giraldo, the Fearless, 510 
Giuliano da Rimini, 764 
Giuliano da San Gallo, architect, 784 
Glasgow, itudium generale of, 470, 478 
Glogdw, Henry, prince of, 656 
Gloucester, 371 
Gloucester, Humphrey, duke of, character 

of, 388; and Hainault, 242, 353, 390 sq.; 
and regency, 387 sqq., 393 sq,; and Beau¬ 
fort, 252, 388, 390 sq., 394 sqq.; and 
council, 389, 391 sq., 395, 400; and the 
government, 395 sq.; impolicy of, 404sq.; 
impeachment and death of, 405; and 
humanism, 430, 796 sq.; 388 note 2, 400, 
715 

Gloucester, Richard, duke of, see Richard III 
Gloucester, earl of, see Despenser 
Glyn D^r (Glendower), Owen, 365 sqq., 

650 sq. 
Gniewkowsky, Vladyslav Bialy, the last 

Kujawian prince, 5Q1 
Gnosticism, 660 
Goch, John of, 711 
Goes, Hugo van der, painter, 744 sq., 747 
Golden Bull, the, of Andrew II of Hungary, 

589 sq., 593, 598, 602 
Golden Bull, of Charles IV, 117 sq.; clause 

5 of, 130 
Gomes, Diogo, 522 
Gomes, FemSo, 522 
Gonzaga, Alessandro, 708 
Gonzaga, Carlo, 708 sq. 
Gonzaga, Cecilia, 708, 710 
Gonzaga, Federigo, marquess of Mantua, 

195 
Gonzaga, Gianfrancesco, marquess of 

Bdantua, 211, 708 

Gonzaga, Gianluoido, 708 
Gonzaga, Ludovico III, marquess of Mantua, 

228, 708 sq., 777 sq. 
Gonzaga, family of: imperial Investiture 

with marquessate of Mantua, 228; begin¬ 
nings of association with Urbino, ib, 

“Good, the” {Goeden)y Flemish capitalist 
party, 345 sq.; at Dinant share adminis¬ 
tration with others, 348 

Goose, John, 449 
Gordon, Alexander, first earl of Huntly, 

475 
Gtorichem, Henry, 681 
Goslar, copper mines of, 335 
Gotha, 794 
Gotland, 533, 640 
Gottifredo, patriarch of Aquileia, 315 
Gottlieben, castle, 8, 68 
Gouda, school at, 711, 713 
Gozco, farm of, 489 
Gozzoli, Benozzo, 173 
Grado, 231 
Graham, Sir Robert, 473 
Grammont, school at, 711 
Granada, and continuation of Reconquest, 

till the pact of Cordova, 488 sq.; and 
capture of Malaga, 489; and surrender of 
Granada, 489 sq.; and disregard of the 
tenns of surrender relating to religion, 
490, 501; 802, 806 

Grandson, battle of, 290, 358, 654, 657 
Grassi, Giovannino dei, 764 
Gratian, author of the Decretumy 665 
Gravelle, la, Maine, battle of, 241 
Gray, Sir Thomas, 386 
Graz, 136; royal court at, 141 
Greece, 574, 783; Greek art, 718, 749 
Greenland, 551 
Greenwich, 375, 408 
Gregory I, the Great, St, Pope 706 
Gregory VII (Hildebrand), Poi^ 34; Hugh, 

bishop of Die, auxiliary of, in Burgundy, 
311 

Gregory IX (Ugolino de’ Conti), Pope, 318 
Gregory XI (Pierre Roger), Pope, 632 
Gregory XII (Angelo Correr), Pope, 1 sq., 

4 sq., 7 sqq., 51 sq., 121, 166 
Grenoble, 300, 328 
Gretna, battle near, 474 
Grey, John, 250 
Grey, Sir Ralph, 440 
Grey, Reynold de. lord Grey of Ruthin, 

365 
Grey, Richard, 438 
Grey, William, bishop of Ely, 417, 431, 

797 sq. 
Grimaldi, Giovanni, 384 
Grocyn, William, fellow of New College, 

431, 801 
Groningen, 789; school at, 711 
Groote, Gerard, 694, 711, 787 
Grotius, Hugo, 645 
Grubbe, James, archbishop of Lund, 545 
Griinewald, Matthias, 725 
Griininger, Johann otherwise Reynard, 794 
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Grunwald (Tannenberg), battle of, 72,126, 
672 8qq., 648 

Guadalupe, Decree of, 500 
Guadiana, 511, 515 sq. 
Guaineri, Antonio, 674 
Guanahanj, or San Salvador, Bahamas, 

point of disembarkation of Columbus, 
491 

Guanchos, the, 493 
Guarda, city of, 512 
Gnariento, 764 
Guarino, Battista, his treatise Ge ordine 

docendi et studendi, 706 sq.; sec also 785 
Guarino da Verona, his rendering of 

Plutarch’s irepl rralbw^ dytjyy^^ 173, 227, 
706 sqq.; his llepulae Guarini^ 707; his 
abridgment of Chrysoloraa’ ’EpwriJ/iaro, 
ih.\ and Vittorino da Feltre, ih.\ and Pico, 
775; and Aldus Manutius, 777; and 
Janus Pannonius, 794; and bishop Grey, 
798; and Richard Flemming, 798 sq. 

Gubbio, 162 
Guelders, duchy of, 367, 360 note 1; dukes 

of, see Charles, Juliers 
Guesclin, Bertrand du, constable of France, 

255, 647, 652 
Guevara, Pietro di, count of Mileto, grand 

seneschal of Naples, 198 
Guglielmo, Fra, painter, 753 
Guicciardini, Francesco, historian, 655 sqq, 
Guido da Siena, painter, 751 
Guienno (Aquitaine), in the English obedi¬ 

ence in 1422,234; French conquest of, 253; 
government taken from duke John II of 
Bourbon, 279; duchy given to Charles of 
Berry, 287 ; 646, 653 

Guigues I, count in Viennois, 308 
Guigues V, dauphin of Viennois, 314 
Guigues VII, dauphin of Viennois, 319 
Guimar, Anaterve de, 493 
Guimar, Guanarteme de, 493 
Guimarfies, siege of, 607 
Guinea trade, 522 
Guinea, county of, 284 
Gundissalinus, his DedivUionephilosophiaey 

672 
Gunthorpe, John, dean of Wells, 431, 715, 

798 
Gutenberg, John, 816 
Gutte, Jean de la, 684 
Guy de Dompierre, count of Flanders, and 

French policy, 333; adds to his preroga¬ 
tives, 838; betrothes his daughter to king 
of England’s eldest son, ih,; imprisoned 
and sent to Louvre, ib,; released, on 
handing over his daughter, ih.; break 
with Philip the Fair, ih.; makes alliance 
with Edward I, ib., 339; and French 
invasion, and John of Avesnes’ attacks, 
389; surrender of, after second invasion, 
ib,; imprisoned, ib.; released, 340; death 
of, 341 

Guy of Namur, son of Guy de Dampierre, 
840 

Guyenne, a herald, 247 

Guzzone, Boooolino, adventurer, and Osimo, 
199 

Haarlem, 743 sq. 
Habakkuk, the prophet, 662 
Habsburg, Anne of, duchess of Saxony, 

her claim to Luxemburg purchased by 
Charles VII, 267 

Habsburg, Cunigundaof, duchess of Bavaria- 
Munich, 153 

Habsburg, Hartmann of, 320 
Habsburg, Margaret of, archduchess of 

Austria, 293, 495 
Habsburgs, 95, 125 sq., 146, 152 sq., 611; 

see also Albert, Charles, Ferdinand, 
Frederick, Ladislas, Leopold, Maxi¬ 
milian, Philip, Rudolf, Sigismund, 
William 

Hadley, Dom William, 431, 800 
Haemus Mts, the, 609 
Hagenau, assembly of, 318 
Hague, tlxe, Meerman-Westreenen Museum, 

in, 734 
Hainault, covmty of, 333; counts of, disposed 

to defend malcontents, 338; equilibrium 
between three orders in, 350 

Haiti (la Espahola), 492 
Hakon V, king of Norway, and truce with 

Denmark, 534; and clergy, 536; and 
absolutism, ib,; and duke Eric, 536; death 
of, ih, 

Hakon VI, king of Norway, accession of, 
640,; and marriage, ih.; and war against 
Sweden and Mecklenburg, 541 sq.; and 
recognition of Olaf as king, 542; and 
accession of Olaf in Denmark, 543; death 
of, ib. 

Halidon Hill, battle of, 466, 646 
Halinard, archbishop of Lyons, 310 
Hall, John, 438 
Hallam, Robert, bishop of Salisbury, 15 
Halland, Northern, 635 sqq.; Southern, 

537 
Hall4, Franpois, joins the League of the 

Public Weal, 283 
Haly Heben Rodan, 669 
Hamburg, 738, 746 
Hamilton, James, lord Hamilton, 476 
Hans, king of Denmark, Sweden 1497-1501, 

and Norway, his election in Denmark and 
Norway, 663; and Schleswig and Holstein, 
ib.; and the council,id., 655; and burghers 
of Copenhagen, 563; and the Hansa, 553, 
666; and temporary success in Sweden, 
564; and defeat in Holstein, ib.; and 
organisation of royal power in Denmark 
and Sweden, 555 

Hansa, the German, and king Eric Menved, 
635; their wealth and power, 641; and 
imports and exports, ib., 651; ooii- 
Bolidated in Hanseatic League, ib.; their 
war under Liibeck against Denmark, 641 
sq.; and terms of peace, 642; and truce 
with Norway, ib.; Hanseatic towns of 
Mecklenburg, the league and the Danish 
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election, i&.; and queen Margaret’s oon* 
cessions, 543; and war with Eric VII, 
547; and assistance to Christopher III, 
549; and relations with Christian I, 550; 
and exports of Norway, 551; and discords, 
553; and wars with King Hans, ih., 555; 
118, 142, 336, 811 

Harancourt, Guillaume de, bishop of Verdun, 
287 

Harderwijk, school at, 711 
Hardyng, John, chronicler, 398, 429 
Harfleur, 384, 386, 651 
Harlaw, battle of, 470 
Harlech castle, 366 
Harrington, James, 231 
Harz mountains, 724 
^asan, Uzun, 192 
HosiStejnskJ’, Bohuslav, of Lobkovicz, 114 

sq. 
Hastings, Sir William, lord Hastings, 438 
Havel berg, bishopric of, 155 
Hawkins, John, 434 
Hawkwood, Sir John, condottiere, 648, 655; 

painted equestrian effigy of, 771 
Hawley, John, of Dartmouth, 365 
Heck, 787 
Hedgely Moor, battle of, 423 
Hedwig (Jadviga), of Anjou, “king” of 

Poland, 117, 129, 544, 666 sqq., 570, 580, 
5^, 603 

Hegius, Alexander, headmaster of Deventer 
school, 711 sqq., 787 sqq. 

Heideck, the lord of, 144 
Heidelberg, university of, 712, 788 sqq.; 

8, 118, 121 
Heimburg, Gregory of, jurist, 99, 186, 621, 

637, 642 
Helsingborg, castle of, 640, 642 
Hemgarter, or Heingarter, Conrad, Thuri- 

censis, court physician and astrologer, 
hia commentary upon Ptolemy’s Quad 
ripartitumy 684; and other works, 
684 sq. 

Henriquez, DonFodrique, admiral of Castile, 
his daughter married to John of Aragon, 
485 

Henry II, Western Emperor, 309 
Henry III, Western Emperor, king of 

Burgundy, 310; and Burgundian chancery, 
ib.; at St Maurice-en-Valais and Solothurn, 
i6.; betrothal of: insurrection suppressed 
by, ib.; imperial coronation of, ib.; ecclesi¬ 
astical policy of, ib., 311 

Henry IV, Western Emperor, and Burgun¬ 
dian bishops, 811; and Investiture struggle, 
ib.; at Canossa, ib.; Burgundian chan¬ 
cery under, t6. 

Henry V, Western Emperor, 311 sq. 
Henry VI, of Hohenstaufen, Western Em¬ 

peror, marriage and coronation of, as 
kii^ of Italy, 815; and I'rederick Ps 
alliance with dauphin of Viennois, 316; 
and campaign against Humbert III of 
Maurienne, ib.; journey of, to Lyons, ib.; 
Bichard 1 handed over to, ib.; policy of. 

towards France and Welfs, ib.; Richard I’s 
surrender of kingdom to, 317; project of, 
to make Richard king of Arles, ib. 

Henry (VII), of Hohenstaufen, king of the 
Romans, 319 

Henry VII, of Luxemburg, Western Em¬ 
peror, 321 sq. 

Henry III, king of England, 282, 389; and 
the arts, 730; and Westminster Abbey, 
730 sq.; and painted chamber in palace 
of Westminster, 731 

Henry IV, king of England, character of, 
362 sq.; health of, 363, 367 sq., 375, 
379; landing of, 362; and parliament, 
363, 368 sqq.; and constitution, 863 sq., 
370 sqq.; and administration, 363, 368 
sqq., 372 sq., 875 sqq.; and Scotland, 
364 sq., 469; and France, 364 sqq., 377 
sq.; and Owen Glyn D>^r, 365 sqq.; and 
Flanders, 365 sq.; and Brittany, ib.; and 
Hanseatic league, ib.; and Papacy, 367; 
and campaign of Shrewsbury, 366 sq.; 
and abduction of Mortimer children, 367; 
and rebellion of Northumberland and 
Edmund Mortimer the elder, ib.; and 
executions of Scrope and Mowbray, ib.; 
and Burgundy, 377; and Ireland, 461; 
death of, 379; 389 sq., 570, 650 sq. 

Henry V, king of England, and desire for 
Plenry IV’s abdication, 375; and, while 
prince, control of council, 376 sq.; and 
desire to intervene in arms against 
Armagnacs, 377; end of his ascendancy, 
377 sq.; raises troops, 378; complains 
of slanderers, 378 sq.; reconciliation with 
Henry IV, 379; change on accession in 
habits of, ib.; his idealistic plan of con¬ 
quest, 379 sq.; and sea-power, 380; and 
Lollard rising, 385 sq.; and assassination 
plot, 386; and war preparations, ib.; and 
Normandy, 9, 383, 386, 651; and Bur¬ 
gundian alliance, 352, 383; and Agin- 
court, 383, 385 sq., 651 sq.; and command 
of the seas, 383 sq.; opinions on his 
policy, ib.; and financial consequences of 
war, 386 sq.; and Beaufort’s ambition, 
388; and the latter’s loans, ib.; and 
succession, 387; death of, ib.; 232 sqq., 
402, 650, 796 

Henry VI, king of England, minority of, 
353, 387 sqq.; his position as “heir of 
France,” 232; letter of Joan of Arc to, 
246; English coronation of, 393; crosses 
the Channel, ib.; at Calais, 395; taken to 
Rouen, 250; entry into London, 395 ; his 
position as king of France, 232 sqq., 237; 
termination of minority, 398; character 
and health of, 398 sq.; and Beaufort’s 
faction, 399 sq.; and Martin V’s constitu¬ 
tion, 263; and Calais negotiations, 401; 
and marriage to Margaret of Anjou, 252, 
402 sq.; and cession of Maine, 402 sq.; 
and Suffolk’s case, 406 sq.; and negotia¬ 
tions with Cade’s men, 408 sq.; and 
petition concerning household servants, 
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411; imbecility of, 412; and recovery, 
413; captured at St Albans, ih.\ renewed 
imbecility of, t6.; and recovery, 414; and 
“rout of Ludford,“ ih,\ and capture at 
Northampton, 415,422; and second battle 
of St Albans, 416; incapacity of, and 
flight, 416; restoration of, 287, 302, 435, 
444 sq.; death of, 437; foundations of, 
429, 797; 419, 421, 423, 425 sq., 432 sq., 
446, 796 sq. 

Henrr VII, king oi England, lands at 
Milford Haven, 423; wins Bosworth, and 
becomes king, ih.\ marries Elizabeth of 
York, 420; arvi Nottingham, 426; and 
Oxford University, ih.\ compared with 
Edward IV and Richard III, 44^; and the 
council, 446; and court of the Marches, 
and court of Request, ib.\ and benefit 
of clergy, 449; 437, 684, 716, 724, 
799 sq. 

Henry VIII, king of England, 445, 644 
Henry 11, king of Castile, 487, 519 
Henry III, king of Castile, 479 
Henry IV, king of Castile, character of, 

480; and victory of La Higuem, 488; and 
intrigues for the succession, 480; and 
victory over rebels, ih,; recognises his 
sister Isabella as heiress to throne, ih,, 
290; reverts to Joanna, 480; death 
of, 487; and Catalonia, 486; and 
Louis XI, 279 

Henry II, king of Navarre, count of Foix, 
sire d’Albret, as prince of Viana, 496 sq. 

Henry II, duke of Lower Bavaria, proposal 
to make him Emperor and to cede kingdom 
of Arles, 322 

Henry III, duke of Bavaria-Landshut, 129, 
143 

Henry XI, duke of Glogau-Krossen, 156 
Henry the Navigator, see Portugal, prince 

Henry of 
Henry II, landgrave of Hesse, 737 
Henry, of Burgundy, count of Portugal, 

receives Portugal as hereditary fief, 604; 
consents to Raymond’s plot to succeed 
Alfonso VI, 605; his relations with Urroca, 
ib.\ dies, ih. 

Henry, Don, infant of Aragon, 176, 482 
Henry, Ban, count of Kdszeg, 590 
Henry of Hesse, 680; his works, 681; his 

Epistle concerning False Prophets, 683 
Henryson, Robert, 478 
Heresy, in Bohemia starting from Jerome of 

Prague’s introduction of Wyclif’s Dialogue 
and Trialogus, 49; career of John Hus, 
46 sqq., 50 sqq.; Hussitism, 67, 72, 79, 
82, 84; Hussites, 66 sqq., 73, 75 sqq., 79 
sqq., 82, 88, 93 sq.; “The Orphans,” 74, 
80 sqq.; T4bor, 71 sq., 77, 84, 92; 
Taborites, 77 sq., 80 sqq., 90, 92; see also 
(under place-names) Cenek of Vartenberk, 
Conrad of Vechta, Jakoubek of StHbro, 
Jan of PHbram, Jan Rokycana, Jan of 
Zelivo, Jan Jerome of Prague, John 
Wyolif, Lokvis (Martinek), Matthias of 

Janov, Nicholas of Dresden, Nicholas of 
Pelhf imov, Peter Chel6ick;^, Peter of Dres¬ 
den, Peter Payne, Prokop the Bald, Stan¬ 
islav of Znojmo, Stephen of P41e6, Thomas 
of §tftn^, Adamitism, “Cheb Judge,” 
Chiliasm, the Compacts of Prague, “Four 
Articles of Prague,” Picards, Buncarii, 
Unitv of the Brotherhood, Utraquists, 
Waldensian heresy; Martin V’s bull Inter 
Cunctus Against heresy, 17; bull Deus novit 
of Eugenius IV accuses Council of Basle of 
quasi^eretical conduct, 29; Eugenius IV 
declared a heretic by council, 40 sq.; Coun¬ 
cil of Siena and heresy, 21; Raymond VII 
of Toulouse and heresy, 319 

Hermonymos, George, 783 
Herodian, 775 
“herrings,” battle of the: defeat of Auverg- 

nats attacking Fastolfe’s provision-train, 
243 

Hertogenbosch, school at, 711, 713 
Hesiod, 791 
Hesse, landgraves of, 354, 737 
Hes^e, 687 
Hexham, battle of, 423 
Hey nlin, Johann, of Stein, otherwise Johannes 

a Lapide, 783, 791 
Heytesbury, grammar school, Wilts, 429 
Hildesheim, 724 
Hincraar, archbishop of Rheims, 665 
Hippocrates, 776 
Hire, La, that is, Etienne de Vignolles, 239 

note 3; won victory of Patay, 248 
Hobbes, John, 642, 644 
Hoccleve, Thomas, 417 
Hoecks, the, 353 
Hoeke, founded, 836 
Hohenzollem, ijbert of, grand master of 

the Teutonic Order, duke of Prussia, 
678 

Hohenzollem, Barbara of, 166 
Hohenzollem, John of, “the Alchemist,” 

lord of half Baireuth, 154 sq. 
Hohenzollem-Wettin, war with Wittelsbach, 

149 
Hojeda, Alonso de, 492 
Holbein, Hans, the younger, 725 
Holes, Andrew, archdeacon of Wells, 797 
Holland, three orders in ebunty of, 350; 

painters in, 744; and humanism, 787; 
333, 339, 350 sqq., 811, 815 

Holshanski, family of, 579 
Holstein, Gerhard II, count of, and the duke 

of Schleswig, 537; and Denmark, t5.; and 
northern Jutland and Fiinen, t6.; murder 
of, ih. 

Holstein, Gerhard V, count of, and Seeland, 
537; and Scania, ih. 

Holstein, the counts of, 586,587 sq., 541 sqq., 
547; see also Schleswig 

Holy League, 494, 497 
Homer, study of, 704 sq.; his Iliad trans¬ 

lated, 776; first printed edition of, 776; 
791, 798, 814 

Homes, the, 477 
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Homildon Hill, battle of, 864, 866 
Hondoras, 492 
Honestis, Christopher de, 674 
Honor4, a painter, 732 
Honorius UI (Cenoio Savelli), Pope, 514 
Honorius, The Sworn Book of, *675 
Hooker, Richard, 640 
Hoorn, school at, 711 
Horace, 692, 705 sq., 709, 785, 788, 790 sq., 

794 796 
Horeb Brotherhood, 73, 78 
Horodlo, union of, 573 
Howard, John, duke of Norfolk, 403, 411, 

413 
Hoya, counts of, 148 
Hoya, Albert of, bishop of Minden, bishop- 

elect of Osnabriiok, 142 
Hoya, Eric of, bishop-elect of Miinster, 

142 sq. 
Hoya, Gerhard of, archbishop of Bremen, 

142 
Hoya, John of, 142 sq. 
Huesca, cathedral of, 748 
Hugh, marquess of Provence, king of Italy, 

308 
Hugh III, duke of Burgundy, dauphin of 

Viennois, 315 sq. 
Hugh, bishop of Die, legate of the Apostolic 

^e, later archbishop of Lyons, 311 
Hugh, archbishop of Be8an9on, 810 
Hugh of St Albans, 731 
Humanism, 17l8qq.,229,585, 615,704,710, 

767, 773 sqq., 782 sqq., 814 sqq. 
Humbert I, Whitehands, count of Maurienne, 

308, 311 
Humbert III, count of Maurienne and Savoy, 

and Frederick Barbarossa, 314; and the 
archbishop of Tarantaise, and bishop of 
Sion, 315 sq. 

Humbert II, dauphin of Viennois, sire de la 
Tour du Pin, offered crown of Arles and 
Vienne by Lewis of Bavaria, but declines, 
323; French king’s support necessary to, 
in rivalry with count of Savoy, 324; sells 
his dominions to Philip of Viois, ih. 

Hundred Years’ War, the, third act of, 282; 
conditions in France, 235; three short 
periods in, 241 sq.; siege of Orleans, 
242 sqq., 247; Alen^on’s e:xploit8, and 
Patay, 248; coronation and progress 
of Charles VII, 249; treaty of Arras, and 
French successes culminating in capture 
of Paris, 252; truces of Tours, ih.; 
English intervention in Brittany, 253; re- 
oonquest of Normandy, i6.; conquest of 
Guienne, f6,; 647, 654, 682 sq., 686, 694, 
804, 807, 811 

Hungary(M^ars),geographical position of, 
587; ethnic elements of, 588; and conflict 
between feudal and clan systems, 588 sq.; 
and racial antagonism, besides revival of 
paganism, 589; and estates, 589 sq., 693, 
695, 598, 606 sqq., 610, 613 sq., 616; and 
social evolution, 590 sq.; royal boroughs 
of, 592; and crown’s farms, ih,\ and 

magnates' armies, ib.\ baronial organis¬ 
ations of, 692 sq.; and crown, 698; and 
decay of clans, ih.; and entail, ih.; and 
magnates, 594; and bourgeoisie, ih.; and 
the johbdgy, ih.; and “banderiai” organ¬ 
isation, 594 sq., 607, 612 sq.; and foun¬ 
dation of industrial and commercial 
settlements, 596; • and productivity of 
goldmines, 697; and military and taxative 
burdens, 698; and foreign policy, 698 sq.; 
and chivalry, 602 ; and silversmith craft, 
ih.; and peasantry’s feudal obligations, 
603, 605; and their contributions, ^6; 
and comitatus, 604, 614; and militia, 
605 sq., 613; and Hussitism, 606; and 
foreign policy, 607 sq.; Curia of, 698, 
618; parliament of, 137,598, 604,607,609 
sq.; and Turks, 608 sqq., 613 sqq., 617 
sqq.; collapse of, 618 sq.; and Mongols, 
592, 599; and Renaissance architecture, 
615 sq.; and humanism, 794 sq.; 790, 
794, 805; kings of, see Albert, 
Andrew, B41a, Charles, G^za, Koloman, 
Ladislas, Lewis, Matthias, Sigismund, 
Stephen, Vladislav, Vladyslav, Wenoeslas 

Hungary, Elizabeth of, widow of king 
Albert n, 41, 117, 126, 131, 136 sq. 

Hungerford, Robert, lord Hungerford, 429 
Hungerford, Sir Thomas, 434 
Hungerford, Walter, lord Hungerford, 

treasurer of England, 394, 399 
Huntingdon, John Holland, earl of, 364 
Hunyadi, John (Hunyadi J&nos), regent of 

Hungary, viceroy and captain-general, 
made ban of Szor^ny, 608; captain of 
N&ndorfeh6rv4r, ih.; voivode of Transyl¬ 
vania, ib.; defeats Mezid Bey, 609; and 
Sehab-ad-din Pasha, ib.; takes fortresses of 
NiS, Pirot, and Sofia, ih.; escapes from 
Varna, ib.; one of committee of seven, 
608; regent, ih., 137; captain-general, 
608; diverted from Austria to Crusade, 
145; defeated at Kossovo, 609; defends 
Belgrade, 146,175, defeating Mahomet II, 
609; death of, ih., 176; 105, 794 

Hunyadi, Vajk, 608 
Hurstmonceux, castle of, 381 
Hus, John, biirth of, university career and 

church appointment of, 46; friends of, 
47; efforts of, for church reform, 48; 
on communion, ib.; at university meeting 
to discuss Wyclif’s articles, 50; activities 
of, condemned at Prague synod, 61; 
debarred from priestly functions, 62; 
among deputation to Kutn4 Hora, ih.; 
rector of the university, 68; and John 
XXm, 54; and Indulgences, 55; and 
theological doctors, 56; condemnation of, 
ih.; and Sigismund, 57; case of, at 
Constance, 58 sqq.; execution of, 61; 
ecclesiastical powers and, 61 sq.; and 
the Council, 62 sq.; and Czech literaxy 
development, 63 sq.; Czech and Latin 
works of, 66; 21, 624, 628, 689 sq. 

Hussites, increasing energy of, after Hus’ 
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death, 66 sq.; ordered by Sigismund to 
abandon “ Wyclifism, ■ ’ 69; masses of, de¬ 
fend Prague, ib.* Sigismund defeated at 
Vitkov Height by Ziika, 70; and defeated 
at Vyfiehrad, ih.; second crusade against 
Hussites, 73; they invade Bamberg and 
Franconia: manifestoB of: victory of, at 
Domailice (Taus), 75; alien elements in 
the party, ib., 76; moderates led by Jan 
Rokyoana, 79; conditions unfavourable 
for conciliation, ib., 80; war with 
Taborite and Orphan troops, 82; Hussites 
and Eastern Church, 93 aq. ; 606, 654 sq., 
657 

Hussitism, and the chalice, 67; and a “ Holy 
War,” 72; and archbishop Conrad of 
Vechta, 79; and compacts of Prague, 
82; Bignihcance of, 84, 804 sq. 

Huy, 334 sq. 
Hyde, James dc Ja, seneschal, 458 

Ibn-Kasi, wali of Mertola, 509 
Iceland,53 4; and crown’s ecclesiastical policy, 

546; and English traders, 381, 426 
Iglau (Jihlava), compacts signed at, 34, 83; 

Sigismund’b charters given at, 83; 
Ladislas Posthumus elected at, 95, 97 

tie de France, 234, 719, 723, 730 
Imola, 169 
India, 518, 624, 812 
[tidicidus superstitionum^ the, 666 
Indies, American, 502 sq. 
Indies, Spice Islands, tne, 493, 813 
Infessura, Stofano, Itoman diarist, 174 
Ingehorg, of Denmark, queeiv of France, 

316 
Ingehorg, of Denmark, marries Henry of 

Mecklenburg, 540 
logolstadt, university of, 790 sq., 793 
Innocent 11 (Gregorio dei Papareschi), Pope, 

509 
Innocent III (Lotario de’ Conti), Pope, 168, 

622 
Innocent VI (Stefano Alberti), Pope, 732 
Innocent VII (Cosirao Migliorati), Pope, 

16 
Innocent VIII (Battista Cyhb),Pope, election 

of, 197; and the Colonna and Ren4 of 
Anjou; and the Orsini and Ferrante: 
and war with Naples, 198; makes peace, 
199; and Lorenzo de’ Medici, and a 
second peace, ih.\ and a Neapolitan 
marriageallianoe,ib.,200; and Neapolitan 
succession, 200; death of, tb.; and 
supposed German witch sect, 686 

Inowroclaw, 562 
Inquisition, tribunal of the, in Aragon, 501; 

extended to Castile to deal with Judaising 
Christians, ib.; distinction, in Castile, 
between episcopal authority and that of 
Inquisition, 601 sq.; royal decree estab¬ 
lishing Inquisition, 502; bulls recognising 
it, ib.; and creating Supreme Council, ih,; 
the grand inquisitor, ib.; re-organisation 
of Aragonese inquisition, ib.; inquisition 

in Catalonia, ib.; and Majorca, ib.; in 
Italy, 677 sqq.; in southern France, 687 
686 

Investitures, war of, 311, 332 
Iona, St Columba, abbot of, 666 
Ipswich, 381, 407 
Ireland, effects of Scottish invasion on, 

452 sq.; feuds in, 448, 453 sqq., 462 sq.; 
ruin of English supremacy in Thomond, 
452 sq.; resumption of crown lands, ib.; 
loss of northern Wexford, 456; and most 
of Carlow, 458; Richard II and, 459 sqq,; 
conditions during Lancastrian period, 
461 sq.; failure in government, 463; 
chieftains and Galloglasses, ib.; House of 
York and, 463 sqq.; carls of Kildare and, 
464 sq.; council, 456 sq., 462, 464 sq.; 
parliaments, 455, 458 sq., 463; statutes, 
456 sq.; law' courts, 457; chief governors 
and king’s lieutenants, »ee Burgh, William 
de, earl of Ulster, Butler, James, earl of 
Wiltshire and Omionde, Clarence, Lionel, 
duke of, Mortimer, Edmund, earl of 
March and Ulster, Mortimer, Roger, 
earl of March, Mortimer, Roger, earl of 
March and Ulster, Richard, duke of 
York; see also Connaught, Dublin, Lein¬ 
ster, Munster, Thomond, Ulster 

Irpen, river, 560 
Isabella, the Catholic, queen of Castile, 

heiress to throne, 480 sq.; msTriage of, 
289 sq., 480, 487; proclaTj>ation of, 
487; dyarchy with Ferdinand, 487 sq.; 
and rcconquest, 489 sq.; and Colum¬ 
bus, 491; and North Africa, 493; 
and aristocracy, 498 sq.; and muni¬ 
cipal administration, 499; and law of 
entail, 500; and expulsion of Jews, 
500 sq.; and inquisition in Castile, 501; 
and status of Indians, 502; and lulminis- 
tration of American territories, ib., 503 ; 
and study and culture, 503; death of, 
495; and Ijoius XT, 289 sq,; 716, 796, 
805 

Isabella of Portugal, queen of Castile, 
479 sq. 

Isabella, infanta of Aragon, queen of Portu¬ 
gal, 495 

Isabella of Lorraine, queen of Sicily 
(Naples), wife of King Remf*, 176 sq. 

Isabella, queen of Naples, see Clennont 
Isabella of Bavaria, queen of France, 232 

sq., 249 
Isabella of Portugal, duchess of Burgundy, 

401 
Isabelle of France, queen of England, 364, 

738 
Isabelle of France, the Blessed, 730 
Ischia, 165, 176, 191 
Iseult, 731 
Isidore, bishop of Seville, 665, 691 
Isidore, archbishop of Kiev, cardinal-priest 

of SS. Marcellino e Pietro, translated to see 
of Sabina, 577 

Islam, 685, 805 

68 
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Isle of Wight, 365 
Isma‘il III, king of G^ranada, 488 
Isonzo, river, 230 
Istria, 231 
Italy, States of the Church, 159 sqq., 167sqq., 

172, 175, 182 sqq., 188 sqq.. 192 sqq., 
199 sq-; Naples, 159, 161 sqq., 176 sqq,, 
189 sqq., 193 sqq., 198 sqq. ; Florence, 
169 sqq., 175, 178 sq., 191 sqq., 202- 
206, 216-224; Milan, 159 sqq., 171 sqq., 
178,193sqq., 200, 202, 206-218, 224 sqq.; 
Venice, 126, 160, 167, 170, 183 sq., 194, 
196, 200, 210, 214 sqq,, 229 sqq.; ruling 
families and despots of Italy, 227 sqq.; 
military history of, 655 sqq.; see also 648, 
707, 710, 712 sq., 718 sq., 727, 732. 736, 
742 sq., 747 sqq., 755, 764, 769, 775 sqq., 
781 sqq., 789 sqq., 793, 796 sqq., 800 sq., 
803, 806, 808, 810 sqq.; northern Itjily, 
702 sq., 750, 755, 764, 807; north-east 
Italy, 764; south Italy, 750, 752 

Ivan (I), Kalita, great prince of Moscow, 
560 

Ivan III, great prince of all Russia, 577 
Ivo, 690 

Jacobus Publicius Rufus, 793 sq. 
Jacome, Master, Jewish cartographer, 521 
Jacqueline, of Bavaria, countess of Hainault, 

Holland, etc., her marriages and abdica¬ 
tion, 352 sq., 390 

Jacquernart de Hesdin, painter, 734 

Jodzwing tribe, the, 559 
Jagiello, see Vladyslav II 
James I, Stewart, king of Scotland, taken 

prisoner, 469; released, 470; marriage 
of, ih. ; and Roxburgh, ih.; and destruc¬ 
tion of house of Albany, 471 ; and 
legislative activity, 471 sq.; his relations 
with the Church, 472; and constitutional 
development, ih.', and economic develoyv 
inent of Scotland, 473; assassination of, 
ih. 

James II, Stewart, king of Scotland, and 
Crichton and Livingstone, 474; and 
Douglas executions, ib.; and chancellor 
Kennedy, ih.; and demonstration of 
authority on Douglas territories, r7).; and 
murder of Douglas, 474 sq.; and grants 
of property, 475; attaints earl of Douglas, 
ih.; and forfeited lord.ships, i5.; success 
of, ih.; death of, ih. 

James HI, Stewart, king of Scotland, and 
deaths of queen mother and Kennedy, 
476; kidnapped by tlie Boyds, ih.; married 
to Margaret of Norway, ih., 550; and hi.s 
brothers, 476 sq.; and ArchibakLvBell-tlie- 
Cat,” 477; and Albany, ih.; and the 
Homes, ih.; murder of, ih. 

Jandun, John of, 626 
Janissaries, the, 658 
Janov, Matthia.s of, 45, 60, 64 
Jardo, Dom Domingo.s, 518 
Jauer, Jawor or Gawir, Nicholas, his iJe 

Superstilioiiihus, 681 

Jean de Meung, 873 
Jedburgh, 469 
Jenson, Nicholas, 776, 794, 799 
Jerome, St, 706; Epistles of, printed, 776 
Jerusalem, 380 
Jesi, 170 
Jesus College, Cambridge, 798 
Jews, the, 583, 805; in Spain, 500 sq., 660 

sq., 805 
Jihlava, see Iglau 
Jiskra, Jan, of Brandfs, hetman of Upper 

Hungary, 104 sq. 
Joan, St., of Arc, see Arc 
Joan, duchess of Brabant and Limburg, mar¬ 

riage of, to Wenceslas of Luxemburg, 350; 
and Philip the Bold, 351; 121 

Joan, daughter of Edward I of England, 320 
Joan, duchess of Orleans, 292 
Joanna I, queen of Sicily (Naples), countess 

of Provence, sells Avignon to Papacy, 325*, 
544, 600 

Joanna II, queen of Sicily (Naples), succession 
of, 163; and Pandolfello Alopo, ib.; and 
marriage, imprisonment, and release, 
ih.; and Giovanni Caracciolo (Sergianni), 
ib., 164; and adoption of Alfonso as heir, 
164; and Martin V, Sforza, Braccio, and 
Louis III of Anjou, ih.; escapes to Aversa, 
165; dies, bequeathing kingdom toRen<^, ih, 

Joanna, “La Beltraneja,” daughter of 
Henry IV of Castile, 480 sq., 523 

Joanna, countess of Flanders, 333 
Jocelyns, the, of Hyde Hall, Herts, 427 
John, St, 667 
John XXII (Jacques d’ Euse), Pope, 323, 

623, 626, 674, 678, 687; Extravagans of, 
Spondent quas non exhibent, 682 

John XXIII (Baldassare Cossa), Pope, as 
cardinal-legate of Bologna arrests Stanis¬ 
lav of Znojmo and Stephen of Palec, 50; 
his movements previous to Council of 
Constance, 1 sq.; opens Council, 3; his 
alarm at its tendency, 4; his vacillation 
concerning resignation, 5; his flight, 6.58 ; 
case against him: bis arrest and 
suspension, 7; hi.s deposition, H; and John 
Hus, 54 sq., 58; and WyeJif’s writings, 
57; 624 

John Vn, T’alaefdogns, etaperor of Con- 
stantiiiojde, 35, 38 sq., 765 

John fl, tti(‘ (htod, king of France, and 
Dauphin/' and Presence, 325; ami l)attle 
of Poitior.s, 647; and translations from the 
classics, 782 

John 1, king of Castile, 179, 520 sq. 
John 11, king of Castile, minority of, 479, 

482, 488: lastes of, 479; and Don Alvaro 
de Luna, ih., 480; death of, 480 

John I, king of Aragon, 268 note 4 

John n, king of Aragon, Navarre and Sicily, 
164, 269, 483; captured with Alfonso V 
by Genoese, 484, 176; marriage of, 485, 
268; and Gaston IV of Foix, 268, 485 sq.; 
and the same and the treaty of Valencia, 
269; and Navarre, 268, 485 sq.; and Louis 
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XI, 279 sq.; and war with Catalonians, 
280, 269, 486; and Louis XI’s advocacy 
of Angevin claims to Catalonia, 288; 
blindness of, 486; and Roussillon, 280, 
487; 288; and Cerdagne, 280; and Bur¬ 
gundy, 289; death of, 293, 487 

John I, king of Portugal, chosen as against 
Beatrice, 520; assassinates Andeiro, ib.; 
reduces places holding for Castile, ib.; 
elected king, ih.; reduces Vianna, Gui- 
marftes, and Braga, i/>.; and battle of 
Aljubarrota, 621; marries Philippa of 
Lancaster, ih.; and Ceuta expedition, ih.; 
and grants of crown lands, 522; and the 
Lei Mental^ H).; and Cortes, 529; and 
«i4ra, 530; agrarian legislation of, 530 

John II, king of Portugal, and homage, 523; 
and duke of Braganza’s plot, 523 sq.; 
and nobles’ possession of towns, 523; and 
bodyguard, 524; and confiscations, »7>., 
526; and Jews, 524; and exploration, tft., 
532; and treaty of Tordesillas, 525; 
ability of, 623,525; and toyalbeneplacitum, 
519; and coinage, 527; and Cortes, 529 sq. 

John of Luxemburg, king of Bohemia, 322 
sq., 570, 596 

John Albert, king of Poland, 153, 579, 795 
John the P’earless, duke of Burgundy, 

engineer of anarchy in France, 352; purpose 
of, ib.; hostility of, to Louis of Orleans, 
ib.; and responsibility of, for civil war, 
ib.; negotiations of, with Henry V, ib., 
and John, duke of Bedford, ib.; and 
neutrality of Henry V, ib.; murder of, 
232, 352, 354 

John I, duke of Brabant, conquers duchy of 
Limburg, 333 

John II, duke of Brabant, establishes a 
representative council, 349 

John III, duke of Brabant and Limburg, 
transfers alliance to Edward III, 343; 
death of, 360 

John IV, of Burgundy, duke of Brabant, 
count of Hainault, Holland and Zeeland, 
accession of, 352; marriage of, to 
Jacqueline of Bavaria, ib.; deserted by, 
353; and administration of her territories, 
ib.; death of, ib.; 390 

John Cicero, of Hohenzollern, elector and 
margrave of Brandenburg, 156 sq. 

John of Anjou, duke of Calabria and 
Lorraine, 215, 267 sq,, 271, 279, 282 

John, duke of Cleve, 142 sq. 
John III, duke of Cleve, 714 
John II, duke of Sagan, 156 
John of Gaunt, duke of Lancaster, see 

Lancaster 
John II, dauphin of Viennois, sire de la Tour 

du Pin, and scheme for instituting one 
of Philip the Fair’s sons as king of Arles, 
322 

John of Avesnes, count of Hainault and 
Holland, takes possession of the counties 
of Holland and Zeeland, 333; urges 
Rudolf of Habsburg to help him against 

Dampierre, ib.; becomes ally of Philip 
the Pair, 838; attacks Flanders from 
north and south, 339; contributes cavalry 
to Philip’s army at Gourtrai, 340 

John I, de Grailly, count of Foix, 10, 241 sq. 
John, infant of Aragon, 495, 796 
John, son of Peter I of Portugal, 520 
John, Master, bishop of Lisbon, 514 
John of Paris, theologian, 626 sq. 
John de Ponte, 679 
John of Saxony, 679 
John of Segovia, canonist, 638 
John of Spain, Epitome, 669 
John of Stendal, 679 
John of Westphalia, 787 
Josas, archdeacon of Paris, visitationsof, 273 
Joseph II, patriarch of Constantinople, 39 
Joseph, the Patriarch, 672 
Josephus, MS. of, illustrated by Jean 

Foucquet, 747 
JoSt, anti-Caesar, margrave of Moravia and 

Brandenburg, duke of Luxemburg, 119; 
election and death of, 122; and Louis of 
Orleans, 352 

Jouennaux, Guy, known as Guido Juvenalis, 
785 

Jouffroy, Jean, bishop of Aibi, 783 
Jouvenel des Ursins, Guillaume, chancellor 

of France, 277 
Joye^ise Entree {Blijde Incomst), 349 
Julian, chancellor of Portugal, 513 
Juliers, Reginald IV of, duke of Guelders, 

121, 352" 
Juliers, William I of, duke of Guelders, 351 
Juliers, William of, nephew of Guy de 

Dampierre, 340 
Juliers and Berg, duchies of, 142 sq.; dukes 

of, see Gerhard 
Julius II (Giuliano della Rovere), Pope, 

previously bishop of Carpentras, cardinal- 
priest titulo S. Eudoxiae, 192; and Swiss 
attack on Lombardy, 195; and Feirarese 
war, 196; and castles of Ostia and 
Genazzaro: and Sixtus IV’s monument, 
197; and portrait in Melozzo’s fresco, ib.; 
unsuccessful candidate for papacy on 
Sixtus IV’s death, ib.; and Innocent VIII, 
ib., 198; in France, 199; and completion of 
churches of San Pietro in Vincoli and 
Santi Apostoli, 197 

Jungingen, Conrad von, grand master of 
the Teutonic Order, 570 

Jungingen, Ulrich von, grand master of the 
Teutonic Order, 570, 572 

Juromenha, 510 
Justin, the historian, 707 
Jutland, 536 sqq., 542 
Juvencus, 692 
Juvenal, 706 sq., 709 

Kabbala, the, 775 
Kabiljauws, the, 353 
Kaisersberg, 792 
Kan, Ladislas, voivode of Transylvania, 

590 sq. 

68* 
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Kapela range, the, 590 
Karlsson, Henry, archbishop of XJpsala, 646 
Kassa, 596 
Kavanagh, Art, i.t. Art Og, known as 

* ‘ Mac Murrough, * * 458; submission of, ib., 
460; and Roger Mortimer’s death, 460 sq.; 
and English terms, 461; plunderings of, 
ib.; death of, ib.; 468 

Kavanagh, Murtough, 456 
Kavanaghs, the, 457 
Keith, Sir Robert, 647 
Kellistown, 460 
Kells, battle of, 451 
Kemp, John, successively archbishop of 

York and Canterbury, cardinal-bishop of 
Santa Rufina, lord chancellor, and 
Bedford, 391; and Gloucester, 894 sq.; 
and Beaufort, 399; and chancellorship, 
894 sq., 406; and Ripon, 405; and Cade, 
409 

Kenilworth, castle of, 877, 409 
Kennedy, James, bishop of St Andrews, 

chancellor of Scotland, 474 sqq. 
Kent, 403 
Kent, Thomas Holland, earl of, 364 
Kidwelly, 365 
Kiejstut (Keystut), grand prince of Lithu¬ 

ania, and defence of Lithuania against 
Teutonic Orde/, 567 sq.; and quarrel with 
Jagiello over latter’s intended conversion, 
568; and war with, and death, ib. 

Kiev, 660, 569 
Kildare, 451; county, 452, 462; earls of, 

464 sqq. 
Kilgarren, castle and lordship of, 403 

note 1 
Kilia, 579 
Kilkenny, 455, 460 sq.; statute of, 457; 

county, 451 sq., 456 
Kindi, Arab philosopher, 668 sq. 
King’s College, Cambridge, 693, 797, 802 
King’s Hall, Cambridge, 798, 800 
Kiranus, king of Persia, his Kiramides^ 675 
Klostemeuburg, near Vienna, 736 
Knights Hospitallers of St John of Jerusa¬ 

lem. 611, 744 
Knights Templars, granted a third of their 

acquisitions in the Alemtejo by Afonso I, 
610 sq.; 514, 517 

Kniprode, Winrich de, grand master of the 
Teutonic Order, 567 

Koberger, Antony, 794 
Koloman (KAlmkn), king of Hungary, 507 
Kolozsvdr, 596 
Kolozsvkri, George, 602 
Kolozsv^i, Martin, 602 
KolozsvAri, Nicholas, sculptor, 602 
Kom&rom, 696 
Konigsberg, 578, 793 
Kdnigstein, Wemher von, archbishop of 

Trdves, elector, 122, 128 
Kopemik, Nicholas, Copernicus, 584, 788 
Kormocb&nya, 596 
Komel, Victorin, 114 
K8r6s, the, 591 

Kossovo, battle of, 609, 658 
Koszyoe, charter of, 664, 567 sq. 
Kottbus, 155 
Kozienice, forest of, 571 
Kranenburg, treaty of, 143 
Krantz, Martin, 783 
Kreuznaoh, 791 
Krevo, treaty of, 568 
Krossen, 156 
Ku6evo, banate of, 601 
Kujawia, 556, 558 sq., 662, 579; wojewodz^ 

twa of, 563 
Kujawia, princes of, 562 
Kulmerland, 129; see also Chelmno 
Kutn4 Hora, decree of, 65; Sigisraund 

defeated at, 1422, 73; conference (1443) 
l>etween Utraquists and Taboritesat, 90; 
diet of, 107; treaty of, 111 

Kyd, William, 401 
Kyle, 468 

Laach, 712 sq. 
LactantiuH, 692, 706, 709, 776, 798 
Lacys, the de, 452 
Ladislas I, St, king of Hungary, 587, 602 
Lodislas IV, king of Hungary, anarchy 

during reign of, 590 
Ladislas V, Posthumus, king of Bohemiaand 

Hungary, birth of, 137; Hungarian 
coronation of, ib.; under guardianship of 
Frederick of Styria, king of the Romans, 
ib., 92, 138, 145; Hungarians and 
Austrian.s seek custody of, 145; is trans¬ 
ferred to care of Ulrich of Cilli, 145 sq.; 
asserts hinasclf at fifteen, 146; acknow¬ 
ledged by Czech Diet, 90, 103 sq., 137; 
the terms, 94; hikes oatli as king, 95; at 
Prague, ib.; goes to Belgrade, 146; 
executes Ladislas Hunyadi, ib., 611; 
carries off Matthias Corvinus, 146, 611; 
marriage of, 95; death of, ib,, 146 sq., 
612; 607 sq., 610 sqq., 706 

Ladislas, king of Naple.s, 1 sq., 163, 603 sq. 
Lagnieu, Briand de, archbishop of Vienne, 

324 
laid literati, 689 
Laisn^, Jeanne, “Joanne Hachette,” 288 
Lambeth, 376 
Lampcmesse, 342 
Lana, Arte della, Florentine trade-gild, 

204; less labour employed by, 221 
Lancaster, duchy of, 403 note 1 
Ijancaster, John of Gaunt, duke of, earl of 

Leicester, Lincoln and Derby, claims 
throne of Castile, and makes alliance with 
Ferdinand I of Portugal, 519; 375 note 1, 
651 

Lancaster, Maud of, 456 
Lancastrians, the, 271, 274; chaps, xi, xn, 

XIII passim 
Landino, Cristoforo, 799 
Landvogt, imperial office in upper and lower 

Swabia, 118 
Langen, Rudolph, dean of, 712, 789 
Langland, William, 624 
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Langley, Thomas, bishop of Durham, 377 
Langton, Stephen, archbishop of Canterbury, 

282 
Langton, Thomas,provost of Queen ’ s College, 

Oxford, 799 
Languedoc, 234, 241 sq., 267, 261, 264 sq., 

296, 301; mural paintings in, 733 
Lanhoso, castle of, 606 
Lanzkneohts, 654 
Laon, 249, 748 
Lapps, the, 666 
Lame Haven, 460 
Lasoaris, Constantine, his Grawwwtrprinted, 

776 sq. 
Lasoaris, Janus, 776 sq,, 786 
Lassart, Durand, 246 
Latimer, William, bishop of Worcester, 

801 
Latium, 167, 169; nee also Campagna 
Lauder Bridge, 477 
Ijauderdale, 469 
Lauf, treaty of, 144 
Laupen, battle of, 646 
Lauratius de Fundis, John, 681 
Laurentii, Olaf, archbishop of Upsala, 547 
Lausanne, 309 
Layens, Mathiou de, 369 
League, the Italian, 214 sq.; considered no 

longer to exist, by Venice, 216; but army 
of, opposes Colleone, ih.; success for policy 
of, ib. 

Lebus, bishopric of, 165 
Lectoure, stronghold of, 270 
Leeii, Gerard, 787 
Lefiivre, Jacques, of Etaples, 686, 786 sq. 
Leghorn, 202; effect of acquisition of, on 

Florentine mercantile marine, 221 
Legnano, John de, canonist, 680 
Leicester, 383 
Leinster, 450 sq., 466 sqq., 463 sq. 
Leipzig, 789, 792 
Leiria, clastic of, 508; pine forest of, 618 
Leix, 465, 459 
Leland, John, 799 
Leliaerts^ patricians of Flemish towns, 838; 

towns controlled by, at difference with 
towns ruled by Clauwa^^rts, 341 

Lemberg (Lvov,Lwow), 660, 666; Armenian 
bishopric of, 666; Catholic archbishopric 
of, ih, 

Lenczyca, 658, 562 sq., 679 
Lennox, Sir Duncan, eighth earl of Lennox, 

executed, 471 
Leo VI, the Wise, emperor of Constantinople, 

687 
Leo X (Giovanni de’ Medici), 199 sq., 222; 

Pope, 686 
Leo Hebraeus, 679 
Leo Tuscus, translator, 672 
Leon, kingdom of, 498, 504 sqq.; see also 

Castile 
Leon, Bodrigo Ponce de, marquis of 

Cadiz, and pact of Cordova, 489; 490 
Leonor of Portugal, Western Empress, 

married to Frederick III, 145, 173 

Leonor of Aragon, queen of Portugal, 
regent for Afonso V, 522 

Leonor Telles, queen of Portugal, 519 sq. 
Leonora, queen of Navarre, countess of Foix, 

268, 485 sqq. 
Leonora of Aragon, duchess of Ferrara, 

180, 196, 227 
Leopold of Babenberg, duke of Austria, 816 
Leopold III, of Habsburg, duke of Austria, 

117 sq., 647 sq. 
Leopold, son of the duke of Austria, 669 
Lescun, Jean de, bastard of Armagnac, 

count of Comminges, marshal of France, 
principal adviser of Louis XI, 277; accused 
by the League of the Public Weal, 280 

Leslie, Euphemia, dejure countess of Boss, 
470 

Leslie, Mary, 470 
Leszek the Black, prince of Brest Kujawski, 

Bieradz and Lenczyca, 556 
Leulighen, 364 
Levant, the, 221 
Leverock, 459 
Lewis IV, of Wittelsbach, the Bavarian, 

Western Emperor, duke of Upper Bavaria, 
marriage of, to Margaret of Avesnes, 360; 
death of, ib., 351; 159, 322 sqq., 621 sq., 
623, 626 sq., 630 

Lewis the Great, king of Hungary and 
Poland, aims of, 601; and Dalmatia, ib.; 
and Ragusa, ib.; and Serbia, ib.; and 
Ma6va and Kucevo, ib.; and Belgrade, ib.; 
and Bulgaria, ib.; and Vlach principali- 
ties, ib.; and crown of Poland, ib.; and 
chivalric ceremonies and customs, 602; 
and the arts, ib.; and university of P6os, 
ib.; and Act of 1361, ib.; death of, 603; 
599 sq. 

Lewis II, king of Hungary and Bohemia, 
611, 619 

Lewis III, elector palatine of the Bhine, 2, 
122, 127 sq., 130 

Lewis IV, elector palatine of the Rhine, 
140; 148 

Lewis VII, duke of Bavaria-Ingolstadt, 129, 
143 

Lewis VIII, duke of Bavaria-Ingolstadt, 143 
Lewis IX, duke of Bavaria-Landshut, 144, 

793 
Lewis I, landgrave of Hesse, 354 
Lex contra scandalosos, Florentine law, 

205 
Lherinite, Tristan, provost of the marshals 

of France, 297 
Liban, see Lipany 
Libel of English Policy, the, 384 
Liber lune, the, ascrib^ to Hermes, 674 sq. 
Liber vacce or Liber Anyuemis, 675 
Lichfield, 370; cathedral, 723 
Li^ge, episcopal principality of, 832; town 

of, and tenth-century traaing movement, 
834; participation in development of 
bourgeoisie and working classes, 336; ogi- 
tate<i during fourteenth century by con¬ 
flicts of rich and poor, 847; weakness of 
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prince-bisbop helps “lesser folk** of, ib,\ 
street battle of 1312, ih.; “great folks ** of* 
surrender oommunal government to the 
82 crafts, *6., 348; constitution of, derived 
from peace-treaties, especially peace of 
Fexhe, 349; added to, by Peace of the 
Twenty-Two, f7>.; crafts* later history, tb., 
850; conflict with Charles the Bold, 284 
sqq., 356 sq.; 278, 711 

Lille, and trade, 334; surrendered to France 
by Peace of Paris (1320), 341; to be 
returned to Flanders, by marriage-settle¬ 
ment of 1360, 345 

Lily, William, High Master of St Paul’s 
School, 801 

Limbourg, Po! de, and his brothers, 
734 sq., 747 

Limburg, duchy of, under John I of Brabant, 
333; and the duchess Joan, 350, 354, 
356, 358 

Limerick, county, 452, 464 
Limia, 510 
Linacre, Thomas, Fellow of All Souls, 

Oxford, 431. 800 sq. 
Lincoln, cathedral, 723 sq. 
Lincoln College, Oxford, 798 sq. 
Lindsay, Alexander, earl of Crawford, and 

“band” with earl of Douglas, 474; attainted, 
474 sq.; submits, 475 

Lipany (Liban), battle of (1434), 82, 91, 
132, 655 

Lippi, Filippino, 772, 778 
Lisbon, Alfonso VI renders it tributary, 504; 

loss of, ih.\ surrenders to Afonso I, 509; 
two attacks on Lisbon by Yusuf, emperor 
of Morocco. 511; dean and bishop of, 
513; expulsion of the bishop, 514; town 
declares for Afonso III, 515; bull against 
him published in, 517; rebuilds walls 
of, 519; Castilian blockade forced, 520 

Lithuania, its component parts, 559 sq., 
579; inclusion of Volhynia, 561, and 
of Podolia and the Ukraine, ih.; dynastic 
union with Poland, 570; surrender of 
Bamogitia, 569, and its recovery, 570; 
conversion to Christianity, ih., 581; 
573 sqq.; princess of, genealogical table, 
586 j 

LitomSfice, Hilarius of, 106 
Littleton, Sir Thomas, legal writer, 429 
Livingstone, Sir Alexander, of Callendar, 

474, 477 
Livonia, 648 
livre tournois, the, 299 note 1 
Livres, Henri de, provost of the merchants, 

Paris, 284 
Livy, 706 sq., 709 
Llanstephan, castle of, 403 note I 
Locher, Jacob, sumamed Philomu.su8, 791. 

793 
Lochmaben, 467 
Lochner, Stefan, 745 sqq. 
Locke, William, 638 
Lodi, 206 sq., 212; peace of, 214; 704 
Loire, river, 248 

Loja, 489 
Lokvis, Martinek, a priest, commonly known 

as, 77 
Lollards, the, Lollardy, 368, 376, 386 sq. 
Lombardy. 625; art of, 746, 764; 808; see 

Chap. VI passim 
London, the Tower of, 409, 412, 437; 

Tower Hill, 422; St Paul’s, 385, 414, 
796; Guildhall, 409; Cheapside, ib.; 
Pountney’s Inn, 386; London Bridge, 
391,409; St Giles’s Fields, 386; Clerken- 
w ell Fields, 408; Mile End. 409; the 
Thames, ib.\ Inns of Court, 702; St 
Paul’s School, 716 sq.; 226.330, 381, 392, 
395, 416, 425, 435, 729, 801 

British Museum, MSS. at, 729, 731 sq.; 
drawings, 765 

Victoria and Albert Museum, 738 
National Gallery, Wilton House diptych 

in, 783; portrait of John Arnoljini and his 
Wife in, 741; portrait by Bouts, 744; 
picture of Geertgen tot Sint Jans, ib. ; 
battle piece by Uccello, 771; altarpiece 
panel by Masaccio, 772; Mantegna’s 
picture, 778 

Hampton Court, and Mantegna’s 
painting, ih. 

Loo, Hulin de, 742 
Looe, 365 
Lopes, FemSo, chronicler, 519, 522 
Lorenzetti, Ambrogio, 760 sqq., 766 
Lorenzetti, Pietro, 760 sqq., 766 
Lorenzo de’ Medici, see Medici 
Loreto, count Berardo of, 319 
Lorraine, Lower, duchy of, 332, 350, 353, 

358 
Lorraine, Upper, duchy of, 358; and Louis 

XI, 278; conquered by Charles the Bold, 
290 sq., 358; recovered by Ren<^, ib.; 
manuscripts from, 732; dukes of, see 
Charles, John, Ilen6 

Lothar III, of Supplinburg, Western 
Emperor, and the Burgundian and Pro- 
venqal nobility, 312; and Amadous III 
of Maurienne, Rainald III of Burgundy, 
and Conrad of Ziihringen, ib. 

Lough Foyle, 450 
Lough Neagh, 449, 454 
Louis VI, king of France, 333 
Louis VII, king of France, dealings with 

Frederick Barbarossa and Alexander III, 
813 sq. 

Louis Vin, king of France, 318 sq. 
Louis, St, IX, king of France, 247 note 2; 

marriage of, with daughter of Raymond- 
Berengar IV, 319; and patronage of 
painters, 780 

Louis X, king of France, fails to occupy 
Flanders, 341 

Louis XI, king of France, in youth; helps 
Dieppe in revolt, 252; and Dauphin^, 
264; and Praguerie, 265, 276; and 
Charles of Viana, 269, 271; and Agnes 
Sorel, 270; court at Grenoble* ib,; 
activities in Dauphin^* ib.; treaty wiUi 
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Savoy, and marriage, 271, 275; lays 
waste Bugey, 271; and Sforza, 216, 268, 
271; refuge in Burgundy, ib., 275; and 
Ferrante, 271; English policy of, 271 sq., 
433 sqq., 437; accession of. 275; his 
physique, tft., 305; good qualities, 276, 
302, 305, and bad, 275 sq.; value of his 
Letter i and Milanese ambassadors* 
despatches, 276; discharges officials: 
abolishes Praffmatic Sanction: his 
treatment of clergy: and higher and 
lower nobility, 277; and Somme towns, 
the Li^geois, Toul and Verdun, 278; and 
Metz, ih.; and Francis II, i6.; and 
house of Bourbon, ib., 279; and John II 
of AlenQon, 279; and Dunois, and John 
of Calabria, ib.; and Sforza, ih,; and 
Charles of Orleans, ib.; and Savoy, ib.; 
Aragonese projects of, ib.; and England, 
280; and Leaguers, 280 sq., 283; 
Montlhdry, 284; and Conflans, ib.; 
recovers Normandy: P^ronne, 285; and 
treaty, 286; John V of Armagnac and 
Charles of Berry, 287; and Henry VI, 
ib., 433, 435; and John II of Aragon and 
Gaston IV of Foix, 288; and Roussillon, 
279 sq., 288, 292, 487; and Charles the 
Bold, 289 sqq.; and Ferdinand and 
Isabella, 290; and Edward IV, 433 sq.; 
and Treaty of Picquigny, 290, 302, 436; 
Ren^ II, ^1; and Guinegate, ib.; army 
of, ib.; and Dole, ib.; and Arras, ib.; 
and peace of Arras, ib., 292; and domain, 
292 sq.; and dukes of Brittany, Bourbon, 
Orleans, and Sire d’Albret, 292; and 
Alen(;on, 293; and Italy, ib., 294; and 
Holy See, 294; self-justification, ib.; and 
public opinion, 295; and public assemblies, 
ib.; and Cours dee Aidee and Hue, 296; 
and appointments, state departments,and 
council, ib., 297; and the Ponte, 297; 
and municipalities, 298 sqq.; his 
financial resources, 298 sq., 300; his 
industrial enterprise, 301; and commer¬ 
cial policy, ib.; patronage of art and 
letters, 302 sq.; and intercourse with 
Italy, 783; and printing, ib.; and 
astrology, 684 sq.; last years and death, 
304; 139 sq., 659, 716, 747, 810 note 1 

Louis XII, king of France, duke of Orleans, 
218, 292, 519,522 sq., 784 

Louis XIV, king of France, 640 
Louis I, duke of Anjou, count of Provence, 

anti-king to Charles III of Naples, 327; 
and patronage of art, 733 

Louis II, duke of Anjou, count of Provence, 
claimant of Naples, 239 note 2 

Louis III, duke of Anjou, count of Provence, 
claimant of Naples, 364 sq. 

Louis, duke of Savoy, his alliance with the 
Dauphin Louis, treaty with Charles VII, 
271; 275 

Louis II, of Nevers, count of Flanders, 
marriage of, 341; revolt against, at Bruges, 
ib.; capture of, at Courtrai, and imprison¬ 

ment of , at Bruges, 342; and Philip of 
Valois, ib., 343; terms imposed by, on 
Bruges and Ypres, 342; flight of, 344; 
death of, ib. 

Louis III, de Ma^le, count of Flanders, and 
Ypres and Bruges, 345; and Ghent; and 
the French and English sovereigns, ib.; 
and the succession to Artois and Burgundy, 
ib.; and his daughter's marriage, ib., 
350; and prosperous classes, 346; and 
reactionary movement at Bruges, ib.; and 
Charles VI, ib.; death of, 847 

Louren<?o, Teresa, 520 
Louth, plains of, 450; county of, 462 
Louvain, and commerce, 335; craftsmen 

and municipal government of, 347; and 
entry of dukes of Brabant. 349; school 
at, 711; and Dierick Bouts, 743; and 
his Last Supper in cathedral of, 744; 713, 
785, 787, 789 

Louvet, Jean, president of the Chambre des 
Comptes, Aix, 239 

Low Countries, the. Partes Advallenses, 
Nederlanden, 332; racial origins of, tb.; 
political division of, ib.; component parts 
of, ib., 333; commercial movement in, 
334; economic development of Flanders, 
Brabant, Toumai, Valenciennes, Li^ge, 
Holland, 336; status of towns in, 348, 
communes of, and government, ib., 349; 
694, 787, 810 sqq.; see also Lorraine, 
Lower 

Lubart, prince of Volhynia, 560, 565 
Liibeck, 142, 541, 545 sq., 551, 555 
Lublin, 579 
Lucan, 706, 709, 782 
Lucca, and war with Florence, 205 sq.; 

artistic activity of, 750 sq.; cathedral, 
monument in, 768 sq. 

Lucena, 488 sq. 
Lucerners, 127 
Lucian, printed, 777 
Lucius II (Gherardo Caccianemici), Pope, 

509 
Lucy, Anthony de, justiciar of Ireland, 453 
Luder, Peter, 789, 792 
Ludford, battle of, 414, 422 
Ludlow, 414, 425 
Luigi, patriarch of Aquileia, cardinal-priest 

of S. Lorenzo in Damaso, papal cham¬ 
berlain, and death of Vitelleschi, 170; 
and command of fleet against Turks, 175 

Lull, Raymond, 682 
Lumen lumintim, the, 673 
Lumley, Marmaduke, bishop of Carlisle, 

399 
Luna, Don Alvaro de, constable of Castile, 

and government of Castile, 479; and 
Queen Isabella, 479 sq.; and Henriquez, 
John of Aragon, and Charles of Viana, 
485; and Moorish war, 488; execution 
of, 480 

Luna, Antonio de, lord of Loarre, 482 
Luna, Pedro de, archbishop of Toledo, 479 
Lupitus, of Barcelona, 668 
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Lupo, Sopramonte, 819 
Lnsatia (Lausitz), 70, 75, 81, 97, 108,579, 

616 
Luther, Martin, 643 sq., 717, 794, 802 
Luxembourg, Jacquetta of, dowager duchess 

of Bedford, countess Bivers, 483 
Luxembourg, John of, lord of Beaurevoir, 

and the earl of Salisbury in Champagne, 
241; commands before Compi^gne, 249; 
Joan of Arc taken to his castie, ih. 

Luxembourg, Louis of, count of St Pol, con¬ 
stable of Prance, 284; execution of, 290 

Luxembourg, Waleran of, count of St Pol, 
865 

Luxemburg, county and duchy of, 121, 139, 
333, 352, 355 

Luxemburgs, the, 95, 117, 125, 611 
Luxemburg, Baldwin of, archbishop of 

Treves, elector, 326 
Luxemburg, Elizabeth of GSrlitz, duchess 

of, 121, 355 
Luxemburg, Wenceslas of, duke of Luxem¬ 

burg and Brabant, swears to Joyeu»e 
Entreet 349; 350 sq. 

Luxeuil, 252 
Lydgate, John, 417 
Lyndwood,William, bishop of St Davids, 417 
Lynn,381 
Lyon, Gaston de, 490 
Lyons, town and county in Burgundian 

kingdom, 306; archbishopric of, 308, 
324; road through, 307; Frederick Bar- 
barossa and, 313; French king master of, 
331; and “ League of Public Weal,” 284 ; 
and Louis XI’s communiques, 295; fairs 
of, 302; editions of Ganivet’s Amicm 
Medicorum from, 680; and Badius, 786; 
and Trechsel’s press, ib, 

Lyons, Agobard, archbishop of, 666 
Lyra, Nicholas de, his Expositiones, 776, 666 

Mac Aeda, Malachi, archbishop of Tuam, 
454 

Mac Carthy, Teig, of Desmond, 460 
Macdonald, Alexander, lord of the Isles, 

469 sq. 
Macdonald, Donald, lord of the Isles, quar¬ 

rels with Albany over earldom of ^ss, 
470; defeated at Harlaw, 470 sq, 

Macdonald, John, lord of the Isles, 469 
Macdonald, John, last lord of the Isles, earl 

of Boss, and “ band ” with earls of Douglas 
and Crawford, 474; in arms against James 
III, 476; attainted, 470; submission of, 
476; his earldom of Boss forfeited, ih.; 
477 sq. 

Mac Donalds, the, 463 
Mac Dugalls, the, 463 
McGuiness, Art, 458 
Machet, Gerard, bishop of Castres, 263 
Maohiavelli, Niccol6, 174, 305, 621, 655 sq. 
Maclodio, battle of, 210, 656 
Mac Mahon, Eochy, 461 
Mac Murrough, Art, king of Leinster, rebels, 

466; is captured, 467; dies in prison, ib. 

Mao Murrough, Art, of Okinselagh, 468 sqq. 
Mac Murrough, Dermot, 458 
Mac Murrough, Donnell, son of Art, king of 

Leinster, 455 
Mac Murrough, Donough, king of Leinster, 

462 
Mac QuiUin, 462 
Mao Sheehys, the, 463 
Mac Sweeneys, the, 463 
Madva, banate of, 591, 601 
Mac William Lochtar^ the, 464 
Mac William VcLchtar, the, 464 
Mac Williams, the two, 458 
Madeira, 492, 496. 607 
Madeleine, of France, princess of Viana, 

95, 292, 496 
Maestricht, 142, 332, 334 
Mafalda, infanta of Portugal, 510 
Maflfeo, Benedetto, agrarian writer, 686 
Magdalen College, Oxford, 429 sq., 799, 801 
Magdeburg, 679, 725 sq. 
Magic, witchcraft, astrology and alchemy: 

contributions of Egypt, Babylonia and 
Persia, 660; Hellenistic astrology, and 
cults, ih.; the subject in Roman literature, 
ih.; additions from Druidic and German 
lore, ih.; but Christian opposition, ih.; 
early Christianity and magic, 661; dia¬ 
bolical and natural magic, 662; learned 
and popular magic, 663; influence of St 
Augustine, 664; early alchemy, ih.; magic 
in early Middle Ages, 664 sq.; Celtic folk¬ 
lore, 666; other superstitions, ib.; Anglo- 
Saxon, Latin and Arabic science, 667; 
Arabic alchemy, 667 sq.; Avicenna, 668; 
translations of Arabic astrology, 668 sq.; 
twelfth-century Latin writers, 669; astro¬ 
logical theory, 669 sq.; and subdivisions, 
671; geomancy, 671 sq.; divination from 
dreams, et<3., 672; Arabic and Latin al¬ 
chemy, 672 sq.; occult virtues, 673 sq.; 
poisons, 674; images and books of magic, 
ih.; Ficatri.T, Liber Vcuxe.Piramides^ 675; 
magic experiments, 675 sq.; witchcraft, 
676 sq.; development of astrology, 677 
sq.; and opposition, ih., 680; other 
opponents of superstition, 681; alchemy, 
682; predictions, 683; astrology at courts 
and universities, 683 sq.; Simon Phares 
and Pico della Mirandola, 685; the witch¬ 
craft delusion, 686, and its antecedents, 
687; see also 814 

Magnus II, Smek, king of Sweden and 
Norway, accession of, 536; and Scania, 
537, 640; and northern Halland, ib.; 
marriage of, 638; provision for succ^sion 
of his sons, 638 sq.; and a national code 
for Sweden, 639; and division of Sweden, 
540; and king Hakon’s marriage, ih.; 
deposition of, ih.; restricted territory of, 
541 

Magra, river, 202 
Magrab, see Morocco 
Magyars, the, see Hungary 
Mabiberg-Lahr, heiress of, 140 
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Mahomet 11, Ottoman Sultan, 185, 195, 
609, 650, 658 

Maia, Payo Mendes de, archbishop of Braga, 
507 

Maignelais, Antoinette de, 252 
Mair, Martin, ohanoellor of Bavaria, 98 sq., 

798 
Majorca, 481, 483 
Malaga, 488 sq. 
Malatesta, family of, 161 sq. 
Mala testa, Carlo, lord of Bimini, 1, 162 
Malatesta, Novello, lord of Cesena, 183, 

188 
Malatesta, Pandolfo III, lord of Brescia and 

Bergamo, 162, 206 
Malatesta, Paola, 708 
Malatesta, Boberto, lord of Bimini, oc¬ 

cupies Bimini, 188 sq.; aids Ferrante in 
barons’ war, 191, and Venice in Ferrarese 
war, 196; defeats Alfonso,ib.; death of, ib. 

Malatesta, Sigisraondo Pandolfo I, lord of 
Bimini and Fano, 178 sq., 183, 188, 215, 
777, 779 

Malatesta, Malatesta, lord of Pesaro and 
Fossombrone, 162 

Malines, school at, 711 
Malipiero, Prospero, doge of Venice, 184 
Malleta, Alberigo, 279, 285 sq., 305 
Malmsey wine, 532 
Malory, Sir Thomas, 422, 429, 817 
Malpaga, castle of, 216 
Malvoisie grape, 532 
Miinetti, Antonio, 173 
Manfredi, Astorre III, lord of Faenza, 218 
Manfredi, Jacopo, prefect of Vico, 168 
Manfredi, the, 160 
Manfredonia, 163 
Manillas, 668, 793 
Mannheim, 8 
Manriquez, John Garcia, archbishop of 

Compostela, 520 
Mans, Le, 785 
Mantegna, Andrea, 200, 778 sq. 
Mantua, and Gonzaga family, 227; palace 

at, 228; 708, 710, 777 sq. 
Mantuanus, Baptista, 788 
Manuel I, Comnenus, emperor of Constan¬ 

tinople, 687 
Manuel I, the Fortunate, king of Portugal, 

520, 624 
Mar, Donald, earl of, regent of Scotland, 

466; other earls of, sec Stewart 
Marbella, 489 
Marbod, 673 
Marcel, Etienne, 346 
Marcellas Empiricus, the De medicamentiSy 

665 
March, George, earl of, 471 
Marche, Olivierdela, Burgundian chronicler, 

266 note 1, 286 
Morohena, Fray Antonio of, 491 
Marcus Greous, the Liber Ignium of, 676 
Maremma, the, 168 
Margaret, Western Empress, countess of 

Hainault, Holland, and Zeeland, 350 

Margaret of Denmark, queen of Norway, 
education of, 543; marriage of, 540, 548; 
and Olaf’s succession in Denmark, 548; 
and government of Norway, ib,; and 
Schleswig, ib., 546 sq.; and Scania, 548 
sq., 547; and see of Nidaros, 543; and 
election of Eric of Pomerania, 544 sq.; 
and ecclesiastical policy, 546; and ad¬ 
ministration, ib,; and resumptions of 
lands, 547; death of, 546 

Margaret of Norway, queen of Scotland, 
477, 650 

Margaret of Anjou, queen of England, 
marriage to Henry VI, 402, 252; and 
surrender of Maine, 402 sq.; and birch of 
a son, 412; and regency, ib.; and duke of 
York’s position, 414; and retirement to 
midlands, ib.; and Cheshire gentry, ib.; 
and reinforcements, 415; and second 
battle of St Albans, ib.; and flight, 416; 
and Charles VII, 271; and Louis XJ, 280, 
287; and Warwick, 287 

Margaret, duchess of Burgundy, countess of 
Flanders, daughter of Ijouis de Maele, 345 

Margaret of York, duchess of Burgundy, 
434; patroness of Caxton, 431; 285 

Margaret, countess of Flanders, 333 
Margaritone of Arezzo, 751 
Maria of Portugal, queen of Aragon, regent 

in Aragon for Alfonso V, 268, 484 sq. 
Marienburg, 126, 534, 548, 550, 655 
Marignano, battle of, 667 
Marini, Antoine, French diplomat, 98 
Mark, Adolf of, bishop of Li^ge, 349 
Mark, Engelbert of, bishop of Lidge, 349 
Marmarossziget, 596 
Marmion, Simon, painter, 747 
Maros, river, 591 
Marot, Clement, 787 
Marseilles, conflict between bishop and 

townsfolk of, 318 
Marshal, William, earl of Pembroke, 889 
Marsilio of Padua, 78, 621, 634 sq., 639, 

641, 643; his Defensor Pads, 626 sqq., 631 
Martesana canal, Milan, 225 
Martin, St, bishop of Tours, 309 
Martin V (Oddone Colonna), Pope, election 

of, 16, 158; his projects for decrees, 17; 
accepts certain decrees of Council of 
Constance, 18; his journey to Mantua, 
168; in Florence, ib.; compromises with 
Braccio, ib., 162; enters Borne, 158; and 
Braccio’s death, 19, 162; and diplomatic 
success, 162; and Neapolitan politics, 
164 sq.; marriage alliances, and promotion 
of his relations, 162; his nephews’ pros¬ 
pects, 163; and the Orsini, 162 sq.; his 
government of Borne, restoration of 
buildings and employment of artists, 163; 
and Councils of 8iena, 22, and Basle, 23; 
and concordat with Charles VII of France, 
262; and subsequent bull, 262 sq.; and 
Concordat of Genzano, 263; and England, 
892 sq.; and Beaufort, 388, 391, 393 sq.; 
death of, 163, 23; 624,804 
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Martin, king of Aragon and Sicily, 481 
Martin, John, of Ferrara, 674 
Martin Sanches, Dom, 514 
Martini, Simone, 732, 759 sqq. 
Martyr, Peter, 795 sq. 
Mary of Anjou, queen of France, 239; by 

truces of Tours Henry VI to marry her 
niece, Margaret of Anjou, 252; her claim 
to crown of Amgon inherited by Charles 
VII, 268 

Mary of Anjou, “king” of Hungary, 117, 
644, 602 

Mary of Habsburg, queen of Hungary, and 
regent of the Low Countries, 614 

Mary of Guelders, queen of Scotland, 475 
Mary of Hungary, queen of Sicily (Naples), 

691 
Mary of Burgundy, heiress of Charles the 

Bold, 151 sq., 291, 358 
Masaccio, Tommaso dei Guidi, known as, 

766, 772 
Mask, Lough, 454 
Maso, 763 
Masolino da Panicale, 766, 772 
Massa Marittirna, 761 
Massys, Quinten, jiainter, 741 
Master of Fl^malle, the, 742 sq. 
Master of Moulins, the, le Peintre des Bour¬ 

bons, 747, 785 
Masakow'ic, Zyndram of, 572 
Matemus, Julius Firmicus, 664 
Matteo da Viterbo, painter, 732 
Matthew Paris, possible drawings of, 729 
Matthias Hunyadi, king of Hungary and 

Bohemia, prisoner at Prague,6ll; released, 
96; elected king, i5., 146, 612; betrothed 
to Pod^bnidy’s daughter, 96,612; compels 
Szilagyi’s resignation, 612; reduces 
malcontents, defeats imperial armies, and 
makes peace with Frederick HI, 613, 
146 sq.; and Wallachia and Serbia, 613; 
and Turks, i6., 617 ; and military service, 
613; and taxes, ih.\ and Bibliotheca 
Coriiniana^ 614; and architecture, 614 sq.; 
and humanism, 615; and invasion of 
Bohemia, 615 sq.; elected king of Bohemia, 
104,616; crowned, 616; and negotiations 
with PodSbrady, 101; “Black Brigade” 
of, 105; and rivalry with Vladislav II in 
Bohemia, 107; and prince Casimir’s 
invasion of Hungary, 107 sq., 616; and 
truce, 108; and second Bohemian expe¬ 
dition, 616; and Treaty of Olomouc, ib.; 
recognised by Frederick III, 151; and 
Austrian campaigns, 152, 616; and 
imperial throne, 616; foreign policy of, 
607, 617; and succession, 617 sq.; death 
of, 617; 184, 199 sq., 795 

Maurice, St, 309 
Mauron, battle of, 647 
Maurus, Babanus, 665 
Maximilian I, of Habsburg, king of the 

Romans, archduke of Austria, regent of 
Low Countries, weds Mary of Burgundy, 
152; elected king of the Romans, ib,; and 

position as regent, 153; and Sigismund of 
Tyrol, recovery of Austria, war with 
Vladislav, ib.; his position on Frederick’s 
death, 154; invests Ludovico il Moro 
with duchy of Milan, 226; 122, 657,792 sq. 

Maximus, metropolitan of Kiev and of all 
Russia, 565 sq. 

Mayence, .4cceptatio of, 135; seized by its 
elector, 144,149 sq.; principality of, 745; 
and “ The Literary Society of the Rhine, ” 
790; see also 794, 815 

Mayo, 454 
Mazovia, 556 sqq, 562, 571, 578 sq.; 

Eastern Mazovia, 561; princes of, 556, 
562 

Mazovia, Boleslav, prince of, 6M 
Mazovia, Ziemovit, prince of, 567 
Mazzoni, Guido, of Modena, called II Paga- 

nino, sculptor, 784 sq. 
Meath, lordship and county of, 451, 462, 

464; Westmeath, 462 
Meaux, siege of, 650 
Mecklenburg, Henry of, marries Ingeborg of 

Denmark, 540 
Mecklenburg, dukes of, 541, 543 sq.; duchy 

of, 535; see also Albert 
Medici, Averardo de’, 205 
Medici, Cosimo de’, 172; rival of Rinaldo 

d’Albizzi, 205 sq.; exile of, and return, 
206; his first care, to destroy oligarchy, 
ib., 219; proscriptions of, 219; ascen¬ 
dency of, assured by victory of Anghiari, 
211; determines orientation of Florentine 
policy towards Milan, 213 sq.; his pro¬ 
gressive income-tax, 221; artistic and 
learned friends of, 223; rural life of him¬ 
self and family, t5.; entertainment of 
Pope, Patriarch, and Ea.stern Emperor by, 
222; entertainment of Pius II by, ib.; 
death of, 216; 706,774 

Medici, Giovanni de’, 205 
Medici, Giovanni de’ (Pope Leo X), cardinal- 

deacon of S. Maria in Dowiuica, 199 sq., 
222; also Leo X 

Medici, Giuliano de’, assassination of, 194, 
217 

Medici, Lorenzo de’, his alliance with 
Venice and Milan, 216; and sale of Imola, 
217; andSalviati: and Pazzi conspiracy : 
excommunication 194, 217; appeal to 
Ferrante, 195, 217; annoyance of Venice 
at, 196; and Ercole d’ Este, ib,; bribes 
Quzzone, 199; bis influence at Cremona, 
218; and despots of Romagna, ib,; and 
Innocent VIII: seizes Pietrasanta and 
Sarzana, t6.; death of, 219; business in¬ 
eptitude of, 221; and Pisa university, 
222; and Volterra, t5.; hospitality of, i5.; 
and his son Giovanni, ib.; his rule, 222 
sq.; learned and artistic friends of, 223; 
and Pico, 685; and Platonic Academy, 
774; 775, 778 sq. 

Medici, Maddalena de’, 199 
Medici, Piero de’, 216, 224 
Mediterranean, the, 221,265,301 sq., 381,426 
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Mehun-sur Y^vre, castle of, 284 
Meissen, 655; 8ee also Saxony 
Meister Bertram, painter, 738, 746 
Meister Oonrad, of Soest, painter, 738, 746 
Meister Francke, 746 
Mela, PomponiuB, 707 
Melanchthon, Philip, 777 
Meldis, Galfridus de (Gaufred de Meaux), 

678 sq. 
Melilla, 493 
Melno, treaty of, 573 
Melozzo, Francesco, da Forli, 197, 778 sq. 
Melsztyn, Spytek of, 577 
Melsztyn, Spytek of, wojewoda of Cracow, 569 
Melun, Philippe de, lord of La Barde, 271 
Melon, treaty of, 333 
Memling, Hans, 745 sq. 
Memmi, Lippo, 760 
Mendos, Gon^alo, chancellor of Portugal, 

513 
Mendicants, the : Dominicans, and theology, 

697; and astrology, 679 sq.; Franciscans, 
at the universities, 697; friars, and novices, 
697 

Menneville, Jean de, sculptor, 739 
Mentelin, Johann, 794 
Alercantanzia, della^ Florentine board of 

trade, 203 
Meriaudeau, the brothers, inteiTOgatory of, 

281 note 1 
Merida, 509 
Merlin, 683 
Mertola, 515 
Merton, Walter de, 693 
Merton College, 679 
Meschinot, Jean, 281 
Meslier, the Abb^ Jean, 635 
Messahala, 669 
Metal industry, and valley of Meuse, 335; 

copper industry in Huy and Dinant, ib. 
Metz, bishopric of, 148 sq.; town of, besieged 

by Charles VII, 255 aq.; 267; Louis XI 
tries to obtain, 278; pontifical of, 732 

Metz, Jean de, 247 
Meung, 248 
Meuse, river, commercial movement on, and 

Dinant, Huy, Li^ge, and Maestricht, 334 ; 
region of, and Scheldt, 352 

Michaldw, 556, 559, 578 
Michelangelo Buonarroti, 197, 740, 768sqq., 

772, 779 
Michelozzi, Michelozzo, 223 
Middleham in Wenslcydale, 414 
Midwinters, the, wool-dealers of Northleach, 

426 
Miedniki, bishopric of, 573 
Mies (Stffbro), siege of, 131 
Miglionico, peace of, 198 
Miguel, infant of Portugal, 496 
Mila, Luis Juan, bishop of ^gorbe, cardinal- 

miest SS. Quatuor Coronatoru7n, 175 
Milan, city andduchy, condition of at death of 

Giovanni Maria Visconti, 206; ambitions 
in Liguria, 208; and expansion towards 
Adriatic, 210; prosperity of under Filippo 

Maria Visconti, 208; crisis at his death, 
212; Sforza’s establishment, 213; cession 
of Crema, 214; Ludovico Sforza’s entry, 
195: Sanseverino’s attack on the Milanese, 
196; Pietrasanta and Sarzana seized by 
Florence, 218; Francesco Sforza’s title, 
224; his suppression of private jurisdic¬ 
tions, ib.; his arrangement about bene¬ 
fices, ib., 225; his popularity and 
benefactions, 225; disaffection towards, 
ib.; GaJeazzo Maria Sforza and citizens, 
ib.; development of duchy under Ludovico 
ilMoro, 226; silk industry, ib.; armourers, 
ib.; contribution of Milan to art, ib., 
227; Council of Nine Hundred, 212, 225; 
159 sqq., 166 sq., 170, 172 sq., 176, 178 
sq., 1‘Jl, 193 sqq., 200 sq., 666, 740, 769, 
776, 780; dukes of, see Sforza, Visconti 

Milifi, John, of KromSHi, 45 
Millyng, Thomas, prior of Westminster, 

afterwards bishop of Hereford, 799 
Mina, fort of St George at, 524; gold-mines 

of, 532 
Mincio, river, 126, 211 
Minden, 789 
Mindovg, grand-prinoe of Lithuania, 559 
Minho, river, 504; province of, 507 
Minsk, 560 
Mirandola, 777 
Miraudola, Giovanni Pico della, count of 

Concordia, his attitude towards magic, 
685 sq.; and edition of the Pandects, 
775; and Aldus Manutius, 777 

Mir6ea the Great, prince of Wallochia, 
568 sq. 

Mixtow, Mark, of Fowey, 365 
Moffatdale, 469 
Mohacs, battle of, 608, 619 
Moldavia, 562, 568, 673, 579 
Moleyns, Adam, bishop of Chichester, 

keeper of the Privy Seal, 399, 404 sqq., 
797 

Molinet, Jean, Burgundian chronicler, 266 
note 1 

Monaco, Lorenzo, 766, 770 
Monasteries, dissolution of the, 716; 

Cistercian, in Italy, 755 
Mondavio, 183 
Mondego, river, 504, 509 
Moniz, Egas, 507 
Monna Lina, 780 
Monnikerede, founded, 336 
Mons-en-Pevele, battle of, 340 sq. 
Monstereul, Jean de, 782 sq. 
Monstrelet, Enguerrand de, chronicler, 

375 
Mt Cassel, battle of, 342 
Mont-Saint-Michel, fortress of, its resistance 

to English, 243 
Montacute, John de, earl of Salisbury, 

364 
Montacute, Thomas de, earl of Salisbury, 

raids Champagne, 241; lays siege to 
Orleans, 242; failure of assaults of, 243; 
death of, ib. 
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Montauban» Jean, Sire de, admiral of 
France, 277 

Montblanoh, duchy of, 482; Cortes of, 483 
Montboisier, Heraclius de, archbishop of 

Lyons, 313 
Montdidier, county of, 284 
Montefeltri, family of, 161, 227 sq. 
Montefeltro, Federigo of, duke of Urbino, 

character and home of, 228; a supporter of 
Bracceschi, 178; defeated in Abruzzi, 
183; defeated by Sigismondo Malatesta, 
ib.; and by Piocinino at San Fabiano, 
190; marriage of his daughter, 193; 
commands for Sixtus IV, 194; and victory 
of Poggio Imperiale, 195; and Ferrarese 
war, 196; death of, t7>.; and Melozzo da 
Forli, 778; and Piero do’ Franceschi, 779 

Montefeltro, Guido Antonio of, count of 
Urbino, duke of Spoleto, 162 

Montefiore, Gentile de, cardinal-priest of 
S. Martino ai Monti, 592 

Montereau, crime of, 232, 239, 252 
Montferrand, 292 
Montferrat, John IV, Palaeologus, marquess 

of, 225 
Montferrat, Theodore II, Palaeologus, mar¬ 

quess of, 206 
Montferrat, William, marquess of, 318 
Montfort, Simon de, earl of Leicester, 282 
Montils-16s-Tours, domain of Louis XI at, 

304 
Montjeu, Philibert de, bishop of Coutances, 

88 
Montlaur, Hugh de, archbishop of Aix, 315 
Montlh^ry, battle of, 284, 356, 654 
Montolmo, battle of, 178 
Montorio, Pietro de Camponischis, count of, 

198 
Montpellier, 681 
Moors, Moriscos, the, 488 sqq., 500 sqq., 504, 

506, 508sqq., 525, 748, 805 
Morangia, Geraldus de, of Aquitaine, 682 
Morat, battle of, 290, 358, 657 
Morata, Olympia, 710 
Moravia, 65 sq., 69, 73 sq., 86, 94, 97, 100, 

105, 114, 156, 616; see aUo Boheniisi 
Morbach, league of, 120 
More, Sir James, bums Dumbarton, 471 
More, Sir Thomas, 437 sq., 689, 713, 717, 

801 
Morgarten, battle of, 646 
Morocco: Ceuta captured by John I of Por¬ 

tugal, 521; Tangier expedition, 521 sq.; 
Alcacer Ceguer captured, Tangier and 
Arzila acquired, 523; 493, 812; Straits of, 
381 

Morosini, Paolo, 214 
Morris, Sir John, deputy of the justiciar, 

summons Parliament, 455 
Mors, Dietrich von, archbishop of Cologne, 

count of Amsberg, bishop of Paderbom, 
elector, 128, 140 sqq. 

Mors, Frederick von, count of Mors, 140 
Mors, Henry von, bishop of Miinster, 140,142 
Mors, John von, 140 

Mors, Walram von, bishop-elect of Mtinster, 
142 

Mortimer, Edmund, earl of March, king’s 
lieutenant, and submission of Irish, 458; 
death of, ih, 

Mortimer, Edmund, earl of March and 
Ulster, 366, 386 

Mortimer, Roger, earl of March and Ulster, 
king’s lieutenant, and insurgents, 460; is 
slain, 460 sq. 

Mortimer, Roger, lord of Trim, earl of 
March, king’s lieutenant, 451; landing 
of, 452; and the earl of Ulster, i6.; and 
Arnold le Poer, Maurice FitzThomas and 
James Butler, 453; and grants to the earl 
of Desmond, ib. 

Mortlake, 315 
Morvilliers, Pierre de, chancellor of France, 

277 
Morwe, Thomas, coadjutor abbot of Paisley, 

22 
Moscow, 560, 560 
Moselle, river, 788 
Moser, Lucas, paintt?r, 747 
Moses, 663 
Moulins, cathedral, triptych in, 785 
Mount St Agnes, monastery of, 7B9 
Moura, 514, 517 
Mowbray, Thomas, earl of Nottingham, duke 

of Norfolk, 459 
Mowbray,Thomas,earl of Nottingham, 

duke of Norfolk, the “Earl Marshal,” 367 
Mud<5;jares, the, 490 
Mugello, the, 206 
Multscher, Hans, painter, 747 
Munich, 120 
Munster, 450, 456 
Munster, see of. disputed elections, 142 sq.; 

school at, 789; John of Bimmern, bishop 
of, 143 

Murad I, Ottoman sultan, 603 
Murad 11, Ottoman sultan, 609 
Murano, 764 
Murs, Jean de, 679 sq. 
Muscata, John, bishop of Cracow, 556 
Muscovy, State of, 553, 811 
Muste, Liiurens, 684 
Muth, Conrad, Mutianus Rufus, 794 

Nagy Varad (Oradea Mare), 133 
Namur, county of, 333, 354 
Nancy, Ordonnance of, 260; battle of, 291, 

356, 358 
Naudorfeh6rv4r, 608 
Nannis, or Nannius, John, of Viterbo, forger 

of lost Annals of Fabius Pictor, and as¬ 
trologer, 683 

Nantelme, bishop of Geneva, 316 
Naples (Sicily), kingdom of, and the Papacy, 

159 sq„ 166, 169 sq., 176 sqq., 183, 190 
sq., 193, 198, 200 sq.; and Joanna II’s 
accession, 163; and Rend of Anjou, 166, 
176 sq.; and Alfonso V, 164 sq., 177 sqq., 
189; baronial war, 190 sq.; court, 163, 
165,180; council, 163,176; a parliament. 
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177 sq.; chief crown officials, 162 sq., 
188, 198; nobles. 162 sqq., 176, 180, 190 
sq., 198 sq.; provinces, 164 sq., 177, 190 
sq.; fiefs, 179 sq.; towns, 189, 191; and 
conquest by Charles VIII, 494; and 
Spanish re-conquest, 495; kings of, ue 
Alfonso II, Alfonso V (I), Charles II, 
Charles HI, Ferdinand II of Aragon, 
Ferrante I, II, Frederick II, Ladislas, 
Een6, Robert; queens of, ue Isabella of 
Lorraine, Joanna I, II; town of, Castel 
Nuovo, 164 sq., 177sq.; Castel d’Uovo, 
164, 191; Santa Maria di Donna Regina, 
frescoes at, 752; and Giotto, 759; and 
Simone Martini, 760; and Academy, 774; 
163, 165, 169 sq., 174, 190 sq., 484 sq., 
494, 6(X), 784 

Narbonne, 10; “Parement de,” 734 
Narev, river, 571 
Narva, river, 567 
Nassau, Adolf of, de facto archbishop of 

Mayence, elector, 116 
Nassau, Adolf of, archbishop of Mayence, 

elector, 138 
Nassau, Adolf of, archbishop of Mayence, 

elector, imperial chancellor, 149 sq. 
Nassau, John of, archbishop of Mayence, 

elector, 120 sq., 128 
Naumburg, 724 sq. 
Navagero, Andrea, 802 
Navarete (Najera), battle of, 647 sq. 
Navarre, and John of Aragon, 484 sq.; and 

Queen Rlanche, 485, 268; and Charles, 
prince of Viana, 269, 485 sq.; parties in, 
485 sq.; and Leonora, countess of Foix, 
268, 485 sq.; succession to, coveted by 
Louis XI, 279; attempted seizure of, by 
Louis XI, 288; under the regency of 
Madeleine of Foix (Viana), 292; and 
Queen Catherine and John d’Albret, 496; 
and war with Ferdinand, 293, 496 sq.; 
and annexation to Castile, 497 

Neaiiodemia, the, 777 
Nebrija, Antonio de, known as Nebrissensis, 

795 
Nectanebus, 664 
Negro, AndalO di, of Genoa, 678 
Negropont, 189 
Nerni, lake of, 773 
Neo-Platonism,660,685,774; Neo-Platonists, 

815 
Nesle, 288 
Netherlands, the, $ce Low Countries 
Netter, Thomas, of Walden, 417 
Nettuno, 159 
Neuraark, 126; nobility of, 157 
Neuss, 152, 357 sq. 
Neville, George, duke of Bedford, 435 
Neville, George, lord chancellor, and arch¬ 

bishop of York, 798 sq. 
Neville, John, lord Montagu, earl of North¬ 

umberland, marquess Montagu, 435 
Neville, Ralph, earl of Westmorland, 367,377 
Neville, Ricliard, earl of Salisbury, 411,413 

note 2, 414 sq., 432 

Neville, Richard, earl of Warwick and 
Salisbury, “the kingmaker,’* supporter 
of duke of York, 411; and first battle of 
St Albans, 418; at Calais, 414, 432; and 
“rout of Ludford,” 414, 422; and battle 
of Northampton, 415; and second battle 
of St Albans, ih,; adviser to Edward IV, 
432; and Yorkist cause, ih.\ and Wood- 
villes, 432 sq.; and Louis XI, 287,434; and 
daughter’s marriage to Clarence, 434sq.; 
captures the king after Edgecote, 435; 
flight of, ib.\ and Henry Vi’s restoration, 
ib.\ death of, ih, 

Neville, Robert, bishop of Salisbury, 392 
Neville, Thomas, lord Fumival, 370 
Neville’s Cross, battle of, 466 
Nevilles, the, of Raby, 428 
New College, Oxford, 693, 797, 799 sqq. 
New Ross, 459 
Niccoli, Niccolo, 223 
Nicholas III (Giovanni Gaetan Orsini), 

Pope, 159; anxiety of, to reconcile Rudolf 
of Habsburg and Charles I of Anjou, 321; 
policy of, for kingdom of Arles, ib. 

Nicholas V (Tommaso Parentucelli), Pope, 
career and election of, 172; pacifies 
Umbria, Romagna, and Compagna, i5.; 
recognised by party of obedience in 
Germany, 43, 138; and concordat with 
Frederick III, 43 sq., 172; and Council 
of Lausanne, 44, 172; and Felix V, 
»6.; and Jubilee, 172; resolves to make 
Papacy centre of art and letters, ib., 173; 
crowns Frederick III, 173 sq.; is alarmed 
by Porcaro conspiracy: prepares crusade: 
death of, 174; appreciation of, 174 sq.; 
capitulations conferred by him on Bologna, 
228; his resistance to establishment of 
Gallican Church, 263; and Alberti, 705; 
and humanism, 773, 775 

Nicholas of Hungary, his Liber anagly- 
pharuvi, 679 

Nicopolis, 609; battle of, 603, 805 
Nidaros, Gautus, archbishop of, 553 
Nidaros, Nicholas, archbishop of, 543 
Nidaros, Vinald, archbishop of, 543 
Niebla, Mohammed, wali of, 515 
Niederwildungen, in Waldeck, 738 
Nieszawa, 573; statutes of, 578, 583 
Nieuwenhoven, Martin van, 746 
Nile, river, 524 
Nimwegen, 333; school at, 711 
Nino, Don Pero, 365 
Nis, fortress of, 609 
Nogarola, Isotta, 710 
Noli, Antonio da, 522 
Norbury, Sir John, 363, 376 
Norfolk, 416; dukes of, sec Howard, Mowbray 
Nonnandy, campaign of Edward III in, 344; 

Henry V and, 9, 234, 651 sqq.; French 
raids to frontiers of, 252; ferment in, 
253; conquest of, ib., 653; estates of, 
preserved, 264; certain towns of, and 
leaguers, 284; duchy of, granted to 
Charles of France, 284 sq,; Breton army 
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invades, 285; recovered by Louis XI, ih,; 
Charles the Bold and Louis’ recovery of, 
286 

North Sea, 151, 332, 335, 811 
Northampton, battle of, 415, 422; treaty of, 

466 
Northamptonshire, wall paintings in, 732 
Northmen, the, 666 
Northumberland, the duke of, 738; earls of, 

see Neville, Percy 
Norway, and holders of fiefs, 536; and yeo¬ 

men, 536 sq.; and Black Death, 539 sq.; 
project of union, 545; and ecclesiastical 
policy of Margaret and Eric, 546 sq.; and 
intrusion of Danish nobles into fiefs, 
546, 558; and insurrection under Amund 
Sigardsson,548; and German immigrants, 
ih.; and election of native bishops, 549; 
and act of union with Denmark, 549 sq.; 
and loss of Orkneys and Shetlands, 551; 
eclipse of, 550 sq.; and commerce, 561; 
and Greenland, ih.; and export trade, ib.; 
and Finrnark, ib.; and folk-songs, ib.; 
kings of, Christian, Christopher, Eric, 
Hakon, Hans, Magnus, Olaf 

Norwich, library of, 796 
Noted, river, 562 
Nottingham, 425 sq.; earls of, see Mowbray 
Novara, 206 
Novgorod, fairs of, 335, 811 
Novas burg us, 334 
Nuremberg, 118, 132, 135; member of a 

confederation, 143; importance of, 144; 
and war with margrave Albert Achilles, 
ib.; and treaty of Ijauf, ib.; assembly at, 
149; Reichstags at, 150; 725, 792 sqq., 
811 

Nyborg, John III, bishop of Sealand, 538 

Ober-Labnstein, 119 
Ober-Wesel, 116 
O’Brien, Bryan, king of Thomond, attempts 

to conquer south-west, 458; submits to 
Richard II, 460 

O’Brien, Murrough, of Thomond, 458 
O’Brien, Taig, king of Thomond, 464 
O’Byrne, “the victorious,” Coscorach^ 

“Bryn Costerec,” 460 
O’Byrne, Donal, 461 
O’Byrnes, the, 455 sq., 460 
Ockegera, Jean, 359 
Ockham, William of, 626, 630 sqq., 634 sq., 

641, 701, 813; “sons of Ockham,” 813 
O’Conor, Conn, of Offaly, 464 
O’Conor, Felim, king of Connaught, 451 
O’Conor, Rory, 450 sq. 
O’Conor, Turlough, king of Connaught, 

453 
O’Conor Donn, Turlough, 458, 460 
O’Conor Roe, Turlough, 458, 463 
O’Conors, the, 451, 463 
Oddi, faction of, 199 
O’Dcmpsy, 451 
Oder, the, 166, 641 
Odo, duke of Burgundy, 318 

Odo II, count of Chartres, Blois and Tours, 
309 

Offaly, 451, 459 
O’Hanlon, murder of, 458 
Okinselagh (North Wexford), 458 sq. 
Olaf III, king of Denmark and Norway, 

accession in Denmark, 543; and in 
Norway, ib.; death of, 544 

Oldcastle, Sir John, lord Cobham, 385 sq. 
Oidhall, Sir William, speaker of the House 

of Commons, 412 
OleiSnicki, family of, 576 
Ole^nioki, Zbighiev, bishop of Cracow, 

cardinal-priest of S. Prisca, 674 sq., 
577 sq 

Olgierd, grand prince of Lithuania, 560 sq., 
567 

Olofsborg, castle of, 552 sq. 
Olomouc (Olmiitz), bishop of. 93; town 

of, 97; treaty of, 108 .sq.; parliament at, 
616 

O’More, Lysagh, 455 
O’Mores, the, 455 
O’Neill, Donnell, king of Tirowen, 450, 

454 
O’Neill, Hugh Boy (Aedh Buidhe), disputes 

between his descendants aiid tliose of 
Donnell O’Neill, 454 

O’Neil), Niall Og, king of Tirowen, 458, 
460 

O’Neill, Owen, king of Tirowen, 462 
O’Neills, Clannaboy (Claim Aedha Buidhe), 

454 sq. 
O’Neills, the, 454 sq., 463 
Opole, Vladyslav, prince of, 566 
Oporto, 504; bishop and citizens of, 514; 

squadron from, relieves Lisbon, 520; a 
commercial centre, 531 sq. 

Oppenheim, castle of, 121 
alexandriniivi, 740 

Oradea Marc, see Nagy Varad 
Orange, university of, 327 
Orchies, district of, surrendered to France 

by Peace of Paris (1320), 341; returnable 
by 1369 agreement, 345 

Ordonnance, Compagnies d’, constitution of, 
256 sq.; total raised by Louis XI to 4000 
lances, 291; 658 sq. 

Ordomianccs, those of 1431 and 1438 
repeating Charles V’s regulations about 
the military, 255; that of 1439 inaugur¬ 
ating regular military discipline, 254 sq.; 
of 1445 instituting Compagnies d'Ordm- 
nance, 254 sqq., 658 sq.; of 1446 providing 
for Languedoc, 257; of Montils-lds-Tours 
instituting Francs-Archers, 257 sq., 669; 
of 1466 designed to perfect feudal army, 
258 sq.; financial Ordonnances of diaries 
VII, 260 sq.; Ordonnajice of Louis XI 
creating the Paste, 297; Ordcmnance con¬ 
cerning the cloth-trade, 301; Ordonnances 
of Louis XI relating to fairs and markets, 
302 

O’Reilly, Eoghan, 461 
Orense, 606 
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Oresme, Nicole of, 680, 782; his Quodliheta, 
681, 684; 813 note 1 

Orient, the, the East, 664; arabesque of, 
720; and Pisa, 750; and Kome, 751; and 
Venice, 764; see also 384, 426, 812 

Orinoco, river, 492 
Orkneys, the, 476 
OrJeanais, 234 
Orleans, siege of, by the English, 242 sq.; 

apparent impossibility of saving, after 
“ battle of herrings,” tb., 244; convoy of 
provisions passed into, by Joan of Arc: 
her entrance into, 247; successes due to 
her enthusiasm, ib ; deliverance of, ib.; 
university of, 786, 790 

Orleans, Charles, duke of, prisoner of the 
English since Agincourt, 212, 242 sq.; 
rival of Sforza for possession of Milan, 
267 sq.; asked by Louis XI to sell Asti, 
279; death of, ib. 

Orleans, Louis, duke of, and Jdst of Moravia, 
352; and French alliance with Guelders, 
ib. ; and Queen Isabella, 236; assassination 
of, 283, 352, 366; patronage of art, 782 

Orleans, Louis, duke of, see Louis XII 
Ormonde, 452; earls of, nee Butler 
“Orphans, The,” name of ^i^ka’s faction 

after his death; invade Moravia and Silesia, 
74; and conciliar invitation, 80; and 
military expedition to Lusatia, Silesia 
and Brandenburg, 81; and compacts, 82; 
and battle of Lipany, ib. 

Orsini, family of, 159 sqq., 177, 188; and 
Innocent VIII, 198 sq.; scions of, 209 

Orsini, Clarice, 222 
Orsini, Emanuele,lordof Piombino and Elba, 

179 
Orsini, Francesco, prefect of Rome, 169 
Orsini, Gianantonio del Balzo, prince of 

Taranto, marriage of, 162; attacked by 
Louis III of Anjou and Candola, 165; 
surprises Capua: made prisoner by 
Genoese, 176; captured by Vitelleschi and 
released: raises Apulia, 177; his niece 
married to Ferrante, 180; and John of 
Aragon, 189; and marquess of Cotrone, 
190; and John of Calabria, ib.; changes 
sides: death of, 191 

Orsini, Latino, archbishop of Bari, cardinal- 
priest of 8. Pammachio, 175, 788 

Orsini, Napoleon, cardinal-deacon of S. 
Adriano, rector of Sabina, 323 

Orsini, Orso, duke of Ascoli, 198 
Orsini, Raimondo, count of Nola, 177 
Orsini, Rinaldo, lord of Piombino and Elba, 

179 
Orsini, Virginio, count of Anguillara, 198 sq. 
Orvieto, monument at, 754 
Osimo, 199 
Oslo, 644, 548, 551, 553 
Osnabriick, see of, 140 
Ospedale Maggiore, Milan, 225 
Ostia, 163 sq., 168; castle of, 197 
Ostrogski, family of, 579 
Oswienoim, principality of, 578 

Oszmiana, battle of, 576 
O’Tooles, the, 455, 460 
Otranto, captured by Turks, 195; surrenders 

to Alfonso, ib.; naval battle of, 495 
Otterburn, battle of, 469 
Otto I, the Great, Western Emperor, 332 sq. 

726 
OttoIV, of Bruns wick, Western Emperor,318 
Otto-William, count of Burgundy (Franche 

Comt^d* 308 
Otto 1, of Hohenslaufen, count of Burgundy 

(Franche Comte), 317 
Otto IV, count-palatine of Franche Comt6, 

321 
Otto III, of Wittelsbach, duke of Lower 

Bavaria, 592 
Ottoman Turks, the, 97 sq., 104, 135, 183 

sq., 192,195, 231,379sq., 577sq ,583,609, 
614, 617, 648, 650, 658, 805, 811, 814 

Ourique. battle of, 508 
Outlaw, Roger, deputy of John Darcy, 455 
Ovid, 692, 709; Metamorphoses of, 706 sq.; 

Fasti of, 707; copies of tbe HeroideSi 
Tiistia, Epistolae, and Ex Panto, 782; 
verse translation of Heroides, 787; 
printed, ib. 

Oviedo, Cortes of, 506 
Ovoca, vale of, 461 
Oxford, earl of, see Vere 
Oxford, university of, and humanism, 431, 

796 sqq.; and education, 430, 693 sq., 
697, 702, 715 sq.; and Scottish students, 
470; and Lollardy, 385; and Wars of the 
Roses, 426 

Pacheco, Duarte, 525 
Pochiarotti, Girolamo, sculptor, 784 
Pacioli, Luca, mathematician, 226, 781 
Padua, 120, 210, 214, 656; university of, 

705, 707 sq., 781; Arena Chapel, 750, 
758; chapel of San Giorgio, frescoes in, 
764; stAtue of Gattamolata in, 770; the 
Santo, bronze figures and rel efs in, i?).; 
Church of tbe Eremitani, and Mantegna’s 
frescoes, 778; 788, 798, 800 

Paes, Alvaro, tribune of Lisbon, 520 
Paganica, Niccol5 di, also called de Aquila, 

679 
Page, John, 417 
Painting, sculpture and the arts: Gothic art, 

718 sqq.; Gothic sculpture: France, 721 
sq.; England, 723 sq.; Germany, 724 sqq.; 
Gothic painting, 726 sq.; painted and 
shiined glass, 727 sq.; painting; England 
and France, 728 sqq.; England, 730 sqq ; 
France, 732 sqq.; France and Burgundy, 
733 sqq.; Germany, 735 sq.; Bohemia, 
736 sq.; Rhine valley, 737 sq.; decay of 
Gothic, 738 sq.; Claus Sluter, 739 sq.; 
painting in the Netherlands: the van 
Eycks, 740 sqq.; Petrus Christus; the 
Master of F14raalle, 742; Rogier van 
der Weyden, 742 sqq.; Dierick Bouts, 
744; Hugo van der Goes, 744 sq.; 
Hans Memling, 745 sq.; later painting: 
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BnglMid, 746; Gormwiy. 746 eq.; PiMoe, 
747 sq,; painting: Spain, 74S sq.; art 
in Italy, 749; art in Italy: twelfth and 
thirteenth centuries, 750: Tuscany, 750 
sq,; Rome, 751 sq.; Cavallini: the classical 
revival, 752, and Nicoola Pisano, 753; 
Arnolfo di Cambio, 753 sq.,* Giovanni 
Pisano, 753 sqq.; Duccio, 755 sq.; Cima- 
hue, 757; Giotto,757 sqq.;Simone Martini, 
759 sq.; the Lorenzetti, 760 sq.; Andrea 

Pimo, m followers of Giotto, 7^ 
Gentile Aa ¥a\)muo,164; ^lacopo ReUmi, 
755; PimneUo, 755 sq.; LorenzO Monaco, 

766; MasoUiio, ; iutinence ol bunmn- 
ism, 766 sq.; sculpture: Ohiberti and 
Jacopo della Quercia, 76*8; Donatello, 
769 sq.; painting: Fra Angelico, 770 sq.; 
Paolo Uccello, 771; Masaccio, 772 

Paiva, Alfonso de, 524, 
Palaeologus, tee Montferrat, Emperors, 

Eastern 
Palatinate, the, 116, 118, 120; electora- 

palatine, see Frederick, Lewis, Philip, 
Rupert 

Paled, Stephen of, 49 sq., 56, 58 
Palestine, 504, 509 
Palestrina, 159 
Palleschi, Mediccan party, 219 
Palmieri, Matteo, his treatise, Della Vita 

Civile, 706 
Palomar, Juan, papal auditor, one of Council 

of Basle’s deputation to Prague, 81 
Palombana, possession of the Savelli, 183 
Palos (Huelva), port of, and Columbus’ 

expedition, 491 
Pampeluna, 269 
Panaro, river, 202 
Pandects, the, 775 
Panigarola, Giovanni Pietro, 284 
Pannartz, Arnold, 776 
Panormita, il, Antonio Beccadelli, called, 774 
Paola, Francesco di, 304 
Paolo, Giovanni di, painter, 762 
Papacy, the, and Rome,158,168,171,173,175, 

183, 188, 197, 200; and France, 262 sq., 
277; and Germany, 40, 42 sqq., 116 sq., 
135; and Bohemia, 68, 91, 93, 96 sqq., 
103,109 sqq., 131; and Brandenburg, 155; 
and England, and Arles, 311, 319,321 sqq ; 
and England, 263, 367, 392, 448, 624; and 
Scotland, 470, 472; and Spain, 483, 
493 sq., 497, 502; and Portugal, 609, 
612 sqq., 617, 525; and Scandinavia, 
541, 549; and Denmark, 538, 560; and 
Sweden, 646, 554; and Norway, 546; and 
Poland, 567, 659, 674 sq.; and Hungary, 
587 sq., 615; and Metz Diet, 326 sq.; 
and Council of Constance, 4, 13; and 
Council of Basle, 25, 28 sqq., 33, 36, 40 
sqq., 167; and Council of Florence, 40; 
and Eastern Church, 38 sq.; attempts to 
reform, 15 sqq., 26, 34sq.; Great Schism 
of, 1 sqq., 4 sqq., 7 sqq., 14, 483, 620; 
621 sqq., 629,634 sqq., 703, 736, 805, 809, 
812; Popes, tee Alexander III, V, VI, 

Benediot XI, XII, XIII, Bonifaoe VIIL 
IX, CalixtuB 11, lU, Clement V , VI. VII, 
Eugeniua IV, Geiasius 11, Gregory I, VII, 
IX, XI, XII, Honorius III, Innocent 11, 
III, VI, VII, VIII, John XXII, XXIII, 
Julius II, Let> X, Lucius II, Martin V, 
Nicholas III, V, Paschal 11, Paul II, 
Pius II, III, V, Silvester II, Sixtus IV, 
Urban V, VI; Anti-Popes, tee Clement 
VIU, Felix V, Victor IV 

PapttlStaten, the, 158,160,162sqq., 167sqq., 
175, 179 sq., 183 sqq., 193 sqq., 199, 808 

Papias, his Vocahularium, 691 
Parezdw, 573 
Parenzo. Daniel, bishop of, mmion to Basle, 

24 sq. 
Paria, Gulf of. 493 
Paris, Parlement of; 234, 264, 266 sq., 

and John V of Armagnoc, 270; partisans 
of League in, 284; and “Four Laws 
of Flanders,’’ 286; and king Rene, 
290; and astrology, 685; cathedral of 
Notre Dame of, 722; Saintc-Chapelle of, 
730; art school of, 733, and English 
painters, 732, and FVench illuminators, 
730, 732, 736; university of: 234, 
236 sq , 782 sq.; and Joan of Arc, 250; 
tee also 626, 636, 681, 684 sq., 687, 697, 
785 sqq., 789 sqq.; College of Montaigu at, 
713, College of Navarre, 782 sq., Sorbonne, 
783; Louvre, 687, 734, 748, 765, 771; 
Bibliothkiue Nationale. MSS. in, 684, 
730, 747; Arsenal Library, MSS. in, 
732 sq.; (1320), peace of, 341; political 
Bympathie.s of, 284; printing presses, 783; 
747, 759, 78.) sq.. 801 sq., 813 

Parma, held by marquess of Este, 206; 
recovered by Filippo Maria Visconti, 207; 
sculpture at, 750 

Pas-de-Salso8, 268 
Paschal II (tinier of Bleda), Pope, and 

the Investiture controversy, 311 
Pasquerel, Jean, 247 
Paston, Agnes, 701 
Paston, Clement, 430 
Paston, Margaret, 407, 701 
Paston, William, justice of the Common 

Pleas, 430 
Pastons, the, of Paston, Norfolk, 427 sq., 430 
Pastorale!, Le, an allegorical pastoral, 236 
Pasture, Rogelet de la, 743 
Patay, Wtle of, 248, 652 
Patrick, St, and loricae, 666; and Druids, ih. 
Patzinaks, the, Turkish tribe, 588 
Paul, St, the Apostle, 661; Epittlet of, 

printed, 799 
Paul, Ban, count Subich of Brebir, 590 
Paul II (Marco Barbo), Pope, and the capi¬ 

tulations, 187; and cardinals, ih.; and 
College of Seventy Abbreviators, 187 sq.; 
his popularity, 188; and Louis XI’s 
annulment of Pragmatic Sanction, 189; 
his contribution to resistance to Turks, 
ib.; and Bohemian problem, ib.; death 
of, ib.; 294, 615, 773 sq. 
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Paulinos, Jolin, 076 
Pavia, Filippo Maria Visconti and his castle 

of, 207; popularity of Francesco Sforaa 
in, 225; Certcsa of, 226; battle of, 650; 
lectures at, 783; Gaza’s teaching at, 789 

Pay, Henry, of Poole, 366 
Payeme, abbey of, 308 sq. 
Payne, Peter, Oxford “Master” and Lollard, 

known as Master English and Peter 
English, 76 sqq.; goes over to the 
“Orphans,” 79; delegate to Council of 
BfisJe, 81, 87 

Pazzi. Alessandro de’, author, 221 
Pazzi, banking house of, 194 sq., 217; Pazzi 

conspiracy, 194, 217, 220 
Pecock, lieginald, bishop of Chichester, 

theological writer, 417, 449 
P^cs, university of, 602 
Pedrallwi, convent of, 748 
Pedro, Dom, constable of Portugal, 486 
Peitz, 155 
Pelayo, Alvaro, 622 
Pelham, Sir John, 370 
PelhBmov, Nicholas of, known as Biskupec, 

bishop of the Taborites, 78; delegate to 
Council of Basle, 81; author, 87; im¬ 
prisoned, 92 

Pembroke, earldom of, 403 note 1; castle 
of, ih,] earls of, Clare, Marshal, Tudor 

Pehiscola, Valencia, castle of Benedict XIII, 
10, 19, 483 

Pehafiel, 505 
Peralta, Pedro de, constable of Navarre, 

269 
Perchtolddorf, Austrian estates at, 137 
Percy, Henry, first earl of Northumberland, 

366 sqq. 
Percy, Sir Henry, “Hotspur,” 366 sq. 
Percy, Henry, second earl of Northumber¬ 

land, 413 
Percy, Henry, third earl of Northumberland, 

415 
Percy, Sir Thomas, earl of Worcester, 366 

sq., 369 note 1 
Pereira, Nuno Alvares, constable of Portugal, 

520 sq. 
Perekop, 579 
Peres de Aboim, Dom JoSo.lord high steward 

of Portugal, 616 
P(Srez, Fray Juan, prior of La Babida, 491 
Pergola, A^olo della, condottiere, 209 
Pdrigord, Elie de Talleyrand de, cardinal- 

bishop of Albano, 326 
Peripateticism, 668 
P0ronne, county of, 284; treaty of, 286 sq., 

289 
Perotti, Niccold, archbishop of Manfredonia, 

709, 773; his Latin grammar printed, 787; 
799 

Perpignan, the consuls of, 268 sq.; Parle- 
ment of, 297; negotiations of Emperor 
Sigismund with Benedict XIII at, 10,329 

Perscrutator, possibly identical with Bobert 
of York, q.v. 677 

Persian Empire, 660 

Persiua, printed edition, 787 
Perth, monastery of Blaok Friars near, 478 
Perugia, Oddi expelled from, 199; university 

of, 679; cathedral of, 753; 168,160,164, 
167, 182,192. 196 

Perugino, otherwise Pietro Vannuoci, 197 
Peruzzi, the, 381 
Pesaro, 192 
Pescaja, Castiglione della, 179 
Peschiera, Mantuan fortress, 211 
Peter, Saint, 629 
Peter III, king of Aragon, 484, 748 
Peter IV, king of Aragon, 481, 483, 487 
Peter II, king of Castile, 513 
Peter I, king of Portugal, his foreign policy, 

519; and administration of justice, ib,; 
and crown revenues, ib.; and monastery 
of Alcoba<,*a, 626; and legislative authority, 
ib, 

Peter I, Mouchate, prince of Moldavia, 568 
Peter II, St, archbishop of Tarantaise, 313 
Peterborough, cathedral, 723; art of, 729; 

library of, 796 
Petit, Jean, theologian, his “justification” 

of the murder of the duke of Orleans, 11; 
283, 785 

Petit-Qu^villy, 730 
Petosiris, the Sphere of, 665 
Petrarch, Francesco, 679; his diatribe against 

Aristotle, 703; 773, 782, 797, 802, 814 
Petronilla, queen of Aragon, 481 
Petronius, 783 
Petrucci, Antonello, count of Cerignola and 

Policastro, 198; execution of, 199 
Peurbach, George von, 793 
Peutinger, Conrad, of Augsburg, 790, 792 

sq.; and Tabula Peutingeriaiuiy 792 
Peyre, Aldebert de, bishop of Viviers, 324 
Pezagno, Emanuele, 518 
PfahlhUrger, 119, 143 
Pfalz-Neuraarkt, John, count-palatine of, 

649 
Phares, Simon, his Recueil des plus c6llhres 

astrologues, 685 
Phelip, Sir William, chamberlain, 399 
Philip II, king of the Bomans, duke of 

Swabia, 318 
Philip II Augustus, king of France, 250, 

316, 333 
Philip III, the Bold, king of France, 320 
Philip IV, the Fair, king of France, 267; 

and proposed re-constitution of kingdom 
of Arles, 321 sq.; and archbishopric of 
Lyons, 324; and bishop of Viviers, ib.; 
and Franche Comt^, ib.; and ^chevins 
of Ghent, 338; and Bruges and Douai, 
ib.; extends hailli of Vermandois’ 
authority over Flanders, ih.; makes 
alliance with counts of Holland and 
Hainault, ib. ; and Guy de Dampierre, 
338 sqq.; invades Flanders, 339; appoints 
lieutenant-governor, ib.; defeated at Cour- 
trai, 340; expedition of, and truce made 
by,i5.; death of, 322, 342; 621, 624 sq., 
687, 732, 806 
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Philip V, the Tall, IcinR of France, 322; con¬ 
cludes peace with Flanders at Parts, 841 

Philip VI, of Valois, king of France, assists 
LouisofNeversagainst rebels, 342; alliance 
with duke of Brabant, 343; and James 
van Arteveldc’s recognition of Edward III 
as king of France, 344; and Arles, 322; 
and Burgundy and Bhone valley, 323; 
and Lewis of Bavaria, ih.; and Dauphin^, 
324 

Philip I, archduke ofAustria, king of Castile, 
153, 496 

Philip II, king of Spain, 494 
Philip of Rouvres, duke of Burgundy, count 

of Franche Comt4, 325 
Philip the Bold, duke of Burgundy, marriage 

of, to Margaret of Flanders, 345 ; persuades 
Charles VI to crush Flemish rebels, 346; 
Gantois make peace with, 347; advantages 
of, 351; and the duchess of Brabant, ib. 
and house of Bavaria, ih.; made heir to 
Brabant, ih.; transfers rights to his second 
son, Antony, ib.; death of, 352; and the 
arts, 733; and Claus Sluter, 739; tomb 
of, 739 

Philip the Good, duke of Burgundy, and 
treaty of Troyes, 352; and Henry VI, 237, 
353; and English alliance, 241 sq.; and 
duke of Gloucester, 242, 353; besieges 
Compi^gne, 249; and Charles VII, 251, 
353 sq.; and treaty of Arras, 251 sq., 354; 
and acquisition of Holland, Hainault, 
Zeeland, Brabant, and Limburg, 363 sq.; 
and acquisition of Luxemburg, and pro¬ 
tectorate over Li^ge, Utrecht, and Cambrai, 
355; and Martin V, 263; and “ Vow of the 
Pheasant,” 184, 267; and dauphin 
Louis, 271, 278; and Somme towns, 278, 
354 sq.; and Frederick III, 355; court 
of, 274; aims of, 273, 353 sqq.; illness 
of, 278; and Charles the Bold, ih., 355; 
abandons power, 284, 355; death of, 285 

Philip of Wittelsbach, elector palatine of the 
Rhine, 148, 789 

Philip of St Pol, duke of Brabant, 353 
Philip, count of Savoy, rival of Habsburgs 

in Swiss territories, 320; oppsed to 
Angevin-Habsburg marriage project, 321 

Philip II, count of Bresse, duke of Savoy, 
279 

Philip of Alsace, count of Flanders, cessions 
to French crown, 333 

Philippa of Hainault, queen of England, 
343; godmother to Philip van Artevelde, 
346 note 1; representation of her in mural 
painting, 731 

Philippa, daughter of Lionel of Clarence, 
416 sq. 

Piacenza, 206 sq., 211 sq. 
Picards, sect in Bohemia, 76 sq., 110 
Picardy, 234, 287, 292, 786 
Picatrix^ 676 
Piccinino, Francesco, defeated at Montolmo, 

178; occupies Assisi, 182; and Tiburzio, 
183; invades the Abruzzi, 190; and battle 

of San Fabiano, ib.; and battle of Troja, 
191; execution of, ib, 

Piccinino, Jacopo, condottiere, 216 
Piccinino, Niccol6, condottierCj 165,168 sqq., 

178, 210 sq. 
Piccolomini, Aeneas Sylvius, tee Pius II,Pope 
Piccolomini, Andrea, 183 
Piccolomini, Antouio, duke of Amalfi, grand 

justiciar of Naples, 188, 187 
Picquigny, treaty of, 290, 302, 436 
Piedmont, plain of, and house of Savoy, 

330 note; painters of, 746 
Pierpont Morgan, John, MSS. collection of, 

731 
Pieter de Hooch, 740 
Pietrasanta, 218 
Pietro, Sano di, painter, 762 
Pillenreut, fish-ponds of, margrave Albert 

Achilles defeated by Nurembergers at, 
144 

Pina, Buy de, chronicler, 522 
Pinedo, Francesco da, 491 
Pinsk, Narymunt, prince of, 565 
Pinturicchio, otherwise Bernardino Betti, 

197 
Pinz6n, Martin Alonso, 491 
Pinzbn, Vicente, 491 
Pio, Alberto, of Savoy, count of Carpi, 777 
Piombino, 179, 194 
Pirkheimer, Wilibald, 790, 792 
Pirot, fortress of, 609 
Pisa, acjquired by Florence, 221; university 

of, 221 sq.; artistic activity of, 750 sq., 
760;^ baptistery: pulpit, 753, and portal, 
754; Campo Sank) of, 754; cathedral of, 
ib., 757; and Simone Martini, 760; 
Carmine Church, altarpiece of, 772 

Pisano, Andrea, sculptor, 762 sq., 767 
Pisano, Antonio, known as Pisanello, 163, 

227, 765 sq.. 771 
Pisano, Giovanni, sculptor, 753 sqq., 761 sq. 
Pisano, Giunta, 751 
Pisano, Niccola, 763 sq., 761 
Pistoia, Sant’ Andrea at, 754 sq. 
Pitti, Luca, 220 
Pius II (Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini), Pope, 

secular career of, IBl sq.; and diet of 
Benesov, 92; and Concordat of Vienna, 
172; election of, 97, 181; and crusade, 
182, 184 sq., 448; and Ferrante, 182 sq., 
184 sq.; and Congress of Mantua, 182; 
and Sigismondo Malatesta, 183; re-enters 
Rome, ib., and Milanese benefices, 224 
sq.; and position of legate of Bologna, 
228; and towns of Umbria and Papal 
Tuscany, 183; and Pienza, 183 sq.; and Tolf a 
alum mine, 184; and Louis XI, 185, 294; 
and Germany, 186; and see of Mayence, 
149sq., 186; and George PodSbrady, 98sq., 
185 sq.; and papacy, 186 sqq.; reign of, 
181 sq., 186; personality of, 181,187; nepot¬ 
ism of, 186 sq.; opinion of Scotland, 473; 
literary works of, 186, 107, 183, 637, 684, 
706,773; bull of, Execrabilis^ 185; bis brief. 
Cum almam nostrum urbem^ 773; his De 
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Liberorum educatione, 684, 706; death of, 
185; 642, 776, 798 sq., 806 

Pius III (Francesco Todeschini-Piccolo- 
mini), Pope, 187 

Pius V (Michele Ghislieri), Pope, 174 
Platina, Battista, 187 sq.; portrait of, in 

Melozzo’s fresco, 197; 774, 779 
Plato, 675, 703 sq., 774 sq.; Dialogues of, 

707; especially Timaeus, 783; Platonists, 
774 sq., 781; Republic of, 796 sq.; 801 

Platter, Tboraas, 696 
riauen, Heinrich von, grand master of the 

Teutonic Order, 572 
Plautus, 706 .sq., 709, 783, 788, 799 
I’leshey, 364 
Plessis du-Parc, castle of, Montils-l^s Tours, 

304 
Plethon, Gcrnisthos, 171, 774 
Pliny, 673; his Natural History^ 660, 707; 

782 
Idock, 565, 579 
Plock, Boleslav III, prince of, and sovereign¬ 

ty of John of Bohemia, 558 
Idock, VVaclavv, prince of, 558 
Plock, Ziemovit IV", prince of, 571 
Plotinus, 774 sq., 801 
PIowcc, battle of, 558 
Plumpton, Sir William, 405 
Pluniptons, tlie, of Plumpton, Yorks, 427 
PluUrch, 662, 703; humanistic use of 

treatise TTfpl rraiSoji' dyooyrji attributed to, 
704; Guarino’s translation, 704 sqq.; 

Bude’s translations, 786; 794, 797, 799 
Plzeii (Pilsen), 82, 103 
l‘o, river, 230 

I\>d5hrady, town of, 91 
Podebrady, Catherine, queen of Hungary, 

617 
I’odSbrady. George of, titc George 
Podlasia, 560 
Podolia, khans of, 561 ; annexation of, ib.; 

566, 576, 579, 582 
Podolia, Korvat, prince of, 561 
le Poor, Arnold, seneschal of Kilkenny, 451, 

45.3 
le Poers, tins 453 
Poggio Bracciolini,Giovanni Francesco, 173, 

773, 775, 782, 794, 796 
Poggio In 1 peri ale, 105 
Poitiers, buttle of, 242, 647; ecclesiastical 

commission of enquiry into Joan of Arc’s 
ini.ssion at, 247. 250; printing at, 780 

I’oiti(‘rs, Aymar TV de. count of Yalentinois, 
324 

]*oitiers, Aymar VT de, the Fat, count of 
Yalentinois and Diois, 827 

Poitiers, Jean de, andibishop of Vienne, 331 
Poitiers, Louis of, bishop of VivitTs, 324 
Poitiers. Louis II of, count of Yalentinois 

and Diois, 329 
Poitou, 234 
I’oland, and aggression of Teutonic Order, 

556 sqq.; and cession to Bohemia of Silesia 
and Plock, 558, and to the Order of 
Pomerania, Chelmno and Michalbw, 559; 

and acquisition of Galicia, 660 sq.; and 
suzerainty over Mazovia, 562; and posses¬ 
sion of Kujawia, t6.; central administra¬ 
tion and royal officials of, 563, 580; 
common code of laws for, 580 sq.; local ad¬ 
ministration of, 562 sq., 580; rural popu¬ 
lation of, 564 sq.; urban development in, 
565; succession to crown of, 117, 559, 
566 sqq., 573, 576 sq ;andSamogitia,579; 
and Mazovia, 556, 562 sqq., 578; states of 
Casimir III, 562; subdivisions of Greater 
Poland, 562 sq.; and Lesser. 563; Jagiel 
lonid empire, 579; Polish constitution: 
the monarchy, 579 sq.; the Sejm, 117.580 
sqq., and its parts, the Senate, 581 sq., 
and the House of Deputies, ih.; depression 

of the peasantry, 582, and decline of the 
towns, 582 sq.; growth of Szlachta, 564, 
580 sqq.; intellectual advance, 584 sq.; 
795, 805, 811; kings of, see Casimir, John 
Albert, Lewis, Yladyslav, Wenceslas 

Poland, Greater, 556, 558, 579; provinces of, 
562, 579, and office of Starvsta, 5(i2 sq. 

Poland, Lesser, 556, 579; provinces of, 563, 

579 
Pole, John de la, duke of SufToik, 406 
Pole, William de la, earl and duke of Suffolk, 

defeated at La Gravelle, 241; prominence 
of, 399 sq.; and the marriage treaty with 
France, 402; unpopularity of, 403; his 
patents. 403 vote 1; and Gloucester, 403 
sq.; and York, 403 sqq.; impeached, 406; 

and again, 407 ; banished, vb.; death of, ib.; 
246, 408 

Pole, William de la, 382 
Polesina, the, 196, 218 
Political theory, in later middle ages: op¬ 

posing ideals of unity and plurality, 620; 
three great problems, 620 sq.; Christendom, 
620; Natural Law, ib.\ pontibcateof Boni- 
fac‘e VIII, 621 sq.; doctrine of papal 
supremacy ,622 sq.; Augustinus Triurnphus, 
623, 626; national resistance, 623 sq.; 
Pierre du Bois, 624 sqq., and Jolin of 
Paris, 625; Marsilio of Padua and his as¬ 
sociates, 626; the Spiritual Fmneiscans 
and the Ghibelline view, 627; the nefemor 
Paens, tb., and sovereignty of the people, 
628, and position of priesthood, 629; 
Marsilio’s influence, 630, and Ockham. 
630 6(j.; abstractness of me<lieval political 
thought, 631 sq.; W"yclif: and theory of 
“dominion,” 633; his “communism,” 634, 
and oonservatism, 635; the Conciliar 
Movement, 636 sqq.; natural and positive 
law, 641; absolutism of the State, 642; 
plurality of States, 643; decline of 
medieval ideas, 644; survival of idea of 
natural law, 645 

Pohziano, Angelo, 228, 775, 786, 795, 800 
Pollaiuolo, Antonio, 197, 779 sq. 
Polotsk, 660 

Polybius, 799 
Pomerania (Fjast), Pomerellen, province of, 

129, 558, 561, 570, 578 
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Pomerania (West), duchy of, 155 sq.,5708q. 
575 

Pomerania-Stettin, ducal line of, 155 
Pomerania-Wolgast, ducal line of, their 

succession to Poincmnia, 155 sq.; thedukes 
made princes of the Empire, 156 

Pomerellcn, Pomerania (East) 
Pomponazzi, Pietro, his })c. iminortalitate 

animae, 781 
Pomponius Laetus, 188, 671, 773 sq. 
Pontanus, Giovanni Gioviano, poet, 684, 

774 sq. 
Ponte, John de, 679 
Ponte liiigoscuro, 196 
Pont(;fract, 364 
Ponthieu, 252 
Ponti, .lolin de. of 'ragliacozzo, archbishop 

of Taranto, cardinal-priest of SS. Nereo 
ed Achille(', pajjal legate, 37 

Pontorson, capture of, bv earl of Warwick, 
242 

Pontreinoli, 211 
Ponza, fsle of, naval buttle olT, 176 
Poole, 365 
Popes, Pap.icy 
Porcaro, Stefano, 174 
Portinari, Toinmaso, 744 sq. 
Porto Santo, 521, 532 
Portugal; origin of the naiiu', and extent of 

county, 504; limits of, 505 sqq.; limits of 
kingdom, 509 sqq.; crown prerogative.s, 
525 sq.; crowui revenues, 527, 530; admini¬ 
stration of justie,(‘, 525K(j.; ethni<,’elenie*nt.s, 
525; C<^rte.s. 506,516 sq .,519 sq., 52.3,525 j ; 
powers of Cortes, 526 sq.; iimitations of 
these powers, ih.; coniinercc, 531 .s(j., 

and especially wOth West Africa, 532; 
industries, 531. and of Madeira, the Azores, 
and Cape Verde Islands, 532 ; agrieulturie 
530; agrarian legislation, 531 sij.; causes 
of ngrarian depri-ssion, 530; sea and river 
tisheries, 531 ; breeding of livestock and 
horses, ib.\ the chase, il>.\ popubition, i/a; 
.social conditions, i/y.; kingsof, sec Afonso I, 
II, 111, n', V, Dinis, Edward, Ferdinand 1. 
Joiin 1, II, Manuel 1, Peter 1, Sancho 1, 11 

Portugal, Afonso, infant of, 495, 524 
Portugal, Ferdinand, infant of (of Ser|3e), t514 
Portugal. Ferdinand, infant of, 521 sq. 
Portugal, Peter, infant of, .supplants queen 

Leonor as regent, 522; rebels, defeated and 

killed at Alfarrobeira, it). 
Portugal, Prince Henry of, the Navigator, 

and West African exploration, 521; and 
Tangier expeditiem, 521 sq.; and regency 
dispute, 522 ; 812 

Poton, Jean, seigneur de Xaintraillea, ‘239 
note 3 

Pou, Bernat de, painter, 748 
Poulengy, Jean de, 247 
Power, Jame.s, 247 
Pozriaii (Posen), 556, 561; prince of, 563 
Prado, ttiL*, painting by Master of FlGnalle 

in, 743 
PracTTiatic Sanction, the, of Bourges, 262 

aq.; abolished by Louis XI, thou restored, 
277, 294; his final agreement with Sixtus 

IV, 294; 620,636 
Prague, its importance under Charles IV, 

45; and preachers, 45 sq.; Bethlehem 
Chapel at, 53 sq., 56; and clergy 
and university masters, especially Hus, 
in dissidenco concerning neutrality to¬ 
wards papal schism, 51 sqq.; gatherings 
of nobility at, 65; eoneiliar ban on uni¬ 
versity of, 67; and university’s decision 
about the Cup, il>.\ “Four Articles of,” 
68 sqq., 75 s(jq,, 81, and Compacts of 
I’rague, 81 sq., 91,110 sq .; Tyn church at, 
88 sq.; St Vitus’ cathedral at. 129; statue 
of St George at, 602; lUidolfinum at, 
pamds in, 736; art school of, ih., 738; 795 

Prague, Jernme of, 11, 49, 52 s(j., 55, 59, 61 
Pra<fueri(\ tlip, 265, 275 
Prata, Pih'us dc, archbisliop of iLavenna, 

cardinal-priest of N. J^raxidie,, 116 
Pfemyslid dynasty of Bohemia, 101, 556 S(|. 

Prniosticon Sorratin Posilei, tin’, (>72 
Prenzlaii, treaty <.d, 156 
Pri’s. Joaijiiin dcs, 359 
Pre.s.-Jmrg (I’ozsonv, iiralislava), 132, 596, 

615; treaty of, J53; university of, 68l 
Prestt'r .lohn. Hi2 
Pre.stons, the, 464 
I’fibram, Jan of. ma.ster of Prague uni- 

vei'.sity, 78 sq.; prepares ground for The 
(Unufiuets, Hi, 87 sq., 90 

Prieuse. Guillaume, superii^r of tlie (’arnu;- 
Uheirns, 210 

Prineipnio, th(.', 495 
I'rinting press, at Mayence, 149; mystery 

disscniiiniled, 150; luid liOiiis XJ, 303, 
783; presses of Florenee. 775 sqq. ; Rome, 
7758q.; Suhia<’(>,776; Ftyligno,i/'.; Venice*, 
777; Paris, 7H5 sq.; Orleans, Caen and 
Lyons, 7h6) ; Germany. 794; 713, 815 sq, 

Priscian, his <irominar^ 690, 705 
ITocln.s, his Oo the Sphere, 800 
ITokeip Holy, {Prokop the liald), Tahor 

priest ami ca[)tain, and victory of I'Sti 
(Aussig), 74; and expeditions, 74 sq.; 
conciliatory spirit of, 7H; negotiates with 
Sigismuiid, 80; reji'ct.s council of Basle’s 
request for truce. Hi ; death of, 82; 655 

Prophete, John, 36ii 
Provence, kingdom of, made part of kingdom 

of Burgundy, 308; divided between Beren- 
gars and bou.se of Toulou.se, 311 sq.; 
Conrad III trie.s to support Raymond of 
Baux in his claim to county of, 313; 
Frederick Barbarossa intervene.s in dis¬ 
putes in, ih,\ county of, passes to Charles 
of Anjou, 319; Frederick II pursues policy 
inimical to Church in, 320; governor of 
Dauphine, and delphinal council strive to 
transfer control of, to French royal house, 
325; homage from count of, exacted by 
Emperor Charles IV, 326; dauphin’s 
council in 1355 claim for him delegation 
of imperial sovereignty over, 328; this 
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conceded in 1878, 829; Tegents of, resist 
royal encroachments, ih.\ acquired by 
French monarchy, 292, 881; see also 284, 
273, 788, 748; counts of, see Berengar- 
Eaymond, Charles, Joanna, Louis, Ray- 
mond-Berengar, Ren^, Robert 

Provins, 249 
PrudentiuB, 692 
Prussia, 126, 557, 578, 578, 648; Royal or 

Polish Prussia, 578 sq.; East, or Ducal 
Prussia, 578 

Prussian Union, the, 578 
Prynne, William, 640 
Przemy^l, bishopric of, 566 
Psalter, the, 672; two French illuminated 

psalters, 780; Tenison psalter, 731; Wind¬ 
mill psalter, ih.; Queen Mary’s psalter, 
ih.y 737; psalter of Robert de Lisle, ib., 
787; Gorleston psalter, 782, 737; Luttrell 
psalter, ih,; psalter painted by Andr6 
Beauneveu, 734 

Pseudo-Apuleius, Herbarium of, 664 
Pt46ek, Hynce, of PirkStejn, 89 sqq. 
Ptolemy, Claudius, his Tetrabiblos, 669, and 

translation, Quadripartitum, ib.^ 660; his 
A Imagesi, 669, 798; and astrology, 670 sq.; 
see also 797 

Publeto, friar Osbertus de, 682 
Public IV.aoe {Landfriede)^ 118 sqq., 123; 

sec also under Empire 
Public Weal, league of the; significance and 

composition of, 280; demands and griev¬ 
ances of, ih,, 281; opinions of Louis ex- 
pressed by Cbastellain and Dunois, 281; 
aims of League, ib., 282; mediocrity of 
leaders of, 282; league and clergy, ih,\ and 
office-holders, 283 sq.; and petty nobility, 
commercial bourgeoisie and town artisans, 
284; and Paris, ib,; battle of Montlh^ry, 
and peace of ConflansandSaint-Maur-des- 
Foss^s, ib, 

Pucelle, Jean, painter, 733 sq. 
Puck, battle of, 578 
Puckheim, Pilgrim II, von, archbishop of 

Salzburg, 118 
Pustertal, 120 
Puy, Le, 783 
Pym, John, 640 
Pynson, Richard, 802 
Pyrenees, the, 496 
Pythagoras, the Sphere of, 665 

Quadrivium, the, 692 
Quaglia, of Gorzano, 318 
Queenborough Castle, Sheppey, 409 
Queens’ College, Cambridge, 429, 715 
Quercia, Jacopo della, 768 sq. 
Quintanilla, Alonso of, the queen of Castile’s 

treasurer, 491 
Quintilian, the Institutio Oratoria of, 703, 

707. 714 sq., 782, 787 
Quirinal, Rome, 160 

Raab, river, 153 
Radewyns, Florent, 694 

Radford, Nicholas, 416 
Radolfzell, 7 
Radoslav, 608 
Radziwill, family of, 579 
Ragusa, republic of, 184 sq., 601 
Rainald I, count of Burgundy (Franche 

Comt^), 301 sq. 
Rainald III, count of Burgundy (Franche 

Comt6), 312 sq. 
R4koB, 608 
Ramirez, Francisco, artillery-commander, 

490 
Randolph, Thomas, earl of Moray, 450 
Ranzano, Pietro, bishop of Lucera, human¬ 

istic historian, 615 
Raphael, otherwise Raffaello Sanzio, 772 
Rasis, 670 
Ratisbon, 94, 148, 151, 153 sq. 
Rktolds, the, 591 
Ravello, church of, 752 sq. 
Ravenna, 169, 192; art of, 750 
Ravenspur, 362, 435 
Rawa, district of, 578 
Raymond V, count of Toulouse, narquess 

of Provence, 315 
Raymond VII, count of Toulouse, heads the 

party of the Marseilles townsfolk, 318; 
granted Venaissin, 319 ; death of, ib. 

Raymond, of Burgundy, receives Galicia and 
terra Portucalensis from Alfonso VI, 504; 
Portugal given to Henry under him, ib.; 
plot of Raymond to succeed Alfonso VI, 
505; death of Raymond, ib. 

Raymond, a page, 247 
Raymond-Berengar IV, count of Barcelona, 

481 
Raymond - Beren gar II,countof Provence, 314 
Raymond-Berengar IV, count of Provence, 

supported by Frederick 11 against count 
of Toulouse’s party, 318; marriage of 
daughter of, to Louis IX, and estrange¬ 
ment of Frederick, 319 

R6, island of, 271 
Reading, 401; Reading Abbey, 798 
Redesdale, Robin of, his rising in the North, 

434; Warwick and Clarence support the 
movement, 435 

Reformation, the, 620, 628, 633, 690, 716 
Regino of Priim, 666 
Regiomontanus, or Johann Muller, bishop 

of Ratisbon, 684, 780 sq., 792 sq. 
Regras, Dr Jo&o das, chancellor of Portugal, 

520, 522 
Reillane, Raimbaud de, archbishop of Arles, 

310 
Rejsek, Matthias, of ProstSjov, 115 
Rejt, or Ried, Benedikt, 115 
Relics, cult of, 661 
Renaissance, the, 717, 789, 773, 780 sqq.; 

the Italian, 691, 702, 710, 726, 757, 762, 
764 sqq., 772, 782 , 785 , 792, 816; the 
High Renaissance, 749, 780; in France, 
786 sqq., 802; in the Netherlands, 787 
sqq.; in Germany, 712, 787 sqq., 802; in 
Hungary, 794 sq.; in Poland, 795; in 

69 
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Bohemia, ib,; in Scandinavia, i6.; in 
Spain, 795 sq., 802; in England, 796 sqq., 
802 

Ben6 I, king of Sicily (Naples), duke of 
Anjou, Lorraine and Bar, count of Pro¬ 
vence, is nominated heir by Joanna II, 
165, 484; captive of duke of Burgundy, 
176; arrives at Naples, 177; his activities, 
ih,; flight of, from Naples, ih.; retires to 
Provence, 178; sent by Charles VII to 
Sforza’s aid, 214; named by Catalans 
count of Barcelona, 486; and patronage 
of art, 747; death of, 292; 198, 267,279, 
289 sq., 484, 654 

Ren4 II, duke of Lorraine, and treaty with 
king of France, 289; and coalition against 
Burgundy, t6., 358; his duchy conquered, 
290 sq., 358; and defeat of Charles the 
Bold at Nancy, 291, 358; and Louis XI 
with reference to Bar and Provence, 293; 
152, 198, 218 

Renfrew, 468 
Rense, 120 
Resby, James, 470 
Resende, Garcia de, chronicler, 522 
Reuchlin, Johann, 786, 789 sqq. 
Revello, Henry of, 319 
Rheims, 119; cathedral of, 722 sq., 725 
Rheinfelden, Rudolf of, rector of Burgundy, 

311 
Rhenish electors, the, 116, 119 sq., 122, 

128 sq., 148 
Rhenish league, 118 
Hhetorica ad Hcreiinuivi^ 707 
Rhine,river, 79l8q.,815; confluence of, 334 ; 

Thielt and Dorestad on, ib.; Rhine valley, 
the, 694, 724, 726, 737 sq., 746 sq.; 
Rhineland, the, 118, 136, 149 sq., 152, 
732, 736; Rhine towns, 811; ue aUo 
Palatinate 

Rhone provinces, the, general particulars of, 
306 sq.; attraction of, towards France,312 

Riario, Caterina Sforza, 199, 218 
Riario, Girolamo, lord of Iniola and Forli, 

192; marriage of, to Caterina Sforza, 193; 
occupies Forli: schemes to capture Pesaro 
and Faenza, 195; schemes for expulsion 
of Ferrante and conquest of Ferrara for 
Venice, 196; portrait of, in Melozzo’s 
fresco, 197; murder of, 199 

Riario, Piero, bishop of Treviso, cardinal- 
priest of S. Sisto, 192; diplomatic mis¬ 
sions of, 193; death of, ih. 

Riario, Raphael, 197 
Riba Coa, district of, 517 
Mibauldt, ribauldequins, or “carts of war,” 

649 sq. 
Richard I, Cmur-de-Lion, king of England, 

316 sq., 648 
Richard II, king of England, minority of, 

389; and popular unrest, 362; and con¬ 
stitution, 363; and Ghent, 347; and duke 
of Guelders, 351; lands in Ireland, 459; 
and Art Mac Murrougb, 459 sq.; at Dublin, 
460; at Drogheda, ib,; and chieftains’ 

submissions, ib.; at Kilkenny, ib.; at 
Waterford, ib.; and O’Conor Donn and 
others, ib.; second expedition of, 460 sq.; 
English rising on behalf of, 364; death 
of, ib.; 621, 644, 788 

Richard III, king of England, and Edward 
IV, 439; and Clarence, ib.; takes Berwick, 
477; enters Edinburgh with Albany, ib.; 
takes castle of Berwick, ib.; accession of, 
438; and university of Oxford, 426 ; his 
relations with France, Brittany, and 
Scotland, 437; and duke of Buckingham’s 
rebellion, 423, 440; his good qualities, 
440; death of his son, 439; rumour of 
his intended marriage to his niece, ih,; 
puzzle of his character, 437 sqq.; his 
university endowments, 429; and council 
of the North, 445; and Parliament, 445 
sqq.; and benevolences, 447 sq.; and loans, 
ib.; and Church, 449; and Henry VII, 423, 
440; More’s HUtory of Richard 437 
sq.; 799 

Richemont, see Brittany, Arthur, duke of 
Richental, Ulrich, chronicler, 3 rwte 
Rido, Antonio, captain of Sant’ Angelo, 170 
Rienzo, Cola di, 159 
Riformatori, the Seven, 168 
Rimini, 162, 179, 188 sq., 192, 759, 764, 777 
Rinuccini, Alamanno, humanist and trans¬ 

lator, 220 
Rio do Ouro, 521 
Ripley, George, canon of Bridlington, 429, 

682 
Ripon, 367, 405 
Riva, 211 
Robert II, king of France, 504 
Robert the Wise, king of Sicily (Naples), 

count of Provence, 175 sq.; and schemes 
for re-establishing kingdom of Arles, 321 
sqq.; 600, 679 

Robert I, Bruce, king of Scotland, and 
forfeitures on enemies in blood-feud, 466; 
and restitution, ib.; organises invasion 
of Ireland by Edward Bruce, 450; joins 
him in Ulster, 451; campaign in Limerick 
direction, 452; returns, ib. ; see also Qiiy 

Robert II, Stewart, king of Scotland, 468 sq., 
472 

Robert III, Stewart, king of Scotland, his 
turbulent reign, 469 

Robert, duke of Burgundy, 321 
Robert of Bdthune, count of Flanders, (ion- 

sen ts to peace with France, 340 sq. 
Robert of Cassel, 342 
Robert of Chester, a translation, Th^ Rook 

of the Composition of Alchemy of MorienuSy 
attributed to, 672 

Robert of York, tentatively identified with 
Perscrutator, and hypothetical author of 
a Correctorium alchimiacy 677 

Rochelle, La, 234; prosperity of, revived by 
Loui.s XI, 302; see also 384 

Roches-Tranohelion, castle of, 253 
Rochetaillde, John de la, archbishop of 

Rouen, 22 
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Kodolph II, king of Upper Burgundy, 308 
Rodolph III, the Sluggard, king of Burgundy, 

808; death of, 309; and the Emperor 
Henry II, tfo.; and the Emperor Conrad II, 
ib. 

Rodrigues, Martinho, bishop of Oporto, 
612 sq. 

Roger of Hereford, 669 
Rohan, Pierre de, mar<f‘chal de Gi4, 784 
Rokeby, Sir Thomas, 3G8 
Rokycana, Jan, archbishop-elect of Prague, 

early career of, 79; and invitation 
to Basle, 80; a delegate, 81; elected 
archbishop, 82; and diet’s ratification, 
ib.; and Sigismund’sconfirmation, 82 sq.; 
and promised confirmation by Church, 
83; which is unfulfilled, 88, 93 ; deprived 
of benefice of Tyn church, 88 sq.; his 
flight to Hradec Kralove, 89; and ad- 
herenceof aproportionof Utratjuistclergy, 
ib.; and fixation of Hussite ecclesiastical 
organisation, 90; and reconciliation with 
Pribram section, ib.; and restoration 
to Tyn church, 92; and difiiculties as to 
ordinations, owing to bis legal incapacity, 
93; and King Ladislas’ promise, 94; and 
Pope Calixtus III, 9e'5; and persecution of 
Brethren of the Unity, 103; his writings, 
106; deatli of, 103, 112 

Rolleston, Robert, 399 
Romagna, 160, 162, 164, 172 
Roman, house of, 560 
Roman (Civil) Law, 632, 676 sq., 702, 707, 

809 yq.; reception of, 136, 810 
Roman Empire, the, 660; .sy<? also Holy 

Roman nvd Byzantine Empires 
Rome, social conditions, monuments and 

economic resources of, 159; Ostia, the 
port of, z7>., 164, 168, 176; roads to, 159, 
168, 170 sq.; surroundings and spheres of 
local influence, 159 sqq.; St Peter’s at, 
171, 173, 769, 779, and piazza, 197; 
Vatican at, 160, 171, 197, '200] Papal 
Chapel, 171; new Vatican designed by 
Nicholas V, 173, and new library, ib. ; 
Vatican Grotto, 174; Sistine Chapel,'197, 
779; urban improvements of Sixtus IV, 
ib.; Campus Martius and Quirinal at, 
160 ; Martin Vand, 161; exile of Eugenius 
IV from, 168 sq.; his entry into, 170; 
results of his exile, 171 ; Vitelleschi and, 
169; the cardinal-chamberlain, ljuigi, 
and, 170; sbipbuilding by Calixtus II 
at, 175; disorder during Pius ll’s ab¬ 
sences, 183; building by Paul, 188, and 
organisation of races down Corso, ib.; con- 
ditions under InnocentVIll, 200; churches: 
Santa Maria del Pace, Santa Maria del 
Popolo, San Pietro in Vincoli, Santi 
Apostoli, 197; St JohnLateran, 751; Santa 
Maria Maggiore, ib.; San Salvatore in 
Lauro, 171; Santa Maria in Trastevere, 
751; Santa Cecilia in Trastevere, ib., 752; 
San Paolo fuori le mure, 754; Castle of 
Sant’ Angelo at, 168, 170, 197; Capitol 

of, 169, 188, 200, 754; Appian gate of, 
166; Campo del Fiore at, 169; the Tiber 
and, 160, 168, 175, 197; Senate and 
ParUimento of, 169, 200; the Manfredi 
and, 168 sq.; Roman Academy of, 773 
sq.; Palazzo di San Marco, later Palazzo 
-di Venezia of, 188, 778; Colosseum of, 
778; press at, 776; 622, 624 sqq., 629, 632, 
636 sq., 640, 664, 672, 703, 716, 718, 749 
sq., 753 sq., 757, 770, 777, 788, 790,793, 
798 sqq. 

Romce, Isabella, 244 
Ronda, 489 
Iloos, Thomas de, lord Roos, 413 note 2 
Rosciate, Albericus de, 642 
Roselli, Antonio de, 29 note 
Roses, wars of the, character of, 421, 657 sq.; 

and contrasts, 421 sq.; and military 
engagements, 422, 654; first phase, 422 
sq. ; second phase, 423; third phase, ?7>., 
434 sq.; fourth pha.se, 423; and sporadic 
quality of struggle, ib.; and statistics, 
423 sq.; and looting, 424; and trade, ib. ; 
and historical materials, 424 sq.; and the 
towns, 425; especially Southampton, ib.; 
Nottingham, 425 sq.; Oxford, 426; 

806 
Rossano, principality of, 180 
Ro.sselli, Domenico, 197 
Rosselliiio, otherwise Bernardo Gambarelli, 

173 
Rostock, 551 
Rotherham, Thomas, archbishop of York, 

lord chancellor, 429 
Rouen, 397, 406, 650 
Rous, John, historical writer, 437 
Roussillon, 268 sq., 279; annexation by 

Louis XI, 280, 487; rising breaks out in, 
288; submission of, t5.; quiescence of, 292; 
restored to Ferdinand the Catholic, 494; 
523 

Eoutiers, or Kcorcheurs, 235, 255 
Rovere, Giovanni della, duke of Sora, prince 

of Binigaglia and Mondavio, marriage to 
daughter of Federigo of Urhino, 193; 
depicted in Melozzo’s frovseo, 197; 
conspires with great nobles of Naples 
against Ferrante, 198; attacks Apulia and 
the Abruzzi, ib. 

Rovere, Leonardo della, prefect of Rome, 
193 

Roxburgh, 468, 470, 475 sq. 
Royal Society, the, 792 
Roye, county of, 284 
Roye, Jean de, secretary to the duke of 

Bourbon, 292 
Roimberk (Rosenberg), Oldfich of, 91 
Roznow and Garbow, Zawisza the Black, of, 

571 
Rubertis de Burgo Sancti Sepulchri, Diony¬ 

sius de, astrologer, 679 
Rubios, Palacios, polemical author, 497 
Rudolf I, of Habsburg, king of tlie Romans, 

received by prelates of Arles, 320; aims 
of, for his son Hartmann, ib.] policy of, 
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in the Low Countries, 833; and John of 
Avesnes, ih. 

Eudolf IV, of Habsburg, duke of Austria, his 
Habsburg Privilege promulgated by 
Frederick IH, 146 

Budolf III, elector-duke of Saxony (Saxe- 
Wittenberg), 119 

Buncarii, a Catharo-Waldensian sect, 76 
Bupert of Wittelsbach, elector-palatine of 

the Bhine, king of the Homans, 118; 
elected, 120; and Italian expedition, i6,; 
and Public Peace, league of MarWh, 
peace with John of Mayence and Bernhard 
of Baden, 121; second coronation of, ih.; 
campaign against John of Mayence, and 
death, ih.; 329 

Bupert, archbishop of Cologne, elector, 161 
sq., 186, 367 

Bupescissa, John of, 682 
Bunk, dynasty of, 565, 579 
Busare, Nicholas, archbishop of Nidaros, 

643 
Busca, Lotario, lord of Como, 206 
Busdorf, Paul Belliser von, grand master of 

the Teutonic Order, 575 
Bussia, Black Bussia, 669; White Bussia 

and Little Russia, 560; Red Russia 
(Buthenia), 665 sq,, 673 sq., 676, 679, 
583, and its principalities, 660 sq., 
665 sq. 

Busuti, Filippo, painter, 732 
Buthin, 365 
Butland, Edmund, earl of, 414 sq. 
Buysbroeck, John of, 359, 711 

Saarwerden, Frederick von, archbishop of 
Cologne, elector, 116 

Sabine hills, 160 
Sado, river, 512 
Saint Ahbaye, the, 732 
St Albans, an art centre, 729 sq.; library of, 

796; first battle of, 413, 415, 422; second 
battle of, 415, 422 sq. 

St Andrews, studium generale of, 470, 478; 
archbishopric of, 476, 478 

Saint-Avit, Jean de, bishop of Avranches, 
250 note 1 

St Cecilia altarpiece, master of the, 763 
St Clair, family of, 651 
Ste-Colombe, fortified bridge-head of, 324 
St-Denis, 249; abbey of, 805, and Beau- 

neveu’s sculpture, 734 
St Gall, 704, 782 
Saint-Gelais, Octovien de, bishop of An- 

gouldme, author and translator, 787 
St George’s Chapel, Windsor, 429 
St Jakob on the Birs, 140 
St John’s College, Cambridge, 715 
St Lawrence Jewry, living of, 801 
St Malo, 647 
St Mamede, battle of, 508 
St Maurice-en-Valais, abbey of, 309 sq. 
Saint-Omer, 334 
Saint-Ouen, cemetery of, Rouen, 250 
St Paul’s School, London, 715 sq., 801 

St Valery, honour of, 408 note 1 
St Victor, Hugh of, 665 
Saintes, combat of, 647 
Saintonge, 234 
Saints, lives of the, 661 
Salado, victory of the, 518 sq. 
Salamanca, district of, 507; occupied by 

Afonso I, 610; university of, 796 
Salerno, medical knowledge of, 667 
Salisbury, John of, bishop of Chartres, 283, 

621; his Polycraticui, 631, 669 
Salisbury, Oath of, 633; cathedral, 723 
Salisbury, earls of, $ee Montacute, Neville 
Sallust, 705 
Salutati, Lino Coluccio, 681, 782 
Saluzzo, marquessate of, 328 sqq. 
Salvador, Pedro, bishop of Oporto, 514 sq. 
Salviati, Francesco, archbishop of Pisa, 

plots and execution of, 194, 217 
Bamo^^tia, 126,569, 567sq.,570sq., 573,579 
San, river, 561 
Sancho I, PovoadoTy king of Portugal, 

knighted, 511; marries Dulce of Aragon, 
ih.\ wars with the Moors, ih.\ establishes 
strongholds of Military Orders on Tagus, 
612; restores castle of Leiria, ih.; makes 
war with Leon, ih.\ founds Guarda, ih.\ 
reoccupies north of Alemtejo, ih.; grants 
charter to Cezimbra, ih.; quarrel with 
bishops, 512 sq.; death of, 513 

Sancho II, king of Portugal, makes con¬ 
cordat, 514; renews war against Muslims, 
ih.; weak government of, ih.; and pre¬ 
lates, ih.; reduces castles on Guadiana, 
and western Algarv^e, 515; Afonso of 
Boulogne appointed curator of realm by 
Innocent IV, ih.; revolt of Lisbon against 
Sancho, ih.; dies in exile, ih. 

Sancho IV, the Brave, king of Castile, 
619 

Sanctorius, Augustine, Utraqnist bishop, 109 
sqq, 

Sandomierz, 579 
Sandwich, taken and sacked, 271 
Sangallo, Sebastiano da, 197 
San Giorgio, Coinpagnia di, 208 
Sanguszko, family of, 579 
Sannazaro, Jacopo, humanist, Arcadia, 

Pincatory Kcloyiies and poem De partu 
Virginia, 774 

San Romano, battle of, 771 
Sanseverini, the, 165, 190 sq.; scions of, as 

mercenary captains, 209 
Sanseverino, Antonello, prince of Salerno 

and admiral of Naples, 198; escapes to 
Venice, 199 

Sanseverino, Gian Francesco di, count of 
Caiazzo, 198 

Sanseverino, Girolamo, grand chamberlain 
of Naples, prince of Bisignano, 198; heirs 
of, escape to Venice, 199 

Sanseverino, Roberto, 191; overthrows 
Milanese government in Genoa, 194 sq.; 
lent by Venice to Rome against Feirante, 
198 
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Santa F4, 489, capiiulacionet of, 491 sq, 
Santangel, Luis de, royal notary, 491 
Santarom, 504 sq.; oastle of, 509 sqq.; 

619 sq., 629 
Santiago, military order of, 511, 515 
Sapieha, family of, 579 
Saracens, the, in Alpine strongholds, or 

raiding Mediterranean shores, 308, 646 
Sark, river, 474 
Sarno, river, Ferrante defeated at, 183; 

second defeat of, at, 190 
Sarrancolin, 270 
Barzana, 218 
Sassetta, Stefano, 762 
Satalia, 192 
Sauchie Burn, battle of, 477 
Savaric, bishop of Bath, and Glastonbury, 

817 
Savelli, the, fortresses of, 169; conspire 

with Colonna against Pius II, 183 
Savona,176, 192 
Savonarola, Girolamo, 230, 686 
Savonarola, Michele, medical writer, 685 
Savoy, Bona of, duchess of Milan, 194 sq., 

222 
Savoy, Charlotte of, dauphine, 271, 275, 

279 
Savoy, state of, beginnings of in Maurienne, 

BOB; extent of, under Amadeus VI, ‘Hhe 
Green Count,” of Savoy, 325 rMte 1; 
complete evolution of, under Amadeus 
VIII, duke of Savoy, 329 riote 1; counts 
and dukes of, tee Amadeus, Humbert, 
Louis, Philip 

Saxony, 75, 119, 724; electors of, see Albert, 
Ernest, Frederick, Itudolf; duke of, see 
William 

Scala, Antonio della, lord of Verona, 648 
Scales, Sir Edward Woodville, called lord, 

490 
Scales, Thornes de, lord Scales, 246 sq.; 

taken prisoner at Patay, 248 
Scandinavia, three great institutions in, 

634; feudalism of, 534 sqq.; Denmark, 
634, 636 sqq.; Norway, 534 sqq.; and 
Sw^en, 535 sq.; tendency to union of, 
633,545; elections of kings of Denmark and 
Norway, 549 sq.; and school of panel 
painting, 729 

Scania, 637, 539 sqq., 543 sq., 547, 811 
Scarle, John, 363 
Schaffhausen, free town, 127 
Schedel, Hartmann, 792 
Scheldt, river, commercial movement in 

basin of, 334 
Schism, the Great, 636, 640,682sq., 803,812 
Schleswig, the duchy of, 124, 536, 546 
Schleswig, Adolf XI, duke of, count of 

Holstein, 549 
Schleswig, Frederick, duke of, 554 
Schleswig, Gerhard III, count of Holstein, 

duke of, 646 
Schleswig, Henry, duke of, 542 
Schleswig, Henry III, count of Holstein, 

duke of, 546 sq. 

Schleswig, Waldemar V, duke of, 537 
Schlettstadt, 790 
Schlick, Kaspar, imperial chancellor, 134 

sq., 137 note 1, 138, 182 
Schoeflfer, Peter, 794, 816 sq. 
Schoenhoven, school at, 711 
Schoolmen, the, 775 
Schwarzburg, Henry of, bishop of Munster, 

143 
Schwaz, silver mines of, 153 
Schwyz, 139 
Sciarra, 174 
Scot, Michael, 669 
Scotland, and English suzerainty, 467; 

invasion of Ballioland the ‘ ‘disinherited,” 
ib.; and David IPs ransom, 467 sq.; 
government of, 477; parliaments of, 
467 sq., 477; representation of burghs, 
467; and of inferior clergy, 468; the 
committee (or Lords) of the Articles, 467; 
and Court of Session, ib.; interrupted 
succession to Crown, 468; minority of 
sovereigns, 475; inadequacy of Stewarts 
to govern, 468, 477 ; and the Orkneys and 
Shetlands, 476 sq.; and France, 478; and 
Beformation, ib.; and learning, 470, 478; 
and vernacular literature, 467, 478; and 
the accounts of Aeneas Sylvius 
Piccolomini, Froissart, and Pedro de 
Ayala, 473; kings of, tee David, Edward, 
James, Bobert 

Scotland, Eleanor of, archduchess of Austria, 
267 

Scotland, Margaret of, dauphine, 271, 275 
Scriptoris, Boland, master of Arts and 

Medicine, Paris, 684 
Scrope, Henry, lord Scrope of Masham, 

treasurer of the Exchequer, 376 sqq., 386 
Scrope, John, lord Scrope of Masham, 

treasurer of England, 395, 399 
Scrope, Bichard, archbishop of York, 367, 

376 
Sedulius, 692 
Semendria (Smederevo), battle of, 135, 

606, 608 
Sempach, battle of, 647 sq. 
Senchus Mor, the, 666 
Seneca, Lucius Annaeus, 709; letters of, 

706; Tragedies of, 707, 712; 782, 787, 
794 

Senegal, river, 524, 812 
Senlis, 249 
Sephardim, the, 501 
Serbe, 608 
Serbia, 135, 601, 606, 613 
SerbopouloB, John, 798 
Serpa, 610, 614, 517 
Serra, Jaime, painter, 748 sq. 
Serra, Pere, painter, 748 sq. 
Servius, 705; his commentaiy on Virgil 

printed, 776; 794 
Sesia, river, 207 
Sessa, Covella Buffa, duchess of, 165 
Sessa, Eleonora, duchess of, 180 
Ssesa, Gian Antonio Marzano, duke of, 
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supports Alfonso as heir to Naples, 165; 
and as Joanna’s successor, 176; captured 
by Genoese fleet, and taken to Milan, ib, 

Sessa, Marino Marzano, prince of Bossano, 
duke of, marries Alfonso’s natural 
daughter, 180; welcomes John of 
Calabria’s fleet,. 190; makes Terra di 
Lavoro obedient to Ferrante, 191; is en¬ 
trapped by the latter, ib, 

Setenil, 489 
Sevenoaks, 408 
Seville, university of, 795 
Sforza, Francesco, duke of Milan, confirmed 

in his father’s honours by Joanna II, 165; 
leads the Sforzeschi, ib.\ attacks the 
March in Visconti’s service: enters Papal 
Tuscany, 167; bribed with honours by 
Eugenius, ib., 168,178; serves with Milan 
against Venice, 210; imprisoned by 
Visconti, ih.\ goes over to Venice, 211; 
marries Maria Visconti, 170, 211; loses 
most of the March, 170, 178; favoured 
by Sigismondo Malatesta, 178; marches 
on Rome: recalled by Visconti, 171; 
sells Jesi, 178; becomes duke of Milan, 
213, 268; engagement of third son of, to 
Leonora d’Aragon a, 180; and Charles VII, 
213 sq.; and the dauphin Louis, 271; 
and Fra Simone da Camerino, 214; party 
to PejMje of Lodi, ib.; and league with 
Florence and Venice, ib.; and treaty of 
the Italian powers, ib., 215; and Ferrante; 
and Genoa, 215; invested by Louis XI 
with Genoa and Savona, 216, 279; 
invested with duchy, 224; his develop¬ 
ment of council, and finance committees, 
ib.; capitulations of, ib.; and the church, 
ib., 225; benefactions of, 225; hostility 
to, ib.; Castello Sforzesco built by, ib.; 
death of, 216; 287, 742 

Sforza, Galeazzo Maria, duke of Milan, 
under protection of Papacy, 216; marriage 
of, 225; his character and government, 
ib.; murder of, tb.; 289 

Sforza, Gian Galeazzo, duke of Milan, 225 
sqq. 

Sforza, Giovanni, 177 
Sforza, Ippolita, 180 
Sforza, Ludovico, II Moro, duke of Milan, 

194; causes revolt against Bona: enters 
Milan, 195, 225; and Ferrarese war, 196; 
allows aid to Ferrante, 198; and 
Innocent VIII, 199; and Guzzone, ib.; 
and Lorenzo de’ Medici, 218; government 
of, 225; and investiture, 225 sq.; genius 
of, 226; and Gian Galeazzo Sforza’s 
death, 226 note 1; and patronage of art, 
226 sq.. 780 

Sforza, Muzio Attendolo, grand constable 
of Naples, count of Cotignola andAriano, 
lord of Terra di Lavoro, condottiere, and 
recovery of Ostia and Castle of Sant’ 
Angelo for Joanna II, 163; and expulsion 
of Braccio from Rome, ib ; and recon¬ 
ciliation with latter: and conspiracy 

against Caracciolo, 164; death of, 165; 
origin of, 209; early career of, 208 

Sforza, Sforza Maria, duke of Bari, 194 sq. 
Sforzeschi, the, 164 sq., 208, 210 
Sherborne, abbey, 738; missal, ib. 
Shetlands, the, 476 
Shillelagh, valley of, 461 
Shipton Moor, 367 
Shirwood, John, bishop of Durham, 715, 

799 sq. 
Shrewsbury, 365 sqq. ; battle of, 367, 469, 

651 
Sicilian Vespers, the, 321 
Sicily, 164 sq., 179 sq., 189,481,483,499, 

748 
Sicily (Naples), see Naples 
Sioulians (Sz^klers) of Transylvania, 595 
Siena, 194 sq.; the Nine of, 182,216; art 

of, 732 sq., 750 sq., 759 sqq.; and Duccio, 
756 sq.; and Giotto, 757; Palazzo 
Pubblico, painting in, 751, and frescoes 
in, 759, 761 sq.; cathedral, pulpit, 763 
sq., and facade, 754; and statute of St 
John the Baptist, 770; Opera del Duomo, 
MaesVi in, 756; and altai*piece, 761; 
Servite church at, 751; Carmelite church, 
altarpiecc in, 760 sq.; Museum of, 755; 
Campo, Fonte Gain in, 769; baptistery, 
font of, ib.\ merchants of, 755; 768, 
773 

Sieradz, 558, 562 sq., 579 
Sierra Leone, 522 
Siferwas, John, painter, 738 
Sigismund of Luxemburg, Western 

Emperor, king of Hungary and Bohemia, 
elected king of the Romans, 122; suppporta 
John XXIII, ib., 1; guarantcies Wences- 
las, 122; receives Brandenburg, ib.; 
character of, 122 sq.; and Frederick of 
Hohenzollern, 125 sq ; and Venice, ib.; 
coronations of, 28, 127; and Arles, 329; 
and Benedict XHI, 2,9,329; and Amadeus 
VIII, 329; and Valence, 329 sq ; Vienne, 
330; and Henry V, ib.; and Dauphin^, 
ib., 331; and Council of Constance, 1,3sq., 
6, 9, 11, 13 sqq.; and Council of Basle, 
23, 25 sq., 29, 34; and Hus, 57 sqq.; 
and war on Hussites, 67 sq.; and 
Bohemian coronation, 70; and defeats at 
Vitkov Height and Vysehrad, ib.; and 
resolution of Bohemian esttites against 
him, ib.; and acceptance in Silesia and 
Lusatia, ib.; and retreat of his forces 
from Zatec, 73; and defeat of Kutn4 
Hora, ib.; and “The Orphans,” 74; 
and negotiations with Prokop the Bald, 
80; and episcopal elections in Bohemia, 
82; and Jan Rokycana, 82 sq.; and the 
Compacts, 34, 83; presides over diet, 
83; and Utraquist Czechs, 88; and 
imperial reform, 128, 133; and Bemabd 
Visconti’s descendants, 206 sq.; and 
Filippo Visconti’s dukedom, 207; and 
Brabant, 352; and marriage to Mary of 
Anjou, 117, 566, 608; and Polish throne, 
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567; and intrigues in Lithuania, 569; 
and Jagiello, 571, 573; and campaign of 
Grunwald, 571 sq.; and Polish clerical 
party, 674; and invasion of Poland, 573; 
and Vitold of Lithuania, 575; and incite¬ 
ment to partition of Poland, 674; and 
Swidrygiello, 676; and invasion of 
Hungary, 603; and coronation, ife.; and 
war with Tvrtko of Bosnia, ift., 606; and 
defeat at Nicopolis, 603; and the great 
Hungarian barons, 604; and marriage 
with Barbara of Cilli, ih,; and Hungarian 
administration, ih.\ extravagance of, 
604 sq.; and rebellions in Hungary, 603, 
606; and loss of Dalmatia, ih.\ and 
second defeat on Lower Danube, 606; 
and victory at castle of Smederevo 
(Semendria), ih ; death of, 40, 84, 89, 
133, 675; burial of, 133; reign of, ih.\ 
the Reformation Kaiser Sigismunds, ib.; 
20, 72, 104, 607 sq., 636 

Sigismund, of Habsburg, count of Tyrol, 
136 sq., 147, 267; Alsatian possessions 
of, 288; sells Upper Alsace, 357; and the 
eight Swiss cantons, 140, 289; and coali¬ 
tion against Burgundy, ih,; surrenders 
Tyrol, 153 

Signorelli, Luca, 197, 779 
Signoria, the, of Florence, 203, 220 sq., 

224 
Sigurdsson, Amund, 648 
Sil Murray, the, clans, 458 
Silento, Zelento or Zeleuce, Petrus de, 

alchemical writer, 682 
Silesia, 70, 74 sq., 81, 95, 97, 108, 152, 166, 

557 sq., 561, 570, 574 sq., 577 sq., 616, 
790; princes of, 556, 558; Silesian dukes, 
156 

Silvester II (Gerbert), Pope, 667 sqq.; 
his doubtful connection with the Mathe- 
viatica Alhandrei (or Alchandri), 669 

Silvester, Bernard, his I)e Muvdi Universi- 
tate, 669 

Simonetta, Cecco, secretaiy^ of Sforza, 
governs Milan under him, 224; governs 
under Bona, but executed later, 225 

Sine Vody, battle of, 561 
Sinigaglia, 183 
Sintheim, John, 713 
Sintra, 504, 509 
Sintra, Pedro da, 522 
Sixtus IV (Francesco della RovereJ, Pope, 

election of, 192; crusading projects of, 
ib.; and Triple Alliance, 193; and war 
with Florence, i5., 194; and plot against 
Medici, 194; and alliance with Naples, 
ib.; objects to i>eace, 195; and Turks, ib.; 
and Ferrarese War, 196; and Louis XI, 
293 sq.; and Edward IV, 448; and 
Inquisition, 502; and supposed witch 
sect, 686 ; and painters, 197, 778 sq.; and 
Vatican library, ib.; and churches, 197; 
and urban improvements, ib.; and Roman 
academy, 774; and Platina, ib.\ and 
Pomponius Laetus, ib.; and Regiomon¬ 

tanus, 793; and printers, 776; death of, 
196 sq.; tomb of, 779; 789, 799 

Skelton, John, 802 
Skotnicki, Jaroslav XIX, archbishop of 

Gniezno, 563 sq. 
Slane, 461 
Slavs, Pannonian, 588; Bulgarian, 588 
Sligo, 454 
Sluter, Claus, sculptor, 739 sq. 
Sluys, founded, 336; Edward III at, 344 
Smederevo, see Semendria 
Smirke, Richard, 731 
Smolensk, 569 
Smyrna, 192 
Snowdonia, 365 
Soares de Silva, Estevam, archbishop of 

Braga, 515 
Sochaczew, principality of, 578 
Sodalitas Litteraria Danubiana, the, 616, 

793 
Sodermanland, Eric, duke of, character of, 

535; marriage of, 534; fiefs of, ib.; im¬ 
prisonment and death of, ib. 

Soest, Hansa town of, its quarrel with the 
archbishop of Cologne, 141; and subse¬ 
quent war, 141 sq.; and settlement at 
Maestricht, 142; and Meister Conrad, 738 

Sofia, fortress of, 609 
SoisBons, 249 
Soldan, khan of the Golden Horde, 671 
Solinus, 707 
Solomon, king of Israel, 663, 675 
Solothurn, three diets held at, by the 

Emperor Henry III, 310 
Somerled, lord of the Isles, 463 
Somerset, 381; dukes of, see Beaufort 
Somme towns, the, 262, 266 note 2, 278, 

292 
Somnium Viridarii, the, 622 sq., 642 sq. 
Sonncnburg, nunnery of, 186 
Sophia of Bavaria, queen of Bohemia, 47, 

67 
Sopron, 596 
SorbolO, Niccolo, 211 
Sorel, Agnes, 252, 270 
Sorrento, 165 
Southampton, 375; financial sufferings of, 

425 
Spain, chaps, xv, xvi, passim; ethnic 

elements in population of, 500; painting 
in, 748 sq.; 806, 807 note 1, 808; see also 
Aragon, Castile, Catalonia, Granada, 
Leon, Navarre, Valencia 

Spezia, La, 176 
Spires, 791 
Spires, John of, 776 
Spires, Wendelin of, 776, 794 
Spiritual Franciscans, the, 323; ideals of, 

620; their theologians, 626; and their 
general, 626 sq.; and aims, 627 

Spiz, district of, 673 
Sponheim, abbey of, 790 sq. 
Springs, the, of Lavenham, 426 
Stafford, Henry, duke of Buckingham, 423, 

440 
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Stafford, Humphrey, ttyfled earl of Stafford, 
418 

Stafford, Humphrey, earl of Stafford, later 
duke of Buckingham, 899, 418 sq. 

Stafford, John, archbishop of Canterbury, 
lord chancellor, 406, 409 

Stanley, John, in Ireland, 459 
Staple, the, 884 
Stamina, Gherardo, painter, 749 
States (Estates) General, the French 

monarchy fre^ from tutelage of, 264; 
States of Ohinon, ih ; States of Langue 
d’oll and Languedoc, ib.; Louis XI 
reproached by Leaguers for not 
assembling the States General, 281; 
assembly of the States General at Tours, 
295; provincial and local states, 296; 
states of Dauphin^, t6.; 806 

Statius, 706; ThebaU of, 707; Silvae of, 799 
Statius, Leonard, general of the Dominicans, 

13 
Statute De Haeretico Comburendo, 885 
Statute of Labourers, 408; enforced in Ire¬ 

land, 456 
Statute of Praemunire, 395, 620 
Statute of Provisors, 620 
Statute of Truces and Safeconducts, 383, 400 
Stauntons, the, 454 
Stefano da Verona, 764 
Stefano, Tommaso di, 763 
Stein, monastery of, 713, 791 
Stellata, 196 
Stephen I, St, king of Hungary, 587, 598; 

holy crown of, 592, 610, 612 sq.; 
probable statue of, 726 

Stephen Dragutin, king of Serbia, 591 
Stephen Urofi IV Du§an, tsar of Serbia, 

599, 601 
Stephen UroS V, tsar of Serbia, 601 
Stephen, ban of Bosnia, 600 
Stephen II, duke of Bavaria-Ingolstadt, 118 
Stephen II, archbishop of Vienne, 313 
Stewart, Alexander, duke of Albany, earl of 

Mar, lieutenant of the Eealm, 477 sq. 
Stewart, Alexander, earl of Buchan, the 

Wolf of Badenoch, 469 
Stewart, Alexander, earl of Mar, 469 
Stewart, Sir Alexander, 471 
Stewart, David, duke of Rothesay, 469 
Stewart, Lady Isabella, 469 
Stewart, Sir James, Knight of Lorn, 474 
Stewart, John, earl of Mar, 477 
Stewart, Mary, countess of Arran, 476 
Stewart, Murdoch, duke of Albany, regent 

of Scotland, and peace with England, 470; 
and release of James I, ib.; is executed, 
471 

Stewart, Robert, duke of Albany, regent of 
Scotland, and James I, 469; and earldom 
of Ross, 470; events of his regency, ib.; 
and the capitulation of Narbonne, 10 

Stewart, Sir Robert, and murder of James I, 
473 

Stewart, Walter, high steward of Scotland, 
468 

Stewart, Walter, earl of Atholl, 472 
Stewart, Sir Walter, of Fife, Lennox and 

Menteith, 471 
Btillington, Robert, bishop of Bath and 

Wells, lord chancellor, 429, 488 
Stirling,castle of ,474Bq.; Chapel Royal at, 477 
fitltnf, Thomas of, 45, 49, 64 
Stockholm, 541, 547, 552, 554, 795 
Stonor, Sir William, 882 
Stonors, the, of Stonor Castle, Oxfordshire, 

427 sq. 
Stourton, Sir John, 399 
Strabo, 707 
Strada, Torello of, 319 
Stradiots, the, 196 
Strakonice, 92 
Strasbourg, 120, 189 sq.; school at, 711; 

sculpture of, 725; 791 sq., 794 
Stratheam, earldom of, 471, 473, 475 
Stfibro, Jakoubek of (Jacobellus de Misa), 

60, 79, 87 
Stfibro (Mies), siege of, 131 
Strozzi, the, 172 
Strzelecki, John, chancellor of Poland, 

563 sq. 
Stuhlweissenburg, see Sz^kesfeh^rvAr 
Sture, Sten, regent of Sweden, and defeat 

of King Christian, 552; and council's 
promised acknowledgment of King Hans, 
554 ; capitulation of, ib.; and Dr Hemming 
Gadh and reconciliation with Svante 
Sture, ib.; and deposition of king Hans, 
ib.; and Norwegian rebellion, ib.; and 
successful rebellion in Sweden, ib.; death 
of, ib.; 795 

Sture, Sten, the younger, regent of Sweden, 
554 

Sture, Svante, regent of Sweden, 554 
Stuttgart, 790 
Styria, duchy, 136, 160 
Subiaco, mural paintings at, 751; press of, 

776 
Suffolk, dukes of, see Pole, de la 
Sulmona, battle of, 177 
Sulpitiua, the Oramrnar of, 802 
Sundgau, 140 
Surienne, Francois de, 263 
Swabia, town-league of, 118,163; league of 

Morbach and towns of, 120; nobles of, 
139; towns of, ib.; lesser estates of, 158; 
811 

Sweden, and limitations of feudalism, 586; 
and its increase, 637; and Swedish pre¬ 
dominance in the church and nobility of 
Norway, 539 sq., 546; and effect of inter¬ 
marriages with Danish noble families, 
644 ; and dynastic feudalisation, 638 sq.; 
and a national code, 539; and capitulation 
of King Albert, 541; and royal policy of 
intruding Danes into sees and 6efs, 546; 
and dissatisfaction amongpeasantry, native 
nobility, and clergy, 547; also of merchant 
and industrial class, 547 sq.; rebellion of 
Engelbrecht in, 548; royal rivalry in, 
552; the regencies in, 552 sqq.; com- 
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meroial and territorial expansion of, 562 
sq.; and literary works, 534, 552; kings 
of, aee Albert, Birger, Charles, Christian, 
Chri8t(^her, Brio,Hans,Magnus; regents 
of, Engelbreoht, Sture 

Sweynheym, Conrad, 776 
Swi^giello, grand prince of Lithuania, 

182, 676 
Switzerland, Swiss, annexations from Sigis- 

mund of Tyrol, 147; attacked by Charles 
the Bold, 152; hostile to imperial control, 
152 sq.; descend upon Val d’ Ossola and 
Val Levantina, 206; and Zurich, Frederick 
111 and Charles VII, 139 sq., 267; defeated, 
though formidable, at St Jakob on the 
Birs, 140,255; included in peace of Lodi, 
215; held by pact to Louis XI, 289; their 
independence recognised by Sigismund of 
Tyrol, ib.; included in the coalition or¬ 
ganised by Louis, ib.; defeat Charles the 
Bold at Grandson and Morat, 290; 118, 
654, 747 

Swynford, Katherine, duchess of Lancaster, 
871 

Syllabus^ the, of Pius IX, 620 
Synesius of Cyrene, bishop of Ptolemais, 

664 
Szapolyai, Imre, count palatine, captain- 

general of Hungary, 618 
Szeged, treaty of, 609 
Sz6ke8feh4rvar, Feh4rv4r (Stuhlweissen- 

burg), 134, 137, 691, 698 
Szil4gyi, Michael, 612 

T4bor, founded, 69; and radical Hussites, 71; 
and Zii^ka, 72 ; and chiliastic beliefs, 77; 
proclamation at, 84; surrender, 92 

Taborites, 72 sqq.; religious beliefs and 
practices of, 77 sq.; and Council of Basle, 
80; and military expedition with Orphans, 
81; and compacts, 82; revolutionary 
theories, 84; and Prague diet, 90; end of 
movement, 92; 31, 102 sq., 132, 656 

Tachov, 74 
Tagliacozzo, 159 
Tagus, river, 504, 509, 612, 520 
Tailboys, William, 403, 406 
“Takehans,” 337 
Talbot, John, lord Fumival, earl of Shrews¬ 

bury, king’s lieutenant, 461 sq.; and siege 
of Orleans, 243,247; and Joan of Arc, 246; 
taken prisoner at Patay, 248; death of, 
253; 652 sq. 

Talbot, William, 250 
Tames, the, of Gloucestershire, 426 sq. 
Tangermunde, 166 
Tankardus, aJchemical writer, 682 
Tannenberg, battle of, tee Grunwald 
Taranto, Louis, prince of, 600 
Tardif, Guillaume, 783 
Tarragona, the archbishop of, 482 
Tartars, the, 557sqq.,669, 671, 576, 679,648 
Tattersall, castle of, 381 
Tauler, John, mystic, 737 
Tans (Domailioe), Hussite victory ,24,80,182 

Tegin, khan of the Crimean Tartars, 575 
Tenby, castle and lordship of, 430 note 1 
Tenczynski, family of, 576 
Terence, 706 sq., 709, 782, 796; commen¬ 

tary on, 785; 802 
Teresa, countess of Portugal, marries Henry 

of Burgundy, 504; <p6rsuades him to claim 
romised cession, 605; is treated as queen 
y Portuguese soldiers, ih.; submits to 

Urraca, 606; and Cortes of Oviedo, ib.; 
and revolution of Galicia, ib.; receives 
Tuy and Orense, ib.; inspires Coimbra to 
resist Muslims, ib.; attacked by Urraca, 
ib.; besieged in Lanhoso, ih.; and Fer¬ 
nando Peres, i6., 507; and cession of 
territory, 607; and war with Alfonso VII, 
ib.; and internal revolt, ib.; defeated at 
St Mamede, 508; death of, ib. 

Terracina, 180, 183 
Tertullian, 798 
Teupitz, 166 
Teutonic Order, the, and acquisition of 

Michaldw, 556; and conquest of Pome¬ 
rania, 666 sq.; and disregard of papal 
award, 567; and war with Poland, 657 
sqq.; and treaty of ICalisz, 559, 562; and 
Danzig and Thom, 261; and Lithuania, 
567; and Samogitia, ih.; and Vitold’s 
schemes, 668 sq.; flourishing condition 
of, 570; and Jagiello’s conversion of 
Lithuania, 669 sq.; and second war with 
Poland, 670 sq.; and battle of Tannenberg, 
571 sq.; and defence of Marienbur^678; 
and peace with Jagiello, ib.; and Polish 
complaints, 674 sq.; and third period of 
Northern War, 576; and peace, ib.; and 
final settlement with Poland, 578; 124, 
129, 648, 811 

Teviotdale, 469 
Tewkesbury, battle of, 287, 423, 436 
The Book of Perfect Mastery, 673 
The Book of Seventy Precepts, 678 
Thebit ben Corat, 669 
Theocritus, 791 
Theodosian Code, the, 660 
Theodulus (Gottschalk), the Eclogues of, 

692 
Theolophorus, brother, his Book of Great 

Tribulations in the Near Future, 683 
Theophrastus, on Plants, 791 
Thetel, or Zael, 669, 671 
Thielt, 834, 336 
Thomar, battle of, 608; castle of, 512 
Thomas d Kempis, St, 711 
Thomas of Bologna, 682 
Thomond, 452 sq., 457 
Thom, i^ce of, 126, 578; town of, 679 
Thuringia, 665 
Tibullus, Albus, 782 
Tiburoio, bishop of Coimbra, 616 
Tiburzio, raises revolt in Borne, executed, 

183 * 188 
Tifernas, Gregorius, 778, 783, 798 
Tilley, William, of Selling, prior of Christ 

Church, Canterbury, 481, 715, 800 
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Timperleys, the, 427 
Timur (Tamerlane), khan of Mavara ’Inahr, 

669 
Timur Kutlugh, khan of the Oolden Horde, 

669 
Tipperary, county, 464 
Tiptoft, Sir John, lord Tiptoft, treasurer of 

the Exchequer, 376, 395 
Tiptoft, John, earl of Worcester, constable 

of England, and executions, 422, 439 sq.; 
and humanism, 417, 431, 439, 716; as 
king’s deputy in Ireland, 464 sq.; is 
executed at the “re-adeption,” 439, 465; 
797 sq. 

Tisza, river, 589 
Tivoli, 167, 172 
Todi, 160 
Toledo, 666, 669 
Tolentino, Niccol6 da, condottiere, 209 
Tolfa, papal alum mines at, 184, 191, 194 
Tomacelli, Pirro, abbot of Monte Cassino, 

170 
Tordesillas, treaty of, 518, 525 
Toro, 507; battle of, 481 
Torquemada, Thomas de, grand inquisitor 

of Castile, 502 
Torre, Marc’ Antonio dalla, 781 
Torriti, Jacopo, artist, 751 
Tortona, 206 
Toscanelli, Paolo del Pozzo, 780 sq., 788 
Toul, 267 
Toulouse, town of, 241; Gapitouls of, 284 

note 3; parlement of, the first provincial 
parlement, 264 

Toulouse, counts of, 812; see Kaymond 
Tour du Pin, Robert de la, archbishop of 

Vienne, 316 
Touraine, 234,274; duchy of, 474; artof,747 
Toumai, and commerce, 336; and in¬ 

surrectionary movement, 337; siege of, 
344; and later disturbances, 347; and 
deputation to Charles VII, 240; Robert 
Campin, a painter of, 742 

Tours, Joan of Arc at, 247; truces of, 252, 
254; and Jean Foucquet, 747; 800 

Towton, battle of, 271 
Toz Grecus, author of The Book of Venus, 

674 
Trani, 177 
Transylvania, 591, 595, 608 sq. 
Tras-os-Montes, province of, 504 
Trastamara, dynasty of, 259 
Trava, Fernando Perez de, count of Oporto 

and Coimbra, 506 sq. 
Traversari, St Ambrose, of Camaldoli, 799 
Trechsel, Johann, 786 
Trecis, John de, minister of the Order of 

the Holy Trinity, 684 
Tr^moille, Georges de la, great chamberlain 

of France, favourite of Charles VII, 242; 
prejudices Charles VII against Joan, 249; 
dominates his will, 251; assassination 
of, ib. 

Trentino, lords of the, included in the 
Italian league, 215 

Tresham, William, 406 
Treves, Jakob of Baden, elector-archbishop 

of, 141, 148 
Treves, treaty at, 140; 151 sq., 289 
Trevisan, the march of Treviso, 682 
Trinoi, Corrado III, vicar of Foligno, 170 
Tristram, 731 
Trittenheim, Johann of, Trithemius, abbot 

of Sponheim, 790 sq.; his works, 791 
Triumphus, Augustinus, author of treatise 

On the Power of the Pope, 623, 626 
TriviuMy the, 690, 692 
Trivulzio, Gian Giocopo, Milanese general, 

194, 198, 227 
Troki, 559, 679 
Tromba, Nicholas, archbishop of Gniezno, 

deputy-chancellor of Poland, 671 sqq. 
Tromba, statute of, 574 
Tronto, river, 160 
Troyes, Guichard, bishop of, 687 
Troyes, treaty of, 232 sqq., 236, 246 
Trujillo, treaty of, 481 
Tuchet, John, lord Audley, 414 
Tuddenham, Sir Thomas, 403, 422 
Tudor, Sir Jasper, earl of Pembroke, duke 

of Bedford, 413 note 2, 416 
Tunis, 496 
Tunstall, Cuthbert, bishop of Durham, 801 
Tuqtfimish, khan of the White Horde, 569 
Tura, Cosimo, 778 sq. 
Turba Philosophorum, the, 673 
Turin, treaty of, 601; library of, 740 
Turrecremata, Juan de, cardinal-bishop of 

Sabina, his Summa de Ecclesia and De 
Potestate Papae^ 637 

Tuscany, 705, 763; the Tuscan patrimony, 
160; art of, 750, 754 sq., 772 

Tuy, and Portugal, 505; and Alfonso VII, 
506; peace of, ib.; and Afonso I, 610 

Tvrtko 1, king of Bosnia, 603 
Tvrtko II, king of Bosnia, 606 
Tyndale, William, 644 
Tyrol, diet of, 137, 153; succession to, 

163; possession of, tl^. 
Tyrone, 454 sq., 458 

Ubaldis, Baldus de, 641 sqq. 
Uccello, Paolo, 770 sq. 
Ufford, Ralph d’, justiciar, 455 sq.; sum¬ 

mons parliament, 456; takes Desmond’s 
castles, ib.; imprisons earl of Kildare, ib. 

Ugra, river, 569 
Uguccio (Hugutio) of Pisa, canonist, his 

Liber Derivationuniy 691 
Ujlaki, Nicholas, voivode of Transylvania, 

612 
Ukraine, the, 661, 679 
Ullerston, Richard, theological writer, 638 
Ulm, member of a confederation, 143 
Ulster, 450 sqq., 454, 460, 462 sq. 
Ulugh Muhammad, khan of the Volga 

Tartars, 676 
Umbria, 160, 163 sq.; art of, 750 
Umfraville, Gilbert, lord Umfraville, 467 
University College, Oxford, 799 
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Upsalft, university of, 652, 795 
Urban V (Guillaume de Grimoard), Pope, 

827, 674 
Urban VI (Bartolomeo Prignano), Pope, 116, 

636 
Urbino, 171, 192, 227; palace of Federigo 

of Montefeltro at, 228; confraternity of 
Corpus Domini, predella of, 771; and 
Melozzo da Forll, 778 

Urgel, Jaime, count of, 481 sq. 
Urraca, queen of Leon and Castile, succeeds 

Alfonso VI, and marries Alfonso I of 
Aragon, 506; is defeated by Henry of 
Portugal and Alfonso at Campo d’Espina, 
ih.\ with Henry besieges Alfonso at 
Penafiel, ih,; orders inhabitants of 
Zamora and Sahagun to exclude Henry, 
ib.; is expelled from Astorga, 606, but 
recovers her position, xb.\ is recognised 
08 her superior by Teresa, \b,; renews 
war with Alfonso, ib.; invades Portugal, 
and besieges Teresa, ih.; grants Zamora, 
Toro, Salamanca, and Avila to her in 
vassalage, 507 

Urraca, infanta of Portugal, 510 
Ursins, Jouvenel des, chronicler, 235 
Urswyk, Christopher, successively warden 

of King’s Hall, Cambridge, dean of York, 
and dean of Windsor, 800 

Usk, Adam of, chronicler, 387 
Usodimare, Antoniotto, 522 
Usodimare, Peretta, 200 
Utraquists, moderate party among Bo¬ 

hemians, 67 sq., 73, 78 sq., 80, 109 sqq.; 
disappointments of, 88; Boleslav centre 
of reorganisation of, 89 sq.; and Roky- 
cana, 93; and Giovanni Capistrano, 94; 
and George of PodSbrady, 101; and Horeb 
Brotherhood, 103; and Vladislav II, 
109; and Augustine Sanctorius, ib., 110 
sqq.; and league, 111; and treaty of 
Kutn4 Hora, ib.; 795 

Utrecht, see of, 140; cathedral song school 
of, 713; 332 sq., 347 

Uzbeg, khan of the Golden Horde, 560 sq. 
Uzes (Guzes), the, tribe, 688 
Uzzano, Niccol6 da, 204; death of, 206 

Val Lamone, 160 
Valence, 785 
Valencia, 481 sqq., 487; university of, 795 
Valenciennes, 325, 337; agitated by social 

conflict, 347 
Valentinois, counts of, 316, 324; nee alto 

Poitiers, de 
Valerius, Julius, 664 
Valerius Flaocus, 706 
Valerius Maximus, 707, 709 
Valla, Lorenzo, 173, 709, 773, 775, 781; 

his Elegantiae^ 785 
Valladolid, 492 
Valle, Fantino della, auditor of the rota, 

papal envoy to Bohemia, 98 
Vallseca, Guillem de, and election of Ferdi¬ 

nand 1, 482 

Valverde, battle of, 521 
Van Eyck, Hubert, 369, 740 sqq., 745, 749 
Van Eyck, Jan, 369, 740 sqq., 749 
Vanni, Andrea, painter, 762 
Vanni, Lippo, painter, 762 
Varanger fjord, 551 
Varese, 766 
Varna, battle of, 137, 677, 607, 609, 658, 

806 
Varro, M. Terentius, 783, 797 
Vartenberk, 6en^k of, leader of Hussite 

nobility, 67 
Varye, Guillaume de, 301 
Vasari, Giorgio, 742, 755 sq., 778 sq. 
Vasily II, grand prince of Moscow, 575 
Vaudetar, Jean de, 734 
Vechta, Conrad of, archbishop of Prague, 67 
Velezr.Malaga, 489 
Velletri, 777 
Verne, courts of the, 123 sq. 
Venaissin, the, 292, 319 sq. 
Venerameri, PonceBetto, 169 
Venezuela, 493 
Venice, Republic of, and Charles I oi 

Hungary, 596; and loss of Dalmatia to 
Ijewis the Great, 601; and recovery of, 
603; and the Brenner, Aquileia, and the 
Poles, 126; and Ancona, 160; and the 
Emperor Sigismund, 126, 167, 606; her 
alliance abandoned by PopeEugeniu8,170; 
and impossible conditions to Pius II, 183; 
and war with Turks, 184; fleet of, ib., 
185; and Cyprus, 194, 231; and alliance 
with Florence and Milan, 194; and prince 
Djem, 200; and Visconti power, 210; 
wins Brescia and Bergamo, ib.; acquires 
Crerna, 214; and peace of Lodi, ib.; and 
Italian league, ib., 215; and Charles 
VII, 215; and Milan, 216; and Florence, 
ib.; and Ferrarese war, 196, 217 sq.; 
Mmjgior ConHglio of, 229; Pregadi of, ib., 
210; Collegio of, 229; and Savii, ib.; 
doge and councillors of, ib., 230; ConH¬ 
glio di Died of, 230; government of, ib.; 
dominion of, ib.; rettori and podeste of 
her cities, 231; and Vicenza, ib.; and fall 
of Constantinople, ib.; patriarchate of, ib.; 
656, 707, 710, 735, 742, 764 sq., 776 sq., 
796, 799 sq., 808, 812 

Verboczy, Stephen, jurist, 610 
Vercelli, 206 
Verdun, 267 
Vere, Aubrey de, 422 
Vere, John de, twelfth earl of Oxford, 422 
Verger, Le, ch&teau of, 784 
Vergerius, Petrus Pauius, his De IngenuU 

Moribut et Liheralibm Studm, 705 sq. 
Verme, Giacomo dal, cofidottiere, 209 
Vermeer, Jan, 740 
Vermejo, Bartolome, 796 
Yerneuil, battle of, 241 sq., 652 
Verona, and King Rupert of the Palatinate, 

120; taken by Piccinino, and re taken by 
Sforza, 211; and Venice, 210; 656 , 704, 
784 
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Verrazzano, Giovanni, 781 
Verrocchio, Andrea Clone, del, 197, 780 
Vespucci, Amerigo, with Juan de la Cosa and 

Alonso de Hojeda, explores America and 
Oceania, 488; 781 

Vesuvius, Mt., 190 
V6zelay, Alexander, abbot of, 24 
Viana, see Charles, Madeleine 
Viborg, 552 
Vicenza, 202, 231 
Vico I’Abate, painting at, 761 
Victor IV (Ottaviano da Monticello), Anti- 

Pope, 814 
Victorin, son of King George of Bohemia, 100 
Vienna, 94,131,145 sq.; castle of, 147,153; 

university of, 680, 793; Klostemeuburg 
near, 736; 790 

Vienne, 680; archbishopric of, 308; and 
kings of Burgundy, 307 sq. 

Vignati, Giovanni, lord of Lodi and 
Piacenza, 206 

Villa Dei, Alexander of, his Doctriruile, 
690 sq., 707. 785 

Villafranca, Agreement or Concordat of, 486 
Villanova, Arnold of, 678; his works, 677 
Villa Vi^osa, 523 
Villeneuve-l^s-Avignon, castle of, 331; 

monastery of, 732; a Coronation of the 
Virgin at, 748; a Pieth from, 748 

Villon, Francois, 817 
Vilna, 559, 571, 579; congress of, 570 
Vincent, Master, dean of Lisbon, 513 
Vinci, Leonardo da, 226, 772, 780 sq, 
Vinald, archbishop of Nidaros, 543 
Vindiciae Contra Tyrannom^ 638 
VioUet-le-Duc, Eugene Emmanuel, 720 
Virgil, 692, 704 sqq., 709, 775, 785, 794; 

./Udine pocket edition, 777; the Aeneid^ 
707, 787; Eclogues, 782, 788; 814 

Virgil, Polydore, 438 
Vischer, Peter, 792 
Visconti, Bemab5, descendants of, 207 
Visconti, Bianca Maria, duchess of Milan, 

211, 214 
Visconti, Filippo Maria, duke of Milan, and 

state of his duchy on accession, 206; 
recovers cities, 161, 207; and Martin V, 
20,165; conquers Genoa, 207; invested 
by Sigismund, t6.; and rural population, 
207 sq.; and city councils, 208; and tax¬ 
ation, ib.; and war with Florence, ib.; 
and dealings with soldiery, 209; war 
with Venice: imprisonment of Sforza, 
210; releases him, and betrothes him to 
his daughter, 211; renew'ed war with 
Venice, ib.; and marriage of his daughter 
to Sforza, ib.; and peace of Cavriana, t6., 
170; renewed war with Venice, ib.; and 
foreign aid, t5.,212; appeal to Sforza, 171, 
212; death of, 212; 656 

Visconti, Gian Galeazzo, duke of Milan, 
119 sq., 782 

Visconti, Valentina, duchess of Orleans, 212, 
782 

Viseu, Diogo, duke of, involved in Braganza 

conspiracy, 524; pardoned, ib.; plotting 
assassination of John I, is slain by the 
latter, ib. 

Visigoths, the, 526 
Vistula, river, 541, 556, 561, 571 sq., 578 
Vitebsk, 560 
Vitelleschi,Giovanni,arebbishopof Florence, 

cardinal-priest of S. Lorenzo in Ltu^ina^ 
papal general, occupies Rome, 168; de¬ 
stroys Palestrina, and suppresses Roman 
revolt, 169; relieves Aquila, enters Naples, 
quarrels with Candola, 177; death of, 
170; 209 

Vitelli, Cornelio, praelector of New College, 
Oxford, 431, 797. 801 

Vitelli, Niccol6, lord of CittA di Gastello, 196 
Viterbo, 683, 773 
Vit^z, John, archbishop of Esztergom 

(Gran), 612, 6J5, 794 sq. 
Vitkov Height (ZiXkov), 70 
Vitold (Vytautas, Vitovt), grand prince of 

Lithuania, invades Lithuania, 568; ousts 
Bkirgiello, 569; cedes Samogitia, ib.; loses 
battle of the Vorskla, i5.; proclaimed as 
grand prince at Vilna, 570; recovers Samo¬ 
gitia, ib.; and plan of campaign against 
Teutonic Order, 571; and muster at Vilna, 
ib.; and battle of Grunwald (Tannenberg), 
572; and union of Horodlo, 573; and Hussite 
question, 574; and offer of Bohemian 
crown, ib., 70; and congress of Lutsk, 
575; death of, ih., 132; and project of 
union with Orthodox Church, 576 

Vitruvius Pollio, M., 777, 783, 797, 799 
Vittorino da Feltre, caren^r of, 707 sq.; his 

appointment as tutor in Gonzaga family, 
708 sq.; authors studied, 708; Greek as 
taught by, ib,; and Latin, 709 sq.; his 
Christianity, 710; 711, 717 

Vivarini, Antonio, 764, 779 
Vivarini, the, 779 
Vives, Juan Luis, 777 
Vlad, “the Devil,” prince of Wallachia, 

609 
Vlad, prince of Bessarabia, 568 sq. 
Vladimir, 660, 607; Catholic bishopric of, 

566 
Vladimir I, St, great prince of Kiev, 664 
Vladislav II, king of Bohemia, and Hun¬ 

gary, 100 sq., 107 sq., 679; agrees to 
preserve Compacts, 109 ; and Matthias of 
Hungary, 112,611 sq.; Ordinance by, 113; 
and Maximilian of Austria, 153; recog¬ 
nised as king of Hungary, ib.; genea¬ 
logical table, 586; 616, 618 

VTadyslav I, the Short, king of Poland, 
prince of Brest Kujawski, Sieradz, and 
Lenezyea, and conquest of Lesser Poland, 
556; recognised as grand prince, ib.; and 
German risings in Poznan and Lesser 
Poland, ih.; and Teutonic Order, 556 sqq.; 
and Charles Robert of Hungary, 557; and 
Scandinavian kings, ib.; and Lithuania, 
ih.; and coronation, ib,; and Pomerania, 
ib.; death of, 566; genealogical table, 285 
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Vladyslav II (Jagiello, Yagaylo), king of 
Poland, grand prince of Lithuania, and 
war with Kiej&tut, 568; and treaty of 
Krevo, ib.; and baptiem, marriage with 
Jsulviga, ib.f 117; and coronation, 566; 
and confirmation of charter of Koszyce, 
ib.; and Bed BuBoia, i5., 573; and Bu- 
manian principalities, 568 sq.; and 
Bessarabia, 569; and intrigues of Vitold, ib.; 
and consent to his becoming grand prince, 
570; and war with Teutonic Order, and 
battle of Grunwald, .570 sq.; and peace of 
Buda, 578; and union of Horodlo, ib.; and 
Pomerellen and Kulmerland, 129; and 
treaty of Molno, 573, 130; refuses 
Bohemian throne, 70,137, 574; and John 
Hus, 573; and Hussitisin, 574; and 
Russian schismatics, ib.; and peace with 
Emperor, 575; and edict of Wieluh, ib.; 
and congress of Lutsk, tb.; and Vitold’s 
ambition, ib.; and Swidrygiello, 576; and 
Zygmunt, ib.; and Act of Orodno, ib.; 
death of, ib., 132,137; genealogical table, 
286; 603,795 

Vladyslav III, king of Poland, also king of 
Hungary, 100 sq., 107 sq.; and regency, 
576; and election to Hungarian throne, 
577; and John Hunyadi, 608 sq.; and 
disappearance at battle of Varna, 577, 
G09; genealogical table, 586; 607 

Vodicha, counts of, 590 
Volhynia, Andrew, prince of, 560 
Volhynia, Leo, prince of, 560 
Volterra, revolt of, 194, 204; and sock of, 222 
Volturno, river, 190 
Vorskla, river, battle of the, 569 
Vosges, ints, 140 
VleStovsk^", Ale§, governor of Bohemia, 82 
Vyfiehrad, treaty of, 658; second treaty of, 

659, 599; battle of, 70 

Wakefield, battle of, 415, 420, 422 
Waldemar (IV), Atterdag, king of Denmark, 

marriage of, 537; and exchange of northern 
Jutland, 637 sq.; and Copenhagen, 538; 
and Church of Denmark, ib.; and Esthonia, 
ib.; and nobility, ib.; and recovery of 
kingdom, ib.; and charter in parliament, 
ib.; and alliance with King Magnus, 540; 
conquers Scania and Gotland, ib., and 
Wisby, ib., 541; and marriage of his 
daughter Ingeborg, 640; and war with 
Sw^en, Mecklenburg, and the “hens,’* 
541 sq.; and treaty with Hansa, 542; 
reconciliation with Albert of Mecklenburg, 
ib.; death of, ih. 

Waldemar, duke, Swedish prince, 536 sq. 
Waldemar, margrave of Brandenburg, 656 
Walden, Boger, bishop of London, 378 
Waldensian heresy, 76 sq. 
Waldeme, William, 381 
Waldhauser, Conrad, 46 
Wales, 365, 367, 386, 403 note, 650 sq.; 

north, 865, 403 note; south, 366; Welsh 
marches, 866, 414 

Wallingford, honour of, 408 note; castle of, 
406 

Walsingham, Thomas, chronicler, 370 notel, 
373 note 1, 376 note 1 

Wandonne, the Bastard of, 249 
War, art of: pike phalanx and heavy cavalry, 

Courtiai, Laupen, 646; cavalry defeat of 
Morgarten, English“combmed tactics,” 
ib., 647; and French counter experiments, 
ih.; other examples, 648; light cavalry 
used against Orientals, ib.; and modifica¬ 
tions, ih.; Tannenberg, 648 sq.; gunpowder 
and artillery, 649; handguns and siege- 
cannon, 650; cross-bowmen, ib.; Henry V 
and Agincourt, 661 sq.; Joan of Arc, 
652 sq.; French field artillery, 653; and 
cavah^, 654; Hussites and the Wage7iburgt 
654 sq.; Lipany, 656; Italian condottieri, 
208 sqq., 656; Charles VIII’s campaign, 
656 sq.; development of armour, 667 sq.; 
standing armies, 658; see also Francs.- 
Archers and Ordonnonce, Compagnies de 

Warham, William, archbishop of Canter¬ 
bury, 713, 799 sq. 

Warkworth, John, master of Peterhouse, 
Cambridge, chronicler, 437 

Warmia (Ermeland), 578 
Warta, river, 562 
Warwick, earls of, see Beauchamp, Neville 
Waynflete, William of, bishopof Winchester, 

lord chancellor, 409, 429 sq., 798 sq. 
Weavers, the, of Flanders, importance of, 

336; numbers of, at Ghent, tb.; disputes 
between, and fullers for control of corpora¬ 
tions, 341; organisation of, at Ghent, 
343; struggle of, with fullers, ruins Arte- 
velde, 344; massacres of, at Ypres and 
Bruges, and loss of Ghent, 345; recovery 
of power by, 346 sq.; domination of, 346; 
Philip van Artevelde their leader against 
reaction, ib.; and Bichard II, 347 

Weekta, Conrad de, 736 
Welfs, the, 316 
Wells, cathedral, 723 sq. 
Weuceslas (Vaclav), of Luxemburg, king of 

the Romans, king of Bohemia (Wenceslas 
IV), and Urban VI, 116; and truce of 
town-league and princely alliance, 118; 
and Jews, ib.; and Leopold of Habsburg’s 
office of Landvogt in Swabia, ib.; and 
public peace, 119; plans with Charles VI 
deposition of both Popes, tb.; is deposed 
from kingship of the Romans, 65,119 sq.; 
suppresses Hussites, 68, 128; death of, 
69; 128; 47, 122, 126, 128, 329, 851. 

Wenceslas II, king of Bohemia and Poland, 

566 . ^ 
Wenceslas III, king of Bohemia, Poland and 

Hungary. 591 sq. « . x 
Wenceslas, duke of Luxemburg, Brabant 

and Limburg, marriage of to Joan of 
Brabant, 350; and Joy ease Entree, 349 

Wendish towns, the, 541, 553, 555 
Wesel, 788 
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Weasel, Johann, “the Light of the World,’* 
789 

Western Isles, the, 469, 476 
Westmeath, 9ee Meath 
Westminster, 371, 876 sqq., 388. 391, 401, 

410,413, 416, 620; Hall, 379, 406; Abbey, 
393; and sculpture in transepts, 723 sq.; 
and figures in Henry VII’s Chapel, 724; 
and Henry HI, 730; and a retable, ih.\ 
and Bichard U’s portrait, 738; Chapter 
House tiles, 731; painting of St Faith, ih.; 
the School of Westminster, 730 sq.; Palace 
of, 376; and Painted Chamber, 730 sq ; 
and St Stephen’s Chapel, 731; 798 

Westphalia, 123 sq.; duchy of, 140; 787 
West-Roosebeke, battle of, 346, 648 
Wettin, princes of, 146; Hohenzollem-Wettin 

connexion, 149; ue also Saxony, Meissen 
Wexford, county, 456, 461 
Weyden, or de la Pasture, Rogier van der, 

painter, 359, 742 sqq. 
Whethamstede, John, abbot of St Albans, 715 
Wibald, abbot of Stable, 313 
Wicklow, county, 459; mountains, 455 
Wied, George, count of, 513 
Wiener Neustadt, 136, 144 
Wilhelm of Cologne, Master, 738 
Wilkomierz, battle of, 576 
William I, king of England, duke of 

Normandy, 382 
William lU, duke of Saxony, landgrave of 

Thuringia, 95; married Anne, daughter 
of Albert 11, and laid claim to Luxemburg, 
141; besieges Soest, in alliance with 
Dietrich of Cologne, 141 sq.; candidate 
for Hungarian throne, 612 

William HI, duke of Bavaria-Munich, 25, 
129, 740 

William of Habsburg, duke of Austria, 568 
William I, count of Burgundy (Franche 

Comt4), 504 
William III, the Child, count of Burgundy 

(Franche Comt^), 312 
William I, count of Holland, 513 
William I (HI), of Avesnes, count of Hainault 

and Holland, and marriage of his daughter 
to Edward in, 343; and duke of Brabant, f5. 

William II, of Avesnes, count of Hainault, 
and IV of Holland, count of Zeeland, 350 

^Villiam V, of Bavaria, count of Holland 
and Zeeland, HI of Hainault, quarrel of 
with his mother, 351 

William, count of Genevois, 315 
William of Aragon, astrologer, 672 
William, Master, monk of Westminster, and 

the Painted Chamber, palace of West¬ 
minster, 730 sq. 

William of Conches, author of Philosophia 
or Dragmaticoriy 669 

William de Marra, 674 
William of Walsingham, 731 
Wilton House, diptych from, 738 
WimpheKng, Jacob, 711, 789 sqq. 
Winchester, 404; diocese of, 396; Winchester 

College at, 693, 797; Great Bible of, 729; 

Cathedral; mural paintings in Chapel of 
the Holy Sepulchre, ib.; decline of art of, 
730; 801 

Windeoke, Eberhard, chronicler, 122 
Windesheim, school at, 711 
Windsor castle, 367, 377 
Wingfield (oo. Derby), castle of, 381 
Winnington, Robert, 401 
Wipo, chronicler, 310 
Wisby, 540 sq. 
Witchcraft, see Magic 
Wittelsbachs, the, 118,148,153; xct; Bavaria 

and Palatinate 
Wittingau, Meister von, painter, 736 
Witz, Konrad, painter, 747 
Wkra, river, 572 
Wolborz, 671 
Woodbury Hill, 365 
Woodstock, palace of, 377 
Woodville, Anthony, lord Scales, afterwards 

earl Rivers, 421 sq., 438 
Woodville, Richard, earl Rivers, 432 
Woodvilles, the, 432 sqq., 438 sq. 
Woollen industry, in valley of Scheldt, 335; 

and cloth sales in London, tb.; and London 
hama^ 336; and Genoa, Novgorod and 
Champagne, 335; and Bruges, 336; 
economic position of craftsmen in, 337 

Worde, Wynkyn dc, 802 
Worms, diet of, 1193, 317; Rhenish league 

defeated by Rupert, the elector-palatine, 
at, 118 

Worms, Burchard, bishop of, 665 
Worringen, battle of, 333 
Wottons, the, of Boughton Malherbe, Kent, 

427 
Wurtemberg, Eberhard II, count of, 118 
Wurtemberg, Eberhard III, count of, 120 
Wurtemberg, Eberliard 1, duke of, 790 
Wyclif, Jobn, his doctrine of dominion, 

633; his “communism,” 634; his con¬ 
servatism, 635; hi.s theological views 
introduced into Bohemia, 49; influence 
on Hus, 48; his JHalogus^ 49 sq., 630; 
his Trialogus, 49 sq.; bis Quaestumes, 
630; his De Corpore Christie 50; his 24 
articles, 49; 21 added in Bohemia, ib.; 
17, 21, 51 sq., 624, 630, 632 sqq., 639, 
641 

Wykeham, William of, bishop of Win¬ 
chester, lord chancellor, and his founda¬ 
tions, 693 

Wyllys, James, 449 
Wyntoun, Andrew of, chronicler, 467 

Xenophon, the Oeconomia of, 705 sq. 

Ya’ qilb, emperor of Morocco, futile invasion 
by, 511; second invasion of, 512; defeats 
Spanish and Portuguese at Alarcos, ib. 

Yannouth, 881 
Yolande, duchess of Anjou, titular queen of 

Sicily (Naples), 239, and Richemont, 251; 
dowry of, 268 sq. 

Yolande, duchess of Savoy, 292, 868 
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Yolande of Bar, queen of Aragon, 268 
note 1 

York, Minster, 723 sq.; and Five Sisters 
window, 728; Northern School of, 724; 
867, 799 

York, Edmund of Langley, duke of, earl of 
Cambridge, 345, 418, 519 

York, Edward, duke of, 367 
York, Kicbard, duke of, and Somerset’s 

appointment, 404; and Moleyns, 404 
sq.; and Suffolk, ib.; and succession, 
405, 415, 418 sqq.; and king’s lieutenant- 
ship in Ireland^ 405; landing of, 410; 
proposals of, ih.\ and peers, 410 sq.; party 
of, 411; appeals Somerset, ib.; and “ Har¬ 
vest of Heads,” tft.; and capitulation, 412; 
named Protector, 413; dismissal of, ib,; 
and first battle of St Albans, t5., 422; 
again Protector, 413 sq.; and Coventry 
Council, 414; and “loveday,” ib.; and 
“rout of Ludford,” ib.; flight of, ib,; 
re-appointed Protector, 415; death of, ib., 
420, 422; character of, 422 

York, Richard, duke of, son of Edward IV, 
437 

Yorkshire, 416 
Young, Thomas, 411 
Ypres, 341, 350; and trade, 334; and sur¬ 

render to Philip of Valois, 342; and terms 
imposed by Louis of Nevers, ib.; massacre 
of weavers at, 345; revolt of weavers of, 
346; siege of, 347; 734 

Yusuf, emperor of Morocco, naval expedition 
against Lisbon, 511; invasion by land, ib.; 
death of, ib. 

Zabarella, Francesco, bishop of Florence, 
cardinal-deacon of SS. Cosma e Damiano, 
638; his De Schismate, 637 

Zael, or Thetel, 669, 671 
Zahara, castle of, 488 
Zahringen, Berthold, duke of, rector of Bur¬ 

gundy, mode instead advocate of the 
churches of Lausanne, Geneva and Sion, 
813 

Zahringen, Conrad, duke of, countof Franohe 
Com^, rector of Burgundy, 312 sq. 

Zahringen, house of, and rectorate of 
Burgundy, 316 sq. 

Zamora, probably ceded to Henry, count of 
Portugal, 505; given to Countess Teresa by 
Queen Urraca, 507 

Zannekin, Peter, 342 
Zarotus, Antonius, 776 
Zasius, Ulrich, 790 
Zator, principality of, 578 
ZbinSk, archMshop of Prague, 47, 51 sqq., 

55 
Zeeland, county of, 333, 339, 350 
IJel, Ulrich, 794 
Zelivo, Jan of, preacher and Utraquist, 69; 

radicalism of his party at Prague: execu¬ 
tion of, 78 

Zerbolt, Gerhard, 711 
^iessele, Curatus de, astrologer, 683 
ZiXka, Jan, of Trocnov, Czech general, in 

service of Jagiello and Vitold, 571; leads 
Taborites, 69; defeats Sigismund at Vitkov 
Height, 70; his career, 72, and military 
organisation, ib.; drives Sigismund out of 
Kutna Hora, 73; and Horeb Brotherhood, 
ib.; and adherents, ib.; threatens Prague, 
and armistice, ib.; and expedition to 
Moravia, 73 sq.; death of, 74; 650, 
654 sq. 

iii?.kov (Vitkov), 70 
Znojmo, Stanislav of, 49 sq., 56 sq. 
Znojmo (Znaim), town of, 97; death of 

Sigismund at, 89, 133 
Zosimus, the historian, 664 
Zurara, Gomes Eannes de, chronicler, 522 
Zurich, Ziirichers, 127, 139 
Zutphen, county of, 357 
Zwolle, 694, 711, 789 
Zwyn, gulf of, 336 
Zygmunt, governor of Silesia and Lusatia, 

679; fee also genealogical table, 586 
Zygmunt, grand prince of Lithuania, 576 eq. 
Zygmunt (Sigismund), Korybutovitch, 

known as Korybut, prince, 70, 130 
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The Papal States 
(15th century) 

Savoy 
under 

Amadeus VIII 
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The Growth 
of the 

Florentine Dominions 

The Growth 
of the 

Venetian Dominions 
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Dominions 
of 

Charles the Bold 







Map 83 

France 
in 1483 
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England 
in the 15th century 
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Spain and Portugal 
in 1474 
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East Central Europe 
in the 15th century 
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