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CHAPTER I: THE HISTORY OF FRANCE, FROM ITS

CONQUEST BY CLOVIS TO THE INVASION OF NAPLES BY CHARLES VIII.





 





PART I.





 




BEFORE the conclusion of the fifth century the mighty fabric of empire

which valor and policy had founded upon the seven hills of Rome was finally

overthrown in all the west of Europe by the barbarous nations from the north,

whose martial energy and whose numbers were irresistible. A race of men,

formerly unknown or despised, had not only dismembered that proud sovereignty,

but permanently settled themselves in its fairest provinces, and imposed their

yoke upon the ancient possessors. The Vandals were masters of Africa; the Suevi

held part of Spain; the Visigoths possessed the remainder, with a large portion

of Gaul; the Burgundians occupied the provinces watered by the Rhone and Saône;

the Ostrogoths almost all Italy. The north-west of Gaul, between the Seine and

the Loire, some writers have filled with an Armorican republic [NOTE I]; while

the remainder was still nominally subject to the Roman empire, and governed by a certain Syagrius, rather with an independent than a deputed

authority.




At this time (A.D. 486) Clovis, king

of the Salian Franks, a tribe of Germans long connected with Rome, and

originally settled upon the right bank of the Rhine [NOTE II], but who had

latterly penetrated as far as Tournay and Cambray, invaded Gaul, and defeated

Syagrius at Soissons. The result of this victory was the subjugation of those

provinces which had previously been considered as Roman. But as their

allegiance had not been very strict, so their loss was not very severely felt;

since the emperors of Constantinople were not too proud to confer upon Clovis

the titles of consul and patrician, which he was too prudent to refuse [NOTE

III].




Some years after this, Clovis defeated the Alemanni, or Swabians, in a

great battle at Zulpich, near Cologne. In consequence of a vow, as it is said,

made during this engagement, and at the instigation of his wife Clotilda, a

princess of Burgundy, he became (A.D. 496) a convert to Christianity. It would

be a fruitless inquiry whether he was sincere in this change; but it is

certain, at least, that no policy could have been more successful. The Arian

sect, which had been early introduced among the barbarous nations, was

predominant, though apparently without intolerance, in the Burgundian and

Visigoth courts; but the

clergy of Gaul were strenuously attached to the Catholic side, and, even before

his conversion, had favored the arms of Clovis. They now became his most

zealous supporters, and were rewarded by him with artful gratitude, and by his

descendants with lavish munificence. Upon the pretence of religion, he attacked

Alaric (A.D. 507), king of the Visigoths, and, by one great victory near

Poitiers overthrowing their empire in Gaul, reduced them to the maritime

province of Septimania, a narrow strip of coast between the Rhone and the

Pyrenees. The last exploits of Clovis were the reduction of certain independent

chiefs of his own tribe and family, who were settled in the neighborhood of the

Rhine. All these he put to death by force or treachery; for he was cast in the

true mould of conquerors and may justly be ranked among the first of his class,

both for the splendor and the guiltiness of his ambition.




Clovis left four sons; one

illegitimate, or at least born before his conversion; and three by his queen

Clotilda. These four made, it is said, an equal partition of his dominions

(A.D. 511), which comprehended not only France, but the western and central

parts of Germany, besides Bavaria, and perhaps Swabia, which were governed by

their own dependent, but hereditary, chiefs. Thierry, the eldest, had what was

called Austrasia, the eastern or German division, and fixed his capital at

Metz; Clodomir, at Orleans; Childebert, at Paris; and Clotaire, at Soissons.

During their reigns the monarchy was aggrandized by the

conquest of Burgundy. Clotaire, the youngest brother, ultimately reunited all

the kingdoms (A.D. 558), but upon his death they were again divided among his

four sons and brought together a second time (A.D. 613), by another Clotaire, the

grandson to the first. It is a weary and unprofitable task to follow these

changes in detail, through scenes of tumult and bloodshed, in which the eye

meets with no sunshine, nor can rest upon any interesting spot. It would be

difficult, as Gibbon has justly observed, to find anywhere more vice or less

virtue. The names of two queens are distinguished even in that age for the

magnitude of their crimes: Fredegonde, the wife of Chilperic, of whose

atrocities none have doubted; and Brunehaut, queen of Austrasia, who has met

with advocates in modern times, less, perhaps, from any fair presumptions of

her innocence than from compassion for the cruel death which she underwent

[NOTE IV].




But after Dagobert, son of Clotaire II., the kings of France dwindled

into personal insignificance (A.D. 628-638), and are generally treated by later

historians as insensati, or idiots. The whole power of the kingdom

devolved upon the mayors of the palace, originally officers of the household,

through whom petitions or representations were laid before the king. [NOTE V] The

weakness of sovereigns rendered this office important, and still greater

weakness suffered it to become elective; men of energetic talents and ambition

united it with military command; and the history of France for half a century

presents no names more conspicuous than those of Ebroin and Grimoald, mayors of

Neustria and Austrasia, the western and eastern divisions of the French monarchy

[NOTE VI]. These, however, met with violent ends; but a more successful usurper

of the royal authority was Pepin Heristal, first mayor, and afterwards duke, of

Austrasia; who united with almost an avowed sovereignty over that division a

paramount command over the French or Neustrian provinces, where nominal kings

of the Merovingian family were still permitted to exist [NOTE VII]. This

authority he transmitted to a more renowned hero, his son, Charles Martel, who,

after some less important exploits, was called upon to encounter a new and

terrible enemy. The Saracens, after subjugating Spain, had penetrated into the

very heart of France. Charles Martel gained a complete victory over them

between Tours and Poitiers (A.D. 732), in which 300,000 Mohammedans are hyperbolically

asserted to have fallen. The reward of this victory was the province of

Septimania, which the Saracens had conquered from the Visigoths.




Such powerful subjects were not

likely to remain long contented without the crown; but the circumstances under

which it was transferred from the race of Clovis are connected with one of the

most important revolutions in the history of Europe. The mayor Pepin,

inheriting his father Charles Martel's talents and ambition, made, in the name and with

the consent of the nation, a solemn reference to the Pope Zacharias, as to the

deposition of Childeric III., under whose nominal authority he himself was

reigning. The decision was favorable; that he who possessed the power should

also bear the title of king. The unfortunate Merovingian was dismissed into a

convent (A.D. 752), and the Franks, with one consent, raised Pepin to the

throne, the founder of a more illustrious dynasty [NOTE VIII]. In order to

judge of the importance of this revolution to the see of Rome, as well as to

France, we must turn our eyes upon the affairs of Italy.




The dominion of the Ostrogoths was

annihilated by the arms of Belisarius and Narses in the sixth century and that

nation appears no more in history. But not long afterwards the Lombards, a

people for some time settled in Pannonia, not only subdued that northern part

of Italy which has retained their name, but, extending themselves southward,

formed the powerful duchies of Spoleto and Benevento. The residence of their

kings was in Pavia; but the hereditary vassals, who held those two duchies,

might be deemed almost independent sovereigns. The rest of Italy was governed

by exarchs, deputed by the Greek emperors, and fixed at Ravenna. In Rome itself

neither the people nor the bishops, who had already conceived in part their

schemes of ambition, were much inclined to endure the superiority of

Constantinople; yet their disaffection was counterbalanced by the inveterate

hatred as well as jealousy, with which they regarded the Lombards. But an

impolitic and intemperate persecution, carried on by two or three Greek emperors

against a favorite superstition, the worship of images, excited commotions

throughout Italy, of which the Lombards took advantage and (A.D. 752) easily

wrested the exarchate of Ravenna from the eastern empire. It was far from the

design of the popes to see their nearest enemies so much aggrandized; and any

effectual assistance from the emperor Constantine Copronymus would have kept

Rome still faithful. But having no hope from his arms, and provoked by his

obstinate intolerance, the pontiffs had recourse to France; and the service

they had rendered to Pepin led to reciprocal obligations of the greatest

magnitude. At the request of Stephen II. the new king of France descended from

the Alps, drove the Lombards from their recent conquests, and conferred them

upon the pope. This memorable donation nearly comprised the modern provinces of

Romagna and the March of Ancona.




The state of Italy, which had

undergone no change for nearly two centuries, was now rapidly verging to a

great revolution. Under the shadow of a mighty name the Greek empire had

concealed the extent of its decline. That charm was now broken (A.D. 768): and

the Lombard kingdom, which had hitherto appeared the only competitor in the

lists, proved to have lost his own energy in awaiting the occasion for its

display. France was far more than a match for the power of Italy, even if she

had not been guided by the towering ambition and restless activity of the son

of Pepin. It was almost the first exploit of Charlemagne, after the death of

his brother Carloman (A.D. 772) had reunited the Frankish empire under his

dominion,' to subjugate (A.D. 774) the kingdom of Lombardy. Neither Pavia nor

Verona, its most considerable cities, interposed any material delay to his

arms: and the chief resistance he encountered was from the dukes of Friuli and

Benevento, the latter of whom could never be brought into thorough subjection

to the conqueror. Italy, however, be the cause what it might, seems to have

tempted Charlemagne far less than the dark forests of Germany. For neither the

southern provinces, nor Sicily, could have withstood his power if it had been

steadily directed against them. Even Spain hardly drew so much of his attention

as the splendor of the prize might naturally have excited. He gained, however,

a very important accession to his empire, by conquering from the Saracens the

territory contained between the Pyrenees and the Ebro. This was formed into the

Spanish March, governed by the count of Barcelona, part of which at least must

be considered as appertaining to France till the twelfth century.




But the most tedious and difficult

achievement of Charlemagne was the reduction of the Saxons. The wars with this

nation, who occupied nearly the modern circles of Westphalia and Lower Saxony,

lasted for thirty years. Whenever the conqueror withdrew his armies, or even

his person, the Saxons broke into fresh rebellion, which his unparalleled

rapidity of movement seldom failed to crush without delay. From such

perseverance on either side, destruction of the weaker could alone result. A

large colony of Saxons were finally transplanted into Flanders and Brabant,

countries hitherto ill-peopled, in which their descendants preserved the same

unconquerable spirit of resistance to oppression. Many fled to the kingdoms of Scandinavia, and,

mingling with the Northmen, who were just preparing to run their memorable

career, revenged upon the children and subjects of Charlemagne the devastation

of Saxony. The remnant embraced Christianity, their aversion to which had been the

chief cause of their rebellions and acknowledged the sovereignty of

Charlemagne-a submission which even Witikind, the second Arminius of Germany,

after such irresistible conviction of her destiny, did not disdain to make. But

they retained, in the main, their own laws; they were governed by a duke of

their own nation, if not of their own election; and for many ages they were

distinguished by their original character among the nations of Germany [NOTE

IX].




The successes of Charlemagne on the

eastern frontier of his empire against the Sclavonians of Bohemia and Huns or

Avars of Pannonia, though obtained with less cost, were hardly less eminent. In

all his wars the newly conquered nations, or those whom fear had made dependent

allies, were employed to subjugate their neighbors, and the incessant waste of

fatigue and the sword was supplied by a fresh population that swelled the

expanding circle of dominion. I do not know that the limits of the new western

empire are very exactly defined by contemporary writers, nor would it be easy

to appreciate the degree of subjection in which the Sclavonian tribes were

held. As an organized mass of provinces, regularly governed by imperial

officers, it seems to have been nearly bounded, in Germany, by the Elbe, the

Saale, the Bohemian mountains, and a line drawn from thence crossing the Danube

above Vienna, and prolonged to the Gulf of Istria. Part of Dalmatia was

comprised in the duchy of Friuli. In Italy the empire extended not much beyond

the modern frontier of Naples, if we exclude, as was the fact, the duchy of

Benevento from anything more than a titular subjection. The Spanish boundary,

as has been said already, was the Ebro.




A seal was put to the glory of

Charlemagne when Leo III., in the name of the Roman people, placed upon his

head (A.D. 800) the imperial crown. His father, Pepin, had borne the title of

Patrician, and he had himself exercised, with that title, a regular sovereignty

over Rome. Money was coined in his name, and an oath of fidelity was taken by the

clergy and people. But the appellation of Emperor seemed to place his authority

over all his subjects on a new footing. It was full of high and indefinite

pretension, tending to overshadow the free election of the Franks by a

fictitious descent from Augustus. A fresh oath of fidelity to him as emperor

was demanded from his subjects. His own discretion, however, prevented him from

affecting those more despotic prerogatives which the imperial name might still

be supposed to convey [NOTE X].




In analyzing the characters of heroes, it is hardly possible to

separate altogether the share of fortune from their own. The epoch made by

Charlemagne in the history of the world, the illustrious families which prided

themselves in him as their progenitor, the very legends of romance, which are

full of his fabulous exploits, have cast a lustre around his head, and testify

the greatness that has embodied itself in his name. None, indeed, of

Charlemagne's wars can be compared with the Saracenic victory of Charles

Martel; but that was a contest for freedom, his for conquest; and fame is more

partial to successful aggression than to patriotic resistance. As a scholar,

his acquisitions were probably little superior to those of his unrespected son;

and in several points of view the glory of Charlemagne might be extenuated by

an analytical dissection. But rejecting a mode of judging equally uncandid and

fallacious, we shall find that he possessed in everything that grandeur of

conception which distinguishes extraordinary minds. Like Alexander, he seemed

born for universal innovation: in a life restlessly active, we see him

reforming the coinage and establishing the legal divisions of money; gathering

about him the learned of every country; founding schools and collecting

libraries; interfering, but with the tone of a king, in religious

controversies; aiming, though prematurely, at the formation of a naval force;

attempting, for the sake of commerce, the magnificent enterprise of uniting the

Rhine and Danube; and meditating to mould the discordant codes of Roman and

barbarian laws into an uniform system.




The great qualities of Charlemagne

were, indeed, alloyed by the vices of a barbarian and a conqueror. Nine wives,

whom he divorced with very little ceremony, attest the license of his private

life, which his temperance and frugality can hardly be said to redeem. Unsparing of blood, though

not constitutionally cruel, and wholly indifferent to the means which his

ambition prescribed, he beheaded in one day four thousand Saxons-an act of

atrocious butchery, after which his persecuting edicts, pronouncing the pain of

death against those who refused baptism, or even who ate flesh during Lent,

seem scarcely worthy of notice. This union of barbarous ferocity with elevated

views of national improvement might suggest the parallel of Peter the Great.

But the degrading habits and brute violence of the Muscovite place him at an

immense distance from the restorer of the empire.




A strong sympathy for intellectual

excellence was the leading characteristic of Charlemagne, and this undoubtedly

biased him in the chief political error of his conduct-that of encouraging the

power and pretensions of the hierarchy. But, perhaps, his greatest eulogy is

written in the disgraces of succeeding times and the miseries of Europe. He

stands alone, like a beacon upon a waste, or a rock in the broad ocean. His

sceptre was the bow of Ulysses, which could not be drawn by any weaker hand. In

the dark ages of European history the reign of Charlemagne affords a solitary

resting-place between two long periods of turbulence and ignominy, deriving the

advantages of contrast both from that of the preceding dynasty and of a

posterity for whom he had formed an empire which they were unworthy and unequal

to maintain.




Pepin, the eldest son of Charlemagne,

died before him, leaving a natural son, named Bernard." Even if he had

been legitimate, the right of representation was not at all established during

these ages; indeed, the general prejudice seems to have inclined against it.

Bernard, therefore, kept only the kingdom of Italy, which had been transferred

to his father; while Louis, the younger son of Charlemagne, inherited the

empire (A.D. 814) (NOTE XI). But, in a short time, Bernard, having attempted a rebellion against his uncle, was sentenced to

lose his eyes (A.D. 817), which occasioned his death-a cruelty more agreeable

to the prevailing tone of manners than to the character of Louis, who bitterly

reproached himself for the severity he had been persuaded to use.




Under this prince, called by the Italians the Pious, and by the French

the Debonair, or Good-natured, the mighty structure of his father's power began

rapidly to decay. I do not know that Louis deserves so much contempt as he has

undergone; but historians have in general more indulgence for splendid crimes

than for the weaknesses of virtue. There was no defect in Louis's understanding

or courage; he was accomplished in martial exercises, and in all the learning

which an education, excellent for that age, could supply. No one was ever more

anxious to reform the abuses of administration; and whoever compares his

capitularies with those of Charlemagne will perceive that, as a legislator, he

was even superior to his father. The fault lay entirely in his heart; and this

fault was nothing but a temper too soft and a conscience too strict. It is not

wonderful that the empire should have been speedily dissolved; a succession of

such men as Charles Martel, Pepin, and Charlemagne, could alone have preserved

its integrity; but the misfortunes of Louis and his people were immediately

owing to the following errors of his conduct.




Soon after his accession Louis

thought fit to associate his eldest son, Lothaire, to the empire, and to confer

the provinces of Bavaria and Aquitaine (A.D. 817), as subordinate kingdoms,

upon the two younger, Louis and Pepin. The step was, in appearance, conformable

to his father's policy, who had acted towards himself in a similar manner. But

such measures are not subject to general rules and exact a careful regard to

characters and circumstances. The principle, however, which regulated this

division was learned from Charlemagne, and could alone, if strictly pursued,

have given unity and permanence to the empire. The elder brother was to

preserve his superiority over the others, so that they should neither make

peace nor war, nor even give answer to ambassadors, without his consent. Upon

the death of either no further partition was to be made; but whichever of his

children might become the popular choice was to inherit the whole kingdom,

under the same superiority of the head of the family. This compact was, from

the beginning, disliked by the younger brothers; and an event, upon which Louis does not seem to have

calculated, soon disgusted his colleague Lothaire. Judith of Bavaria, the

emperor's second wife, an ambitious woman, bore him a son, by name Charles,

whom both parents were naturally anxious to place on equal footing with his

brothers. But this could only be done at the expense of Lothaire, who was ill

disposed to see his empire still further dismembered for this child of a second

bed. Louis passed his life in a struggle with three undutiful sons, who abused

his paternal kindness by constant rebellions.




These were rendered more formidable by the concurrence of a different

class of enemies, whom it had been another error of the emperor to provoke.

Charlemagne had assumed a thorough control and supremacy over the clergy; and

his son was perhaps still more vigilant in chastising their irregularities and

reforming their rules of discipline. But to this, which they had been compelled

to bear at the hands of the first, it was not equally easy for the second to

obtain their submission. Louis therefore drew on himself the inveterate enmity

of men who united with the turbulence of martial nobles a skill in managing

those engines of offence which were peculiar to their order, and to which the

implicit devotion of his character laid him very open. Yet, after many vicissitudes

of fortune, and many days of ignominy, his wishes were eventually accomplished.

Charles, his youngest son, surnamed the Bald, obtained, upon his death (A.D.

840), most part of France, while Germany fell to the share of Louis, and the

rest of the imperial dominions, with the title, to the eldest, Lothaire, This

partition was the result of a sanguinary, though short, contest; and it gave a

fatal blow to the empire of the Franks. For the treaty of Verdun, in 843,

abrogated the sovereignty that had been attached to the eldest brother and to

the imperial name in former partitions: each held his respective kingdom as an

independent right. This is the epoch of a final separation between the French

and German members of the empire. Its millenary was celebrated by some of the

latter nation in 1843.




The subsequent partitions made among the children of these brothers are

of too rapid succession to be here related. In about forty years the empire was

nearly reunited (A.D. 881), under Charles the Fat, son of Louis of Germany; but

his short and inglorious reign ended (A.D. 887) in his deposition. From this

time the possession of Italy was contested among her native princes; Germany

fell at first to an illegitimate descendant of Charlemagne, and in a short time

was entirely lost by his family; two kingdoms, afterwards united, were formed

by usurpers out of what was then called Burgundy and comprised the provinces

between the Rhone and the Alps, with Franche Comté, and great part of

Switzerland. In France the Carlovingian kings continued for another century;

but their line was interrupted two or three times by the election or usurpation

of a powerful family, the counts of Paris and Orleans, who ended, like the old

mayors of the palace, in dispersing the phantoms of royalty they had professed

to serve. Hugh Capet, the representative of this house upon the death of Louis

V. (A.D. 986), placed himself upon the throne; thus founding (A.D. 987), the

third and most permanent race of French sovereigns. Before this happened, the

descendants of Charlemagne had sunk into insignificance, and retained little

more of France than the city of Laon. The rest of the kingdom had been seized

by the powerful nobles, who, with the nominal fidelity of the feudal system

maintained its practical independence and rebellious spirit [NOTE XII].




These were times of great misery to the people, and the worst, perhaps,

that Europe has ever known. Even under Charlemagne, we have abundant proofs of

the calamities which the people suffered. The light which shone around him was

that of a consuming fire. The free proprietors who had once considered

themselves as only called upon to resist foreign invasion, were harassed by

endless. expeditions, and dragged away to the Baltic Sea, or the banks of the

Drave. Many of them, as we learn from his Capitularies, became ecclesiastics to

avoid military conscription. But far worse must have been their state

under the lax government of succeeding times, when the dukes and counts, no

longer checked by the vigorous administration of Charlemagne, were at liberty

to play the tyrants in their several territories, of which they now became almost

the sovereigns. The poorer landholders accordingly were forced to bow their

necks to the yoke; and, either by compulsion or through hope of being better

protected, submitted their independent patrimonies to the feudal tenure.




But evils still more terrible than these political abuses were the lot

of those nations who had been subject to Charlemagne. They, indeed, may appear

to us little better than ferocious barbarians; but they were exposed to the

assaults of tribes, in comparison with whom they must be deemed humane and

polished. Each frontier of the empire had to dread the attack of an enemy. The

coasts of Italy were continually alarmed by the Saracens of Africa, who

possessed themselves of Sicily and Sardinia, and became masters of the

Mediterranean Sea. Though the Greek dominions in the south of Italy were

chiefly exposed to them (A.D. 846–849) they twice insulted and ravaged the

territory of Rome; nor was there any security even in the neighborhood of the

maritime Alps, where, early in the tenth century, they settled a piratical

colony.




Much more formidable were the foes by whom Germany was assailed. The

Sclavonians, a widely extended people, whose language is still spoken upon half

the surface of Europe, had occupied the countries of Bohemia, Poland, and

Pannonia, on the eastern confines of the empire, and from the time of

Charlemagne acknowledged its superiority. But at the end of the ninth century,

a Tartarian tribe, the Hungarians, overspreading that country which since has

borne their name, and moving forward like a vast wave, brought a dreadful

reverse upon Germany. Their numbers were great, their ferocity untamed. They

fought with light cavalry and light armor, trusting to their showers of arrows,

against which the swords and lances of the European armies could not avail. The

memory of

Attila was renewed in

the devastations of these savages, who, if they were not his compatriots,

resembled them both in their countenances and customs. All Italy, all Germany,

and the south of France felt. this scourge; till Henry the Fowler, and Otho the

Great (A.D. 934954) drove them back by successive victories within their own

limits, where in a short time, they learned peaceful arts, adopted the religion

and followed the policy of Christendom.




If any enemies could be more

destructive than these Hungarians, they were the pirates of the north, known

commonly by the name of Normans. The love of a predatory life seems to have

attracted adventurers of different nations to the Scandinavian seas, from

whence they infested, not only by maritime piracy, but continual invasions, the

northern coasts both of France and Germany. The causes of their sudden

appearance are inexplicable, or at least could only be sought in the ancient

traditions of Scandinavia. For, undoubtedly, the coasts of France and England

were as little protected from depredations under the Merovingian kings, and

those of the Heptarchy, as in subsequent times. Yet only one instance of an

attack from this side is recorded, and that before the middle of the sixth

century, till the age of Charlemagne. In 787 the Danes, as we call those

northern plunderers, began to infest England, which lay most immediately open

to their incursions. Soon afterwards they' ravaged the coasts of France.

Charlemagne repulsed them by means of his fleets; yet they pillaged a few

places during his reign. It is said that, perceiving one day, from a port in

the Mediterranean, some Norman vessels, which had penetrated into that sea, he

shed tears, in anticipation of the miseries which awaited his empire. In

Louis's reign their depredations upon the coast were more incessant, but they

did not penetrate into the inland country till that of Charles the Bald. The

wars between that prince and his family, which exhausted France of her noblest

blood, the insubordination of the provincial governors, even the instigation of

some of Charles's enemies, laid all open to their inroads. They adopted an

uniform plan of warfare both in France and England; sailing up navigable rivers

in their vessels of small burden, and fortifying the islands which they occasionally found, they made these intrenchments at once an

asylum for their women and children, a repository for their plunder, and a

place of retreat from superior force. After pillaging a town they retired to

these strongholds or to their ships; and it was not till 872 that they ventured

to keep possession of Angers, which, however, they were compelled to evacuate.

Sixteen years afterwards they laid siege to Paris and committed the most ruinous

devastations on the neighboring country. As these Normans were unchecked by

religious awe, the rich monasteries, which had stood harmless amidst the havoc

of Christian war, were overwhelmed in the storm. Perhaps they may have endured

some irrecoverable losses of ancient learning; but their complaints are of

monuments disfigured, bones of saints and kings dispersed, treasures carried

away. St. Denis redeemed its abbot from captivity with six hundred and

eighty-five pounds of gold. All the chief abbeys were stripped about the same

time, either by the enemy, or for contributions to the public necessity. So

impoverished was the kingdom, that in 860 Charles the Bald had great difficulty

in collecting three thousand pounds of silver to subsidize a body of Normans

against their countrymen. The kings of France, too feeble to prevent or repel

these invaders, had recourse to the palliative of buying peace at their hands,

or rather precarious armistices, to which reviving thirst of plunder soon put

an end. At length Charles the Simple, in 918, ceded a great province, which

they had already partly occupied, partly rendered desolate, and which has

derived from them the name of Normandy. Ignominious as this appears, it proved

no impolitic step. Rollo, the Norman chief, with all his subjects, became

Christians and Frenchmen; and the kingdom was at once relieved from a terrible

enemy, and strengthened by a race of hardy colonists [NOTE XIII].




The accession of Hugh Capet (A. D. 987), had not the immediate effect

of restoring the royal authority over France. His own very extensive fief was

now, indeed, united to the crown; but a few great vassals occupied the

remainder of the kingdom. Six of these obtained, at a subsequent time, the

exclusive appellation of peers of France, the count of Flanders, whose fief

stretched from the Scheldt to the Somme; the count of Champagne; the duke of

Normandy, to whom Brittany did homage; the duke of Burgundy, on whom the count

of Nivernois seems to have depended; the duke of Aquitaine, whose territory,

though less than the ancient kingdom of that name, comprehended Poitou,

Limousin, and most of Guienne, with the feudal superiority over the Angoumois,

and some other central districts; and lastly the count of Toulouse, who

possessed Languedoc, with the small countries of

Quercy and Rouergue, and the superiority over Auvergne. Besides these six, the

duke of Gascony, not long afterward united with Aquitaine, the counts of Anjou,

Ponthieu, and Vermandois, the viscount of Bourges, the lords of Bourbon and

Coucy, with one or two other vassals, held immediately of the last Carlovingian

kings. This was the aristocracy, of which Hugh Capet usurped the direction; for

the suffrage of no general assembly gave a sanction to his title. On the death

of Louis V. he took advantage of the absence of Charles, duke of Lorraine, who,

as the deceased king's uncle, was nearest heir, and procured his own

consecration at Rheims. At first, he was by no means acknowledged in the

kingdom; but his contest with Charles proving successful, the chief vassals

ultimately gave at least a tacit consent to the usurpation, and permitted the

royal name to descend undisputed upon his posterity. But this was almost the

sole attribute of sovereignty which the first kings of the third dynasty

enjoyed. For a long period before and after the accession of that family France

has, properly speaking, no national history. The character or fortune of those,

who were called its kings were little more important to the majority of the

nation than those of foreign princes. Undoubtedly the degree of influence which

they exercised with respect to the vassals of the crown varied according to

their power and their proximity. Over Guienne and Toulouse the first four

Capets had very little authority; nor do they seem to have ever received

assistance from them either in civil or national wars. With provinces nearer to

their own domains, such as Normandy and Flanders, they were frequently engaged

in alliance or hostility; but each seemed rather to proceed from the

policy of independent states than from the relation of a sovereign towards his

subjects [NOTE XIV].




It should be remembered that, when

the fiefs of Paris and Orleans are said to have been reunited by Hugh Capet to

the crown, little more is understood than the feudal superiority over the

vassals of these provinces. As the kingdom of Charlemagne's posterity was split

into a number of great fiefs, so each of these contained many barons,

possessing exclusive immunities within their own territories, waging war at

their pleasure, administering justice to their military tenants and other

subjects, and free from all control beyond the conditions of the feudal

compact. At the accession of Louis VI. in 1108, the cities of Paris, Orleans,

and Bourges, with the immediately adjacent districts, formed the most

considerable portion of the royal domain. A number of petty barons, with their

fortified castles, intercepted the communication between these, and waged war

against the king almost under the walls of his capital. It cost Louis a great

deal of trouble to reduce the lords of Montlhéry, and other places within a few

miles of Paris. Under this prince, however, who had more activity than his

predecessors, the royal authority considerably revived. From his reign we may

date the systematic rivalry of the French and English monarchies. Hostilities

had several times occurred between Philip I. and the two Williams; but the wars

that began under Louis VI. lasted, with no long interruption, for three

centuries and a half, and form, indeed, the most leading feature of French

history during the Middle Ages. Of all the royal vassals, the dukes of Normandy

were the proudest and most powerful. Though they had submitted to do homage,

they could not forget that they came in originally by force, and that in real

strength they were fully equal to their sovereign. Nor had the conquest of

England any tendency to diminish their pretensions.




Louis VII. ascended the

throne (1137) with better prospects than his father. He had married Eleanor,

heiress of the great duchy of Guienne. But this union, which promised an immense accession of

strength to the crown, was rendered unhappy by the levities of that princess.

Repudiated by Louis, who felt rather as a husband than a king, Eleanor

immediately married Henry II. of England, who, already inheriting Normandy from

his mother and Anjou from his father, became possessed of more than one half of

France, and an overmatch for Louis, even if the great vassals of the crown had

been always ready to maintain its supremacy. One might venture, perhaps, to

conjecture that the scepter of France would eventually have passed from the

Capets to the Plantagenets, if the vexatious quarrel with Becket at one time,

and the successive rebellions fomented by Louis at a later period, had not

embarrassed the great talents and ambitious spirit of Henry.




But the scene quite changed when (A.

D. 1180) Philip Augustus, son of Louis VII., came upon the stage. No prince

comparable to him in systematic ambition and military enterprise had reigned in

France since Charlemagne. From his reign the French monarchy dates the recovery

of its lustre. He wrested from the count of Flanders the Vermandois (that part

of Picardy which borders on the Isle of France and Champagne), and

subsequently, the county of Artois. But the most important conquests of Philip

were obtained against the kings of England. Even Richard I., with all his

prowess, lost ground in struggling against an adversary not less active, and

more politic, than himself. But when John not only took possession of his

brother's dominions, but confirmed his usurpation by the murder, as was very

probably surmised, of the heir, Philip, artfully taking advantage of the

general indignation, summoned him as his vassal to the court of his peers. John

demanded a safe-conduct. Willingly, said Philip; let him come unmolested. And

return? inquired the English envoy. If the judgment of his peers permit him,

replied the king. By all the saints of France, he exclaimed, when further

pressed, he shall not return unless acquitted. The bishop of Ely still

remonstrated that the duke of Normandy could not come without the king of

England; nor would the barons of that country permit their sovereign to run the

risk of death or imprisonment. What of that, my lord bishop? cried Philip. It

is well known that my vassal the duke of Normandy acquired England by force.

But if a subject obtains any accession of dignity, shall his paramount lord

therefore lose his rights?




It may be doubted whether, in thus citing John before his court, the

king of France did not stretch his feudal sovereignty beyond its acknowledged limits.

Arthur was certainly no immediate vassal of the crown for Brittany; and, though

he had done homage to Philip for Anjou and Maine, yet a subsequent treaty had

abrogated his investiture, and confirmed his uncle in the possession of those

provinces. But the vigor of Philip, and the meanness of his adversary, cast a

shade over all that might be novel or irregular in these proceedings. John, not

appearing at his summons, was declared guilty of felony, and his fiefs

confiscated. The execution of this sentence was not intrusted to a dilatory

arm. Philip poured his troops into Normandy (A. D. 1203), and took town after

town, while the king of England, infatuated by his own wickedness and

cowardice, made hardly an attempt at defence. In two years, Normandy, Maine,

and Anjou were irrecoverably lost. Poitou and Guienne resisted longer; but the

conquest of the first was completed by Louis VIII., successor of Philip (A. D.

1223), and the subjection of the second seemed drawing near, when the arms of

Louis were diverted to different but scarcely less advantageous objects.




The country of Languedoc, subject to

the counts of Toulouse, had been unconnected beyond any other part of France,

with the kings of the house of Capet. Louis VII., having married his sister to

the reigning count, and travelled himself through the country, began to

exercise some degree of authority, chiefly in confirming the rights of

ecclesiastical bodies, who were vain, perhaps, of this additional sanction to

the privileges which they already possessed. But the remoteness of their

situation, with a difference in language and legal usages, still kept the

people of this province apart from those of the north of France.




About the middle of the twelfth century, certain religious opinions,

which it is not easy, nor, for our present purpose, material to define, but,

upon every supposition, exceedingly adverse to those of the church, began to

spread over Languedoc. Those who imbibed them have borne the name of Albigeois,

though they were in no degree peculiar to the district of Albi. In despite of

much preaching and some persecution, these errors made a continual progress;

till Innocent III., in 1198, despatched commissaries, the seed of the

inquisition, with ample powers both to investigate and to chastise. Raymond

VI., count of Toulouse, whether inclined toward the innovators, as was then

the theme of reproach, or, as is more probable, disgusted with the insolent

interference of the pope and his missionaries, provoked them to pronounce a

sentence of excommunication against him. Though this was taken off, he was

still suspected; and upon the assassination of one of the inquisitors, in which

Raymond had no concern, Innocent published a crusade against both the count and

his subjects, calling upon the king of France, and the nobility of that

kingdom, to take up the cross, with all the indulgences usually held out as

allurements to religious warfare. Though Philip would not interfere, a

prodigious number of knights undertook this enterprise, led partly by

ecclesiastics, and partly by some of the first barons in France. It was

prosecuted with every atrocious barbarity which superstition, the mother of

crimes, could inspire. Languedoc, a country, for that age, flourishing and

civilized, was laid waste by these desolators; her cities burned; her

inhabitants swept away by fire and the sword. And this was to punish a

fanaticism ten thousand times more innocent than their own, and errors which,

according to the worst imputations, left the laws of humanity and the peace of

social life unimpaired.




The crusaders were commanded by Simon

de Montfort, a man, like Cromwell, whose intrepidity, hypocrisy, and ambition,

marked him for the hero of a holy war. The energy of such a mind, at the head

of an army of enthusiastic warriors, may well account for successes which then

appeared miraculous. But Montfort was cut off before he could realize his

ultimate object, an independent principality; and Raymond was able to bequeath

the inheritance of his ancestors to his son. Rome, however, was not yet

appeased (A.D. 1222); upon some new pretence she raised up a still more

formidable enemy against the younger Raymond. Louis VIII. suffered himself to

be diverted from the conquest of Guienne, to take the cross against the

supposed patron of heresy. After a short and successful war, Louis, dying

prematurely, left the crown of France to a son only twelve years old. But the

count of Toulouse was still pursued, till, hopeless of safety in so unequal a

struggle, he concluded a treaty upon very hard terms (A.D. 1229). By this he

ceded the greater part of Languedoc; and, giving his daughter in marriage to

Alphonso, brother of Louis IX., confirmed to them, and to the king in failure

of their descendants, the reversion of the rest, in exclusion of any other

children whom he might have. Thus fell the ancient house of Toulouse, through

one of those strange combinations of fortune, which thwart the natural course

of human prosperity, and disappoint the plans of wise policy and

beneficent government.




The rapid progress of royal power

under Philip Augustus and his son had scarcely given the great vassals time to

reflect upon the change which it produced in their situation. The crown, with

which some might singly have measured their forces, was now an equipoise to

their united weight. And such a union was hard to be accomplished among men not

always very sagacious in policy, and divided by separate interests and

animosities. They were not, however, insensible to the crisis of their feudal

liberties; and the minority of Louis IX., guided only by his mother, the

regent, Blanche of Castile, seemed to offer a favorable opportunity for

recovering their former situation. Some of the most considerable barons, the

counts of Brittany, Champagne, and la Marche, had, during the time of Louis

VIII., shown an unwillingness to push the count of Toulouse too far, if they

did not even keep up a secret understanding with him. They now broke out into

open rebellion; but the address of Blanche detached some from the league, and

her firmness subdued the rest. For the first fifteen years of Louis's reign

(A.D. 1226–1241) the struggle was frequently renewed; till repeated

humiliations convinced the refractory that the throne was no longer to be

shaken. A prince so feeble as Henry III., was unable to afford them that aid

from England, which, if his grandfather or son had then reigned, might probably

have lengthened these civil wars.




But Louis IX. had methods of preserving his ascendency very different

from military prowess. That excellent prince was perhaps the most eminent

pattern of unswerving probity and Christian strictness. of conscience that ever

held the scepter in any country. There is a peculiar beauty in the reign of St.

Louis, because it shows the inestimable benefit which a virtuous king may

confer on his people, without possessing any distinguished genius. For nearly

half a century that he governed France, there is not the smallest want of

moderation or disinterestedness in his actions; and yet he raised the influence

of the monarchy to a much higher point than the most ambitious of his predecessors. To the

surprise of his own and later times, he restored (A.D. 1259) great part of his

conquests to Henry III., whom he might naturally hope to have expelled from

France. It would indeed have been a tedious work to conquer Guienne, which was

full of strong places; and the subjugation of such a province might have

alarmed the other vassals of his crown. But it is the privilege only of

virtuous minds to perceive that wisdom resides in moderate counsels: no

sagacity ever taught a selfish and ambitious sovereign to forego the sweetness

of immediate power. An ordinary king, in the circumstances of the French

monarchy, would have fomented, or, at least, have rejoiced in, the dissensions

which broke out among the principal In vassals; Louis constantly employed

himself to reconcile them. this, too, his benevolence had all the effects of far-sighted

policy. It had been the practice of his three last predecessors to interpose

their mediation on behalf of the less powerful classes, the clergy, the

inferior nobility, and the inhabitants of chartered towns. Thus the supremacy

of the crown became a familiar idea; but the perfect integrity of St. Louis

wore away all distrust, and accustomed even the most jealous feudatories to

look upon him as their judge and legislator. And as the royal authority was

hitherto shown only in its most amiable prerogatives, the dispensation of

favor, and the redress of wrong, few were watchful enough to remark the

transition of the French constitution from a feudal league to an absolute

monarchy.




It was perhaps fortunate for the

display of St. Louis's virtues that the throne had already been strengthened by

the less innocent exertions of Philip Augustus and Louis VIII. A century

earlier his mild and scrupulous character, unsustained by great actual power,

might not have inspired sufficient awe. But the crown was now grown so

formidable, and Louis was so eminent for his firmness and bravery, qualities

without which every other virtue would have been ineffectual, that no one

thought it safe to run wantonly into rebellion, while his disinterested

administration gave no one a pretext for it. Hence the latter part of his reign

was altogether tranquil and employed in watching over the public peace and the

security of travellers; administering justice personally, or by the best

counsellors; and compiling that code of feudal customs called the

Establishments of St. Louis, which is the first monument of legislation after

the accession of the house of Capet. Not satisfied with the justice of his own

conduct, Louis aimed at that act of virtue which is rarely practised by private

men, and had perhaps no example among kings -restitution. Commissaries were

appointed to inquire what possessions had been unjustly annexed to the royal

domain during the last two reigns. These were restored to the proprietors, or,

where length of time had made it difficult to ascertain the claimant, their value

was distributed among the poor.




It has been hinted already that all

this excellence of heart in Louis IX. was not attended with that strength of

understanding, which is necessary, we must allow, to complete the usefulness of

a sovereign. During his minority Blanche of Castile, his mother, had filled the

office of Regent with great courage and firmness. But after he grew up to

manhood, her influence seems to have passed the limit which gratitude and piety

would have assigned to it and, as her temper was not very meek or popular,

exposed the king to some degree of contempt. He submitted even to be restrained

from the society of his wife Margaret, daughter of Raymond, count of Provence,

a princess of great virtue and conjugal affection. Joinville relates a curious.

story, characteristic of Blanche's arbitrary conduct, and sufficiently

derogatory to Louis.




But the principal weakness of this king, which almost effaced all the

good effects of his virtues, was superstition. It would be idle to sneer at

those habits of abstemiousness and mortification which were part of the

religion of his age, and, at the worst, were only injurious to his own comfort.

But he had other prejudices, which, though they may be forgiven, must never be

defended. No man was ever more impressed than St. Louis with a belief in the

duty of exterminating all enemies to his own faith. With these he thought no

layman ought to risk himself in the perilous ways of reasoning, but to make

answer with his sword as stoutly as a strong arm and a fiery zeal could carry

that argument. Though, fortunately for his fame, the persecution against the

Albigeois, which had been the disgrace of his father's short reign, was at an

end before he reached manhood, he suffered a hypocritical monk to establish a

tribunal at Paris for the suppression of heresy, where many innocent persons

suffered death.




But no events in Louis's life were

more memorable than his two crusades, which lead us to look back on the nature

and circumstances of that most singular phenomenon in European history. Though

the crusades involved all the western nations of Europe, without belonging

particularly to anyone, yet, as France was more distinguished than the rest in

most of those enterprises, I shall introduce the subject as a sort of digression from the main course of French

history.




Even before the violation of

Palestine by the Saracen arms it had been a prevailing custom among the

Christians of Europe to visit those scenes rendered interesting by religion,

partly through delight in the effects of local association, partly in obedience

to the prejudices or commands of superstition. These pilgrimages became more

frequent in later times, in spite, perhaps in consequence, of the danger and

hardships which attended them. For a while the Mohammedan possessors of

Jerusalem permitted, or even encouraged, a devotion which they found lucrative;

but this was interrupted whenever the ferocious insolence with which they

regarded all infidels got the better of their rapacity. During the eleventh

century, when, from increasing superstition and some particular fancies, the

pilgrims were more numerous than ever, a change took place in the government of

Palestine, which was overrun by the Turkish hordes from the North. These

barbarians treated the visitors of Jerusalem with still greater contumely,

mingling with their Mohammedan bigotry, a consciousness of strength and

courage, and a scorn of the Christians, whom they knew only by the debased

natives of Greece and Syria, or by these humble and defenceless palmers. When

such insults became known throughout Europe, they excited a keen sensation of

resentment among nations equally courageous and devout, which, though wanting

as yet any definite means of satisfying itself, was ripe for whatever favorable

conjuncture might arise.




Twenty years before the first crusade Gregory VII. had projected the

scheme of embodying Europe in arms against Asia-a scheme worthy of his daring

mind, and which, perhaps, was never forgotten by Urban II., who in everything

loved to imitate his great predecessor. This design of Gregory was founded upon

the supplication of the Greek emperor Michael, which was renewed by Alexius

Comnenus to Urban with increased importunity. The Turks had now taken Nice, and

threatened, from the opposite shore, the very walls of Constantinople. Everyone

knows whose hand held the torch to that inflammable mass of enthusiasm that

pervaded Europe; the hermit of Picardy, who, roused by witnessed wrongs and

imagined visions, journeyed from land to land, the apostle of an holy war. The

preaching of Peter was powerfully seconded by Urban (A.D. 1095). In the

councils of Piacenza and of Clermont the deliverance of Jerusalem was

eloquently recommended and exultingly undertaken. is the will of God! was the

tumultuous cry that broke from the heart and lips of

the assembly at Clermont; and these words afford at once the most obvious and

most certain explanation of the leading principle of the crusades. Later

writers, incapable of sympathizing with the blind fervor of zeal, or anxious to

find a pretext for its effect somewhat more congenial to the spirit of our

times, have sought political reasons for that which resulted only from

predominant affections. No suggestion of these will, I believe, be found in

contemporary historians. To rescue the Greek empire from its imminent peril,

and thus to secure Christendom from enemies who professed towards it eternal

hostility, might have been a legitimate and magnanimous ground of interference;

but it operated scarcely, or not at all, upon those who took the cross. It

argues, indeed, strange ignorance of the eleventh century to ascribe such

refinements of later times even to the princes of that age. The Turks were no

doubt repelled from the neighborhood of Constantinople by the crusaders; but

this was a collateral effect of their enterprise. Nor had they any disposition

to serve the interest of the Greeks, whom they soon came to hate, and not

entirely without provocation, with almost as much animosity as the Moslems

themselves.




Every means was used to excite an epidemical frenzy: the remission of

penance, the dispensation from those practices of self-denial which

superstition imposed or suspended at pleasure, the absolution of all sins, and

the assurance of eternal felicity. None doubted that such as perished in the

war received immediately the reward of martyrdom. False miracles and fanatical

prophecies, which were never so frequent, wrought up the enthusiasm to a still

higher pitch. And these devotional feelings, which are usually thwarted and

balanced by other passions, fell in with every motive that could influence the

men of that time; with curiosity, restlessness, the love of license, thirst for

war, emulation, ambition. Of the princes who assumed the cross, some probably from

the beginning speculated upon forming independent establishments in the East.

In later periods the temporal benefits of undertaking a crusade undoubtedly

blended themselves with less selfish considerations. Men resorted to Palestine,

as in modern times they have done to the colonies, in order to redeem their

fame, or repair their fortune. Thus Gui de Lusignan, after flying from France,

for murder, was ultimately raised to the throne of Jerusalem. To the more

vulgar class were held out inducements which, though absorbed in the overruling

fanaticism of the first crusade, might be exceedingly efficacious when it began

rather to flag. During the time that a crusader bore the cross he was free from

suit for his debts, and the interest of them was entirely abolished; he was

exempted, in some instances at least, from taxes, and placed under the

protection of the church, so that he could not be impleaded in any civil court,

except on criminal charges, or disputes relating to land.




None of the sovereigns of Europe took a part in the first crusade; but

many of their chief vassals, great part of the inferior nobility, and a

countless multitude of the common people. The priests left their parishes, and

the monks their cells; and though the peasantry were then in general bound to

the soil, we find no check given to their emigration for this cause. Numbers of

women and children swelled the crowd; it appeared a sort of sacrilege to repel

any one from a work which was considered as the manifest design of Providence.

But if it were lawful to interpret the will of Providence by events, few

undertakings have been more branded by its disapprobation than the crusades. So

many crimes and so much misery have seldom been accumulated in so short a space

as in the three years of the first expedition. We should be warranted by

contemporary writers in stating the loss of the Christians alone during this

period at nearly a million; but at the least computation it must have exceeded

half that number. To engage in the crusade, and to perish in it, were almost

synonymous. Few of those myriads who were mustered in the plains of Nice

returned to gladden their friends in Europe with the story of their triumph at

Jerusalem. Besieging alternately and besieged in Antioch, they drained to the

lees the cup of misery: three hundred thousand sat down before that place; next

year there remained but a sixth part to pursue the enterprise. But their losses

were least in the field of battle; the intrinsic superiority of European

prowess was constantly displayed: the angel of Asia, to apply the bold language

of our poet, high and unmatchable, where her rival was not, became a fear; and

the Christian lances bore all before them in their shock from Nice to Antioch,

Edessa, and Jerusalem (A.D. 1099). It was here, where their triumph was

consummated, that it was stained with the most atrocious massacre; not limited

to the hour of resistance, but renewed deliberately even after that famous

penitential procession to the holy sepulchre, which might have calmed their

ferocious dispositions, if, through the misguided enthusiasm of the enterprise,

it had not been rather calculated to excite them."




The conquests obtained at such a price by the first crusade were

chiefly comprised in the maritime parts of Syria. Except the state of Edessa

beyond the Euphrates, which, in its best days, extended over great part of

Mesopotamia, the Latin possessions never reached more than a few leagues from

the sea. Within the barrier of Mount Libanus their arms might be feared, but

their power was never established; and the prophet was still invoked in the

mosques of Aleppo and Damascus. The principality of Antioch to the north, the

kingdom of Jerusalem with its feudal dependencies of Tripoli and Tiberias to

the south, were assigned, the one to Boemond, a brother of Robert Guiscard,

count of Apulia, the other to Godfrey of Boulogne, whose extraordinary merit

had justly raised him to a degree of influence with the chief crusaders that

has been sometimes confounded with a legitimate authority. In the course of a

few years Tyre, Ascalon, and the other cities upon the seacoast, were subjected

by the successors of Godfrey on the throne of Jerusalem. But as their enemies

had been stunned, not killed, by the western storm, the Latins were constantly

molested by the Mohammedans of Egypt and Syria. They were exposed as the

outposts of Christendom, with no respite and few resources. A second crusade

(A.D. 1147) in which the emperor Conrad III. and Louis VII. of France were

engaged, each with seventy thousand cavalry, made scarce any diversion; and

that vast army wasted away in the passage of Anatolia.




The decline of the Christian

establishments in the East is ascribed by William of Tyre to the extreme

viciousness of their manners, to the adoption of European arms by the

Orientals, and to the union of the Mohammedan principalities under a single

chief. Without denying the operation of these causes, and especially the last, it is

easy to perceive one more radical than all the three, the inadequacy of their

means of self-defence. The kingdom of Jerusalem was guarded only, exclusive of

European volunteers, by the feudal service of eight hundred and sixty-six

knights, attended each by four archers on horseback, by a militia of five

thousand and seventy-five burghers, and by a conscription, in great exigencies,

of the remaining population. William of Tyre mentions an army of one thousand

three hundred horse and fifteen thousand foot, as the greatest which had ever

been collected, and predicts the utmost success from it, if wisely conducted.

This was a little before the irruption of Saladin. In the last fatal battle

Lusignan seems to have had somewhat a larger force. Nothing can more strikingly

evince the ascendency of Europe than the resistance of these Frankish

acquisitions in Syria during nearly two hundred years. Several of their

victories over the Moslems were obtained against such disparity of numbers,

that they may be compared with whatever is most illustrious in history or

romance. These perhaps were less due to the descendants of the first crusaders,

settled in the Holy Land, than to those volunteers from Europe whom martial

ardor and religious zeal impelled to the service. It was the penance commonly

imposed upon men of rank for the most. heinous crimes, to serve a number of

years under the banner of the cross. Thus a perpetual supply of warriors was

poured in from Europe; and in this sense the crusades may be said to have

lasted without intermission during the whole period of the Latin settlements.

Of these defenders the most renowned were the military orders of the Knights of

the Temple and of the Hospital of St. John; instituted, the one in 1124, the

other in 1118, for the sole purpose of protecting the Holy Land. The Teutonic

order, established in 1190, when the kingdom of Jerusalem was falling, soon

diverted its schemes of holy warfare to a very different quarter of the world.

Large estates, as well in Palestine as throughout Europe, enriched the two

former institutions; but the pride, rapaciousness, and misconduct of both,

especially of the Templars, seem to have balanced the advantages derived from their

valor. At length the famous Saladin, usurping the throne of a feeble dynasty

which had reigned in Egypt, broke in upon the Christians of Jerusalem; the king

and the kingdom fell into his hands (A.D. 1187); nothing remained but a few

strong towns upon the seacoast.




These misfortunes roused once more the princes of Europe, and the third

crusade was undertaken (A.D. 1189) by three of her sovereigns, the greatest in

personal estimation as well as dignity-by the emperor Frederick Barbarossa,

Philip Augustus of France, and our own Richard Cœur de Lion. But this, like the

preceding enterprise, failed of permanent effect; and those feats of romantic

prowess which made the name of Richard so famous both in Europe and Asia proved

only the total inefficacy of all exertions in an attempt so impracticable;

Palestine was never the scene of another crusade. One great armament was

diverted to the siege of Constantinople (A.D. 1204) and another wasted in

fruitless attempts upon Egypt (A.D. 1218). The emperor Frederic II. afterwards procured

the restoration of Jerusalem by the Saracens; but the Christian princes of

Syria were unable to defend it, and their possessions were gradually reduced to

the maritime towns. Acre, the last of these, was finally taken by storm in

1291; and its ruin closes the history of the Latin dominion in Syria, which

Europe had already ceased to protect.




The two last crusades were undertaken by St. Louis. In the first he was

attended by 2800 knights and 50,000 ordinary troops. He landed at Damietta in

Egypt (A.D. 1248) for that country was now deemed the key of the Holy Land, and

easily made himself master of the city. But advancing up the country, he found

natural impediments as well as enemies in his way; the Turks assailed him with

Greek fire, an instrument of warfare almost as surprising and terrible as

gunpowder; he lost his brother, the count of Artois, with many knights, at

Massoura, near Cairo; and began too late a retreat towards Damietta. Such

calamities now fell upon this devoted army as have scarce ever been surpassed;

hunger and want of every kind, aggravated by an unsparing pestilence. At length

the king was made prisoner, and very few of the army escaped the Turkish scimitar

in battle or in captivity. Four hundred thousand livres were paid as a ransom

for Louis. He returned to France, and passed near twenty years in

the exercise of those virtues which are his best title to canonization. But the

fatal illusions of superstition were still always at his heart; nor did it fail

to be painfully observed by his subjects that he still kept the cross upon his

garment. His last expedition was originally designed for Jerusalem. But he had

received some intimation that the king of Tunis was desirous of embracing

Christianity. That these intentions might be carried into effect, he sailed out

of his way to the coast of Africa, and laid siege to that city (A.D. 1270). A

fever here put an end to his life, sacrificed to that ruling passion which

never would have forsaken him. But he had survived the spirit of the crusades;

the disastrous expedition to Egypt had cured his subjects, though not himself,

of their folly; his son, after making terms with Tunis, returned to France; the

Christians were suffered to lose what they still retained in the Holy Land; and

though many princes in subsequent ages talked loudly of renewing the war, the

promise, if it were ever sincere, was never accomplished.




Louis IX. had increased the royal domain by the annexation of several

counties and other less important fiefs; but soon after the accession of Philip

III. (A.D. 1270), surnamed the Bold, it received a far more considerable

augmentation. Alfonso, the late king's brother, had been invested with the

county of Poitou, ceded by Henry III., together with part of Auvergne and of

Saintonge; and held also, as has been said before, the remains of the great

fief of Toulouse, in right of his wife Jane, heiress of Raymond VII. Upon his

death, and that of his countess, which happened about the same time (A.D.

1271), the king entered into possession of all these territories. This

acquisition brought the sovereigns of France into contact with new neighbors,

the kings of Aragon and the powers of Italy. The first great and lasting

foreign war which they carried on was that of Philip III. and Philip IV.

against the former kingdom, excited by the insurrection of Sicily (A.D. 1270).

Though effecting no change in the boundaries of their dominions, this war may

be deemed a sort of epoch in the history of France and Spain, as well as in

that of Italy, to which it more peculiarly belongs.




There still remained five great and ancient fiefs of the French. crown;

Champagne, Guienne, Flanders, Burgundy, and Brittany. But Philip IV., usually

called the Fair, married the heiress of the first, a little before his father's

death (A.D. 1285); and although he governed that county in her name without

pretending to reunite it to the royal domain, it was, at least in a political

sense, no longer a part of the feudal body. With some of his other vassals

Philip used more violent methods. A parallel might be drawn between this prince

and Philip Augustus. But while in ambition, violence of temper and unprincipled

rapacity, as well as in the success of their attempts to establish an absolute

authority, they may be considered as nearly equal, we may remark this

difference, that Philip the Fair, who was destitute of military talents, gained

those ends by dissimulation which his predecessor had reached by force.




The duchy of Guienne, though somewhat

abridged of its original extent, was still by far the most considerable of the

French fiefs, even independently of its connection with England. Philip, by

dint of perfidy, and by the egregious incapacity of Edmund, brother of Edward

I., contrived to obtain (1292) and to keep for several years, the possession of

this great province. A quarrel among some French and English sailors having

provoked retaliation, till a sort of piratical war commenced between the two

countries, Edward, as duke of Guienne, was summoned into the king's court to

answer for the trespass of his subjects. Upon this he despatched his brother to

settle terms of reconciliation, with fuller powers than should have been

intrusted to so credulous a negotiator. Philip so outwitted this prince,

through a fictitious treaty, as to procure from him the surrender of all the

fortresses in Guienne. He then threw off the mask, and after again summoning

Edward to appear, pronounced the confiscation of his fief. This business is the

greatest blemish. in the political character of Edward. But his eagerness about

the acquisition of Scotland rendered him less sensible to the danger of a

possession in many respects more valuable; and the spirit of resistance among

the English nobility, which his arbitrary measures had provoked, broke out very

opportunely for Philip (1303), to thwart every effort for the recovery of

Guienne by arms. But after repeated suspensions of hostilities a treaty

was finally concluded, by which Philip restored the province, on the agreement

of a marriage between his daughter Isabel and the heir of England.




To this restitution he was chiefly

induced by the ill success that attended his arms in Flanders, another of the

great fiefs which this ambitious monarch had endeavored to confiscate. We have

not, perhaps, as clear evidence of the original injustice of his proceedings

towards the count of Flanders as in the case of Guienne; but he certainly twice

detained his person, once after drawing him on some pretext to his court, and

again, in violation of the faith pledged by his generals. The Flemings made,

however, so vigorous a resistance (A.D. 1302) that Philip was unable to reduce

that small country; and in one famous battle at Courtray they discomfited a

powerful army with that utter loss and ignominy to which the undisciplined

impetuosity of the French nobles was preeminently exposed.




Two other acquisitions of Philip the

Fair deserve notice; that of the counties of Angoulême and La Marche, upon a

sentence of forfeiture (and, as it seems, a very harsh one) passed against the

reigning count; and that of the city of Lyons, and its adjacent territory,

which had not even feudally been subject to the crown of France for more than

three hundred years. Lyons was the dowry of Matilda, daughter of Louis IV., on

her marriage with Conrad, king of Burgundy, and was bequeathed with the rest of

that kingdom by Rodolph, in 1032, to the empire. Frederic Barbarossa conferred

upon the archbishop of Lyons all regalian rights over the city, with the title

of Imperial Vicar. France seems to have had no concern with it, till St. Louis

was called in as a mediator in disputes between the chapter and the city,

during a vacancy of the see, and took the exercise of jurisdiction upon himself

for the time. Philip III., having been chosen arbitrator in similar

circumstances, insisted, before he would restore the jurisdiction, upon an oath

of fealty from the new archbishop. This oath, which could be demanded, it

seems, by no right but that of force, continued to be taken, till, in 1310, an

archbishop resisting what he had thought an usurpation, the city was besieged

by Philip IV., and, the inhabitants not being unwilling to submit, was finally

united to the French crown.




Philip the Fair left three sons, who

successively reigned in France (A.D. 1314); Louis, surnamed Hutin, Philip the

Long, and Charles the Fair; with a daughter, Isabel, married to Edward II., of

England [NOTE XV]. Louis, the eldest, survived his father little more than a

year, leaving one daughter, and

his queen pregnant. The circumstances that ensued require to be accurately

stated. Louis had possessed, in right of his mother, the kingdom of Navarre,

with the counties of Champagne and Brie. Upon his death, Philip, his next

brother, assumed the regency both of France and Navarre; and not long

afterwards entered into a treaty with Eudes, duke of Burgundy, uncle of the

princess Jane, Louis's daughter, by which her eventual rights to the succession

were to be regulated. It was agreed that, in case the queen should be delivered

of a daughter, these two princesses, or the survivor of them, should take the

grandmother's inheritance, Navarre and Champagne, on releasing all claim to the

throne of France. But this was not to take place till their age of consent,

when, if they should refuse to make such renunciation, their claim was to

remain, and right to be done to them therein; but, in return, the release made

by Philip of Navarre and Champagne was to be null. In the meantime, he was to

hold the government of France, Navarre, and Champagne, receiving homage of

vassals in all these countries as governor; saving the right of a male heir to

the late king, in the event of whose birth the treaty was not to take effect.




This convention was made on the 17th

of July, 1316; and on the 15th of November the queen brought into the world a

son, John I. (as some called him), who died in four days." The conditional

treaty was now become absolute; in spirit, at least, if any cavil might be

raised about the expression; and Philip was, by his own agreement, precluded

from taking any other title than that of regent or governor, until the princess

Jane should attain the age to concur in or disclaim the provisional contract of

her uncle. Instead of this, however, he procured himself to be consecrated at

Rheims; though, on account of the avowed opposition of the duke of Burgundy,

and even of his own brother Charles, it was thought prudent to shut the gates

during the ceremony, and to dispose guards throughout the town. Upon his return

to Paris, an assembly composed of prelates, barons, and burgesses of that city,

was convened (Jan. 6, 1317), who acknowledged him as their lawful sovereign,

and, if we may believe an historian, expressly declared that a woman was

incapable of succeeding to the crown of France. The duke of Burgundy, however,

made a show of supporting his niece's interests, till, tempted by the prospect of a

marriage with the daughter of Philip, he shamefully betrayed her cause, and

gave up in her name, for an inconsiderable pension, not only her disputed claim

to the whole monarchy, but her unquestionable right to Navarre and Champagne. I

have been rather minute in stating these details, because the transaction is

misrepresented by every historian, not excepting those who have written since

the publication of the documents which illustrate it.




In this contest, every way memorable, but especially on account of that

which sprung out of it, the exclusion of females from the throne of France was

first publicly discussed. The French writers almost unanimously concur in

asserting that such an exclusion was built upon a fundamental maxim of their

government. No written law, nor even, as far as I know, the direct testimony of

any ancient writer, has been brought forward to confirm this position. For as

to the text of the Salic law, which was frequently quoted, and has indeed given

a name to this exclusion of females, it can only by a doubtful and refined

analogy be considered as bearing any relation to the succession of the crown.

It is certain nevertheless that, from the time of Clovis, no woman had ever

reigned in France; and although not an instance of a sole heiress had occurred

before, yet some of the Merovingian kings left daughters, who might, if not

rendered incapable by their sex, have shared with their brothers in partitions

then commonly made. But, on the other hand, these times were gone quite out of

memory, and France had much in the analogy of her existing usages to reconcile

her to a female reign. The crown resembled a great fief; and the great fiefs

might universally descend to women. Even at the consecration of Philip himself,

Maud, countess of Artois, held the crown over his head among the other peers.

And it was scarcely beyond the recollection of persons living that Blanche had

been legitimate regent of France during the minority of St. Louis.




For these reasons, and much more from

the provisional treaty concluded between Philip

and the duke of Burgundy, it may be fairly inferred that the Salic law, as it

was called, was not so fixed a principle at that time as has been contended.

But however this may be, it received at the accession of Philip the Long a sanction

which subsequent events more thoroughly confirmed. Philip himself leaving only

three daughters, his brother Charles mounted the throne (1322); and upon his

death the rule was so unquestionably established, that his only daughter was

excluded by the count of Valois, grandson of Philip the Bold (1328). This

prince first took the regency, the queen-dowager being pregnant, and, upon her

giving birth to a daughter, was crowned king. No competitor or opponent

appeared in France; but one more formidable than any whom France could have

produced was awaiting the occasion to prosecute his imagined. right with all

the resources of valor and genius, and to carry desolation over that great

kingdom with as little scruple as if he was preferring a suit before a civil

tribunal.




From the moment of Charles IV.'s death, Edward III. of England buoyed

himself up with a notion of his title to the crown of France, in right of his

mother Isabel, sister to the three last kings. We can have no hesitation in

condemning the injustice of this pretension. Whether the Salic law were or were

not valid, no advantage could be gained by Edward. Even if he could forget the

express or tacit decision of all France, there stood in his way Jane, the

daughter of Louis X., three of Philip the Long, and one of Charles the Fair.

Aware of this, Edward set up a distinction, that, although females were

excluded from succession, the same rule did not apply to their male issue; and

thus, though his mother Isabel could not herself become queen of France, she

might transmit a title to him. But this was contrary to the commonest rules of

inheritance; and if it could. have been regarded at all, Jane had a son,

afterwards the famous king of Navarre, who stood one degree nearer to the crown

than Edward.




It is asserted in some French authorities that Edward preferred a claim

to the regency immediately after the decease of Charles the Fair, and that the

States-General, or at least the peers of France, adjudged that dignity to

Philip de Valois. Whether this be true or not, it is clear that he entertained

projects of recovering his right as early, though his youth and the embarrassed

circumstances of his government threw insuperable obstacles in the way of their

execution. He did liege homage, therefore, to Philip for Guienne, and for several years, while the affairs of Scotland engrossed his attention,

gave no sign of meditating a more magnificent enterprise. As he advanced in

manhood, and felt the consciousness of his strength, his early designs grew

mature, and produced a series of the most important and interesting revolutions

in the fortunes of France. These will form the subject of the ensuing pages.
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