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FOREWORD

Foreword

How many battles did change the course of history?
It's a good question. When we read about some troop
deployment on an ancient battlefield, it's easy to think
of it as a mere historical curiosity rather than as a
confrontation still relevant to us today.

The reality is, though, that the outcomes of historic
battles have shaped countries, empires, civilizations, and
the lives of each and every one of us. In Europe, nations
were born from the crucible of warring powers, while
in the mountains and deserts of the East, ancient rivalries
created borders and molded cultures in ways that are
still central to the lives of their inhabitants today. Across
the great landmass of central Europe, the expansion of
Genghis Khan's Mongol empire changed the face of a huge
swathe of the world. In South America the use of Spanish
as a lingua franca can be traced to Cortés's conquest of
the Aztec city of Tenochtitlan, while the US owes much
of its political and cultural heritage to the Revolutionary
War and the American Civil War. Closer to the present,
the behind-the-scenes dealings of the Cold War have had
an enormous influence both on contemporary geopolitics
and on modern combat.

Butit's not only the great defining moments of history

that are revealed in these battles. Each military engagement

is a snapshot of the political and cultural background in

which it took place; the anger, frustrations, and terror
of the local inhabitants; the clothes and weapons of
the fighting forces, the fateful decisions taken by civilian
and military leaders—all are reflected in, and are illuminated
by, the clash of arms. And while this book isn't intended
as a comprehensive compendium of the world's wars
or as a manual on the art of warfare, it does aim to offer
a glimpse of the broader world in which each battle took
place, as well as the ways in which history was made at a
particular momentin time.

Finally, as tempting as it is to look back at historical
events simply as fascinating echoes of years gone by,
it's always worth remembering the sacrifices of the fallen.
Military history is forged not only by bravery but by loss
of life, and we would do well to remember this when we
look back at the struggles of the past.

SIRTONY ROBINSON



INTRODUCTION

Introduction

Conflicts have been an ever-present part of
human history around the globe since the emergence
of the first civilizations in Egypt and Mesopotamia.
Warfare has played a key role in shaping our history,
with defeat in battle often precipitating the decline
of cultures, of empires, or more recently, of nation-
states—and victory leading to the acquisition of land,
people, and resources. Battles That Changed History
takes a chronological ook at a selection of the world's
most infamous and influential wars. Its content spans
more than 3,000 years, from the Battle of Kadesh

of 1274 BCE between the Egyptians and Hittites

(see p.42), to the second multinational coalition
invasion of Saddam Hussein's Iraq launched in 2003
(see p.247), and examines battles on every continent,
with the exception of Antarctica.

Tactics and techology

Throughout the centuries, emperors, military commanders,
generals, and admirals have faced the same objectives

and challenges: to outmaneuver their enemy, to gather
maximum resources to apply to the other side’s weak point,

to avoid becoming entrapped, and to capitalize on the effects

of victory, as well as to mitigate the consequences of
defeat. While modes of transport and weaponry have
changed and adapted over the centuries—the spears

and chariots employed by the Egyptians and Hittites at

the Battle of Kadesh may seem very different to the hi-tech
tanks and cruise missiles deployed by the US during the
1991 Desert Storm offensive (see pp.244-45)-but each
has had the power to change history. Critically, too, no battle
sitsinisolation. They are always the consequence of other
developments: for example, the ambition of emperors,
politicians, or peoples, of the failure of diplomacy, or of
competition for scarce resources.

Types of battle

Battles That Changed History looks at many different
types of campaign both on land and at sea. These include
everything from straightforward field encounters between
two sides, as seen at the 1187 Battle of Hattin between
the crusaders and Saladin’s Muslim army (see pp.56-57),
to complex maneuvers such as the Battle of Kursk during
World War II, which featured one the world's largest tank
battles (see pp.224-45). Marine engagements range from
the Spanish Armada Campaign of 1588 (see pp.100-103),

A SEABATTLEIN FEUDAL JAPAN The Battle of Dan-no-ura (see pp.54-55) took place in the 12th century between
warring Japanese clans. Their ships' crews boarded each other and engaged in fierce hand-to-hand combat.
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to the 1905 Battle of Tsushima (see pp.184-87),
which saw a Japanese fleet humiliate the
might of Czarist Russia’s navy. This book
also examines the sieges that formed
part of longer campaigns for example,

at the French city of Orléans 1429 during
the Hundred Years' War (see pp.76-77),
the Fall of Constantinople to the Ottoman
Turks in 1453 that marked the end of

the Byzantine empire (see pp.78-81),
and the Siege of Vienna in 1683 that
signaled the beginning of the end for

the Ottomans (see pp.118-21).

Landmarks in history

Every entry in the book marks a key moment in
military history, and attempts to outline its context,
actions, and consequences. Some battles led to the fall

of an empire—for example, Hannibal's defeat at Zama ended
his military conquests (see p.42)-or the creation of one;
Babur's victory over the Delhi sultan at Panipat in 1526 (see
pp.90-91) resulted in the emergence of the Mughal empire.
Others are included as they mark the end of a long campaign -
for example, World War II's Battle for Berlin in 1945-or the
beginning of one, such as the German rush for Paris at the
start of the World War |, which was halted at the Battle of
the Marne in 1914 (see p.190-91). Some potentially less
well-known battles mark the first significant use of a piece
of military technology—for example, the Battle of Pavia in
1525 saw the earliest outcome of a battle determined by
handheld firearms (see pp.88-89). Others highlight brilliant

< ZULU WEAPONS AT THE BATTLE
OF ISANDLWANA Most Zulu warriors
(see pp.176-77) were armed with

an iklwa, the Zulu refinement of the
assegaithrusting spear, and a shield
made of cowhide. The Zulus were
trained in the use and coordination

of this weapons system. They saw
firearms as the weapons of cowards.

tactical innovations, such as Hannibal's

victory at Cannae in 216 BCE, won by

enveloping the Roman Army's wings

(see pp.26-27)—a maneuver that
has been repeated in various forms
by dozens of generals since.

Each battle is illustrated with contemporary
or other artworks, paintings, photographs,
and artifacts, while both modern and historical
maps show how the action of certain battles
unfolded. The book explains examples of key weaponry—
from the trebuchets and the earliest cannon, to the
first engagement of aircraft and tanks in warfare-as
well as profiling military and political leaders throughout
history, from Alexander the Great and Julius Caesar to
Napoleon Bonaparte, Genghis Khan, Simon Bolivar,
and George Washington.

With coverage of the backgrounds, events, and
aftermaths of some of the most significant battles in
world history, this book aims to help anyone understand
the profound political, social, and economic consequences
of these military conflicts, and in so doing how kingdoms
and empires have been won and lost on the battlefield.

War is a matter not so much of arms
as of money, for it is money alone
that makes arms serviceable.

OF THE PELOPONNESIAN WAR, c.400 BCE

THUCYDIDES, ATHENIAN HISTORIAN, SPEAKS ON WAR IN HIS BOOK HISTORY
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BEFORE 1000cCE

GRECO-PERSIAN DUEL A Persian soldier (left)
and a Greek hoplite (right) are depicted fighting
to the death on this kylix (wine cup) dating
from the 5th century BCE. The hoplite’s shield
bears the emblem of Pegasus, the divine
winged stallion of Greek mythology.
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Marathon

4908BcE = CENTRAL GREECE = PERSIAN EMPIRE VS. ATHENS AND PLATAEA

P In 499 BCE, the Greek cities of lonia, on Asia Minor's
: west coast, revolted against Persia. Only Athens and
Eretria in central Greece answered their appeal for
aid, and the lonian revolt was put down after five
- years. But Darius |, king of Persia, did not forget the
~ . affront by the Greeks, and in 490 BcE he dispatched
an enormous fleet to exact revenge. Eretria fell after
a week-long siege, and then the Persian armada descended on Marathon, a
short march away from Athens. The Athenians had been forewarned so they
sent messengers—runners such as Pheidippides—hundreds of miles to the
other Greek cities, to plead for reinforcements. The Spartans agreed to help,
but observance of their festival of Carneia delayed them for 10 days.

Without immediate allies, the Athenian generals Callimachus and Miltiades
led 10,000 hoplites on the 26-mile (40-km) march from Athens, reaching
Marathon just in time to prevent the Persians making their attack. After
several days—during which the Persians reembarked their cavalry onto ships
for a direct attack on Athens, and the Athenian army was reinforced by a
contingent from the Greek city of Plataea—the two armies clashed. The
hoplite phalanx’s success in almost enveloping their opponents might have
been fruitless had not the battle-weary Athenians marched straight back
to their city and prevented a Persian landing. With the final arrival of the
Spartans, the Persian commanders Datis and Artaphernes withdrew their
fleet, granting Greece a 10-year respite before the next Persian invasion.

THE HOPLITE PHALANX

Around 700 BCE, the aristocratic

military culture of Greece's Homeric

age was replaced by the disciplined tactics
of the phalanx—a compact formation up to
eight ranks deep composed of land-owning
citizens. Armed with long thrusting spears,
short swords, and thick bronze breastplates,
each soldier bore a large round shield, or
hoplon, which gave them their name. In
close formation, the shields protected the
unguarded side of the man to the left and
the spears projecting from the phalanx
made it almost impenetrable. In hoplite
warfare, most casualties occurred when
one side’s ranks broke and fled.

This image from the 6th century BCE shows a
hoplite soldier on the battlefield.
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In detail

On arriving at Marathon, the Greeks camped beside a grove
of trees, blocking the Persians’ route to Athens. However, they
did not advance farther, afraid to face the more mobile Persians
on the open plain and hoping for the arrival of reinforcements
from Sparta. When part of the Persian fleet, including most of
its cavalry, left for Athens, the Greek general Miltiades persuaded
a divided council of Greek generals to unite and attack.

Thinning the center of his line, the Greek commander
Callimachus reinforced his wings and closed rapidly, giving
the Persian archers little time to unleash their deadly volleys.
Although the Greek center buckled, this drew their opponents
forward, and when the Persian wings were in turn pushed back
by the force of the reinforced phalanx facing them, the hoplites
swung inward, threatening to envelope Darius's troops. The
Persians broke and fled toward their ships; thousands died as the
pursuing hoplites cut them down while they floundered in the
marshes. The Greeks captured seven Persian ships, but the rest
made their escape. For the loss of just 192 hoplites, the Athenians
and Plataeans had won an important victory. However, Athens
still lay exposed to the escaping fleet and the Persian cavalry
that was still heading toward the city. In the event, the city
was successfully defended.

v MARATHON, 490BcE The Greeks felled trees to create obstacles to defend
their flanks as they advanced from their camp. Unable to maneuver because of
these and the marshes, the Persians risked being pinned against the shore when
the Greek wings broke the Persian flanks. The resulting retreat was chaotic,

and in it, according to some accounts, the Persian general Datis was killed.

» KING DARIUS Darius | of
Persia (rn522-486 BCE)
annexed Thrace in 512 BCE,
but his attempt to exact
revenge for the lonian
revolt by conquering
Greece foundered at
Marathon. Arevoltin
Egypt delayed a second
expedition, and his
death gave the
Greeks six years of
further respite.

v B Greek forces
B Persian forces
== Trees felled by Greeks
OMarathon
m_ Greek
Heracleum© ®® amp
1]
Weak Greek
center of hoplites le)
1 MILTIADES allow Persians to Trikorythus
/‘/\'\M@ Hoplites bedrawnin
Persian
2 | - J / 5 cam
p
Strong Greek \\\ ////
phalanxes on the \\ / ///
wings crush
the Persians on /
each side -
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“ Persian
fleet
Bay of Marathon
Okm 2 4
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MARATHON = 450 BCE

< IMMORTALS The Immortals were a unit of 10,000
men that formed the bodyguard of the Persian king.
They were tasked with protecting the king and breaking
down stubborn opposition on the battlefield. Other
elite formations, similarly equipped with long spears
and bows, made up the Persian center at Marathon,
while less experienced troops formed the flanks.

V ON THE BATTLEFIELD The Greek phalanx crashes
into the Persian line at Marathon in this frieze from

a sarcophagus found in Italy. After nearly a week in
which the two armies had stood off against each
other, the attack caught the Persians by surprise,

and by the time Datis had realized the trap Miltiades
had set, it was too late for him to react.
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» TACTICAL ADVANTAGE
In an attempt to block

the advance of the Persian
invaders, Leonidas placed
his forces at the Middle
Gates of Thermopylae 2
in central Greece. The i i ) S
45-ft (15-m) gap was j :
flanked on one side by
water and on the other
by a sheer slope which,
together with a wall that
had been built decades
earlier, made passage

by an attacking force
almost impossible.

Mountain path
taken by Persian
outflanking force
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THERMOPYLAE = 480 BCE

Thermopylae

4808BCE = CENTRAL GREECE = GREECE VS. PERSIA

GRECO-PERSIANWARS

In 480 BCE, Xerxes | restarted

the Persian invasion of Greece that
had ended at Marathon 10 years
earlier (see pp.12-15), bridging

the Hellespont (Dardenelles) with
pontoons to transport his huge
army. Unable to oppose such a
force, the northern Greek cities quickly capitulated and

the Persians swept through Thessaly in central Greece. An
anti-Persian resistance coalesced around Athens and Sparta,
however, and resolved to halt the invaders. The Spartan army
under Leonidas marched to Thermopylae in Boeotia, where
a narrow pass could be held by a small number of hoplites.
Simultaneously, the Athenian fleet blocked the Persian

navy at the Straits of Artemisium to the northeast.

Xerxes approached on August 18 with around 70,000 men,
10 times that of the Spartan-led defenders. He unleashed a
volley of arrows, followed by a headlong charge and an assault
by his elite forces, the Immortals, all of which the Greeks
withstood. With Persian losses mounting on the second day,

In detail

KING LEONIDAS (c.548-480 BCE)

The third son of King Anaxandridas of

Sparta, Leonidas received the rigorous
martial training typical of high-born Spartan
males, and his military experience included
service in a campaign against Argos in

494 BCE. He became king in 490 BCE and was
selected to lead the anti-Persian alliance in
4808BCE. Ignoring a prophecy from the Delphic
oracle that predicted his death, he made a heroic
stand at Thermopylae, stubbornly resisting and
then refusing to retreat with the rest of the army.
Leonidas's actions made his name a byword for
bravery among future Greek generations.

» Depicting the hero of the battle, this statue of
Leonidas was found in the city of Spartain Greece.

Xerxes's campaign was only saved by the discovery of a
mountain path that enabled him to attack from the rear.
Outflanked, Leonidas sent most of the army away, and fought
to the death with a smaller force. The Greek fleet retired, and
Xerxes marched on Athens and into the Peloponnese.

» LEONIDAS'S LAST STAND
Alocal man betrayed the Greek
forces by revealing a track over
the mountain that allowed the
Persians to circumvent Leonidas's
defences. Xerxes used the path
to send 10,000 men to attack
from the rear. Facing the Persian
forces with 300 Spartan warriors,
accompanied by 700 Thespians
and a force of Thebans, Leonidas
made a heroic last stand while the
remaining Greek forces retreated.
This painting from 1963 depicts
the final moments of the battle.

L
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A BATTLE MAP OF SALAMIS This map from 1825 shows the Persian and Greek fleets clustered at the
narrow entrance to the Gulf of Eleusis, east of the island of Salamis. The Greek line (north) consisted of
the Athenians on the left and the Spartans and Aeginetans on the right. The Persians tried to block the
Greek rear by sending an Egyptian detachment to sail northwest around Salamis, but their plot failed: it
was the Persian fleet that had to retreat, and it was ambushed by the Aeginetans as it did so.



SALAMIS = 480 BCE

Salamis

480BCE = WESTERN GREECE = SPARTA AND ATHENS VS. PERSIA

GRECO-PERSIAN WARS

g The Persian king Xerxes captured

; northern Greece and burned the city of
Athens in September 480BCE. He then
intended to transport his army by sea

to move against the Spartans. In the Gulf
of Eleusis, the Greek navy, led by the
Athenian admiral Themistocles and the
Spartan Eurybiades, blocked the narrow straits opposite the island
of Salamis, thereby denying Xerxes use of the harbors of Athens.
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i A \|¢|m9r>.ﬁ‘h{m might escape, consisted of around 800 triremes (see below), more
‘onydalls o than double the Greeks' numbers.

Themistocles had chosen his location well. Once the Persians
sailed into the narrow straits, their numerical advantage was
nullified. Persian triremes plowed into each other and ships became
entangled in the wreckage. Seeing the disorder, Themistocles
pounced, and the Greeks smashed into the Persian line, their rams
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- == splintering the enemy triremes or shearing their oars. Many vessels
- Phatére g ;":’:“""""’ i were captured by Greek marines or sunk. A horrified Xerxes, who
Z ront- . . . '
AN e had been watching from a promontory high above the straits,
A Y ordered a retreat. Having lost 200 ships, his navy was shattered
1th = La. and he withdrew much of his army to Asia Minor. This gave the
5.{3 - Greek city-states invaluable breathing space to rebuild their
monfe . . .
forces and finally drive the Persians out of Greece.
n .
Stades P)'ll)ic]ucs ; 4 b
- b RO Y \\ Nt . TRIREMES
¢ S I:a_ Olv 2 . i Triremes, which had three banks
RCOR A piues . : of oars on each side, first appeared
e o e e 1 inaround 700BCE, and formed the
54 S T backbone of eastern Mediterranean

ieues Communes de France

fleets for the following four centuries.
Fast and highly maneuverable, they
were capable of sailing through an
\ opposing line and turning around
e to attack from the rear. Many were
L dubert scripet. also equipped with metal spikes
designed for ramming enemy
vessels. The discovery of a silver
mine in around 483 BCE gave
Athens funds to build 200 triremes;
without these ships it would have
struggled to face the large Persian
trireme force.

A An Athenian trireme, complete with
oarsmen, depicted in bas-relief, c.400 BCE.
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Issus

333BCE = SOUTHERN TURKEY = MACEDONIA VS. PERSIA

CONQUESTS OF ALEXANDER THE GREAT

Having put down a series of revolts in Greece after
his accession to the Macedonian throne in 336 BCE,
Alexander the Great began an attack on the Persian
Empire. His crossing into Asia Minor in 334 BCE caught
Persian ruler Darius lll unprepared, and it was not until
the following year, with the Macedonian army deep

in the interior, that Darius mounted a counterattack.

He caught Alexander unprepared by crossing the Taurus Mountains at the Amanic
Gates (in modern Turkey) and appearing unexpectedly at the Macedonians' rear.
Undaunted, Alexander ordered an arduous descent of the narrow Jonah Pass into
a narrow plain by the Pinarus River. He deployed his forces with cavalry at the
wings, hoping to use the force of his infantry phalanxes, armed with 20-ft (6-m)
Macedonian sarissa pikes, to overwhelm the Greek mercenary hoplites who faced
them. Instead, Alexander's elite Companion cavalry smashed through the Persian
left, began to envelop the Greek mercenaries, and threatened Darius directly.
When Darius fled, most of the Persian army followed, and the Greek mercenaries
had to conduct a fighting withdrawal.

Darius's humiliation was total: his mother, wife, and children had been captured.
However, a force of 10,000 Greek mercenaries had escaped to form the core of a
new Persian army. Darius, aware that one more defeat would cost him his empire,
offered Alexander generous terms—including the cession of much of Asia Minor—
but Alexander summarily dismissed them. After Issus, Alexander the invader had
become Alexander the conqueror.

ALEXANDER THE GREAT (356-323BCE)

The son of Philip Il of Macedon (who
defeated the Greek city-states at
Chaeronea in 338BCE), Alexander
proved his military talent when

he became the commander of

his father's army. His mastery of
enveloping tactics defeated Darius
Il three times—at Granicus, Issus,
and Gaugamela (see pp.24-25)-and
secured the entire Persian empire.
His conguests were so great that
his realm would have been almost
impossible to govern had he not
died of feverin 323BCE.

» Alexander on his favorite
horse, Bucephalus, after which
he named a city in India.




ISSUS =

FLEEING THE FIELD This 2nd-century BCE Roman mosaic from
Pompeii is thought to depict the battle of Issus. Overwhelmed by the
oncoming Macedonian cavalry, Darius orders his charioteer to flee.
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In detail

The Persian and Macedonian forces deployed
along the Pinarus River, an unidentified stream some
9 miles (15km) north of the Pass of Jonah (today,
near the Turkey-Syria border). Alexander placed his
phalanxes, including the elite hypaspist (“shield
bearer”) infantry, to the center and left of his line,
facing the Greek mercenaries across the stream. On
either flank Alexander placed his cavalry (see left)
opposite the Persian horses, while Darius kept his large
infantry reserve to the rear. At first, Alexander's left
flank was forced back by the heavy Persian cavalry
under Nabarzanes, but then he sent a contingent of
Thessalians to support it, protected by his phalanx.

At the same time Alexander's elite cavalry dislodged
a Persian force that had tried to outflank him on the
right. They scattered the Persian horses, then wheeled
inward, threatening Darius's bodyguard and the rear
of the Greek mercenary phalanx. Narrowly escaping
capture, Darius fled the field. Meanwhile, the Greek
mercenaries who had stubbornly resisted Macedonian
attempts to cross the stream, attacked from both the
front and the rear, began to buckle. The Thessalians
scattered the Persian cavalry charge on the left, and
a Persian retreat ensued. Despite pursuing Darius for
25 miles (40 km), Alexander failed to catch him; had he
done so, the war might have come to an early end.

Companions wheel 4 k
into Persian center / tfll—“’er;lan
: outflanking
1] & maneuver
Greek mercenary '. ’ /\
infantry advance ", / f '
across Pinarus River 'o. / ' l
* ' ‘s

To Issus

B

Macedonian heavy
cavalry push back
Persian outflanking
attemptand envelop
Persian left flank

// .,. 9«»"@\ l./, Tﬂ

B Persian infantry
MW Persian cavalry

B Macedonian infantry
Ometres 125 250 Bl Macedonian cavalry

Oyards 125 250 ® Persianarchers

A DARIUS I The king is
portrayed as an archer on
this Persian coin. In reality,
the Persian Great Kings
were kept well back from
the fighting, since any threat
to them might ruin their
armies’ morale.

< ISSUS, 333BCE Atlssus,
Alexander chose his ground
well, with the sea protecting
his left flank. The Persian
heavy cavalry pushed at his
leftin the early stages of the
battle, but his center held
against strong pressure from
the Greek mercenaries in
Darius's army. The Macedonian
cavalry was able to break
through to their right and
envelop the Persians

from the rear.

... the Persian left collapsed the
very moment he was on them%

/S /

‘ ARRIAN, THE ANABASIS OF ALEXANDER



ISSUS = 333 BCE

A CAVALRY CHARGE Alexander brought 1,800 of
his elite Companion cavalry on the Persian campaign.

Organized into 300-strong squadrons, they attacked in
a wedge formation that could penetrate, pivot around,
and envelop enemy lines. The infantry phalanx held off
often vastly superior numbers, but it was generally the

cavalry that delivered the killing blow.

A MACEDONIAN INFANTRY INBATTLE A Macedonian infantry phalanx
(see p.26) lines up (top). The long sarissas and overlapping shields of the
elite pezhetairoi (“foot companions”) and the regular hypaspists presented
a formidable obstacle to attackers, because the sarissas of the first five
ranks projected beyond the front of the phalanx. Alexander was a master at
combining infantry tactics with those of the cavalry (below). In general, the
infantry, positioned in the center, held the enemy line in place while the
cavalry charged the often undisciplined Persian cavalry on the wings.

< HOPLITES The
Macedonians retained the
traditional phalanx used by
Greek armies since the 7th
century BCE. By Alexander's
time the Greek hoplite spear
had doubled in length to
become the 20-ft (6-m) long
sarissa of the Macedonian
phalangite. With a sharp point
atone end and a spiked butt for
use as a secondary weapon if
the shaft broke, the effect on
opponents of hundreds of such
weapons projecting from the
phalanx was terrifying.
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Gaugamela

331BCcE = MODERN-DAY IRAQI KURDISTAN = MACEDON AND HELLENICLEAGUE VS. ACHAEMENID EMPIRE

CONQUESTS OF ALEXANDER THE GREAT

After his victory against Darius Il
atlIssus (see pp.20-23), Alexander
the Great occupied Syria and
Palestine, and then traveled to Eqypt
in 332BCE. It was only in the summer
of the following year that he
returned, intent on pushing into

the Persian Empire’s eastern province. The Persians allowed
Alexander to reach the Euphrates, in Mesopotamia, but put
up just enough resistance to deny him the easier river route
down to Babylon. Instead, the Macedonian army marched north
toward Arbela (modern Irbil), where Darius lay in wait near a hill
called Gaugamela. A series of bad omens shook Persian morale,

THE MACEDONIAN PHALANX

The Macedonian infantry
adopted a Greek-style phalanx
formation. Known as Foot
Companions, its members
were armed with 20-ft
(6-m)-long pikes, or sarissas.
In battle, the phalanx was
drawn up 8 or 16 ranks deep,
and the sarissas of the first
four ranks projected beyond
it, making the formation very
difficult to penetrate. Training
enabled the phalanx to

push forward and break up
less disciplined opponents,

to resist attacks by
numerically superior enemies,

and Darius sent a peace proposal to Alexander, which Alexander
summarily rejected. After pausing just a few kilometres from
the Persian line, Alexander attacked on September 30.

and even to open up to

allow chariots to pass A During the fierce fighting at

Gaugamela, the phalanx’s offensive

harmlessly through.

power proved invaluable.

Alexander approached obliquely, concentrating his cavalry
on the right to draw out the enemy horse, then sending a
reinforced phalanx crashing through the weak point in the
Persian center that this exposed. This outwitted Darius,

at Persepolis, which his troops burned following a drunken
argument. Finally, in July 330BCE, Darius was murdered on the
orders of one of his generals. Although resistance continued

who fled as he saw his army crumbling. Alexander followed
him eastward, occupying the Persian ceremonial capital

In detail

in the northeast, most of Darius's governors surrendered,
leaving Alexander the master of the Persian Empire.
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B Macedonian infantry Omiles 025 05

. Macedonian o
Bl Persian cavalry =2 camp
E m Gaugamela

Persian infantry Persian cavalry raids /
Macedonian camp

B / "ALEXANDER E—

Isl Persian chariots

Persian cavalry - PARMENIO IE
tries to outflank: ’Compamons 0:0 1)
Alexander's ’ N - Persian
rlghtwmg - ' e € - ' cavalry attacks
Macedonian front
:-| I-II-t T L.
Companlonssurge AN EEE WEnmn
through gapin [®] DARIUS
Persian line Il I B O . A\
A% B %

Persians flee the battlefied Macedonian phalanx advances

in oblique formation

X

< GAUGAMELA, 3318BcE
Alexander's oblique
attack and concentration
of troops on his right
nullified the Persians’
advantage in numbers.
Charges by Persian heavy
cavalry, chariots, and
even elephants served
only to disorder and
overextend the Persian
line. The Persians wasted
their one breakthrough
by attacking Alexander’s
supplies train.

A ASTRONOMICAL DIARY This Babylonian
tablet describes heavenly phenomena

that spread fear among the Persian soldiers:
first a blood-red moon, then fire falling from
the sky. Persian priests interpreted these

as omens of military disaster.



GAUGAMELA = 331 BCE

< CAVALRY AT
GAUGAMELA Fierce
cavalry engagements
took place on both the
right and left wings at
Gaugamela. On the
Macedonian right,
Alexander and the
Companion cavalry
succeeded in drawing
the Persian heavy
cavalry away form the
centre, opening up a
gap in the line that the
phalanx could exploit.
On the Macedonian
left, however, the light
cavalry faired relatively
poorly. This 16th-
century Persian
miniature depicts

the melee between
opposing horsemen.
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Cannae

216 BCE = SOUTHERN ITALY = CARTHAGE VS. ROMAN REPUBLIC

SECOND PUNICWAR

P The invasion of Italy

: in 218 BCE by Carthage's
young military leader
Hannibal Barca met with
early success, but two
years later the Romans
had regrouped, helped by
a series of delaying campaigns fought by Fabius
Maximus. Now impatient to drive the invader out, the
Roman Senate ordered the recruitment of an army of
80,000 men, including eight infantry legions. This
headed south to confront Hannibal, who had just
seized a supply depot at Cannae, in southern Italy.

The legions found Hannibal on the banks of the
Aufidius River, but with command alternating daily
between the consuls Aemilius Paullus and
Terentius Varro, the Romans' strategy was unclear.
Hannibal knew that Varro was the more impetuous,
and on August 30 he tempted him to battle with a
deployment that had weak infantry units in its
center and cavalry on its wings. Varro ordered a
charge, and the Roman legions closed in, pushing
back Hannibal's center. However, the undefeated
African infantry on the wings then closed in against
the Romans' flanks, and the Carthaginian cavalry,
which had routed the Roman horsemen, returned
and sealed off the Roman rear. Stuck in a trap, almost
70,000 Romans perished, including Paullus.

With the main field force destroyed, Rome itself
was only saved by Hannibal's hesitancy in marching
on the city—a delay that gave the Romans time
to recover. The Carthaginian campaign in Italy
subsequently lost momentum, ending in 202 BCE,
when Hannibal was recalled to Africa to stave
off a Roman invasion.

» CANNAE, 216BcE Hannibal formed his centerin a crescent facing
the Roman infantry. As the legionaries advanced, the Carthaginian
line bowed back, and Varro's men were drawn in. Hannibal's African
infantry then attacked their flanks and the Carthaginian cavalry on
the left wing wheeled and completed the encirclement. It was the
Roman Republic's worst ever military defeat.
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CANNAE = 216BCE

There was no longer any Roman camp, any

general, any single soldier in existence.

‘ LIVIUS TITUS, ROMAN HISTORIAN, DESCRIBING HANNIBAL'S INVASION IN THE HISTORY OF ROME, BOOK 22
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A FIELD OF BATTLE
Produced by K. de Putter
in 1729, this engraving
gives an idealized
impression of the forces
arrayed at the battle of
Cannae. The Aufidus River
lies to the left, with the
greater Roman camp on
its western side. In the
foreground, Hannibal's
army of Spanish, Gallic,
and African infantry, plus
Carthaginian and Numidian
cavalry, assembles before
its adversaries.
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THE PUNIC WARS (264-146 CE)

Rome fought three wars with the North African
city-state of Carthage between 264 and 146 BCE.
In the second of these, sparked by Roman fears of
Carthage's burgeoning empire in Spain and tensions
over competing interests in Sicily, the brilliant
Carthaginian general Hannibal Barca brought an
army over the Alps—which the Romans had thought
impassable. Despite his stunning victories in Italy,
the war ended after Hannibal suffered his only
battlefield defeat at the hands of Scipio Africanus at
Zamain 202 BCE (see p.42). Stripped of its army and
most of its lands, a much-weakened Carthage was
finally captured and destroyed by Rome in 146 BCE.

» Hannibal brought 38 war elephants with him
on his Italian campaigns, but almost all of them died
during the crossing of the Alps.
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ALESIA = 52 BCE

Alesia

52BcE = CENTRAL FRANCE = ROMAN EMPIRE VS. GAUL

CAESAR'S GALLICWAR

Julius Caesar’s successful
conquest of Gaul between

58 and 54 BCE provoked a backlash
among the conquered peoples.
Gaulish tribes, angry at the savagery
with which an uprising by Ambiorix
of the Eburones had been put
down, rallied around Vercingetorix, the young chieftain

of the Arverni. In the spring of 52 BCE, Caesar began a
counteroffensive, using siege earthworks to smash the
defenses of Avaricum, the capital of Vercingetorix's allies,
the Bituriges. However, at Gergovia, in February 52 BCE,
Vercingetorix trapped Caesar by luring him into a siege
against the Gauls, and the Roman army only extracted

itself at the price of a thousand dead.

After the siege, it appeared that the Romans might
retreat to southern Gaul, so Vercingetorix decided to repeat
the ruse on a larger scale, selecting the easily defended high
promontory of Alesia. However, the massive 250,000-strong

< ALESIA BESIEGED This 16th-century painting shows the
wall encircling Vercingetorix’'s Gauls at Alesia. Despite their
entrenched defensive positions, the Gauls' final attack nearly
overwhelmed the Roman legions, and it required Caesar's
masterful deployment of his German mercenary cavalry at
the critical moment to turn the tide of the battle. The German
imperial eagle on the Romans' standard is an anachronism
dating to the painter's day.

In context

JULIUS CAESAR (100-44 BCE)

Politically ruthless, Caesar used the First
Triumvirate (his alliance with Crassus and
Pompey) as a springboard for a consulship in
59BCE and then the governorship of Cisalpine
Gaul. From there, he conquered Gaul in four
campaigning seasons. With expeditions to
Britain in 55 and 54 BCE behind him, he became
Rome's premier general, turning on Pompey
after the Gallic Wars and fighting a civil war
that ended in his victory in 48 BCE. In 45BCE, he
declared himself “dictator for life,” which led to
his assassination by rivals the following year.

» Julius Caesar laid the
foundations of the Roman Empire.

army sent to relieve Vercingetorix was delayed by heavy
rains, giving Caesar time to reach Alesia and build a pair

of walls—one to hem Vercingetorix in, the other to keep

the relief force out. Disrupted, the Gaulish armies failed to
coordinate their attacks, and a final assault on September 15
was held off by Caesar's timely commitment of his final
reserves. With the relief force suffering thousands of
casualties and the besieged unable to break out, the Gauls
held out for a further week in Alesia before Vercingetorix
surrendered, his men starving and desperate. He was taken
as a captive to Rome, where he was murdered six years
later. Leaderless, the Gaulish revolt collapsed.

» THE CIRCUMVALLATION

OF ALESIA Although Alesia
was easily defended, once
encircled by the Roman wall—-
as in this Roman siege in

54 BCE-it became a trap.
Attempts by the relieving
force to use the surrounding
mountains to screen an
attack on a lightly held
Roman camp failed to

break the deadlock.

A VERCINGETORIX SURRENDERS At the height of the
siege, Vercingetorix released Alesia's noncombatants,
but the Romans refused to let them pass. Six days later,
with supplies all but exhausted, Vercingetorix rode out
to surrender to Caesar in person.
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CONTEMPORARY WARSHIP This frieze from the 1st century CE
may depict a large Egyptian warship (the crocodile was a symbol of
the Nile), even though its figures bear arms characteristic of Roman
soldiers. The tower at the front of the vessel would have been used
as a platform for hurling missiles at enemy ships.



ACTIUM = 31 BCE

31BcE = WESTERN GREECE = OCTAVIAN VS. MARK ANTONY AND EGYPT

REPUBLICAN CIVILWAR

;»._«ii 9 B The assassination of Julius Caesarin
44 BCE unleashed a violent struggle between
the Republican partisans of his killers, Brutus
_ [ © and(assius, and the defenders of Caesar’s
éj{‘e;’;—wﬁf \%‘%‘-\,mﬁ legacy, notably Octavian (his adopted son)
LF . andMark Antony. Relations between Antony
and Octavian deteriorated. Accusations that
Antony had promised his mistress Cleopatra VIl of Eqypt the cession
of several Roman provinces led to a final rupture with the Roman
Senate, which declared war on Antony and Cleopatra in 33 BCE.
Octavian gathered an army and sailed for Greece to gain control
over Antony. By September 31 BCE, he and his deputy Agrippa had
seized key garrisons loyal to Antony and positioned themselves with
a fleet of 230 ships north of the Gulf of Ambracia, where Antony's
smaller fleet of 170 vessels was moored. Antony resolved to break
out to save what he could and, on September 2, sailed out to open
water. His vessels engaged Octavian's squadrons, allowing Cleopatra
to get away with their treasure. Antony then broke off with a small
flotilla, leaving the rest of his navy to fight an increasingly desperate
struggle. Surrounded by Octavian's marines, Antony's heavy
ships were rammed, boarded, or set alight. His land force rapidly
surrendered, and by the summer of 30BCE, when Octavian arrived
in Eqypt, Antony had virtually no forces left. Faced with certain
defeat, he and Cleopatra committed suicide, leaving Octavian
the unchallenged master of Rome.

THE REIGN OF AUGUSTUS

Octavian's victory at Actium enabled him to reshape
the Roman world. In 27 BCE, he induced the Senate to
grant him unprecedented powers: personal control over
key provinces, successive consulships, and the title
Augustus (meaning “venerable”). These changes marked the
shift of Rome from a Republic to an Empire, and Augustus's
reorganization of the army (he dismissed legions previously
loyal to his competitors) rendered it answerable to him alone.
During his reign, his troops pushed the Roman border beyond
the Rhine in Germany and to the Danube in the Balkans. His
political authority, augmented by the right to propose and
veto legislation, enabled him to bequeath his position to

his stepson Tiberius, the second emperor, in 14 CE.

» Augustus Caesar, founder of the Roman Empire.
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In detail

On September 1, Octavian approached the Gulf of
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to draw out Octavian's fleet, and gave Cleopatra room to escape.
Amid a hail of catapult bolts, and volleys of arrows and
slingshots, the fleets moved to close quarters, Agrippa doubling
his line to stop Antony’s heavy ships from breaking through.
Agrippa extended his line to the left to outflank Octavian, pulling
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A ACTIUM, 31 Bce Although Antony was safe in the Ambracian Gulf, his

Antony's right wing northward, where it became detached from
the rest, opening a gap through which Cleopatra’s squadron sped
into open water. Seeing this, Antony shifted to a smaller vessel
(a five) and about three hours after the battle began, he fled
with a few ships to join Cleopatra.

The rest of Antony's fleet fought on until nightfall, but they
were eventually sunk, burned, or captured. Although a few swift
liburnians (small galleys) pursued Antony, he drove them off and
escaped with 60-70 ships, eventually returning to Egypt.

fleet was trapped there. As battle commenced, he put pressure on the
wings of Octavian and Agrippa’s fleet, which tried to outflank him and
opened up a gap in the center through which Cleopatra's squadron was
able to escape, together with a small number of Antony's ships.

Vv RAMMING AND BOARDING This late-15th-century painting by Italian
artist Neroccio de’ Landi shows the masses of troops aboard opposing
fleets at Actium. Roman warships typically carried dozens of marines;

the main tactic was to immobilize vessels by ramming or grappling,

after which marines boarded and fought hand to hand to take control.




ACTIUM m 31 BCE

V FLOATING BATTLEFIELD The Romans' close-combat tactics
in sea battles were adapted from their particular style of land
warfare. This 1st-century Ce depiction shows the melee caused
by the combatants boarding each others’ ships at Actium.
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A SOLDIER'S PAY One of
thousands minted by Mark
Antony to pay his troops during
the Actium campaign, this coin
shows a Roman trireme with its
characteristically curved prow.
The legend beneath it refers to
Antony as a triumvir-one of the
three men (along with Octavian
and Marcus Lepidus) who had
shared power at Rome before
the Civil War broke out.

A GODDESS OF WAR This bronze prow-
fitting depicting Athena, the Greek goddess
of war, is thought to have belonged to a
ship that was sunk at the battle of Actium.
The Romans saw Athena as the Greek
equivalent of Minerva, their own goddess
of war, trade, and wisdom.

About five thousand men were slain in the action...
and Caesar took three hundred ships.

‘ PLUTARCH, BATTLE OF ACTIUM
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A ENDIN FLAMES Cao Cao ordered his ships to be chained together to compensate for
his inexperienced sailors’ inability to maneuver them. As a result, they were easy targets
for the rebel admiral Huang Gai's fireships, and flames rapidly took hold of Cao Cao's fleet.




RED CLIFFS = 208t

Red Cliffs

208CE = EASTERN CHINA = HAN LOYALISTS VS. REBEL ALLIANCE

LATEHAN CIVILWAR

The authority of the Han emperors of
China was shattered by a peasant uprising in
184 ce-then the generals who suppressed the
uprising turned against each other, and China
became a patchwork of warring states. The
emperor, Xian, became a pawn in the hands
of rival military strongmen, until Cao Cao, a
former garrison commander, took control of the imperial household
in 196 Ck. Gradually, he secured the north of China, then he set out
to conquer the south in 208 CE. First, he had to gain control of the
Yangzi River, which was defended by warlords Liu Bei and Sun Quan.
Initially, things went Cao Cao’s way. He seized Lui Bei's naval base—
and the fleet that came with it-at Jiangling. Then he sailed east to
seize Sun Quan'’s power base at Chaisang. Meanwhile, Sun’s general
Zhou Yu sailed 50,000 soldiers west to meet Cao Cao, whose forces
numbered 220,000. The fleets met at Red Cliffs, and the fighting
was inconclusive. Pretending to seek peace, rebel admiral Huang Gai
sailed to Cao Cao, leading a fleet filled with dry reeds and inflammable
wax. Cao Cao had bound his ships together for stability and was
unable to maneuver when the blazing fleet of fireships came his
way. Panic gripped the Han forces, and Cao Cao ordered a retreat.
Thousands died as they fled overland, where the road turned into
a swamp. Eventually, Cao Cao reversed his territorial losses, but
the chance to unify China under a single ruler had been lost.

CAO CAO (c.150-220cCE)

A junior Han army officer, Cao Cao rose

to prominence during the suppression of

a peasant uprising known as the Yellow
Turban Revolt. Although later disgraced,

he rescued Emperor Xian in 196 CE after
the declaration of a rival emperor, securing
him the allegiance of Han loyalists. Shortly
after being declared imperial chancellorin
208CE, he launched the abortive campaign
to conquer the middle Yangzi. After Red
Cliffs, he retained control of the north as de
facto emperor, although it was only after his
death in 220t that his son, Cao Pi, formally
became the first ruler of the Wei dynasty.

» Cao Cao contemplates his approaching fate
on the eve of the battle of Red Cliffs.
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.. our infantry were exhausted by toil and danger. - they had
neither strength left to ficht, nor spirits to plan anything. ..

AMMIANUS MARCELLINUS DESCRIBING THE DECIMATION OF THE ROMANS IN LATER ROMAN HISTORY, c.380CE




ADRIANOPLE = 378 CE

A ROMAN INFANTRY IN ACTION Although

this mid-3rd-century CE synagogue fresco depicts
a Biblical battle, it shows equipment similar to
that of the late Roman infantry. The longer
swords and chain mail armor are characteristic

of the comitatenses, the mobile forces that later
Roman emperors relied upon in the field as the
backbone of their efforts to defend the empire
against barbarian invasions.

Adrianople

378CE » NORTHWESTERN TURKEY = ROMAN EMPIRE VS. GOTHIC TRIBES

ROMAN-GOTHICWARS

’\? f;@g}u.{if“ In the mid-370s ck, the eastern Roman frontier on the
g Danube came under growing pressure from the Goths,

a Germanic people who had been forced westward
by the migration of the Huns. In 376 CE, one group of
Goths, the Tervingi, was permitted to enter Roman
territory. However, the cruel treatment meted out
to them by the Roman commander Lupicinus, which
included denying them food supplies, led them to revolt under their chieftain
Fritigern. By now another group of Goths, the Greuthingi, had crossed the Danube
and joined Fritigern’s forces to create a single army, some 200,000 strong.
Alarmed, the Roman emperor Valens marched from Constantinople with
50,000 men-virtually the entire eastern Roman field army. When he encountered
the Goths near Adrianople, Valens chose to attack, even though reinforcements
sent by his western colleague Gratian were only three days' march away. The
main force of Gothic cavalry was away foraging, and Fritigern used negotiations
to buy time, forming his wagons into a circle to protect the remaining warriors.
On August S, however, a group of Roman cavalry attacked, leading their infantry
to surge forward. This left the Roman infantry exposed when the Gothic horsemen
returned and joined the battle. The Roman cavalry were thrown back and the
infantry, exposed by the surrender of units of Thracians, were surrounded and cut
to pieces. Valens himself was among the two-thirds of the army that perished at
Adrianople, in Rome’'s worst defeat since Cannae (see pp.26-27). His successor
Theodosius was forced to allow the Goths to settle in the Balkans, threatening
the very existence of the Eastern Empire.

' THE BARBARIAN INVASIONS

From the mid-3rd century CE, Roman
frontiers on the Rhine and Danube came
under strain from Germanic barbarians
migrating west and south. Border troops
struggled to contain these incursions and
after Adrianople, when the Goths invaded
Italy in 401 cg, the frontiers began to
collapse. Goths, Alans, and Vandals surged
across the Rhine in 407 Cg, occupying
most of France, Spain, and North Africa.
A succession of weak emperors failed to
recapture the lost provinces, and in 476 CE
the last western Roman emperor was
deposed by his own army commander.

» The Ludovisi battle sarcophagus
from the 3rd century ce depicts a battle
between the Romans and Dacian barbarians.
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» BATTLEFOR
TERRITORY This
scene from the Grandes
Chroniques de France, a
collection of illuminated
manuscripts detailing
the history of France,
shows Frankish forces
routing the Arab
invaders in 732 CE,
thought to be at the
Battle of Tours.
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TOURS = 732 CE

Tours

732Cce = CENTRAL FRANCE = FRANKS VS. UMAYYAD CALIPHATE

UMAYYAD INVASION OF GAUL

i Following the Arab conquest of Spain

3 and the province of Septimania (north of the
Pyrenees), from 719 Ce Arab emirs installed
themselves in several southern French towns.
However, political instability in the region led
Abd ar-Rahman, the Umayyad governor of
Spain, to launch an expedition to prevent
Septimania falling into the hands of the Frankish ruler Charles Martel.

In 732 CE Abd ar-Rahman advanced northward toward the monastery
of St. Martin at Tours. Charles Martel deployed his 30,000-strong force
on the road between Poitiers and Tours, blocking the progress of Abd
ar-Rahman’s army, which was roughly double the size. The Franks formed
a compact phalanx, its flanks protected by the Vienne and Chail Rivers,
and weathered several attacks by the Arab light cavalry. A counter attack
by Frankish horsemen under Duke Eudo against the enemy camp led
some Arab units to withdraw in order to defend the plunder stored there.
This rapidly accelerated into the panicked flight of the whole army, during
which Abd ar-Rahman was killed while trying to rally his troops. The
remnants of the Umayyad army retreated over the Pyrenees.

Although a further Arab invasion took place in 735 CE, advancing as
far as Avignon, the waning power of the Umayyads and the growing
power of the Frankish Carolingian dynasty meant that from then on
northern France was safe from Arab invasion.

THE ISLAMIC EXPANSION

Beginning with the era of the prophet
Mohammad in the early 7th century cE
and lasting until the waning of the
Umayyad caliphate in the mid-8th
century CE, this period saw Islamic armies
rapidly invade territories in the Middle
East, North Africa, Asia, and Europe. At
its peak, this established the largest
premodern empire the world had seen.
Previously a collection of warring tribes,
the Arab peoples were united under a
new religion, Islam, which gave them

a shared faith and a collective identity.
The conquering Arab forces relied heavily
on agile light cavalry and archers.

» Christian prisoners of war with Moorish
footsoldiers during the Umayyad conquest of
Spainin the early 8th century.
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Lechfeld

955 cE = BAVARIA = EAST FRANKS VS. MAGYARS

MAGYARINVASIONS

In June 955 ck, Holy Roman Emperor
Otto I, on campaign against Slavic tribes
near Magdeburg, received the alarming
news that a large Magyar force
was bearing down upon the
Bavarian city of Augsburg.
Otto mustered a force of
8,000 Germans and Bohemians and rushed to
Bavaria. He avoided the open Hungarian
plain, where the Magyar horse-archers
could decimate his army, instead
taking the more protected route
through the Rauherhorst forest.
On hearing of Otto's approach, the
Magyar commanders Lel and
Bulcsu broke off their siege of
Augsburg and rushed to meet him.
Part of the 25,000-strong Magyar
force ambushed the German rearguard as
it entered the forest. It then set to looting
Otto’s baggage train, which allowed the emperor
to send a detachment of Franconians back through
the forest to scatter the disordered attackers. The main
Magyar army lay in wait in a crescent formation to the east
of the forest; they expected an infantry assault directed at their
center, which their cavalry wings could then enfold and crush.
However, Otto launched cavalry attacks at the same time as the
infantry moved on the Magyar center. The Magyar right broke,
their infantry were overwhelmed, and only the left wing escaped
intact, to be ambushed several days later as it tried to cross the
swollen Isar river. The Magyars, their main force decimated, found
themselves confined to Hungary from that point onward, and no
longer presented a serious threat to the German Empire.

Bishop Ulrich
rides next
to Ottol

... the victory over this savage people
was not without some cost in blood.

‘ WIDUKIND OF CORVEY, DEEDS OF THE SAXONS, c.973cE



LECHFELD = 955cE

< ULRICH'S CROSS This late
15th-century cross shows Bishop
Ulrich of Augsburg riding alongside
Emperor Otto | at the battle of
Lechfeld. The bishop played a crucial
role in strengthening the defenses
of Augsburg, which gave Otto time
to come to the city's relief. Ulrich

was canonized in 993 CE. He is
venerated as having particular power
over floods, a reference to the swollen
waters that destroyed the Magyar
army as it retreated.

Magyars flee the
battlefield

In context

» ABLOODY VICTORY This
15th-century illuminated
manuscript shows the
fierceness of the fighting at
Lechfeld. The Magyars normally
relied on the mobility of their
cavalry, but Otto's tactics and
the unusually large number

of infantry commanded by Lel
and Bulcsu denied them this
advantage, with catastrophic
consequences. The fleeing
Magyar leaders were captured
during the subsequent fighting
at Isar and were hanged

in Augsburg.

< FRANKISH KNIGHTS
Traditionally, the strength of the
Frankish army lay in its infantry,
particularly its ax-wielding
footmen. However, the threat

of horseborne enemies such

as the Lombards, Avars, Arabs,
and Magyars forced the Franks
to adapt. By the time of the
battle of Lechfeld, the Frankish
cavalry was second to none,

and so brought ruin upon the
Magyars. Highly disciplined, they

ETSYRIAMSOBAL EICONVERTIT .
-t S A BE wore little more than padded
10 A B- ET‘PI&CHSSII.EDOMI y “y cloth for armor, which gave

L1 2 milras them freedom of movementin
$r gals e ok the melee following a charge.
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Directory: Betore 1000 CE

Vv KADESH

SECOND SYRIAN CAMPAIGN
OF RAMESES 11

CHAERONEA

MACEDONIAN CONQUEST
OF GREECE

» ZAMA
SECOND PUNIC WAR

1274 BcE = MODERN-DAY SYRIA =
EGYPT VS. HITTITE EMPIRE

In 1274 BCE, the Egyptian pharaoh
Rameses Il advanced his army into
Syria, intending to stem the growing
influence of Hittites and to seize
the strategic town of Kadesh from
them. Deceived by false information
from Hittite deserters, the Egyptians
made a premature advance with
only part of their forces, and
unexpectedly encountered the
40,000-strong Hittite army led

by King Muwatallis II. The Hittite
chariots, heavier than those of

the Egyptians, scattered their
outnumbered opponents.

The Hittites plundered the

Egyptian camp, while the latter
regrouped. The remaining Egyptian
army then arrived and launched

a counterattack that drove the
Hittites from the field. Both sides
claimed victory, but the battle was

a stalemate. Neither Egyptians nor
Hittites secured dominance over
Syria, a situation recognized 15 years
later by a treaty made at Kadesh-
the earliest peace treaty whose
text survives.

338BCE = CENTRAL GREECE =
COALITION OF GREEK CITY-STATES
VS. MACEDONIA

202BCE = MODERN-DAY TUNISIA =
ROMANS VS. CARTHAGINIANS

By 3388BCE, the growing ambitions
of Philip Il of Macedon to make

his kingdom the dominant power

in Greece had forced the rival city-
states of Athens and Thebes to form
an alliance against him. At Chaeronea,
north of Thebes, the Macedonian
army of around 30,000 infantry

and 2,000 cavalry met an allied
force only slightly superiorin
number. The Macedonians lured

the Athenians forward, forcing

a gap between them and the
Thebans. Philip's son, Alexander,
then led a cavalry charge through
the gap and attacked the rear

of the Theban forces. Meanwhile
the Macedonians counterattacked
the Athenians, using the longer
Macedonian spear (sarissa) to
overwhelm their enemies. Although
the Theban Sacred Band of 300
men fought to the death, the rest

of their army fled. Macedonian
victory was complete and Philip Il
soon put an end to the independence
of the Greek city-states.

Pharaoh Rameses Il of Egypt defeats the Hittite Empire at the battle of Kadesh in
this reproduction of a relief of the Ramesseum temple.

The second of three wars fought
between Rome and Carthage (the Punic
Wars) ended with the battle of Zamain
202 BCE. A substantial Roman force had
landed in North Africa in 203 BCE, forcing
Hannibal to return from his campaign in
Italy. With only 12,000 veteran troops
remaining, he had to recruit thousands
of untrained soldiers, who marched
toward Zama, 80 miles (130 km)
southwest of Carthage, to intercept the
Romans and their Numidian allies. Both
sides had 40,000 men, and although
Roman cavalry was superior, the
Carthaginians had 80 war elephants.
Under Hannibal's orders the elephants
charged the enemy line, but the Roman
soldiers simply moved aside to let them
through. The Numidian cavalry then
drove the Carthaginian cavalry off the
field, while the Roman infantry steadily
pushed back enemy soldiers. With
20,000 soldiers dead, the Carthaginians
were forced to surrender, bringing the
Second Punic War to an end.

murdered on the command of Pharach
Ptolemy XIII. By 45BCE, Caesar was
master of the Roman world.

TEUTOBURG FOREST
ROMAN-GERMANIC WARS

9cE = MODERN-DAY GERMANY =
ROMAN EMPIRE VS. GERMANIC TRIBES

PHARSALUS
CAESAR'S CIVIL WAR

By 9BCE, the Romans occupied large
areas of Germany east of the Rhine.
When a revolt broke out in the Balkans,
the governor, Publius Quinctilius Varus,
was left with only three legions to
garrison these regions. Arminius, a
Cherusci chieftain, convinced Varus
that an uprising was being plotted

and led him, along with 20,000 Roman
troops, into the German forest. In
reality Arminius was the revolt's
ringleader and his German tribesman
harried the legionary column,

killing stragglers. The Romans,
powerless to pursue them in the
dense undergrowth, then discovered
their route had been blocked by the
Germans. The trapped Romans were
overwhelmed by a mass of tribesman.
Varus committed suicide, and most of
his men were slaughtered. Although
there were subseguent expeditions to
Germany, the Roman frontier became
fixed back at the Rhine.

48BCE = CENTRAL GREECE = FORCES OF
POMPEY VS. FORCES OF JULIUS CAESAR

Having failed to defeat his former ally
Pompey at Dyrrachium, Julius Caesar
retreated with his army into Greece,
pursued by Pompey's army as far as
Pharsalus. Pompey's army had superior
numbers yet Pompey feared his
inexperienced infantry would struggle
against Caesar's veterans. He shielded
his infantry by a river, and sent his
cavalry against what he thought was
Caesar's inadequate cavalry vanguard.
In fact Caesar had placed his best legion
there, reinforced by light infantry who
sent a hail of missiles against their
attackers. Pompey's cavalry fled, and
when Caesar sent in additional forces
the Pompeian army collapsed: 15,000
were killed and 24,000 taken prisoner.
Pompey escaped to Egypt, but was

AL-QADISIYYAH
MUSLIM CONQUEST OF PERSIA
636 CE = MODERN-DAY IRAQ =

SASSANID PERSIAN EMPIRE VS.
RASHIDUN CALIPHATE

The Sassanid Persian Empire
(224-651CE), once a leading world
power, had been weakened by a long
conflict with the Byzantine Empire

and by a subsequent civil war. When
Muslim Arab armies invaded from Arabia
in 633k, they easily overran much

of Persian-ruled Irag. Then in 634 CE, the
new Persian shah Yazdegerd Ill brokered
an alliance with the Byzantine emperor
to counterattack the Arabs. However,
the Byzantine army was defeated at
Yarmouk (see p.43), and the Persians
were left to face the Arab force alone at
al-Qadisiyyah. The Persians had 60,000
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This 16th-century painting shows the Roman army defeating Hannibal at the Battle of Zama.

troops, double the Muslims' numbers, as
well as war elephants, but the Muslim
Arab army held out for three days of
bitter fighting. On the fourth day the
Persian general was killed, after which
their army collapsed. The Muslim armies
advanced farther into Persian territory,
and by 651 ce they had completed the
conquest of the Persian Empire.

YARMOUK

MUSLIM CONQUEST OF SYRIA/
ARAB-BYZANTINE WARS

636 CE = MIDDLE EAST = BYZANTINE
EMPIRE VS. RASHIDUN CALIPHATE

In 634-35CE, Muslim Arab armies sent
by Caliph Umar invaded Byzantine
territory, conquering Damascus and
threatening southern Palestine, as well
as Aleppo and Antioch. The Byzantine
emperor Heraclius allied with the
Persian shah Yazdegerd Ill, but their
efforts to coordinate an attack against
the Arabs failed, and the Byzantines
launched an offensive in May 636 CE
without their Persian allies. The Muslim
forces had been divided into four armies
and when they united, the Byzantines
were forced into battle at Yarmouk, on
Syria’s bleak Hauran lava plain. The
Byzantine army was weakened by six
days of fighting, and on the final day a
Muslim cavalry charge broke the

Byzantines, forcing them toward the
bridge over a gorge blocked by Muslim
forces, where many were slaughtered.
With the main Byzantine field army
destroyed, Syria and Palestine fell
rapidly to the Muslim Arab army, which
captured Jerusalem in April 637 CE.

BAEKGANG
BAEKJE-TANG WAR

663 CE = MODERN-DAY SOUTH KOREA =
YAMATO JAPAN AND BAEKJE VS. CHINA
AND SILLA

In the early 660s CE, the Korean state

of Silla allied with the Chinese Tang
dynasty to attack the rival Korean
kingdoms of Baekje and Goguryeo.

The Tang-Silla alliance invaded Baekje

in the southwest of the peninsula

and captured the capital. The Baekje
resistance appealed for help from the
Japanese Yamato dynasty. In 661 CE a
large Japanese fleet arrived at Baekgang
on the Geum river to bolster the Baekje
resistance forces, but the narrowness of
the river allowed the Tang-Silla fleet to
defend against the attacks of the
Japanese. Finally the Tang-Silla were
able to counterattack, enveloping the
Japanese flanks and trapping their ships,
which could not maneuver to escape.
Around 400 Japanese ships were lost
and the remaining Baekje strongholds

soon fell. Silla then launched an attack
on Goguryeo, capturing its capital in
668 e and unifying the Korean
peninsula under Silla rule.

caliphate expanded into Fergana and
neighboring regions, bringing large
areas into the Islamic sphere.

EDINGTON
VIKING INVASIONS OF ENGLAND

878CE = SOUTHERN ENGLAND =
DANISH VIKINGS VS. WESSEX

In the spring of 878 g, Alfred the Great's
kingdom of Wessex stood alone against
a large army of invading Danish Vikings
that had arrived in England in 865 ce
and conquered every other Anglo-Saxon
kingdom. Following a surprise Viking
attack in January, Alfred spent months in
hiding in Somerset's Athelney marshes,
before summoning a local army (the
fyrd) to fight for their land. Thousands
came, and at Ethandun in Wiltshire, the
Anglo-Saxons formed up in a shield

wall bristling with spears. They fought
the Vikings in a full-day battle until

the latter fled back to Chippenham.

Two weeks later, the Viking army
surrendered. Their leader, Guthrum,
converted to Christianity and made a
treaty with Alfred dividing England into
two zones: the south and west ruled by
Wessex, and the north and east (the
Danelaw) under Viking control.

TALAS

MUSLIM CONQUEST OF
TRANSOXIANA

BACH DANG

SECOND SOUTHERN
HAN-ANNAM WAR

751 ce = NORTHWESTERN KYRGYZSTAN =
ARAB ABBASID CALIPHATE AND TIBETAN
EMPIRE VS. CHINA

By the 650s Cg, the Tang Chinese

had recaptured many regions of

Central Asia that had been lost when
the Han dynasty collapsed in 221 CE.
Although garrisoning them strained
Tang resources, the Chinese continued
to push westward through Ferghana.

In 751 g, the Chinese army and their
Karluk allies encountered an Arab force
sent by the newly installed Abbasid
caliphate to enforce loyalty on the
border regions of the Islamic world.

The two sides clashed at the Talas river,
north of Tashkent, but when the Karluk
defected to the Abbasids, the Tang were
left outnumbered and isolated, and
barely a few thousand troops escaped.
The defeat severely dented Chinese
ambitions to expand their Central Asian
territories and a revolt in China in 755 e
led to the withdrawal of remaining
Chinese garrisons. The Abbasid

938CE = EASTERN VIETNAM =
VIETNAM VS. CHINA

In the 930s CE, Vietnam began to
assert its independence after more
than 1,000 years of Chinese domination.
Liu Yan, the Southern Han emperor,
sent a fleet to sail up the Bach Dang
River and land an army in the heart

of rebel-held territory. Led by general
Ngo Quyen, the outnumbered
Vietnamese planted sharpened
wooden stakes in the riverbed that
reached below the water level at

high tide. When the tide began to

ebb the Vietnamese sent boats into the
river, provoking an attack by the Chinese
fleet. As the water level dropped many
Chinese ships became stuck on the
stakes or sank, and the Vietnamese
killed more than half of the Chinese
force. Liu Yan withdrew his remaining
forces from northern Vietnam, enabling
Ngo Quyen to crush the opposition and
declare himself ruler of an independent
Vietnamese kingdom.
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1000-1500

When the English learned that their king had
met his death, they... sought refuge in flight %

‘ WILLIAM OF JUMIEGES, GESTA NORMANORUM DUCUM [DEEDS OF THE NORMAN DUKES], ¢.1070 / /




HASTINGS = 1066

Vv SAXON INFANTRY, NORMAN CAVALRY Norman
cavalrymen charge at the Anglo-Saxon shield wall in a
scene from the Bayeux Tapestry, a 230-ft (70-m)-long
embroidery created in the 1070s to commemorate

the battle of Hastings. The Normans' use of cavalry
and the deployment of large numbers of archers
played key roles in William's victory.

Hastings

1066 = SOUTHERN ENGLAND = NORMANS VS. ANGLO-SAXONS

NORMAN CONQUEST OF ENGLAND

% . " WhenKing Edward the Confessor died

A ) 2
j,’%é\ {@Q’/if on January 5, 1066, the nobility of Anglo-Saxon
éd,fm England chose Harold Godwinson as his successor.
P .. Harold's ascent to the throne was strongly disputed,

="~ however, and his rivals launched invasions to pursue
% /(/o 5\‘% \% their claims. In September, an army led by King
2 Harald Hardrada of Norway landed near York,
accompanied by Harold's estranged brother Tostig, and routed the northern
Anglo-Saxon earls. After initial victories, Hardrada was defeated and killed
at Stamford Bridge by Harold, who had advanced rapidly north to meet him.
By then, Harold had also received news that Duke William of Normandy had
landed in Sussex. Harold force-marched his weary troops south to face the
new invaders, arriving at London less than a week later. On the evening of
October 13, he occupied a hill near Hastings, close to the Norman camp.

The battle began the following morning. Arrayed with their shields
interlocking to form a wall, the 7,000 Anglo-Saxons presented a formidable
obstacle to the 8,000 Normans. Successive Norman charges failed, but William
astutely lured sections of Harold's army downhill, where they were cut to
pieces. Harold was killed at the height of the battle, and by dusk the English
army was in flight. William’s army approached London and, after further clashes
with English forces, he received the submission of the chief Anglo-Saxon
nobles on December 10. A fortnight later, he was crowned king. The reign
of the Anglo-Saxon kings of England was at an end.

CLAIMANTS TO THE ENGLISH THRONE

William claimed to have been promised the
English throne by both Edward the Confessor
and Harold Godwinson himself, who had visited
William in Normandy in 1065 (Edward had also
cultivated Norman influence in England during
his time as king, based on his family ties there).
Harald Hardrada based his claim on a pact made
between King Harthacnut of Denmark (also known
as Canute Ill) and Magnus, Harald's predecessor as
Norwegian king: they had agreed that each would
inherit the other's kingdom in the event of either
of their deaths. Since Harthacnut had already
ruled England in 1040-42, Harald maintained that
the English crown should naturally come to him.

» Edward the Confessor sends Harold Godwinson
to visit Duke William in Normandy, depicted in the
Bayeux Tapestry.
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In detail

The battle began around Sam, with William's force > ARRIVALIN ENGLAND

. . . Here the Norman fleet is
arrayed at the foot of the hill and Harold's army occupyinga  shown arriving at Pevensey

1/2-mile (1,000-m)-long ridge, their shields locked together on the south coast. The
crossing was fraught with

and their spears protruding to form an almost impenetrable danger, and William was

barrier. After the Normans released an initial volley of delayed by bad weather
o ) ) for several weeks—indeed,
arrows, their infantry tried to charge up the hill, but were this almost prevented the

: ; invasion from taking
impeded by the marshy ground and the rain of spears that place. Once he reached

came from the Anglo-Saxon shield wall. Under this attack the  England, he could expect
Bretons on William's left flank broke and retreated down the 1o Ef;ﬁ:;%”;?:;;g
hill and were followed by a pursuing party of Anglo-Saxons. with horses, equipment,
Despite being unhorsed, William rallied the Normans and andmen.

ordered a series of feigned retreats to try to entice more of
Harold's men to leave the safety of the ridge, thus making
themselves vulnerable to his cavalry. The tactic was of
limited success, but William's archers eventually secured
his victory when one of their arrows is thought to have
struck Harold in the face.

The English king suffered a mortal wound, and, with
Harold's brothers also dead, the leaderless Anglo-Saxon
army wavered, broke, and fled. Hundreds were cut down by
the Norman cavalry as they tried to escape, and by nightfall
all organized Anglo-Saxon resistance ended. Some 6,000
men in total had been killed or injured.
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A SIGNS AND OMENS Here, the Bayeaux Tapestry depicts Harold being crowned
king of England on January 6, 1066, the day after Edward the Confessor's death.
Nervousness at possible foreign intervention, or mischief-making by Harold's
exiled brother Tostig, was compounded by signs such as the appearance of
Halley's comet in late April, which was considered a portent of doom.



HASTINGS = 1066

A ARMOR AND WEAPONS IN ACTION The Bayeux Tapestry portrays both
the Anglo-Saxons and the Normans wearing three-quarter-length coats of
mail armor. The mounted Normans carried thrusting javelins, while the
Anglo-Saxons used kite-shaped shields and large, Danish-style axes that
would have been cumbersome in the confined space of the shield wall.
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A MAP OF THEBATTLE William placed the Bretons, Angevins,
and Poitevins on his left flank, led by his son-in-law, Alan Fergant.
He himself commanded the center, with units from Picardy and
Flanders to his right (William's forces shown in blue). The English
forces consisted mainly of the fyrd—untrained levies raised for
temporary military service—and the huscarls, the permanent
household retainers of the Anglo-Saxon aristocracy.

Vv THE DEATH OF HAROLD The figure with an arrow protruding from his eye
(above left) is traditionally believed to be King Harold. This has been disputed,
but several early chroniclers also describe the story of the fatal arrow-shot.
Whatever the cause of Harold's death, the loss of royal leadership at the height
of the battle proved devastating to the morale of the Anglo-Saxon army.




Manzikert

1071 = MODERN-DAY TURKEY = BYZANTINE EMPIRE VS. SELJUQ EMPIRE

BYZANTINE-SELJUQ WARS

e By the 1060s, the Byzantine renew the treaty, but it was a ruse; intending to attack,
Empire had been ruled by a series of  he traveled east with a force of 20,000 men, half of them
E)\Qx ,ii:g\ 1\/U weak emperors and was plagued by  professional Byzantine soldiers, the remainder mercenaries or
“?K_}‘?‘E S c{: incursions of Seljug Turks moving levies. After a grueling march across Anatolia, Romanos sent
MJW . west into Armenia and Anatolia. part of his army to capture the fortress of Khilat, and pushed on
S“i\\ :}d Byzantine emperor Romanos to Manzikert with the rest. Alp Arslan’s scouts had been tracking
- Diogenes, who ruled from 1068, the Byzantines, and the Seljug army lay in ambush there.
sought to reclaim the initiative. He won initial victories against Romanos rejected Alp Arslan’s peace proposals and attacked.

Seljug Sultan Alp Arslan (see box, right), but was forced to make  However, the crescent-shaped Turkish line pulled back, and
peace in 1069. In February 1071, Romanos sentanenvoy to  every time Romanos's men closed in, the agile Turkish cavalry



wheeled out of range. The Seljug archers also inflicted heavy
losses on the Byzantines. Finally, in the afternoon Romanos
called for a retreat. His rearguard, led by a member of arival
family, deliberately pulled back too soon, and Romanos
was surrounded and captured. After a week as the sultan’s
captive he was released, but his authority was broken. A civil
war broke out in Constantinople, and Romanos was killed. As
Byzantine authority fragmented, over the next decade the
Seljugs were able to conquer most of Anatolia—much of
which the Byzantines were never able to recover.
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AR 55 b AGE-OLD CONFLICT
4 ; 7 This illustration from an
e 11th-century manuscript
depicts a mid-Sth-
century battle between
o Byzantines and an
: invading Arab army. The
Byzantines had had to
-+ defend Anatolia from
! Muslim incursions since
the loss of Syriain the
7th century, but it was
the defeat at Manzikert
that signaled the loss
of what had once been
a Byzantine heartland.

' SULTAN ALP ARSLAN (.1030-73)

Alp Arslan inherited the Seljuqg ——
sultanate in 1064 after a civil

war against his brother, Suleiman.
He attacked Armenia, aided by
nomadic Ogliz Turks, and captured
the capital, Ani. This brought him
into conflict with the Byzantines,
who feared further Seljuk
conguests in Anatolia. After
Manzikert, he secured a tribute
payment from Romanos and

the return of Manzikert, Edessa,
and Hierapolis. He then turned

to the eastern Seljuq frontier,

but was killed there in 1073.

His son, Malik Shah |, continued
making advances into Anatolia.

Alp Arslan’s fierce reputation is
reflected in his name, which means
“Heroic Lion.” Here he is shown
humiliating the defeated Romanos.
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Siege of Jerusalem

1099 = JERUSALEM = CRUSADERS VS. FATIMID CALIPHATE

THE FIRST CRUSADE

In 1095, Pope Urban Il called

for an expedition to free the Holy
City of Jerusalem from Muslim
occupation. A Crusader army set
out, but it experienced enormous
difficulties in reaching its objective.
The force struggled across Asia
Minor, harried by Seljuqg Turks, and was stretched to the
breaking point after laying siege to Antioch for eight months.
The 12,000 crusaders who arrived on June 7, 1099, were
ill-equipped to breach Jerusalem’s 50-ft (15-m) walls and
were running out of water. They also feared that a Fatimid
army from Egypt was on its way to reinforce the garrison
commander, Ifthikhar ad-Daula. A rapid assault on June 13
failed, and the crusaders settled down to lay siege: Raymond

In context

of Toulouse's Provencal troops took their position to the south
by the Zion Gate, and Godfrey of Bouillon's northern French
contingent faced the city’s north ramparts. Six ships from
Genoa arrived at the port of Jaffa, and the crusaders used
their timbers to build two huge siege towers; on the night
of July 13, the crusaders wheeled these slowly into place.

At the Zion Gate, heavy fire from the defenders stopped
the southern siege tower from approaching the walls,
but after two days the northern siege tower reached the
Damascus Gate, and scores of crusaders poured out onto the
ramparts. After a brief resistance, the defenders abandoned
the walls to make a last stand on the Temple Mount. Amid
scenes of appalling brutality, the crusaders secured the rest
of Jerusalem. The city was theirs, and remained the heart of
the Crusader States in Palestine for 90 years.

Damascus
Gate

» CITY BESIEGED

Jerusalem’s defenses
were formidable, with
2%/2miles (4km) of at

walls. The crusaders
scarcely had enough
men to besiege the

city, and were forced

A THE COUNCIL OF CLERMONT In 1095, Byzantine
emperor Alexius | Comnenus sent an appeal to Pope
Urban Il asking for help in pushing back against
Muslim advances in the East. Urban’s reply, at a
church council at Clermont, was that Christian

breached the walls at
the Damascus Gate,
the final resistance
took place on the
Temple Mount and in

least 10-ft (3-m)-thick

to assaultit. Once they

City walls

Zion's
Gate

Citadel

Jaffa
Gate

the Citadel, from where
Iftikhar negotiated safe
passage to Ascalon.

knights should take up arms to free Jerusalem from
Muslim control. The thousands who “took the cross”
in response formed the army of the First Crusade.




SIEGE OF JERUSALEM = 1099
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A STORMING JERUSALEM Here, the crusaders are shown emerging from a siege tower onto
the walls and scaling ladders to make a bridgehead on the northern ramparts of Jerusalem.
Once they had captured this section of the walls, thousands more crusaders poured into

the city. Large numbers of defenders and civilians were massacred, and accounts speak of
crusaders wading up to their ankles in blood as they seized their much sought-after prize.



Dan-no-ura

1185 = SOUTHWESTERN JAPAN = MINAMOTO CLAN VS. TAIRA CLAN

In 1180, Japan was plunged into civil
war. The dominant Taira clan faced an
uprising by its rivals, the Minamoto,
after prime minister Taira Kiyomori
had installed his infant grandson
Antoku on the imperial throne. After
initial setbacks in this conflict—called
the Genpei War-the rebels acquired a new leader, Minamoto
no Yoritomo, who secured eastern Japan, and whose armies

then captured the imperial capital, Kyoto, in 1183. The Taira
clan fled, taking the young emperor with them, but Yoritomo's
half-brother Yoshitsune forced them from their refuge on
Yoshima island and pursued them with a large fleet.

At Dan-no-ura, on the straits between Honshu and Kyushu
islands in southwestern Japan, the Taira fleet turned and
fought. They tried to take advantage of the strong tides in the
straits, which flowed eastward in the morning and kept their
enemy from approaching. Their attempts at encircling the



A CLASH OF CLANS In this 19th-century depiction, the Taira and

Minamoto fleets are shown clashing at Dan-no-ura. Despite their traditional
naval superiority, the Taira were outnumbered by 840 ships to 500. This was
thanks to Yoshitsune no Minamoto, who had managed to recruit hundreds of
ships from towns bordering Japan’s Inland Sea.

Minamoto failed when the maneuver took too long and the tides
turned, allowing the Minamoto's ships to surround them, helped by
the defection of a section of the Taira fleet. Many Taira ships were
seized or sunk, and in the panic the Taira drowned the infant emperor
to avoid the shame of him being captured. Taira Tomomori himself
committed suicide (see right), and with the Taira leadership
weakened, Yoritomo assumed the title of shogun (the de facto

ruler of the country) and established a military government at
Kamakura that went on to rule Japan for a century and a half.

DAN-NO-URA = 1185

In context

4

A THE FIRST SHOGUN Dan-no-ura was a turning point

for Minamoto no Yoritomo. Leader of the anti-Taira rebellion

in 1180, he survived a disastrous defeat at Ishibashiyama,
consolidated his forces, and captured much of eastern Japan.
After Dan-no-ura, Yoritomo exiled his half-brother, Yoshitsune,
by now his most dangerous rival, and in 1192 became shogun,
beginning a line of military rulers that lasted until 1335.

A THE DEATH OF TAIRA TOMOMORI Son of Kiyomori, Taira
Tomomori won the first major battle of the Genpei War, at Uji,
in 1180. His error of judgment in trying to use the tides at
Dan-no-ura to outflank the Minamoto fleet led to disaster, and
he was one of many Taira leaders to commit suicide by jumping
into the waters. Severely wounded, he ensured his death by
tying himself to a heavy anchor, shown here.
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Hattin

1187 = MODERN-DAY ISRAEL
KINGDOM OF JERUSALEM VS. AYYUBIDS

In the summer of 1187, the
truce between the Crusader
States of Palestine and Saladin,
the ruler of Egypt, was shattered
when French nobleman Raynald
\:\ " of Chatillon attacked a Muslim
—_ trading caravan. An incensed
Saladin gathered an army of 30,000, and attacked the
castle of Tiberias on the western shore of the Sea of
Galilee on June 30, aiming to lure the crusaders to come
toits rescue. King Guy de Lusignan of Jerusalem had
raised 20,000 men, including 1,200 knights. As Saladin
hoped, Guy marched out on July 3 to break the siege.

The crusaders reached the nearby springs of Turan at
noon, but from there they had to cross an arid, waterless
plain. Guy pressed on, but Saladin’s force cut him off from
Turan, preventing any further advance. In the morning,
Guy had little choice but to order a breakthrough towards
the nearby twin hills of the Horns of Hattin and the springs.
Several charges failed, although Raymond broke through
and escaped, and the infantry fled toward the Horns, where
they were massacred. Decimated by archery, the knights
fought on, with Guy ordering a desperate charge at Saladin’s
bodyguards. In the end, tired and surrounded, the crusaders
were overwhelmed and captured. With few knights left
to defend it, Jerusalem fell to Saladin in early October.

The reaction in Europe was one of shock and
outrage, and led directly to the Third Crusade, in which
Saladin faced a new foe-King Richard | (“the Lionheart")
of England. After a stinging defeat at Arsuf in 1191, and
aretreat at Jaffain 1192, Saladin conceded a number of
coastal towns to the crusaders.

SALADIN VICTORIOUS This illustration from a mid-13th century manuscript
shows Saladin addressing the captive King Guy of Jerusalem. He and other noble
prisoners were spared for ransom, although the truce-breaking Raynald of
Chatillon was executed on Saladin's orders. Around 200 Templar and Hospitaller
knights, whom Saladin viewed as dangerous adversaries, were also put to death.




HATTIN = 1187

In context

A THE LOSS OF THE TRUE CROSS The Crusaders'
standard at the battle of Hattin was a relic of the
True Cross on which Jesus Christ was said to have
been crucified. It was borne by the Bishop of Acre,
but was taken by the enemy: this 13th-century
illumination depicts Saladin at Hattin taking the
cross from the Christians.

A FAILURE IN THE EAST The Crusades were a

two-century-long attempt by Christian Europe
to wrest Jerusalem and the Holy Lands from
Islamic rule. There were nine major crusades in
all, beginning in 1095, but despite briefs gains
they ended in failure in 1291. The beginning

of the end came in 1270, when King Louis IX

of France (embarking on the Eighth Crusade,
above), and much of his army, died of dysentery
on arriving on the shores of Tunisia.



1000-1500

A CHARGING TOWARD VICTORY Alfonso VIl is shown throwing himself into

the fray in this fresco of Las Navas de Tolosa from around the 13th century.
Although the Castilian vanguard had swept away a screen of Almohad skirmishers,
Alfonso's forces were in danger of losing the battle before Alfonso personally led
the charge, which reached Muhammad's tent and nearly captured the caliph himself.



LAS NAVAS DETOLOSA = 12172

Las Navas de Tolosa

1212 = SOUTHERN SPAIN = CHRISTIAN FORCES VS. ALMOHAD EMPIRE

SPANISH RECONQUISTA

By the late 12th century, the Reconquista—the
reconquest of the Iberian Peninsula by the Christian
kingdoms of Spain (see box, below)-had been
underway for centuries. However, it met resistance
with the rise of the Almohads, an Islamic movement
that ruled the south from 1147. They roundly defeated
Alfonso VIl of Castile at Alarcos in 1195, leading to an
uneasy peace, butin 1211 raiding by the Castilians provoked the Almohad caliph
Muhammad al-Nasir to seize the castle of Salvatierra, headquarters of the
powerful military Order of Calatrava. The loss of this strategic position galvanized
Christian opinion and inspired Pope Innocent Il to summon a crusade.

The kingdoms of Aragon, Navarre, and Portugal, previously antagonistic to
Alfonso, set aside their differences, and on June 21 a 13,000-strong Christian
army set off south from Toledo, only to find itself blocked in mountainous terrain
by a detachment of Muhammad's force. On July 16 a local shepherd guided
Alfonso's troops over a hidden pass to catch the Almohads by surprise. After
two days of failed negotiations, the main body of Christian forces gave battle,
but were held off by the Almohad rearguard protecting the caliph’s tent. In a last
desperate gamble, Alfonso charged with his own rearguard; Muhammad's local
Andalusian levies fled, followed by the rest of the AlImohad army, which suffered
heavy casualties. Muhammad died soon after the battle. The AImohad caliphate
was fatally weakened both by the succession of his young son, Yusuf, and by a
civil war that broke out in 1224. This gave renewed impetus to the Reconquista.

THE RECONQUISTA (722 CE-1492)

After the Muslim conquest of
Visigothic Spainin 711CE, a few
Christian strongholds in northern
Spain held out. From these, new
Christian kingdoms emerged in the
9th and 10th centuries to begin

the Reconquista—the reconquest

of the Iberian peninsula. The
movement gained momentum until
the capture of Toledo in 1085, and
then paused until, in the aftermath
of Las Navas de Tolosa, most of the
cities of Muslim Spain fell: Cordoba in
1236, Valencia in 1238, and Seville
in 1248. Only the emirate of Granada
was left and, after the union the
Crowns of Castile and Aragongave 4 this altar relief shows Abu abd-Allah Muhammad XII

new strength to the Christian Spanish,  (Boabdil), the last Muslim ruler of al-Andalus, leaving his
it, too was captured in 1492. castle at Granada for exile in Africa.
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Liegnitz

1241 = MODERN-DAY POLAND = MONGOL EMPIRE VS. POLISH DUCHIES

MONGOL INVASIONS OF EUROPE

In1236, MOI’]QO| armies invaded THE MONGOLS
the lands of the Kipchak Turks and

. P . Previously an obscure and divided
devastated Russia, burning its nomadic people on the east Asian
principal city, Kiev. The Mongol steppe, the Mongols were united

by Genghis Khan, who was elected

commander, Batu, angered by their Great Khan in 1206.
King Bela IV's sheltering of Kipchak Superior horsemen and archers

with an unusually high level of

refugees. then ordered an attack military organization, the Mongols
on Hungary, A secondary detachment of 20,000 Mongols subjugated neighboring states
under leaders Kadan and Baidar embarked on a diversionary over the next 50 years, including
) . Khwarizmia, Persia, China, and the
campaign against Poland. After the Mongols sacked Cracow, Abbasid caliphate. The attack on

Duke Henry of Silesia marched to face them at Liegnitz (now | Europewasonly halted by the death
, ) " of the Great Khan Ogodei (son of
Legnica), near Wroclaw, without waiting for a second army of | Ghengis khan) and feuding among
reinforcements, led by Duke Wenceslas of Bohemia, to join him. tflﬂ? Monlgolbnokbilithy- SEuch‘fEl.JdS
’ . ultimately broke the Empire into A Genghis Khan, born Temiijin,

Henry's peasant levies, bolstered by small detachments separate khanates based in China, becamgKhan("UniversaI rungr',,)
of cavalry, mustered only half of the Mongols' numbers. Mongolia, Russia, and Persia. after uniting the Mongol tribes.
The Mongols drove back his first assault, so Henry sent his

horsemen to attack. Feigning retreat, the Mongols then cut

off the Polish horsemen by setting fires to their rear. Unable with the defeat of Bela IV's army at Mohi two days earlier, this
to see, the knights fell into disarray, and the Mongol archers loss left Western Europe vulnerable to the Mongol hordes.

devastated them with volleys of arrows. Then the Mongol Weeks later, however, Batu's attention drawn by the death of
cavalry charged into the European infantry, causing heavy the Great Khan Ogodei, the Mongols withdrew eastward, and
casualties, with Duke Henry among the dead. Combined they never returned to attack Eastern Europe with such force.

In context

< TERROR TACTICS
After the battle at
Liegnitz, the Mongols
paraded Duke Henry's
head on a spike around
town, as depicted in
this illustration from

a 15th-century
manuscript. It was a
typical Mongol gesture,
aimed at terrorizing
the population, and
itputanendtoany
further resistance.

~aE

A MOUNTED WARRIORS This 13th-century Japanese painting,
attributed to Tosa Nagata, portrays the Mongol horsemen

as they may have looked at Liegnitz. Mongol military might
depended entirely on its cavalry. The majority of Mongol
troopers were light cavalry horse archers (as above); i e
the rest were heavily armored lancers. (R fa




LIEGNITZ m 1241 .

< MONGOL
VICTORY This
14th-century
(e = e - > = illustration shows
[/ N ﬁlllls r@r@“’lﬂ"s ann ﬁ)ﬂl’faﬂsmmnlm qb’blawt*ﬂwmﬁf‘ g the Mongol invaders
' Fil L R (left) and Duke

4 e D Henry's army (right)
battling at Liegnitz.
The European cavalry
were drawninbya
feigned retreat, a
typical Mongol tactic,
and then cut off
from the infantry,
allowing Batu's
archers and heavy
cavalry to massacre
the divided enemy.
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ALEXANDER ON THE ICE Prince Alexander is shown charging the Teutonic Knights in this illustration
from a 16th-century manuscript. A minor member of the Russian ruling house of Kiev, Alexander had been
summoned by the people of Novgorod to defend them from invaders including Sweden and the Teutonic
Knights. He was nicknamed “Nevsky" for his victory over Sweden at Lake Neva, two years before Lake Peipus.
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LAKE PEIPUS = 12472

Lake Peipus

1242 = RUSSIA-ESTONIA BORDER = NOVGOROD REPUBLICVS. TEUTONICKNIGHTS

NORTHERN CRUSADES

= {;ﬁf Pope Innocent Il authorized
/O o a crusade against the pagan

Ea 20 peoples of the Eastern Baltic
Vi

in 1198, beginning a series of

s Northern Crusades aimed at

4 yj,\\r\‘v\ ?;’ff%\ converting Lithuania, Latvia,
TN and Prussia to Christianity. Just

as in the Holy Land, military orders played a key role in the
crusades, and from 1236 the Teutonic Knights (see right)

led the campaign. In addition to conducting crusades against
pagans, the Knights extended their attacks to include
Russian principalities, which they regarded as heretical
because the Russians were Eastern Orthodox.

In 1240, the Knights launched an attack on the city of
Novgorod in western Russia and seized the key port of Pskov
to the west. Although Russian ruler Prince Alexander Nevsky
recovered the town, in spring 1242 the Knights renewed their
attack. Alexander lured the Knights' 2,500-strong army onto
the frozen waters of Lake Peipus—on what is now the Russia-
Estonia border—and the ice made it hard for them to maneuver.
Alexander's infantry held the mounted Knights in check until
they were exhausted, and he then committed his cavalry to
finish them off. The Knights pulled back from the melée and
fled farther out onto the frozen lake, where the ice broke under
the weight of their horses and armor, and many drowned.

As aresult of Alexander's victory, the Knights ceased their
attacks on Russia, and Lake Peipus and the Narva River to
the north became the boundary between the two powers'
territories—a border that still exists today. Instead, the Knights
concentrated their efforts on converting the pagan Prussians
and Lithuanians, and expanding west toward Poland.

In context

... God gave him the wisdom of
Solomon. .. this Prince Alexander: he
used to defeat but was never defeated.

< THE ORDER OF THE TEUTONIC
KNIGHTS This German military
order was established at Acre in
Palestine in 1198 with the aim of
aiding Christians on pilgrimage.

In 1237 they absorbed the Sword
Brothers order in Livonia, and
operated primarily in the Baltic
and Prussia. After the defeat at
Lake Peipus, they continued to
carve out a territory in Prussia and
the western Baltic, establishing
their headquarters at Marienburg
in eastern Poland in 1309. Shown
here is Heinrich von Plauen, a
leader of the order.

Vv ALANDMARK IN RUSSIAN HISTORY This Russian stamp

depicts the ice breaking beneath the Teutonic Knights at the Battle
of Lake Peipus. The stamp was released in 1992 as part of the 750th
commemoration of the battle and Alexander's victory, which still
holds a special place in Russian history.

ALEXANDER NEVSKY AS DESCRIBED IN THE SECOND PSKOV CHRONICLE

/S /
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Ain Jalut

1260 = GALILEE = MAMLUK SULTANATE VS. MONGOL EMPIRE

MONGOL INVASION OF SYRIA

e

In 1258, the Mongol chieftain
Hilegl launched an attack on
Persia and the Middle East, reaching
as far as Baghdad in Irag. The city fell
after a short siege; amid scenes of
appalling slaughter, the last Abbasid
caliph, Mutasim, was wrapped in
a carpet and trampled to death. The Mongols went on to
capture Aleppo, and Damascus surrendered without a fight.
The Mongols sent envoys to Qutuz, the Mamluk sultan of
Egypt, demanding his submission; he refused and executed
the envoys. At the time, Hiilegii was preoccupied by a
succession crisis in Mongolia and retreated toward Azerbaijan
with the bulk of his army, closer to the Mongol homeland. His
lieutenant, Kitbuga, stayed behind in command of 20,000
horsemen. Qutuz took advantage of this weakened Mongol
force to cross from Egypt into Palestine. On September 3,
at Ain Jalut in Galilee, Qutuz's army encountered the Mongol

In context

horde. His general, Baybars, used the Mongols' own tactics
against them: concealing the greater part of his army, he
retreated with a smaller force to draw Kitbuga forward.

The Mongols fell for the ruse, but, despite being showered
with Mamluk arrows, they managed to buckle the Egyptians’
left wing. The Mamluks held, and when Kitubga's Syrian allies
defected, the course of the battle turned in their favor. The
Mongol army fled, pursued by the Mamluks—a devastating
blow to their reputation for being invincible. Although the
Mongols returned to Syriain 1262, and advanced toward
Egypt several more times in the next 50 years, Ain Jalut
marked the limit of their expansion in the Middle East.

» BAGHDAD UNDER SIEGE This 14th-century Persian manuscript shows
the Mongols besieging Baghdad prior to Ain Jalut. By 1258, the Mongols had
acquired sophisticated equipment from China. Accounts of the siege record
1,000 Chinese catapult operators in the Mongol army, together with siege
towers, crossbows, and devices for throwing combustible missiles.

A MONGOLS IN BATTLE Thisillustration from a 14th-century
chronicle shows Mongols and Turks fighting during the Mongol
invasion of the Seljuk sultanate in Turkey in 1256, just before
the attack on Baghdad. The discipline and aqility of the Mongol
warriors on horseback (right) played a key role in their victories,
but the fighting style of the Seljuks (left) was similar and almost
as effective, as demonstrated at Ain Jalut.

» ARMORED WARRIORS This Mamluk
armor from the 16th century shows the
high-grade chain and plate that offered
protection against the Mongols' light arrows.
Mamluk bows outranged those of the
Mongols, and could deliver heavy, armor-
piercing arrows at close range.




S
ey

IR
LU

LY
KPR AR V)
Vﬂi’&;&&i& “

R
: :*Ew‘ e

!




1000-1500

Crecy

1346 = NORTHERN FRANCE = ENGLAND VS. FRANCE

On July 13, 1346, Edward Ill of England landed at La Hogue in
Normandy on the north coast of France, determined to pursue his
claim to the French crown. He had previously invaded in 1337 and
won a naval victory over the French at Sluys in 1340, but had failed
to capitalize on these conquests due to a lack of money, and having
\Qg diverted resources to put down uprisings on the Scottish border. This
" time, however, Edward brought a larger force of around 15,000 men.
Edward's army sacked the city of Caen on July 26 and seized a large quantity of treasure,
before moving decisively southward. Blocked by the French army under Philip VI within
striking distance of Paris, the English king instead headed north, crossing the Seine and
the Somme, all the while pursued by the French defenders. Then, on August 26 at Crécy,
in Ponthieu (now the province of Picardy in northern France), Edward turned his forces
towards his pursuer and fought. Deployed along a 1,640-ft (500-m)-long ridge, his soldiers
fired volley after volley of arrows, disrupting a series of French mounted charges, which
became more disorganized as casualties mounted. This continued until Philip VI was utterly
defeated, and a large number of French noblemen lay dead upon the field. The following
month, Edward lay siege to Calais: as a result of the decimation of his forces, Philip could not
send reinforcements, and Edward took the city in August 1347. The English then occupied
large stretches of land in northern France, which they would go on to hold for over a century.

LONGBOWS BATTLE
|“ KING EDWARD 111 (1312-77) CROSSBOWS AT CRECY

In this illustration from
Jean Froissart's early-
15th-century account
of the battle, English
longbowmen arrayed
ahead of the main English
line face off against
Genoese crossbowmen.
A Genoese soldier is
shown struggling to
reload his weapon
while a French

knight plows through
the crossbowmen’s
disordered ranks.

Edward lll became king in 1327 after his
mother Isabella, daughter of Philip IV of
France, deposed her husband, Edward 1.
Roger Mortimer, Isabella's lover, initially
took power, but Edward Ill overthrew
him. Edward made the first of several
invasions of Scotland in 1329, which
distracted him from his claim to the
French throne inherited via his mother.
After Crécy, the territorial concessions he
extracted from the captive Philip VI were
too much for the French nobility, who
rejected them. The latter half of Edward's
reign was marked by decline. The Black
Death in 1348 was followed by economic
troubles, and after unsuccessful
campaigning in France in the 1360s-70s,
he lost most of his territorial gains there.

This later portrait of Edward Ill dates
from the early 17th century.
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In detail

After crossing the river at the Somme via a secluded ford,
the English army marched to Crécy. There, on the morning of
August 26, Edward formed up his army on a forward position
across a long ridge, accompanied by his 16-year-old son, Prince
Edward of Wales. The French army arrived around midday; it
was at least double the size of the English force and included
5,000 Genoese crossbowmen. Against the advice of his nobles,
Philip VI of France ordered an attack. The crossbowmen stood
to the front of the French force, but their strings were wet with
rain, reducing their rate of fire. As a result, they suffered heavy
casualties from the English longbowmen's arrows.

Impatient, the French knights charged, and became entangled
with the crossbowmen as they floundered up the muddy, corpse-
strewn slope. Although some reached the English ranks, they
were rapidly cut down. Throughout the day and into the night,
the French made 15 increasingly desperate charges. trying and
failing to break the English lines. Five English ribaulds (an early
form of cannon) fired into the melee, scattering the cavalry.
Finally, deep into the night, Philip fled. Behind him he left
around 2,000 knights and men-at-arms dead on the field,
and the French royal banner captured.

vV ORDER OF BATTLE The English formed up in three divisions, or
"battles,” with Edward, Prince of Wales, in the van together with the
Earl of Northampton, and Edward Ill commanding the reserve in the rear.
Aline of archers screened each battle. The French set the Genoese
crossbowmen in front, with three battles of heavy cavalry behind them,
the rearmost led by King Philip himself.

Baggage and EARL OF
wagon park NORTHAMPTON
] Ii‘ n
English and Welsh
KING EDWARD Wadicour(t) longbowmen disperse

.0.7 Genoese crossbowmen
[®] KING PHILIP
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French cavalry

EDWARD, !Ei T chargeinto
PRINCE OF WALES . ; / path of
U D'ALENCON 4§ fommm= retreating
: Genoese
Fontaine
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CRECY = 1346

A LONGBOWMEN IN FORMATION Here, the French army (left) is shown
arriving with the Oriflamme-the red-and-gold royal standard that was lost
in their defeat—while the English longbowmen (right) prepare to unleash

a volley. Edward selected the battleground at Crécy, occupying the higher
ground, which forced the French into an disadvantageous assault.

A ENGLISH INVADERS AND FRENCH FORCES This 16th-century
French lllumination depicts the battleground at Crécy, with Edward Ill's
fleet in the background. Edward IllI's army consisted of 15,000 men
and longbow archers, while Philip VI fielded an army of 12,000
mounted knights and Genoese crossbowmen.

Visor protects
exposed face

Riveted leather band
attaches aventail
to helmet

< BASCINET AND AVENTAIL This
bascinet, a helmet with a pointed top,

is typical of the head protection worn by
French knights at Crécy. The visor, which
first appeared around 1330, gave better
protection and comfort for the wearer.
The chain aventail protected the
vulnerable neck area.

THE HUNDRED YEARS’ WAR (1337-1453)

English kings had held land in France since William | took

the English crown in 1066, and acquired more through Henry II's
marriage to Eleanor of Aquitaine in 1152. When Charles IV

of France died without a male heirin 1328, Edward Il tried

to claim the French throne, being the closest male relative.
However, the French nobility awarded the throne to Charles's
cousin, Philip of Valois. Edward was forced to pay homage to
Philip in 1329 for his lands in Aquitaine. This affront, and Philip's
declaration in 1337 that Aquitaine was forfeit, led to war.

A This 19th-century illustration depicts the recovery
of Aquitaine by the French during the Hundred Years' War.
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DEFEAT OF THE TEUTONIC KNIGHTS In this late 19th-century
painting of Grunwald by Jan Matejko, Jagiello is shown at the heart
of the battle. Initially he positioned himself behind his Polish
troops on the left flank, but as the Knights' charge buckled his
line, he joined the melee with his last reserves, keeping the
Polish-Lithuanian hopes alive until Vytautas came to his aid.




GRUNWALD = 1410

Grunwald

1410 = NORTHERN POLAND = POLAND-LITHUANIAVS. TEUTONICKNIGHTS

POLISH-LITHUANIAN-TEUTONICWAR

In 1409, war broke out between the Teutonic

,M"W'y‘:““*—\ .- Knights (see p.63) and the Polish-Lithuanian
Iijf b 4 "7 Unionwhen King Wiadyslaw Il Jagiello of Poland
‘%‘; :é;, supported a revolt in Teutonic-held Samogitia,
2}/&*”/0 in Lithuania (see box, below). After some initial

\'\L

skirmishes, Jagiello brokered an agreement with

his cousin Grand Duke Vytautas of Lithuania for

a jointinvasion of the Teutonic lands. In early July 1410, their combined

39,000-strong army crossed the Vistula, heading for the Teutonic Order's

headquarters at Malbork, in northern Poland. Near the villages of Grunwald

and Tannenberg, the Knights' army, led by Grand Master Ulrich von

Jungingen, intercepted them and joined battle, despite being half their size.
On the right wing, Vytautas's Lithuanians charged prematurely, only

to be fiercely repelled by the Teutonic Knights. The Lithuanians retreated,

and some of the Knights gave chase in a rare breach of discipline, becoming

mired in woods and marshes; as a result, their army was unable to break

the Polish right wing, although it was close to collapse. The Polish king

held on, and when the Lithuanians regrouped, they surrounded the

Knights. Amid a desperate struggle, the Grand Master was killed and the

remaining Knights retreated to their camp, where in a final, desperate

defense, the elite of the Teutonic Order fought to the death. After

the battle, Wladyslaw unsuccessfully laid siege to the Teutonic castle

at Malbork, and the powers agreed to peace in 1411. The Knights gave

up some of their land and their power was diminished, leaving Poland-

Lithuania unchallenged in the western Baltic.

e

KING WLADYSLAW I1 JAGIELLO (C.1352/1362-1434)

BornJogailo, Wladyslaw became Grand Duke of
Lithuania in 1382, and was crowned king of Poland
in 1386 after marrying Jadwiga, heiress to the Polish
throne. The union of the two countries created
tensions between the king and the Teutonic order—
after Wladyslaw converted to Christianity, they
were denied the option of calling a crusade against
him-and his cousin Vytautus, who rebelled in 1389.
The land he won at Grunwald, although small,
provoked further discontent among the nobles; he
clashed with the Knights againin 1422, resulting in
Poland-Lithuania taking control of Samogitia. This
set the scene for the rebellion that started the war.

» This portrait of King Wladyslaw Il Jagiello
was painted in 1790 and is part of the collections
of Muzeum Narodowe, Warsaw.
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Agincourt

1415 = NORTHERN FRANCE = ENGLAND VS. FRANCE

HUNDRED YEARS' WAR

In 1415, Henry V of England invaded France in
pursuit of a claim to the French throne that he had
inherited from his great-grandfather, Edward llI
(see p.66). Landing near Harfleur on August 13,
1415, with a 12,000-strong army, he spent six weeks
capturing the town, and lost half of his force to
injury or disease in the process. He then decided
to march to Calais, but the French under Constable d'Albret blocked the
English from crossing the Somme, and Henry was forced 40 miles (64 km)
south to find a ford. At Agincourt, on a stretch of road fringed by muddy
fields, a French army of around 20,000 men again blocked his way.

Henry tempted d'Albret to attack by advancing slightly; the English
longbowmen then sent volley after volley into the advancing French cavalry.
The horses became stuck in mud, many wounded by arrows, and their
dismounted riders in heavy armor could barely move in the churned-up
ground. The French charge descended into chaos, and the few knights who
made it to the English line were cut down at close quarters by a mass of archers
armed with axes and knives. Thousands of knights and men-at-arms were
killed, and the remnants of the French army retreated in disorder. Although
Henry returned to England soon after his victory, he used the ensuing political
instability in France to secure a treaty at Troyes in 1420. This made him heir
to the French throne by marrying Charles VI's daughter, Catherine, and
legitimized his occupation of much of northern France.

LONGBOWMEN AT WAR

Longbowmen played a key role in
several critical English victories during
the Hundred Years’' War. The English
longbow, which was 6ft (2m) long
and made of yew, required enormous
strength to pull, and in 1363 Edward IlI
decreed that all able-bodied males
should be trained inits use. A
competent bowman could fire 10
shots per minute, reaching targets

up to 820ft (250 m) away. Thousands
accompanied the English army—

many of them Welsh-presenting

a terrifyingly effective force. By the
time Agincourt took place, their
30-arrow quivers often included = = TR e
armor-piercing arrowheads that A This 18th-century illustration depicts

could penetrate metal plate. longbowmen in the 14th century, around the
time of the Hundred Years' War.
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A THE BATTLEFIELD AT AGINCOURT This French
illuminated manuscript from the 15th century shows
the English and French archers at Agincourt with
cavalry massed behind them. Toward the end of the
battle, the French attacked the English baggage train
where French prisoners were being held. To prevent
them from rejoining the battle, Henry executed
hundreds of captives—sparing only those who

were worth the highest ransoms.
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volleys of arrows

helmets, plates and cuirasses

Iron sounded on iron

THOMAS WALSINGHAM, ST. ALBANS CHRONICLE, c.1420-22
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HUSSITE TABOR As shown in this illumination, the Hussites compensated for their lack of trained
troops with a system of defensive wagons, or tabors, chained together into a fortified circle. From
within this cirlce, Hussite artillery could fire at enemy formations. Even if opposing troops penetrated
it, they faced hails of missiles from the wagons and the dangers of a melee in a confined space.



KUTNA HORA = 1421

AHy Yevly e
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Kutna Hora

1421 = MODERN-DAY CZECH REPUBLIC = HUSSITES VS. CATHOLIC FORCES

HUSSITE WARS

« . £ {1 __ InDecember1421, jan Zizka, leader of the radical
&7 a??kffﬁ# wing of the Hussite religious reformist movement, was
£ 5 e encamped with his army at Tabor, 50 miles (80 km)
.~ southeast of the Bohemian capital, Prague. The

‘w/"g\§»\e§€ Hussite movement, which rejected the hierarchy and
e 0 I ritual of the Roman Catholic Church, had grown in
o — strength after their founder, Jan Hus, was burned at
the stake in 1415. Sigismund, the Bohemian ruler who inherited the throne in
1419, was slow to resist the Hussites, and was unable to rouse much support
even when Pope Martin V launched an anti-Hussite crusade in 1420.

On December 21, 1421, Sigismund approached Kutnd Hora with a royalist
army of 50,000 men. Largely composed of mercenaries, his army should
easily have been able to beat the Hussites' force of 12,000 mostly untrained
peasants. Furthermore. the royalist commander Pippo Spano had secured
the betrayal of the town of Kutnd Hora from its local militia.

Zizka formed up most of his troops behind a circle of war wagons linked
by chains. Seeing that the royalist army had encircled him, he formed the
wagons into a column, supported by carts mounted with field cannon, and
charged them straight toward Sigismund and Spano's lines. This mobile artillery
blasted through the encircling royalists' line, allowing the Hussite army to
escape. Sigismund chose not to pursue, wrongly believing that capturing
the abandoned Hussite encampment was a victory. Throughout the rest of
December, Zizka's forces launched a series of harrying raids on Sigismund's
defenses, and within months the king was forced to evacuate Bohemia.

THE HUSSITE WARS (1419-34)

The execution of religious reformer Jan Hus led

to a state of near-civil war in Bohemia. King
Sigismund's Catholic followers were expelled from
Prague, and from 1420 he launched a series of five
crusades to crush the Hussites. They made little
headway against the able leadership of Jan Zizka
and his successor Andrew Prokop, as the Hussite
wagon forts and mobile artillery defeated a series
of royalist armies. An agreement at Basle in 1433
granted recognition to the moderate Hussites,
causing the reformists to divide. The Utraquist
moderates defeated the Taborite radicals at Lipany
in 1434, bringing the Hussite wars to an end.

» A Hussite force composed of cavalry
and infantry clashes with a largely mounted
crusader army during the Hussite wars.
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SIEGE OF ORLEANS = 1428-29

Siege of Orléans

1428-29 = NORTH-CENTRAL FRANCE = FRANCE VS. ENGLAND

HUNDRED YEARS' WAR

—Zj £ . = ThesiegeatOrléans represented
;?i;—\ iil}if{’if a turning point for the French in the
/;Z,j;/f ' Hundred Years' War. The English had

B ' returned to France in force early in
o~ o 4 1428, intent on enforcing Henry V's
z f;/ claim to the French throne, affirmed

by the Treaty of Troyes in 1420. They
had pushed along the Loire Valley and formed garrisons on the
south side of the river opposite the strategic city of Orléans
on the north bank and, on October 12, they isolated it.

The English made initial attacks on the city with some
success, and on October 23, led by the Earl of Salisbury, they
took Les Tourelles, a fort that guarded a river crossing into
Orléans; however, Salisbury was fatally wounded the next

< HAND-TO-HAND FIGHTING NEAR ORLEANS This 15th-century miniature is
from Le Jouvencel, a semiautobiographical account of experiences in the Hundred
Years' War by John V of Bueil. Nicknamed “the plague of the English”, Bueil was
a military companion of Joan of Arc's in her military campaign at Orléans. Here
he depicts fighting between the French and English near the city.

In context

day. Over the next month the siege faltered, but the arrival
of the Earl of Shrewsbury in December reinvigorated the
English. They defeated French relief forces at the Battle

of the Herrings on February 12, 1429, and by the spring
Orléan’s starving garrison was close to surrender.

The English had never completely cut off Orléans,
however, and some reinforcements trickled in. The French
were ultimately saved by Joan of Arc, a peasant woman
who had persuaded the Dauphin (heir to the French throne),
Charles, to entrust her with leadership of a new relief
force. On April 30, Joan and her army forced their way
into the city, and on May 4 broke out to join up with
more reinforcements. The English were caught between
the two groups; the French drove them out of several key
positions, and the English lost Les Tourelles on May 7.
Shrewsbury's army retreated, and the French celebrated
an unexpected victory. For the time being, central France
had been saved, and the Dauphin was crowned King
Charles VIl of France in Reims in July.

A JOAN OF ARCPLEADS WITH THE DAUPHIN A young peasant woman from
Champagne, Joan of Arc is thought to have heard God calling her to go to the
Dauphin, Charles, to help save France. This 15th-century tapestry depicts her
arriving at court in March 1429 to ask the Dauphin to allow her to take a force
to Orléans. Her success made her a target for the Dauphin's enemies.

< COUNTERPOISE TREBUCHET The
trebuchet was an important weapon in the
sieges of the Hundred Years' War, used both
to break down walls and to throw missiles over
them. It comprised a pivoting wooden “arm”
with a heavy weight at one end and a sling,
containing a projectile such as a stone, at the
other. Their use gradually gave way to cannon

Counterpoise
arm

Sling as gunpowder became more readily available.
Double A-frame
Pivot SUDDOFt

Heavy
counterweight

Stone
projectile
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Fall of Constantinople

1453 = NORTHWESTERN TURKEY = BYZANTINE EMPIRE VS. OTTOMAN EMPIRE

By 1453, the once-great Byzantine
Empire, which had endured for
around 1,000 years, consisted

¢ oflittle more than the city of
.« Constantinople, and small pieces of
b land in the Peloponnese and along
A 5

the southern shore of the Black Sea.
The Ottoman Turks had been seizing Byzantine lands since the
late 13th century, and had conquered Anatolia, overrun the
Balkan provinces, and were surging towards the Danube and
Constantinople. Despite this threat to one of Christendom’s
great historic cities, the Byzantines responded weakly; even
after a Polish-Hungarian crusade ended in disaster at the Black
Sea port of Varna in 1444, they sent little aid.

In 1451, a new young sultan, Mehmed Il, ascended to the
Ottoman throne. He was determined to take Constantinople,
which, situated at the junction of Europe and Asia, was the
obvious capital city for the Ottoman realm that spanned both
continents. In 1452, he built the fortress of Rumeli Hisar on the
Bosphorus strait to prevent Christian relief forces from reaching
the city via the Black Sea. Having cut off the city, he then
assembled an army of 75,000-80,000 men, a fleet of around
100 ships, and an artillery train with several huge siege
cannon constructed by the Hungarian engineer Urban.

Mehmet's army laid siege to Constantinople on April 5.

The city's walls were relatively well maintained and the
8,000 defenders were well prepared to weather the attack;
they also had small detachments of reinforcements from
western Europe. However, the powerful Ottoman artillery
bombardments weakened the walls, and their ships

blood flowed

after storm

' SULTAN MEHMED 1l (1432-81)

Mehmed Il first became sultan in 1444
when his father Murad Il abdicated,
but he was deposed in 1446 when
the Janissaries (the elite infantry

of the Sultan’s household) restored
Murad to the throne. Mehmed's
second reign beganin 1451 and
lasted for 30 years. After capturing
Constantinople, he campaigned in
Anatolia and the Balkans, where he
conguered Bosnia and Albania and
besieged Belgrade. An energetic
administrator, he conciliated his
Christian subjects by recognizing the
Greek Orthodox Church, and gave
the Ottoman Empire a centralized
bureaucracy and legal system.

Mehmed Il was 21 years old
when he brought an end to the
Byzantine Empire.

breached the naval defences in the Golden Horn inlet

(see opposite and p.80). Constantinople eventually fell to
an assault on May 29. Emperor Constantine was killed, and
after three days of looting, Mehmed entered the city and
declared it his new capital. Although the remnants of the
Byzantine Empire struggled on until the capture of its last
stronghold, Trebizond, in 1461, the fall of Constantinople
effectively marked the end of the empire.

THE SIEGE This 15th-century miniature depicts Mehmed Il directing
his troops toward the strongly defended land walls of Constantinople. The
Ottoman encampment is shown to be on the opposite side of the Golden
Horn, the waterway that was key to the Ottomans’ capture of the city.

like rainwater

COIPSES

floated out to the sea

NICOLO BARBARO, WITNESS TO THE FALL OF CONSTANTINOPLE, 1453
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In detail

As the Ottoman army closed in on
Constantinople, defenders arrived from Italy,
including 700 men under the Genoese soldier
Giovanni Giustiniani, who then oversaw the
city's defense. A chain was extended across
the Golden Horn—-the waterway on the city's
northern side—to prevent the Ottomans from
threatening the lightly defended sea walls.
However, the Ottomans built a log road across
Galata, on the eastern side of the Horn, and
rolled their fleet along it to reach the water,
forcing Giustiniani to divert his troops from
the defense of the city’'s landward walls.

Despite damage inflicted by Urban’s giant
cannon and a series of assaults, the defenders
resisted, and on May 25 Mehmed opened
negotiations for the city’s peaceful surrender.
The Byzantines rebuffed his offer, and early
on May 29, the Ottomans launched a final

[ 1] /0
April 2-6: ,, <e°‘€§§e B ~\
Mehmed II's troops , , ©

encamp outside ;
Constantinople ,

]

attack: Turkish irregular troops advanced
first, then the elite Janissaries assaulted a
damaged section of the northwestern walls.
At a critical moment, Giustiniani was wounded
and left his post; the Ottomans then found an
undefended gate, the Kerkoporta, and poured
in. As the Ottomans fanned through the city,
the Emperor was killed and the Byzantines'
defense collapsed. Some of the defenders
escaped to their ships, and, accompanied by
some Genoese and a few imperial vessels,
slipped past the Ottoman fleet. Most of

the remaining defenders were massacred

or sold into slavery.

» CITY DEFENSES This 16th-century fresco in Moldovita
monastery, Romania, depicts the Siege of Constantinople.
It shows the strength of the city's walls, which had
resisted numerous sieges. Emperor Constantine Xl is
shown patroling the heavily garrisoned landward walls,
which lacked the protection of the Golden Horn.
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< CONSTANTINOPLE,
1453 The city was
protected by one

of the most complex
systems of defensive walls
ever built. Constructed

by Constantine the Great
1,000 years earlier, these
walls protected the city
from a landward attack
from the west, and three
possible seaward attacks.
Before Mehmed's army
arrived, a chain barrier
was also extended across
the Golden Horn. The
Ottomans bypassed the
chain by dragging their
ships overland-and their
artillery breached the walls.



< ELITE SOLDIERS
Ottoman Janissaries
(see p.93) prepare for
an assault on the walls
of Constantinople. An
elite corps of troops,

the janissaries were
recruited by the
devsirme system, by
which young Christian
boys from the Balkans
were removed from
their families, converted
to Islam, and trained

in military skills from
avery early age. They
were loyal to the sultan
in person, rather than to
the Ottoman nobility.

FALL OF CONSTANTINOPLE = 1453

A CANNON FIRE The Ottomans were equipped with massive cannon, or
bombards, which fired huge stone balls at the walls of Constantinople. These
weapons were provided by Urban, a Hungarian engineer who had previously
offered his services to the Byzantines. However, the cannon took hours

to reload and the Ottomans had only limited ammunition. As a result, most
of the damage to Constantinople was inflicted by smaller artillery pieces.
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LEGNANO

GUELPH AND GHIBELLINE
CONFLICT

1176 = NORTHERN ITALY = LOMBARD
LEAGUE VS. HOLY ROMAN EMPIRE

In the late 12th century, northern Italy
was divided by fighting between the
Guelphs, supporters of the papacy, and
the Ghibellines, supporters of the Holy
Roman Emperor. In 1167, the major cities
of Lombardy formed a league, with
papal approval, to defend themselves
against Emperor Frederick Barbarossa,
who engaged in five campaigns to
combat them. After failed peace talks in
May 1176, Frederick led his 3,000-strong
army around Milan to meet with
reinforcements from Germany at Lake
Como. The Lombard League deployed
3,500 men to intercept him north of the
city at Legnano, where they positioned
themselves around the Carroccia, Milan’s
sacred battle wagon. The fierce battle
that ensued was evenly matched until
eventually the Lombard League's cavalry
regrouped and attacked, scattering the
Imperial army. The Imperial cause in
Lombardy was damaged, and in 1183
Frederick had to concede self-
government to the cities there.

Shown here in a15th-century illumination,
Flemish army over a French mounted army.

XIANGYANG
SONG-YUAN WARS

Vv COURTRAI
FRANCO-FLEMISH WAR

1268 = CENTRAL CHINA = MONGOLS
VS. SONG FORCES

1302 = MODERN-DAY BELGIUM =
FRANCE VS. FLANDERS

In 1267, Kublai Khan, the Mongol Great
Khan, turned his attention to conquering
southern China. His key objectives were
the twin fortresses of Xianyang and
Fancheng; these controlled the Han river,
which fed into the Yangzi, in the heart
of the Song empire. Despite their huge
forces, the invading Mongols were
thwarted by the defenders’ ability to
resupply the fortresses’ garrison using
hundreds of river junks. The Mongols’
attempts to build ramparts in the river
to dam it failed, as did outright assault,
and the siege dragged on for five years.
Finally, Kublai Khan obtained heavy siege
catapults from his nephew, the llkhan
of Persia. The projectiles hurled by
these catapults broke down Fancheng's
wall within a few days and it fell to a
Mongol assault. Seeing the battle was
lost, the Song commander of Xiangyang
surrendered. With the fall of both
fortresses, the way into southern China
was clear and Song morale collapsed. By
1279, Kublai Khan had completed his
conguest of southern China.

In 1302, the towns of Flanders were

in revolt against five years of French
occupation. To quell this uprising, Philip
IV of France sent an 8,000-strong force
to Courtrai, north of Tournai, where the
Flemish were besieging a castle. The
Flemish militia, armed with pikes,
crossbows, and goedendags (pikes with

a club mounted on the end) took position
in an area of marshes and small streams.
When the French knights charged, they
became bogged down in the marshes and
were knocked from their horses by the
Flemish goedendags. The remaining
knights retreated and the French infantry
fled, pursued by the victorious Flemish.
Over 1,000 French soldiers died, including
many knights whom the Flemish chose
not to keep for ransom. The encounter
became known as the "Battle of the
Golden Spurs” for the quantity of valuable
spurs looted from their corpses, and
showed that drilled foot soldiers could
overcome mounted knights; however,
later French victories denied Flanders
its independence.

the Battle of Courtrai saw the victory of an all-infantry

BANNOCKBURN

FIRST WAR OF SCOTTISH
INDEPENDENCE

1314 = SOUTHERN SCOTLAND =
SCOTLAND VS. ENGLAND

Robert the Bruce took the Scottish
throne in 1306 and led a military
campaign to drive out the English,

who had gained control of many areas
of Scotland following Edward I's invasion
in 1296. By 1314, Stirling Castle, the
only remaining English stronghold, was
under siege by the Scots, and Edward Il
led an army of about 2,500 cavalry and
15,000 infantry to defend it. The English
army was met by an 8,000-strong force
of Scots (mainly infantry) in the New
Park, south of the town. The battle
lasted for two days—English cavalry
charges were unable to penetrate the
Scottish formations of spearmen, and
when the English pulled back they fell
victim to pits and ditches that the Scots
had laid in the marshy ground. A hasty
retreat by the English saw 34 barons
killed, along with thousands of soldiers.
Stirling Castle fell and the English never
recovered their positions in Scotland,
ultimately having to recognize Scottish
independence in 1328.

POITIERS
HUNDRED YEARS' WAR

1356 = CENTRAL FRANCE = ENGLAND
VS. FRANCE

In 1355, an eight-year truce in the
Hundred Years' War between England
and France expired. While Edward IlI
attacked northern France, his son
Edward, the Black Prince, led a force

of 8,000, including about 2,500
longbowmen, north from Aquitaine ona
raid into central France. The French army,
led by King John Il, crossed the Loire to
intercept the English, and the two armies
met just east of Poitiers. Outnumbered by
the French, the English army positioned
themselves on a narrow front protected
by a marsh and stream. An initial French
charge faltered under a series of volleys
from the longbowmen and the retreating
knights were forced into hand-to-hand
combat. They attacked again, but the
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English led a surprise advance and

the French army disintegrated. Many
French knights were captured, including
King John. A weakened France was
forced to agree to a treaty in 1360
expanding English holding around
Aquitaine and Calais.

LAKE POYANG
RED TURBAN REBELLION

1363 = EASTERN CHINA = MING
DYNASTY VS. HAN DYNASTY

The Mongol Yiian dynasty of China had
collapsed by the early 1360s, and three
principal contenders for power emerged:
the Han, the Wu, and the Ming. The Ming
arose out of a smaller rebel group, the
Red Turbans, and in 1363 their leader
Zhu Yuanzhang began consolidating his
power around the Ming capital, Nanjing.
When the Han attacked the Ming-held
town of Poyang using a fleet of large
warships positioned on the adjacent
lake, Zhu sent what reinforcements he
could. The Han commander failed to
block the lake entrance, allowing a Ming
fleet in, but the smaller Ming ships
struggled to surround and board the
Han vessels. Instead the Ming used fire
ships to attack the Han fleet, burning
many ships. The Han retreated and
much of their fleet was destroyed
trying to flee the lake. Poyang was

soon relieved by land and Zhu, with
Han power broken, emerged as the
dominant force in China, declaring
himself emperor in 1368.

KOSOoVvOo

OTTOMAN WARS IN EUROPE AND
SERBIAN-OTTOMAN WARS

1389 = MODERN-DAY REPUBLIC OF
KOSOVO = SERBIAN-BOSNIAN ARMY
VS. OTTOMANS

The Ottoman Turks had made
significant advances in the Balkans in
the 1370s-80s, absorbing Bulgaria and
taking the important Serbian town of
Nis, Serbia itself had been weakened by
civil wars, butin 1388 the ruler of the
northern part, Prince Lazar, defeated
the Ottomans, provoking their leader,
Sultan Murad |, to retaliate. The Ottoman
army of up to 40,000 men paused

at Kosovo, where Lazar had a force

just over half the size, including
reinforcement troops from another
Serbian nobleman, Vuk Brankovic.
Ottoman archers rebuffed an initial

Serbian charge, but the Serbs still forced
the Ottoman center back. The Ottomans
then launched a full counterattack that
destroyed the Serbian center: Lazar
was killed and Brankovi¢ withdrew

from the field with the surviving Serbian
forces. Losses on both sides were vast,
but Serbia, with fewer resources, was
unable to resist subsequent Ottoman
advances; it became an Ottoman vassal
in 1390, and finally lost its
independence entirely in 1459.

CASTILLON
HUNDRED YEARS' WAR

1453 = SOUTHWESTERN FRANCE =
FRANCE VS. ENGLAND

In 1435, the English were abandoned
by their Burgundian allies, leaving
them to continue the Hundred Years'
War against France alone. By 1451,

the French under Charles VIl had
recaptured all their lost territory except
for the city of Calais, but in October
1452 the Earl of Shrewsbury seized
Bordeaux with an English force of
3,000 and advanced inland. The French
countered by besieging the strategic
town of Castillon, where the English
confronted them on July 17, 1453.
Although reinforcements had doubled
the size of the English army, the French
had built a temporary defensive
fortification with over 300 field guns.
When Shrewsbury impetuously gave the
order to charge, he and his men were
destroyed by waves of cannonballs. With
their commander dead, the English
retreated and were slaughtered by the
advancing French. Bordeaux fell to

the French soon afterward, leaving
England again in possession of just
Calais and bringing the Hundred Years'
War to an end.

MURTEN
BURGUNDIAN WARS

1476 = WESTERN SWITZERLAND =
OLD SWISS CONFEDERACY VS. BURGUNDY

The steady advance of the Duchy of
Burgundy's army down the Rhine in the
1460-70s brought it in conflict with

the fiercely independent Swiss cantons
(allies of the Holy Roman Empire). In
1474, war broke out between the two
sides, and Charles the Bold, Duke of
Burgundy, led a series of invasions into
Swiss territory. Burgundy's army was
defeated by the Swiss Confederate army

Depicted here in a 16th-century miniature, Nancy was the final and decisive

battle that ended the Burgundian Wars.

at Grandison in March 1476, but during
the following June, Charles led an attack
on the town of Murten. The Swiss
cantons assembled a force of around
25,000 soldiers armed with pikes to
relieve the siege. The Burgundians were
caught by surprise, and though they had
occupied the side of a hill with artillery
the Swiss pike formation pushed
forward and forced the Burgundian army
into retreat during which thousands
were killed. Charles fled with his
remaining troops back to Burgundy.

A NANCY
BURGUNDIAN WARS

1477 = EASTERN FRANCE = OLD
SWISS CONFEDERACY VS. BURGUNDY

In 1477, Charles the Bold, Duke of
Burgundy, laid siege to the strategic
city of Nancy in Lorraine. The region,
formerly under his control, had broken
away under Duke René. Charles led a
mixed force of Burgundians, Italians,
and Dutch, while Duke René countered
with 20,000 troops, half of them

Swiss mercenaries. The outnumbered
Burgundians tried to reduce their
disadvantage by positioning themselves
along a narrow front protected by

a stream and thick woods. But the
Swiss phalanx advanced, pushing the
Burgundian left wing back and, crucially,
displacing their artillery. Although
Charles tried to redeploy troops to

plug the growing gaps, the Swiss
superiority in numbers overwhelmed
the Burgundian army which collapsed.

Charles was killed, making René’s victory
complete, and the Duchy of Burgundy
fell apart—-one portion went to the
Austrian Habsburgs, and the remainder
was taken over by Louis Xl of France.

BOSWORTH FIELD
WARS OF THE ROSES

1485 = CENTRAL ENGLAND = HOUSE
OF LANCASTER VS. HOUSE OF YORK

The Wars of the Roses, fought between
rival claimants to the English throne the
Houses of York and Lancaster, seemed
to have ended in 1471. The controversial
accession of the Yorkist Richard Illin
1483, however, reignited the conflict.
Many nobles flocked to support exiled
Henry Tudor, the remaining Lancastrian
candidate. In August 1485, Henry landed
at Milford Haven in Wales. He advanced
into England, and while he gathered
reinforcements Richard rushed to head
him off. At Bosworth, near Leicester in
central England, the two armies met.
Although Richard's army was larger,
contingents under the Earl of
Northumberland and Lord Stanley
remained slightly apart from the main
force. When an attack by Henry's army
put pressure on Richard's line, the king
ordered Northumberland to join him,
but the Earl refused. Stanley allied

with the Lancastrians which led to a
Yorkist retreat, during which Richard
was unhorsed and killed. Henry was
crowned and later married Richard's
niece, Elizabeth of York, to unite the
Yorkist and Lancastrian dynasties.
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Siege of Tenochtitlan

1521 = VALLEY OF MEXICO = AZTECEMPIRE VS. SPANISH EMPIRE

SPANISH CONQUESTOF THE AZTECEMPIRE

The Aztec Empire beganin 1428 as
an alliance of three city-states in what
is now central Mexico, but by the time
the treasure-seeking Conquistadores
of Spain arrived in 1519, the lake city of
Tenochtitlan was dominant. In August
some 600 Spanish, led by Herndn Cortés,
marched on the city, finding many local allies along the way who
were disaffected with Aztec rule. Cortés's army was welcomed
into the city, where the Spanish took the Aztec emperor
Moctezuma Il hostage. For several months the Spanish ruled
the city until a revolt sent them fleeing.

After building alliances in the Aztec hinterlands and gathering
local forces, Cortés returned to Tenochtitlan to lay siege. A fleet of
specially built ships supported his soldiers fighting their way across
the three main causeways that linked the city to the edge of Lake
Texcoco. Already ravaged by smallpox, the Aztecs finally collapsed
to the Spanish forces' superior weapons and command structure
after 79 days of resistance on August 13, 1521. Tenochtitlan was
sacked and its monuments destroyed, bringing an end to the
Aztec Empire and establishing Spanish rule in Central America
and Spanish as the lingua franca of the region.

City of
Tenochtitlan

Lake
Texcoco

Iztapalapa
causeway

» SPANISH MAP OF
TENOCHTITLAN, 1521

The Aztec capital stood on
anisland on the western

side of Lake Texcoco, and was
connected to shore by three main
causeways. At its height, the city
boasted at least 200,000 inhabitants

and had magnificent architecture, including
a central pyramid, the Templo Mayor. It was a
busy market for slaves, turquoise, and gold.

Templo Mayor




[ and my companions suffer from
a disease of the heart that can
be cured only with gold.

HERNAN CORTES TO THE ENVOYS OF MONTEZUMA II, EXPLAINING
THE MOTIVES OF HIS CONQUEST, 1519
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SIEGE OF TENOCHTITLAN = 1521

v CAUSEWAY FIGHTING In the battle to
force their way across the causeways, the
Spanish were supported by 13 boats, each
carrying 12 oarsmen, 12 crossbowmen and
musketeers, and a captain. The Aztecs’
padded cotton armor and reed shields
were useless against guns and crossbow
bolts, while Spanish artillery battered the
city walls. Even so, the Aztecs successfully
repelled the Conquistadores' initial attacks.
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HABSBURG VICTORY This painting illustrates a key moment in the battle: the
encirclement of the French cavalry by the Imperial mixed forces of arquebusiers,
Landsknechts, and cavalry. It is copied from a tapestry cycle presented to Emperor
Charles Vin 1531, celebrating his first military victory.



PAVIA m 1525

Pavia

1525 = NORTHERN ITALY = EMPIRE OF CHARLES V VS. KINGDOM OF FRANCE

FIRSTHABSBURG-VALOIS WAR

};;_% \,3 J,,A"“Q‘”‘ _— In the late Middle Ages, northern and central
{7"‘}’ . Italy were battlegrounds of warring city-states.
g"'\} 47 m}\\ - After decades of fighting, Florence, Milan, and Venice

- ﬁf@q\\xxfi} emerged dominant, agreeing to a peace treaty in
}Ciz:ffva;%"; &‘%‘L}a 1454, The treaty held until 1494, when France, which
“ . hadaclaimto certain [talian territories, invaded Italy,
beginning a series of conflicts in which various

European powers fought over the country. The decisive battle came in October
1524, when, having marched into Lombardy and occupied Milan, Francis | of
France laid siege to the city of Pavia, which was controlled by forces loyal to
the Habsburg Empire of Charles V.

Pavia's defenders held out through the winter. During this time imperial
reinforcements arrived and took up positions opposite the French, who
began building fortifications that threatened to encircle them. In order to
prevent this, and after weeks of skirmishing, imperial forces led by Fernandino
Francesco d'Avalos, Marquis of Pescara, marched under cover of darkness for
several miles north to ford the stream, and then back toward the exposed
French left flank. Francis | responded with a cavalry charge, but his horsemen
obscured his cannon, which failed to strike the enemy. Francis also left his
infantry unsupported, fatally exposing them to the oncoming Habsburg attack,
while his cavalry suffered heavy losses to Pescara’s arquebusiers. The French
army was virtually annihilated, and a large part of the French nobility was
slaughtered. Francis | was captured and held in Spain for a year, where he
eventually signed a treaty with Charles V, giving up all French claims to Italy.

EUROPEAN MERCENARIES

European armies of the late Middle Ages

swelled their ranks with mercenaries. At the
battle of Pavia, Francis | enrolled a battalion

of Swiss mercenary pikeman, who were valued
for their discipline and skill. The rivals to the
Swiss in professional soldiering were the German
Landsknechts, who fought for anyone who

paid them and also favored the pike. At Pavia,
there were Landsknechts on both sides: the South
German military leader Georg von Frundsberg led
a battalion of Imperial Landsknechts to victory
against the renegade Black Band Landsknechts,
who fought for the French.

» Experts in the use of the pike and two-handed
sword, Landsknecht soldiers were also known for
wearing flamboyant costumes.
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Panipat

1526 = NORTHERN INDIA = MUGHALS VS. LODI DYNASTY AND AFGHANS

MUGHAL CONQUESTS

Ibrahim Lodi, who had ruled

the Sultanate of Delhisince 1517,
was unpopular with his nobility due
to his repressive policies. Daulat
Khan Lodi, the Governor of Punjab,
eventually reached out to Zahir
ad-Din Muhammad-better known
as Babur, the ruler of Kabul-for help. In response, Babur
setoutin force in November 1525, crossing the Indus River
with anarmy 12,000 strong. Local allies and mercenaries
recruited en route swelled this army to around 20,000 men.
Lodi, meanwhile, had gathered an army of 50,000 or more
and advanced slowly north from Delhi, eventually camping
near Panipat in present-day north India.

In context

Babur reached Panipat on April 12, 1526, and for eight days
the two armies faced each other without making a decisive
move. Finally, in an attempt to goad Lodi into attacking him,
Babur ordered a nighttime cavalry raid. This was repelled, but
it had the desired effect: believing his opponent to be weak,
the next day Lodi advanced his army onto the fields of Panipat.
Lodi's most fearsome weapons were several hundred war
elephants, which had played a major role in defeating previous
Mongol invasions. However, Babur had something that these
invaders did not: cannons. Their sound terrified the elephants,
which panicked and trampled Lodi's men; his forces were also
encircled by cavalry and entangled in Babur's defenses. Lodi
died on the battlefield, and Babur took Delhi, where he founded
the Mughal dynasty. His descendants ruled India for 330 years.

A EMPERORBABUR A Timurid prince
descended from the Mongol leaders Timur and
Genghis Khan, Babur inherited a small Central
Asian kingdom. Struggling against the Safavids
and the Uzbeks, he captured and lost Samarkand
three times before moving south to Kabul in
Afghanistan. There he dreamed of a new empire
east of the Indus. The invitation to oust Lodi
gave him his opportunity.

vV WARELEPHANTS Elephants had been used in war in India since at least the 4th century BCE,
Later, they were used in southeast Asia and Mediterranean countries—most famously by
Alexander of Macedonia. Specially trained and often protected by armor, they were mainly used
to charge the enemy’s troops, break their ranks, and spread panic and terror. Panipat was the
first time that artillery and guns had been used against elephants. The results were devastating,
and the use of elephants in warfare swiftly declined.
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< BABUR'S TACTICS
Vastly outnumbered, Babur
won by superior tactics. He
protected the flanks of his
army with trenches covered
by branches. In the center,
he defended himself with
carts tied together with
ropes, and between these
he placed his cannon and
riflemen. This forced Lodi
to fight on a narrower front,
which greatly constricted
his movements. As seenin
this Mughal painting, Babur
then attacked Lodi's flanks,
using horsemen wielding
deadly composite bows.
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» VICTORY AT
HAND This 16th-
century Turkish
miniature from
Topkapi Palace in
Istanbul depicts
Hungarian troops
(left and above)
and Ottoman forces
(center and right)
at the Battle of
Mohacs. The
Ottomans skilfully
deployed artillery
and elite Janissaries
to overwhelm the
Hungarian force.




MOHACS = 1526

Mohacs

1526 = SOUTHERN HUNGARY = OTTOMAN EMPIRE VS. KINGDOM OF HUNGARY

OTTOMAN CONQUEST OF EUROPE

The Ottoman sultan Suleiman
came to power in 1520, and soon
began expanding his empire into
Europe. After capturing Belgrade
in 1521, he turned his attention to
the kingdom of Hungary.
Meanwhile, King Francis | of
France, who had recently been defeated at the Battle of Pavia
in 1525 by the Habsburg Empire (see pp.88-89), had formed
a Franco-Ottoman alliance with Sulieman against the Holy
Roman Emperor Charles V. Francis asked his ally Suleiman
to wage war on Charles V: this request aligned neatly with
Suleiman’s own ambitions because the road to the Habsburgs
lay across Hungary. The country itself was weakened by
political disunity, and many Hungarian nobles failed to heed
the call of its king, Louis Il, to mobilize against the enemy.

A

In context

On August 29, 1526, a Hungarian force consisting of fewer
than 30,000 men with 50 cannon waited on swampy plains
near the town of Mohdcs, Hungary, to meet an Ottoman
force of 55,000-70,000 men with 200 cannon, headed

by Suleiman himself. The initial charge of the Hungarian
cavalry caused serious casualties to the Ottomans, but the
Hungarians were then torn apart by Turkish cannon fire.
As the Hungarians fell back, they were encircled by the
fast-moving Ottoman light cavalry. The Hungarians were
annihilated, and King Louis was thrown from his horse

and killed as he tried to escape.

The defeat effectively ended the existence of an
independent Hungary at the time because it was absorbed
into Suleiman's Ottoman Empire. The Turks, meanwhile,
continued their advance into central Europe, which would
take them all the way to the gates of Vienna.

A SULEIMAN THE MAGNIFICENT During Suleiman'’s reign as sultan from 1520
10 1566, the Ottoman Empire was at its most powerful. The sultan personally led
armies that conquered Belgrade, Rhodes, and most of Hungary, and annexed much
of the Middle East and North Africa. As well as his military leadership, he was a
great patron of culture and instituted major legal reforms. Indomitable until the
end, Suleiman died of illness while campaigning in Hungary.

» TURKISH T SR
JANISSARY ¥
Translated as

"new soldier," the
Janissaries were elite
forces that were the
Ottoman sultans'
household troops
and the first modern
standing army in
Europe. They were
strictly disciplined
and forbidden to
marry because their
loyalty was to the
sultan only. In battle,
the Janissaries’ main
mission was to
protect the sultan
and hold the center
against enemy attack.
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Great Siege of Malta

1565 = MALTA = OTTOMAN EMPIRE VS. KNIGHTS HOSPITALLER, MALTESE MILITIA, AND SPANISH EMPIRE

OTTOMAN-HABSBURG WARS

The small but strategically crucial
central-Mediterranean island of
Malta was a potential obstacle to
the westward expansion of the
Ottoman Empire. It was controlled
by the Knights Hospitaller, a Christian
military order founded in Jerusalem
in the early 12th century with headquarters on Malta since
1530. In 1560, the Ottoman navy won a decisive victory over
a Christian Alliance fleet in the battle of Djerba, off the coast
of Tunisia, after which it was only a matter of time before the
Muslim empire’s attentions were turned to Malta. Accordingly,
in 1565, the Ottoman sultan Suleiman sent an invasion fleet
of around 180 fighting ships carrying some 40,000 men to

Visual tour

besiege the 700 knights and 8,000 soldiers of Malta. Their
goal was to seize the island and use it as a base for further
assaults on Europe. In anticipation, the Knights of Malta had
ordered the construction of two new defensive forts and the
strengthening of a third. The Ottoman armada arrived off
Malta in May 1565 and anchored at Marsaxlokk on the
southeast coast of the island.

Led by Jean Parisot de Valette, Grand Master of the
Hospitallers, for three months the Maltese repulsed repeated
attacks, buying enough time for a Christian relief force to arrive.
The invasion failed, in part because the time-consuming attack
on Fort St. ElImo (see below) could have been bypassed. The
Ottomans' reputation of invincibility was shattered, and their
advance into the western Mediterranean was halted.

KEY
A FORT ST.ELMO The Ottomans first attacked
Fort St. EImo. In anticipation, the Knights Hospitaller
had placed heavy artillery in the fort. The defenders
held off the Ottomans for several weeks, inflicting
heavy losses before the fort was eventually
reduced to rubble.

» FORT ST.

MICHAEL The

Ottomans then

moved 100 vessels
across Mount
Sciberras to the
Grand Harbor and
launched an attack
on Fort St. Michael.
They sailed too close
to Fort St. Angelo,
and the cannons
destroyed the fleet.

< BAY OF MARSAMXETT
After capturing Fort St. Elmo,
the Ottomans anchored their
fleet at Marsamxett, where they
decapitated the Maltese knights
and floated their bodies across
the bay on mock crucifixes. In
response, de Valette beheaded
all of his prisoners, loaded their
heads into cannon, and fired
them into the Ottoman camp.

v BIRGU After failing at Fort
St. Michael, the Ottomans
surrounded and bombarded the
town of Birgu. They breached
the walls, but then retreated,
mistakenly believing that
Christian reinforcements

had arrived from Sicily.



GREAT SIEGE OF MALTA = 1565

A MALTABESIEGED This illustrated map of the Siege of Malta from the Vatican collection shows
all the different phases of the battle in a single painting. The central peninsula is Mount Sciberras,
with Fort St. Elmo at its tip. The body of water to the left is the Bay of Marsamxett, while to the
right is the Grand Harbor, where two other forts—St. Michael and St. Angelo—are under siege.
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LEPANTO = 1571

Lepanto

1571 = IONIAN SEA = HOLY LEAGUE VS. OTTOMAN EMPIRE

OTTOMAN-HABSBURG WARS

& After their defeat at Malta ALI PASHA (c.1510-71)
i S 7 : (see pp.94-35), the O,ttoman . Entrusted with the “Banner of
: Turks waged a campaign to acquire the Caliphs”"-a huge standard
the Venetian-controlled island with the name of Allah
embroidered on it 28,900
of Cyprus. The Holy League, times—statesman Ali Pasha

representing the Christian interests commanded the Ottoman

. . forces at Lepanto. In the early
of Venice, the Papacy, Spain, Genoa, stages of the battle, his
Malta, and Savoy, responded by sending a fleet from Messina flagship, Sultana, rammed the
in Sicily-but not before the Turks had captured the Cypriot Christian flagship, La Real,

. o . commanded by Don Juan of
cities of Nicosia and Famagusta. Learning that the Ottomans Austria. Smashed together,

were in the Gulf of Patras, near Lepanto (modern-day the decks of the two ships

) o formed a single battlefield.
Nafpaktos) in Greece, the Christians set course for a Twice the Spanish troops
confrontation. Under the command of Don Juan of Austria, ?f La ieagwfre Fefu'zeq

- T . rom the Sultana.In their A This German woodcut of 1571 shows
the Christian fleet numbereq some 212 ﬁg!’]tlng vessels; third, successful assault, Ali Pasha 25 he was in life. and with his
the Ottoman force, led by Ali Pasha, was slightly larger. Ali Pasha was killed. head on a pike following Lepanto.
On the morning of October 7, 1571, the two fleets

engaged. Although fewer in number, the ships of the Holy In addition, most of the Holy League were rowed by free

League had more cannon, and included six vast galleasses,a  men, as opposed to the Ottoman ships, whose slaves had

new kind of gun-carrying galley developed by the Venetians.  little interest in fighting for their masters. After hours of
fierce combat, the Holy League prevailed in what was the
last major engagement between oar-powered vessels in

< FLEETS LINED UP This painting by Giorgio Vasari, completed in the Western world. It provided a boost to European morale,
1572, showslthle Christian and Ottpman fleets on the t)lr|nI§ of battle. but quarrels among the Christian powers eventually led to
Six huge Christian galleasses dominate the center, while figures . . .

depicting Spain, Venice, and the Papacy stand at bottom left. Venice ceding Cyprus to the Ottomans in 1573.

> ORDER OF BATTLE The Holy League

fleet advanced in four squadrons, with : 30 ships

Don Juan of Austria commanding the 1 (rearguard)
center. The Ottomans were ranged in a $

crescent across the bay, with Ali Pasha at .

the center. The battle was almost lost P 93 ships (left)

A : 1 \Jm)é L LE g
when ships led by Uluch Ali (Ottoman left), ... LB : W ey et hmv??m

nearly outflanked the Christians, buta
Spanish squadron averted disaster with
a timely intervention.

N £,

87 ships (center,
led by Ali Pasha)

62 ships
(right)

55 ships (left)
WS 55ships(right)

64 ships (center,
led by DonJuan)

38 ships (rearguard)
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» ODA-TOKUGAWA
FORCES TAKE ON THE
TAKEDA This painted
screen shows the way
in which the Odo-
Tokugawa generals
used both wooden
palisades and the
landscape itself to break
up the Takeda cavalry
charges. It also shows
the disciplined ranks
of musketeers, who
were trained to loose
devastating volleys at
the charging enemy.




NAGASHINO = 1575

Nagashino

1575 = SOUTHERN JAPAN = ODA-TOKUGAWA ALLIANCE
VS. TAKEDA CLAN

SENGOKU PERIOD

At the height of Japan's Sengoku (or Warring
,, States) Period, Takeda Katsuyori, the ruler of Japan's
" eastern provinces, tried to unify the country. To
succeed, he had to take Kyoto, the capital, which
was then controlled by Oda Nobunaga. However,
to get there he had to cross territories controlled
by Tokugawa leyasu, who was an ally of Nobunaga's.

OnJune 16, 1575, a 15,000-strong army commanded by Takeda attacked
the Tokugawa fortress of Nagashino. The attack was swiftly repulsed, so
the invaders decided to starve the defenders out. However, a messenger
managed to ride from the castle for help. In response, the Tokugawa
assembled an army, which joined with that of the Oda Nobunaga clan.

The combined force of 38,000 marched to Nagashino's aid. The armies met
on the Shitaragahara plain, near Nagashino, on June 28. Although outnumbered,
the Takeda's strong cavalry had a fearsome reputation. To counter this, the
Oda-Tokugawa built a palisade and positioned their front line behind a stream to
disrupt any charges. Oda Nobunaga, an innovative tactician, had also trained his
ashigaru (foot soldiers) in the use of matchlock muskets arrayed in three ranks,
rotating their fire to allow constant reloading. As a result, successive waves
of Takeda cavalry were cut down, and the invading force was routed. This use of
concentrated gunfire volleys to defeat cavalry—a quarter of a century before it
was first used in Europe—marked a turning point in modern warfare. It also aided
Oda Nobunaga's rise to become the most powerful figure in Japan.

' THE SENGOKU PERIOD (c.1467-C.1603)

The Sengoku Period was a period of political
upheaval in Japan. Lasting from the Onin War of
1467-77 through to the end of the 16th century,
it was a time in which the country was divided
between numerous feudal warlords who fought
constant wars for land and power. Eventually,
Oda Nobunaga (1534-82) conquered many other
warlords, and began the process of unification.
The process continued under Tokugawa leyasu
(1542-1616), who defeated all opposition in 1600
and established the Tokugawa Shogunate, which
ruled until the Meiji Restoration in 1868.

» A portrait of the shogun Tokugawa leyasu,
the founder of the Tokugawa dynasty, depicted
here in courtdress.
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Spanish Armada Campaign

1588 = NORTHWESTERN EUROPE = ENGLAND AND DUTCH REPUBLIC VS. UNION OF SPAIN AND PORTUGAL

ANGLO-SPANISHWAR

. Theroot of the conflict between
/ifc Spain and England in the 16th
century was religious: King Philip Il
of Spain was a devout Catholic,
and Elizabeth | of England was a
Protestant. Indeed, Philip had been
married to Elizabeth's half-sister,
the Catholic Queen Mary |, who had died without an heir and
left Philip with a claim to the throne of England. To add insult
to perceived injury, the Spanish were enraged by raids on

their ships by English privateers, and by Elizabeth's military
support for the Protestant rebels in the Spanish Netherlands.
As head of the most powerful empire of the age, Philip was
determined to subjugate the English monarch.

In the spring of 1587, Elizabeth's spies learned that a
large invasion fleet was being assembled in Spain, so she
dispatched Sir Francis Drake to make a preemptive strike.
Some 30 Spanish vessels were destroyed off Cadiz, but this
only delayed the inevitable. The Spanish quickly recovered,
and in May 1588 Philip Il sent out one of the largest fleets



SPANISH ARMADA CAMPAIGN = 1588

A THE SPANISH ARMADA IN THE STRAIT OF DOVER

This near-contemporary painting shows the English flagship, SIRFRANCIS DRAKE (1540-56)
Ark Royal, leading the attack on the Spanish fleet. A signal
beacon burns on a headland in the background: this was part
of an early-warning system that conveyed, via hilltop fires all
along the southern English coast (see p.102), the news that
the Spanish ships had been spotted.

To the English, Sir Francis Drake
was a hero. He was knighted

by Queen Elizabeth | for his
achievements, notably his
circumnavigation of the globe in
1577-80. That voyage is likely to
have begun as a raid on Spanish
ships in the Atlantic, because
Drake was foremost a privateer

ever assembled-an armada of 130 ships—on a mission who made his living by plundering
. ships. This had the approval of

to remove Elizabeth. The plan was that the Armada would his queen-as long as his targets

sail eastward through the English Channel to pick up a were enemy ships. Indeed, much

of Elizabeth's wealth derived

30,000-strong army gathered on the Flemish coast, and from gold taken from Spanish
then invade England. However, the strategy was undone by shipsin the Caribbean. Drake was
. . . . . . vice- admiral in command of the
a cgmbma‘mon of poor. Spamsh tactics, determined E.nghsh English fleet when it engaged
resistance, and superior English cannons. The Spanish were the Spanish Armada. At the time,
forced to abandon the attack, and, while sailing home, they King Philip Il of Spain was offering 4 gon in Devon around 1540, Drake
. . 20,000 ducats (today, millions of went to sea at an early age. He remained
incurred further loses in storms off the coast of Ireland. dollars) for Drake's capture. a privateer until his death in 1596.

Only around 60 ships eventually made it back to Spain.
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In detail

As the Spanish Armada advanced along
the English Channel, it was twice engaged
by the English fleet, first off Plymouth, then
off Portland, both to little effect. Then, on
August 6, 1588, the Armada anchored off
Calais to await the arrival of a ground force
led by the governor of the Spanish Netherlands,
the Duke of Parma. At midnight on August 7,
the English sacrificed eight ships by filling
them with tar, setting them on fire, and
sending them toward the Spanish. Although
otherwise ineffective, these fireships
scattered the Armada, and the English
closed in for battle. Near the small Flanders
port of Gravelines, a few miles east of Calais,

the two sides engaged. The smaller and more
maneuverable English ships tried to draw
Spanish fire while staying out of range, then
darted in quickly, firing broadsides of their
own. Five Spanish ships were lost and many
more were damaged. The following day, the
Armada retreated north, pursued by the English
fleet, which aimed to prevent the Spanish from
joining up with the Duke of Parma'’s army.
Seeking to capitalize on the victory, Elizabeth |
launched an Armada of her own the following
year. Command by Sir Francis Drake, it attacked
the port cities of Corunna and Lisbon, but suffered
heavy losses for little gain. England and Spain
finally agreed to peace in 1604.

< LIGHTING ABEACON This 19th-century
illustration shows the lighting of one of

the warning beacons on the south coast

of England, used to send the alert that the
Spanish Armada has been sighted, with
another beacon fire on the horizon. It is said
that the news took just 12 hours to travel from
the south coast to the northern city of York.

» BATTLE AND ROUTE The English fleet
pursued the Armada as far north as Scotland,
which the fleeing ships rounded before heading
southinto the North Atlantic. However, due to
stormy weather and navigational errors, many
ships were wrecked on the Irish coast-at the cost
of more lives than were lost in combat.

'V ENGLISH AND SPANISH SHIPS At 100ft (20m) in height, the British flagship
Ark Royal (left) was one of the tallest ships of the English fleet—but it was
dwarfed by the Spanish galleons (right), which rose to over 180t (55m).
However, the English vessels were faster, more maneuverable, and had guns
specifically designed for use aboard ship. These guns, and the superior
seamanship of the English sailors, foiled the Spanish invasion.

Space for 268
sailors, 32 gunners,
and 100 soldiers

Two gun decks,
bearing 55 naval guns

Elevated deck: Spanish
galleons stood high

in the water, making
them vulnerable

to gunfire

Three gun
decks, bearing 40
conventional guns
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Mid-August:

The Armada continues
north, taking the long
way home, with the
Englishin close pursuit.

August 8-9:

The fighting continues at
Gravelines. Many Spanish
ships are badly damaged,
oneissunk, and several run
aground. While English fleet
run low on ammunition, the
wind changes, forcing the
depleted Spanish fleet
tosail north.

August7:

The English fleet sends
fireships against the Armada
anchored at Calais. The
Spanish ships scatter. Drake's
ships attack, but the Spanish
hold them off and regroup.

July 30-August 6:
The Armada sails up
% the English Channel
: : ina defensive crescent
%- < | 3k : ; formation, which is difficult
il «z,ﬁ,?, ; R for the English to disrupt.

"NORMANDIE.

THE ARMADA PORTRAIT The victory over
Spain cemented Elizabeth I's role as the warrior
queen, as celebrated in this official Armada
Portrait. Her right hand rests on Spanish
territories in the New World. Despite the
defeat of the Armada, the threat of invasion
from the Spanish Netherlands remained. As a
deterrent, 4,000 soldiers were stationed to
defend the Thames Estuary. On August 19,
Elizabeth | traveled to Tilbury to address her
army, arriving on horseback and in armor.

ALONSO PEREZ DE GUZMAN, 7TH DUKE
OF MEDINA SIDONIA King Philip Il had
appointed Medina Sidonia to command the
Armada, despite his lack of experience, and
his reputation suffered as a result. Although
he was criticized at the time following the
Spanish defeat, historians have noted that
he performed his duties with courage.
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Hansando

1592 = SOUTHERN KOREA = KOREA VS. JAPAN

JAPANESE-KOREANWAR

In 1592, the Japanese army invaded
Korea (see box, below). However,

the Korean naval fleet remained active,
threatening Japanese lines of supply and
reinforcement, so the Japanese warlord
Wakizaka Yasuharu sailed south with 73
ships to find and destroy the Korean fleet.
Korean admiral Yi Sun-Shin tracked the progress of the Japanese
ships and located them at anchor in the Kyonnaeryang Strait.

Yisent six ships to lure the Japanese into open water. Wakizaka
gave chase, unwittingly leading his fleet into a trap: Yi had organized
his 56 ships into an enveloping U-shaped formation known as a
“crane’s wing.” As the Japanese ships advanced into this formation,
they became targets for the Korean cannon to their front and on both
sides. Half of the Japanese ships were large, multidecked atakebune
warships filled with fighting men ready to board the enemy, but the
Koreans kept them at a distance with cannon fire and volleys of arrows.
The Koreans deployed several turtle ships—heavily armored warships
with immense firepower and spiked roofs designed to prevent
boarding (see below). The Koreans drew their formation tighter,
preventing the Japanese ships from maneuvering, and used incendiary
weapons to set them on fire. Some 47 Japanese ships were destroyed,
12 were captured, and only 14 escaped. Unable to secure the seaborne
supply of its army, the Japanese evacuated Korea by early 1594.

\
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THE IMJIN WAR (1592-98) | ?_
Japan invaded Korea twice in the > Korean turtle g 7
late 16th century. Japanese leader ships were highly = 1 o 1

. . " effective in the &
Toyotomi Hideyoshi had ambitions Imjin War. They |

to conquer China, and Korea was a were armed with ; !
stepping stone toward this. In 1592 cannon and |
he shipped a large army to Pusan, covered with 1S
the nearest Korean port acrossthe ~ spiked armor.
Tsushima Strait. His land forces

made rapid progress north, capturing =5 1 T
most of the Korean peninsula, but
their seaborne supply lines were
vulnerable. The Japanese fleet
lacked larger gunpowder weapons,
while the Koreans had the
most advanced shipborne
cannon in Asia, copied
from China and improved.
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v CONFERENCE ON THE CONQUEST OF KOREA ‘ 11 1

This 19th-century Japanese woodblock print shows The rem alnlng ]ap anese. ..

the ruler of Japan, Toyotomi Hideyoshi (center), . !

presiding a war council concerning the invasion of rowed thelr b() ats faSt and ﬂed

Korea in 1592. Hideyoshi was the warrior leader . . .

who had unified war-torn Japan just two years earlier, 1N all dlrec tlons .

ending the turbulent and fractured Warring States

period. Buoyed by this achievement, he planned

to conquer China and India. Y1 SUN-SHIN DESCRIBES THE END OF THE BATTLE IN HIS WAR DIARY, 1592-98 / /
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White Mountain

1620 = PRESENT-DAY CZECH REPUBLIC = HOLY ROMAN EMPIRE VS. PROTESTANT UNION

THIRTY YEARS' WAR

In 1617, Ferdinand Il was crowned King of Bohemia. A devout
Catholic, he set about removing religious freedoms from his largely
Protestant subjects. In 1618, a mob of Protestants threw two
Catholic lords and their scribe out of a high window in Prague by
way of protest. This Defenestration of Prague, as it became known,
triggered the Bohemian Revolt—an uprising of Protestant estates
against their Catholic overlords, which Ferdinand, now established
as Holy Roman Emperor, set out to quash in 1620. Under the command of Johann Tserclaes,
Count von Tilly, Ferdinand's Imperial army engaged the Bohemian army led by Christian of
Anhalt, and pushed it all the way back to the outskirts of Prague, where the Bohemians
made a stand. They settled on a low plateau known as White Mountain, which lay on the
road to Prague. Here, Christian of Anhalt deployed his 23,000 troops against a 25,000-strong
imperial army. Both armies employed large numbers of mercenaries.

It was winter, conditions were bitterly cold and wet, and the battle was over in just
an hour. The Bohemian army was in tatters, with 4,000 men dead or wounded, but
the Imperial forces suffered only around 700 casualties. Prague fell, the revolt collapsed,
and Bohemia and the Czech lands were reabsorbed into the Holy Roman Empire.
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Bohemian
forces
arranged on
hillside

A IMPERIAL LEADER Prior 3 ;
to White Mountain, Ferdinand : ﬁ Dréniing der Haifer: vna @mr-ﬁ&m Sk

e en

was King of Bohemia and R

Hungary, and became Holy
Roman Emperor in 1619,
effectively ruling central

Rt

Imperial

Europe. In trying to impose forces < ARMIES IN FORMATION This
religious unity on his domains, attacked map from 1662 shows the initial
he initiated the Thirty takir?pmg deployment of troops on both
Years' War, one of the most Bohen?ians sides. Elevated on the hillside,
destructive conflicts in by surprise the Bohemians had the better

history, resulting in perhaps
as many as 8,000,000 dead.

position. However, the first attack
by the Imperial forces sent the
Bohemian army into a retreat.
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UPHILL BATTLE This contemporary
painting shows the Catholic imperial cavalry
attacking the Bohemian Protestant army
holding the high ground on White Mountain.

, where matchlock muskets are

Smoke hangs over the center of the

battlefield
being fired. Both armies are deployed in

classic Renaissance style: pike squares

surrounded by
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Breitenfeld

1631 = EASTERN GERMANY = SWEDISH-SAXON ARMY VS. HOLY ROMAN EMPIRE

THIRTY YEARS' WAR

The first great battle of the
modern age—between the Holy
Roman Empire and a Swedish-Saxon
army-took place in the 13th year

of the Thirty Years' War. It pitted
modern tactics against old, and
mobility and firepower over massed
ranks. After crushing the Bohemian Revolt (see pp.106-107),
the Holy Roman Emperor Ferdinand Il used his Imperial army
to enforce Catholic rule throughout Germany up to the Baltic
coast. This alarmed King Gustavus Il Adolphus of Sweden,
who responded by leading his troops across the Baltic and
into Germany as a self-styled “Protector of Protestantism.”
The rapacious behavior of the Imperial army—particularly its

» BATTLE AT THE CROSSROADS The bottom-left section of this intricate
illustration from Theatrum Europaeum (a German history book) shows

the crossroads at which Gustavus's forces clashed with Ferdinand's army.
Along the flat field, ranks of soldiers stand in formation.

KING GUSTAVUS ADOLPHUS (1554-1632)

By the time Gustavus Adolphus became king at 16, he had already helped
lead the armies of his father, Karl IX, and he inherited three ongoing wars:
with Poland, Denmark, and Russia. He invested time and money on
shaping the Swedish army into a well-equipped and highly disciplined
force, which he led from the front and was formed from paid soldiers
rather than conscripts. Well educated and intellectually curious, he

made significant reforms in administration, economics, and trade,
modernizing not just Sweden’s military but the state as a whole.

A Gustavus Adolphus made Sweden one of the great powers of Europe
and earned a reputation as a master strategist.

sacking and destruction of the German city of Magdeburg

in spring 1631-helped Gustavus gain allies, and in September
of that year a combined Swedish-Saxon army advanced on
Leipzig, which had fallen to Ferdinand's forces.

When the Swedes and Saxons reached the Lober River,
which ran across the Leipzig plain, they saw the wall of pikes
wielded by the 31,000 soldiers of the Imperial army, around
a mile away on a brow of raised ground near the village of
Breitenfeld. The combined Swedish-Saxon forces numbered
around 41,000. The battle commenced, and six hours later
some 27,000 Imperial soldiers were dead, wounded, or
captured, against the loss of only 5,500 Swedish-Saxon
troops. The victory was won by superior tactics, and marked
the arrival of Sweden as a major European power.
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Visual tour

» THE IMPERIAL
ARTILLERY Both sides
had artillery, but the
Swedes' was lighter and
quicker to load and fire.
The imperial artillery was
so cumbersome that the
Swedes and their allies
could easily move out

of its line of fire. Later

in the battle the Swedes
maneuvered the Imperial
infantry into a position
where they were
vulnerable to fire from
their own cannon.

» THE CAVALRY ROUTED
The Imperial cavalry attempted to
outflank the Swedes and Saxons,
but they were unaware of Gustavus's
reserve brigades. Instead of charging
into the Swedes' rear they found
themselves between ranks and caught
in a lethal cross fire. The horsemen
were cut down by volleys of grapeshot.
The Imperial attack came apart and
the survivors fled the field.

< BRIGADES VS. BATTALIONS

The Imperial forces were organized

in 17 large battalions of up to 2,000
men, each a battle square of pikemen
protected by small numbers of
musketeers. By contrast, the Swedes
were organized into smaller, more
mobile units, with ranks of musketeers
at the front and pikes behind. This
arrangement allowed them to unleash
sustained volleys that struck down the
Imperial troops who could not get close
enough to engage with their pikes.
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1632 = EASTERN GERMANY = SWEDISH (PROTESTANT) ARMY VS. IMPERIAL (ROMAN CATHOLIC) ARMY

After victory at Breitenfeld in 1631
(see p.108), the allied forces of the
Protestant Union and Sweden, led
by Swedish king Gustavus Adolphus,
were in the ascendancy in northern
Europe. He and his allies had
advanced south to Bohemia (in the
present-day Czech Republic) before being pushed back by the
Imperial Roman Catholic army under Albrecht von Wallenstein.
In September 1632, Wallenstein’s forces invaded Saxony,
threatening the Protestants' lines of communication. However,
as winter approached, Wallenstein decided that the campaign
season had ended and split his army, sending part of it on a

separate mission under the command of Count Pappenheim.
On hearing this, Gustavus Adolphus decided to attack, hoping
to gain the element of surprise. However, his advance met a
small Catholic force at the Rippach stream, a few miles south
of Litzen, who held them off. Alerted to the enemy’s approach,
Wallenstein recalled Pappenheim and his men, and they

set up a defensive position along the Liitzen-Leipzig road.
On the morning of November 16, the Protestant army
advanced toward the Catholics through heavy fog. The
battle was ultimately a victory for the Protestants and
ended the Catholic threat to Saxony. However, it came at

a cost: Gustavus Adolphus was killed in the fighting and

the Protestant cause lost one of its most able leaders.



DEATH OF THE KING In the early afternoon, Gustavus Adolphus led a charge
into the fray, but in the confusion that followed he was separated from his men. He
was shot several times, stabbed, and fell from his horse. His troops were unaware
of his death until they saw his riderless horse. When his body was eventually
found it was secretly evacuated from the field on an artillery wagon.

Bullet hole from

the battle
THEKING'S ARMOR
Gustavus's buff coat %
was stripped from his &

corpse and taken to
Vienna as a trophy.
His body was taken

in procession through
northern Germany

to Sweden, where

he was finally buried
in 1634. His horse's
hide was mounted
on awooden
model and is now
kept at Sweden's
Royal Armory.

CLASH OF ARMIES
This engraving from
1633 shows several
phases of the battle
at the same time; the
Imperial forces are
seen at the bottom.
The battle began with
the Protestant cavalry
charging the Imperial
army’s left flank, while
the infantry attacked at
their center and right.
The Swedish infantry
were initially repulsed,
but on a second assault
they captured the hill
and all of the Catholic
artillery. The situation
deteriorated rapidly
and Wallenstein
began retreating.

Elk-hide leather
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Marston Moor

1644 = NORTHERN ENGLAND = PARLIAMENTARIANS VS. ROYALISTS

ENGLISH CIVILWAR

In 1644, almost two years
after the start of the civil war
in England (see box, right), the
B ~ struggle between King Charles |
: T8 {; and parliament reached a decisive
& point. York, a Royalist stronghold in
~ thenorth of England, came under
siege from a combined Parliamentary and Scottish army led
by Thomas Fairfax and the Earl of Leven. King Charles ordered
his nephew, Prince Rupert of the Rhine, to march with his

Royalist army to the relief of the city. Rupert, who had
recently captured Liverpool, marched his army across the
Pennines and took the Parliamentary forces by surprise,
causing them to break off the siege and face the new threat.
The Royalists positioned their forces on Marston Moor,
around 7 miles (11 km) from York. The Parliamentarians
gathered on aridge overlooking the moor, setting the stage
for one of the largest battles ever fought on English soil. The
Royalists had around 4,500 cavalry to the Parliamentarians’
7,000, and 12,000 Royalist foot soldiers were outnumbered
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THE ENGLISH CIVIL WAR (1642-51)

The English Civil War

was fought between the
Parliamentarians (known as
“Roundheads” because of their
cropped hair) and the Royalists
(known as “Cavaliers”). The goal
of the Roundheads was to
institute Parliamentary rule in

England, as opposed to the
by 20,000 or so Parliamentary and Scottish infantry. After initial absolute rule of the monarchy
] ) , supported by the Royalists.
artillery exchanges, Prince Rupert's commanders persuaded The war began in 1642, and
him to delay his attack until the next day due to the late hour a'thoutgf(‘j'f'”l%igaf'tes ' "t‘{as .
executedin ,lrcontinue
and poor weather. However, under cover of a thunderstorm with the Royalists joining an
that evening, the Parliamentary army mounted a surprise alliance of convenience with the

Scots, until their final defeat

cavalry attack led by future English ruler Oliver Cromwell. The at Worcester on September 3,

intense battle lasted just two hours; more than 4,000 Royalists 1E5|1" ;hg mc()jnarclhy V\(ljaS A Thisillustrationfrom

were killed and 1,500 taken prisoner, and Prince Rupert fled aboiished and repiaced wi 17th-century military handbook
. . . . the Commonwealth of England  depicts a Cavalier (left) and a

south. The Parliamentarians emerged victorious, and went on ruled by Oliver Cromwell, Roundhead (right).

to take control of both the city of York and the north of England.

< TURNING THE TIDE This 19th-century painting depicts

the close combat between cavalry and infantry during the

battle. The superior Parliamentarian numbers and bold tactics
helped overcome the Royalists, leading to the first major

victory of the war in favor of the rebels. The Parliamentarians
claimed their forces suffered only around 300 casualties from

the fighting, although the real number is likely to have been higher.

Vv THE BATTLEFIELD AT MARSTON MOOR Royalist forces from

York were late to the battlefield, and were still deploying in the early
evening when the Earl of Leven ordered a surprise Parliamentarian
attack: cavalry led by Oliver Cromwell attacked the Royalist's right flank.
On their left wing, the Royalist cavalry held back a second Parliamentary
cavalry charge and then charged at the Scottish infantry. Cromwell
responded by turning to attack Goring’s Royalist cavalry to their rear,
and the Parliamentary infantry crushed the Royalist center.
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PARLIAMENTARIANS' TRIUMPH Oliver Cromwell leads his New Model Army into battle at
Naseby, as depicted in this hand-colored copper engraving. When Prince Rupert's cavalry left the
battlefield, Cromwell's army made a disciplined charge, first against the remaining Royalist cavalry
and then their infantry, all but destroying both. Within a year of the Battle of Naseby, King Charles |
surrendered to the Scots, who later handed him over to the Parliamentarians.



NASEBY = 1645

Naseby

1645 = CENTRAL ENGLAND = PARLIAMENTARIANS VS. ROYALISTS

ENGLISH CIVILWAR

This battle was a turning point in England'’s civil war
between the Royalists under King Charles I and the
Parliamentarians led by Oliver Cromwell (see p.113).
Despite winning several battles in 1644-45, the
Parliamentary forces had yet to achieve the decisive
victory that would settle the conflict. To strengthen
their cause, in January 1645 Parliament founded the
New Model Army-a red-uniformed, professional, full-time force that was
capable of being deployed anywhere in England, Scotland, or Ireland.

In May 1645, the Royalists captured the city of Leicester in central England, so
Thomas Fairfax and Oliver Cromwell led the New Model Army to meet them. The two
sides met south of the city near Naseby on 14 June . The Royalists, led by King Charles
but commanded by his nephew Prince Rupert of the Rhine, took the high ground on
one side of a valley. When the Parliamentarians moved to take the higher, less boggy
ground, the Royalist cavalry charged. Their initial attack was successful, but when
the Royalists continued in pursuit of fleeing Parliamentarians, Cromwell unleashed
his cavalry. By the time Prince Rupert's cavalry returned to the field, it was too late.
The Royalists forces had been routed and King Charles had fled. In the aftermath,
Cromwell retook Leicester and the Royalist strongholds in the south and west.

; Thomas Fairfax leading King Charles | with Oliver Cromwell, who
co&rggﬁd}qi#g%g the Parliamentarian thegRoyaIist forces attacks the Royalist
infantry cavalry from the right

Royalist cavalry

A THEBATTLE PLAN This 17th-century engraving by Robert Streeter depicts the two
armies lined up along the valley, each with their infantry in the center and cavalry at both
flanks.The land between the forces was waterlogged, so Cromwell advised Fairfax to
move to higher ground. As he did so, Prince Rupert's cavalry on the right flank attacked
and broke through the cavalry on the Parliamentary left, then took off after them.
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Raid on the Medway

1667 = SOUTHEASTERN ENGLAND = DUTCH REPUBLICVS. ENGLAND

SECOND ANGLO-DUTCH WAR

In the second half of the 17th century, the
English and Dutch were engaged in a battle for
naval supremacy to control the riches of newly
discovered territories in the Americas and
southeast Asia; however, most battles were
foughtin the North Sea and the English Channel.
The two fleets had previously clashed during
the First Anglo-Dutch War (1652-54) and hostilities resumed in 1665
with the Second Anglo-Dutch War (1665-67). Several Dutch victories
weakened the English fleet and depleted the country's finances. The
English king, Charles Il, began peace talks in May 1667, but Dutch leader
Johan de Witt decided to inflict a final humiliating defeat on the English
to end the war swiftly and gain the upper hand in the negotiations.

In June, he ordered a raid on the English fleet, which was laid up in
dock. Led by his brother Cornelis de Witt and the skilled admiral Michiel
de Ruyter, around 80 Dutch ships sailed up the Thames Estuary and
captured the fort at Sheerness on the southeast coast of England. The
ships proceeded up the Medway River to Upnor, where they breached
the defensive chain of sunken “blockships,” and destroyed an unprepared
English fleet. The raid was a huge success and one of the worst defeats
the Royal Navy ever suffered. The Dutch sank 15 English ships of the
fleet, and captured a prize vessel, the Royal Charles, and a frigate,
Unity, which they towed back to Holland. The two nations made peace,
with the Dutch taking the upper hand. However, the English secured
consolation territories in Africa and North America—including a small
settlement known as New Amsterdam, but later named New York.

LIEUTENANT-ADMIRAL MICHIEL DE RUYTER (1607-76)

Born in the Dutch coastal town of Vlissingen, de
Ruyter first went to sea as a young boy, and became
one of the greatest admirals in Dutch history. He
swiftly rose up the ranks to be named merchant
captainin 1635, and later served as part of the Dutch
fleet fighting the Spanish in 1641. De Ruyter is best
known for his role in the Anglo-Dutch Wars, in which
he won many major victories, serving as vice admiral
and later as lieutenant-admiral. His successes during
the Third Anglo-Dutch War saved the Dutch Republic
from invasion. He died in 1676, after being wounded
in battle against the French outside Sicily.

» Michiel de Ruyter was admired for his military
prowess; the admiral was also loved by his sailors, who
affectionately named him Bestevaér ("Grandfather").




v THEDUTCH NAVY TAKES THE MEDWAY The Raid
on the Medway was a successful attack by the Dutch
Navy on English battleships at a time when most of

the latter were laid up, virtually unmanned and
unarmed, in the fleet anchorages off Chatham Dockyard
and Gillingham in Kent. This painting by Dutch artist Jan
van Leyden shows two English battleships ablaze, and
the captured Royal Charles (center) flying Dutch flags.

RAID ON THE MEDWAY = 1667

A dreadful spectacle as ever
Englishman saw and a dishonor
never to be wiped off.

JOHN EVELYN, AN EYEWITNESS TO THE DUTCH RAID, IN HIS DIARY, 1667
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Siege of Vienna

1683 = EASTERN EUROPE = CATHOLIC ALLIANCE ARMIES VS. OTTOMANS

OTTOMAN-HABSBURG WARS

The Ottomans had first laid siege to Vienna

in 1529 under Suleiman the Magnificent, but the
defenders fought them off, bringingan end to a
century of Ottoman expansion. In the aftermath,
Vienna strengthened its fortifications.

By the late 17th century, the Habsburg-Ottoman
borderlands in Hungary had enjoyed prolonged
peace with the Ottomans under the terms of the 1664 Treaty of Vasvar.
Ottoman rule extended west as far as Hungary, and the mainly Protestant
Hungarians preferred the religious freedom they had under the Ottomans
to the oppressive rule of their Roman Catholic Hapsburg neighbors. The
Habsburgs broke the treaty in 1682 by advancing into Hungary, so the
Hungarians turned to Constantinople for help. The Ottoman Grand Vizier,
Kara Mustafa Pasha, advanced toward Hungary at the head of an army of
more than 100,000, bolstered by Hungarian and Crimean Tatar soldiers.

Kara Mustafa arrived at the Habsburg capital of Vienna on July 14, 1683,
and laid siege. Mustafa sent the traditional demand for surrender, but the
military governor, Ernst Riidiger Graf von Starhemberg, refused. Meanwhile,
the Holy Roman Emperor Leopold I, who had fled Vienna, desperately petitioned
the French, then the Germans and the Poles, to come to the aid of his city.

» BATTLE OF KAHLENBERG At the start of the second Siege of Vienna
there had been some 15,000 defenders in the city. This 17th-century
painting by Frans Geffels depicts the scene at the beginning of the battle
that saved the city. The Christian relief armies are gathered on the hills;
the vast Ottoman forces surge in the foreground.

Visual tour
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expose attackers
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< OTTOMAN TACTICS To protect themselves

from defensive fire, the Ottomans dug long lines of
trenches toward the city, left. They also built tunnels
under the walls and filled them with large quantities
of gunpowder, which they detonated to break down
the fortifications. By early September, parts of the
walls were destroyed and the Ottoman army nearly
entered the center of the city on September 8.

» ARRIVAL OF RELIEF FORCES By the time the
Ottomans entered Vienna, only a third of the defending
garrison could still fight and its munitions were nearly
exhausted. The city's only hope was the long-awaited
Christian relief armies, seen here crossing the river
Danube. They gathered on the hills overlooking

the city and the battle began on September 12.
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In detail

In response to Emperor Leopold I's plea for

help (see p.118), Pope Innocent Xl helped fund a
Catholic alliance. The Dukes of Bavaria and Saxony
sent troops, as did Portugal, Spain, Venice, and
King Jan Ill Sobieski of Poland. Together, this host
of more than 70,000 troops marched towards
Vienna. The city was on the verge of falling to
the Ottomans when the armies crossed the River
Danube. They mustered on the Kahlenberg hill
overlooking Vienna and used bonfires to signal
their arrival to the besieged city.

The battle began early on the morning of
September 12. The Ottomans attacked firstin an
attempt to disrupt the placement of the alliance’s
cannon. The Catholic forces countered, advancing,
according to one Turkish chronicler, “as if an
all-consuming flood of black pitch was flowing
down the hills.” The well-disciplined Imperial
forces quickly took several key positions and by
midday, after only eight hours of fighting, the
Ottoman army had suffered significant losses. In
the early afternoon, the Polish infantry advanced
on a new front, squeezing the Ottoman army
between Polish and Imperial forces. This set up
the battle for the decisive blow—a massed charge
by 18,000 predominantly Polish cavalry led by King
Jan lll Sobieski. This was largest such charge in
history. It destroyed the Ottomans' lines, and they
fled the battlefield. After only 15 hours of battle,
Vienna was liberated.

» FATE OF THE
OTTOMAN LEADER

The Grand Vizier Kara
Mustafa Pasha, depicted
herein al7th-century
portrait, oversaw the
two-month-long siege
of Vienna. His failure

to capture it cost him

his life. On 25 December
1683, on the orders of
Sultan Mehmet IV, the
Janissary corps executed
Kara Mustafa Pasha by
strangulation with a silk
cord, while he was staying
in the palace at Belgrade.

V LIBERATION OF VIENNA This contemporary
painting depicts the famous charge of lancers led

by King Jan lll Sobieski. Less than three hours later, the
Imperial forces had won the battle and Vienna was
saved. The Ottomans fled leaving all their possessions,
which were later looted by the Polish army. The king
wrote to his wife saying: “Ours are treasures unheard
of... tents, sheep, cattle and no small number of
camels... it is victory as nobody ever knew before.”
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» WINGED HUSSARS' ARMOR The lancers
of this Polish elite mounted military unit,
known as the Hussars, had distinctive
wings, attached to their heavy armor. They
charged at full gallop in a knee-to-knee
formation, carrying 15-20ft (4.5-6m)
lances The sight terrified the enemy’s
horses and shook the confidence of
adversaries on the battlefield.

Decorative eagle
feathers

Wooden frame attached
to armor back plate

Combined nose-iron/
visor bolted to helmet

Breast plate secured
with leather straps

KING JAN 111 SOBIESKI (1629-56)

Born in Ukraine, Jan il
Sobieski was king of Poland and
Lithuania from 1674 until his
death. As the highest ranking
of all the military leaders who
assembled to come to the
rescue of Vienna, Sobieski took
command of the entire relief
force of about 70,000

men. It was the cavalry
charge he led that finally
broke the Ottoman Turks,

so he was hailed as the
savior of not just Vienna, but
of all Christendom. However, he
offended his allies by leading a
victory march into the city before
the Holy Roman Emperor
Leopold | arrived, and allowing
his soldiers to loot the
Ottomans’ encampment.,

A The conquering king Jan Sobieski was hailed thoughout Poland.
This statue by Tadeusz Baracz is in the city of Gdarisk.
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Directory: 1500—1700

King Francis I's tomb at the Basilica of St. Denis bears carvings depicting his victory at Marignano.

A MARIGNANO
WAR OF THE LEAGUE OF CAMBRAI

1515 = NORTHERN ITALY = KINGDOM OF
FRANCE VS. OLD SWISS CONFEDERACY

In 1515, a French army led by 21-year-
old King Francis | fought the Swiss at
Marignano, southeast of Milan, during
the Italian Wars (1494-1559), a series of
battles between the European powers for
control of Italian city-states including
Milan. On September 13-14, Francis's
38,000 armored lancers, infantry, and
German landsknecht mercenaries fought
22,000 Swiss pikemen and halberdiers
(armed with a halberd, a pike with an
ax-head). Over two days the elite Swiss
soldiers charged the French artillery,
aiming to seize the guns. The French
struggled to defend themselves, and only
gained an advantage on the second day
with the arrival of Venetian allies. The
battle ended in a decisive victory for

the French, who then captured Milan.

CAJAMARCA
SPANISH CONQUEST OF PERU

1532 = PERU = SPAIN VS. INCA EMPIRE

At Cajamarca, on November 15,1532, a
force of 128 Spaniards destroyed an army
of 80,000 Incas without loss of a single

Spanish life. Led by the explorer Francisco
Pizarro, the conquistadors had ventured
deep into the Inca king Atahuallpa's lands
and requested to meet him in the walled
city of Cajamarca. The king left his army
outside the city and entered the main
square with an unarmed retinue of 7,000
men. Meanwhile, the Spanish, armed
with hand weapons and firearms, hid
themselves around the square. A small
number met with the king. Following
Pizarro's instructions, they demanded
that the Incas become Catholic and accept
Charles V, the Holy Roman Emperor, as
their ruler. When Atahuallpa refused, the
Spanish opened fire. The stunned Incas,
who had never encountered guns, were
killed by the thousand; those who
survived fled in panic, as did the Incan
army outside the city. King Atahuallpa was
captured and later executed. This marked
the start of the conquest of Peru.

ALCACER QUIBIR

MOROCCAN-PORTUGUESE
CONFLICTS

1578 = NORTHERN MOROCCO = KINGDOM
OF PORTUGAL VS. SULTANATE OF MOROCCO

The presence of the Ottomans in
Morocco was seen by the Portuguese
as a potential threat, leading to clashes
between Christian Portugal and Muslim

Morocco. In 1576, the Portuguese king,
Sebastian, allied with the deposed
Moroccan sultan Abu Abdallah, who

was engaged in a civil war to recover
the throne from his uncle, Abd al-Malik.
In 1578, Sebastian led an 18,000-strong
army to Morocco, where Abu Abdallah
joined him with an additional 6,000. Abd
al-Malik rallied his countrymen against the
invaders, raising a force of 50,000. The
armies met near the town of Alcacer
Quibir. Although less well-equipped, Abd
al-Malik's army had superior numbers,
which it used to encircle the Portuguese
soldiers. After four hours of heavy fighting
the Portuguese army was defeated.
Sebastian, Abu Abdallah, and Abd al-Malik
were all killed during the fighting; their
deaths gave this battle its nickname—-
the Battle of the Three Kings.

IVRY

FRENCH WAR OF RELIGION (1562~
98) AND ANGLO-SPANISH WAR

from Elizabeth | of England, who provided
funding and reinforcements. Henry's army
met the League near Ivry. The battle
opened with an exchange of artillery fire
before a mass cavalry charge. The armies
were evenly matched in number, but
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