Cﬁhéc

AMilitary History aFtbc Hundred Years War
from 1337 to the Feace of Bretigny in 1560




Crecy War






Crecy War

A Military History of the
Hundred Years War
from 1337 to the Peace of Bretigny in 1360

ALFRED H. BURNE

T

FRONTLINE BOOKS



THE CRECY WAR

5

A Greenhill Book

Published in 1990 by Greenhill Books, Lionel Leventhal Limited
www.greenhillbooks.com

This edition published in 2016 by

T

Frontline Books
an imprint of Pen & Sword Books Ltd,
47 Church Street, Barnsley, S. Yorkshire, S70 2AS
For more information on our books, please visit
www.frontline-books.com, email info@frontline-books.com
or write to us at the above address.

Copyright © Alfred H. Burne, 1955
ISBN: 978-1-84832-886-0

All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced,
stored in or introduced into a retrieval system, or transmitted,
in any form, or by any means (electronic, mechanical, photocopying,
recording or otherwise) without the prior written permission
of the publisher. Any person who does any unauthorized
act in relation to this publication may be liable to criminal
prosecution and civil claims for damages.

CIP data records for this title are available from the British Library

Publishing History
The Crecy War: A Military History of the Hundred Years War from
1337 to the Peace of Bretigny in 1360 was first published in 1955
(Eyre & Spottiswoode, London) and is reproduced now exactly
as the original edition, complete and unabridged.

Printed and bound by CPI Group (UK) Ltd, Croydon, CRO4YY



Chapter

II

I

IV

VI
Vil
VIIL

IX

X1

XI1

XIII

CONTENTS

PREFACE
PRELIMINARIES
THE 1339 AND 1340 CAMPAIGNS

BRITTANY TO THE BATTLE OF
MORLAIX, 1341-42

BRITTANY, I1342-47

THE WAR IN GASCONY, 1345-47
THE CRECY CAMPAIGN, 1346
THE BATTLE OF CREGY

THE SIEGE OF CALAIS

BETWEEN CRECY AND POITIERS

THE BLACK PRINCE’S ‘‘GRANDE
CHEVAUCHEE’

LANCASTER’S “‘CHEVAUCHEE" 1IN
NORMANDY

POITIERS
EDWARD’S LAST CAMPAIGN
RETROSPECT

INDEX

Page

1y
43

66
79
100
136
169
204

224
246

261
275
922
354
359



TO GLADWYN TURBUTT
who took me to Crecy



SKETCH-MAPS

Map
1 The Campaigns of 1339-40

2 Brittany
3 Battle of Morlaix
4 Roche-Derrien
5 Derby’s campaigns in Gascony
6 Battle of Auberoche: I
%7 Battle of Auberoche: II
8 The Crecy Campaign
g Caen in 1346
10 Battle of Crecy
11 Battle of Mauron
12 The Great Chevauchée
13 Lancaster’s Chevauchée
14 The Poitiers Campaign
15 From the Loire to Poitiers
16 Battle of Poitiers
17 The Rheims Campaign
18 France after the Treaty of Bretigny, 1360

Page
42

72

9!
103
107
13 {d]
141
145
179
237
254
264
282
284
299
332
350






ONIHIVONAAY. AWBY HONINI \ T ©334153

= - TR — = B —— -




TR

SHIILIOD

(e1n1aaanva ) .
AWINOUYD V) -

; z ....

N




PREFACE

The first was the invasion of France by Edward III; the
L. second saw the almost total expulsion of the English; the
third was the war of Henry V; the fourth resulted in the loss
of all our territories in France except Calais,

This book chronicles, in its military aspect, the first of these
wars, from 1337 to 15360, terminating in the Peace of Bretigny.
This war possesses no name, so I have been obliged to coin one,
and have fixed upon The Crecy War, which at least is self-
explanatory, as every historical title should be: the word
CRECY conjures up in the public mind the great war of
Edward III in France better than any other.

Yet, though it enjoys no name, this war is in all essentials
self-contained. It is only because historians when writing of
it have presumed the future, that it has been merged in the
war that followed it. The peace that ensued was, it is true, of
short duration, but this was solely because of the premature
and unexpected death of the French king. It lasted for nine
years—not a long period, but longer than the interval between
the War of the Austrian Succession and the Seven Years War,

The fact remains that the Crecy War has an individuality,
a coherence, a continuity, and a central theme that gives it
ample claim to be considered and treated as a single whole.
That central theme is the struggle carried on for twenty-one
years by one dominant personality for one over-riding purpose
~to extirpate, once and for all, the root cause of the abiding
enmity between England and France—namely the homage due
by the English king for his French dominions, That was the
aim which Edward IIT kept ever before him, in good times
and in bad, and that aim was secured and sealed by the
Treaty of Bretigny, as the direct result of the most continuously
successful war that England had ever fought.

9

jﬂHE Hundred Years War was, in all but name, four wars.
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England was a young nation, only recently moulded into
one, and the cement was still damp. Mainly as a result of this
war the cement hardened rapidly, and such a spirit of pride
and national consciousness was engendered in its people that,
long afterward, Jean Froissart noticed and recorded the proud
mien of Englishmen everywhere, This may or may not be
a good thing—I am not arguing the point—but it was at least
an important result of the war, and for this if for no other
reason the Crecy War deserves to be rescued from anonymity.

There are other reasons too. For the soldier and the military
stident the war will repay study, as it marks a step in the
progress of the military art, in the age-long contest between
mounted and dismounted troops, between “missile’’ and
“personal’’ weapons, and in the emergence of a third arm—the
artillery. It is thus all the more surprising that no soldier,
French or English, has hitherto written a history of this war.
A few, a very few, battles have been dealt with by military
writers, but the grand strategy has been left, for the most part,
to civilian historians. These men seem to compete with one
another in deriding the strategic ability of Edward II1 and
their verdict may be summed up thus: “He was a good tac-
tician, but he did not understand strategy.” I was brought up
on Victorian accounts of his campaigns (for practically nothing
has been written on the subject during the past half century)
and 1 was therefore prepared to endorse this adverse verdict
on Edward IT1. But the deeper I studied the subject the more
firmly I became convinced that the English king, so far from
not understanding, was a master of strategy, and that he never
showed it more strikingly than in his last and much criticized
campaign of 1359,

Thus I came to the conclusion that a military study of the
war of Edward III was overdue. That king has been hardly
treated by historians. Not only have they failed to eradicate
from their minds the ultimate sequel to Bretigny, but they
cannot forget that Edward died in his dotage, What of that?
Other great men have done the same, Marlborough for
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example, but what possible bearing has that on events that
had taken place 3o years carlier? There has also been a ten-
dency to judge him from the standpoint of Victorian morality,
by which criterion there is of course much to reproach in his
character and conduct. He was not so judged by his con-
temporaries: he was everywhere regarded as in all respects
a great and gifted man. He was indeed described by an
opponent as le plus sage guerrier du monde. It 1s one of the objects
of this book to justify and establish this contemporary assess-
ment of one of our greatest kings.

No one can study this war for long without becoming
conscious of the fact that England in those days bred a race of
masterful men: both leaders and led were men mighty in
spirit. Well did Henley sing of them:

Such a breed of mighty men
As came forward, one fo ten . . .

Yet their reputations and their very names have been forgotten
(for Shakespeare never wrote The Life of King Edward III). Let
these resounding names therefore be set down at once: Henry
of Lancaster, Northampton, Warwick, Oxford, Salisbury,
Stafford, Lord Bartholomew Burghersh, Sir Thomas Dag-
worth, Sir William Bentley, Sir James Audley, Sir Robert
Knollys, Sir John Chandos, and the Black Prince. Only the
Iast two of these names are now widely known, yet never did
such an illustrious band of English soldiers take the field,
When the paragon of them all, Henry of Lancaster, was buried
in the Collegiate Church at Leicester (his grave has now
vanished) the greatest in the land came to do him honour,
for his passing was looked upon as a national disaster.

The Hundred Years War as a whole is a sealed book to
most Englishmen, apart from Crecy, Poitiers, and Agincourt,
and this may in part be due to the strange fact that no English
professional historian-let alone professional soldier—has ever
written a history of the War or of any of its phases, although it
looms so large in our history. Nor has the task been attempted
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by a French soldier, Recently there has appeared a single-
volume history of the war ( The Hundred Years War, by Edouard
Perroy) brilliant in its own way, and particularly under the
circumstances in which it was written, but the author is a
French civilian and the book is confined mainly to the political
aspect of the war, It was indeed the appearance of this book
in Paris m 1946 that ingpired me to tackle the task from the
military point of view.
* * *

The reconstructien of all history is largely conjectural, and
this applies more to military than to any other branch of
history. It should therefore be clearly understood that there
is this element of the conjectural in all the events described
in this book, but it would become wearisome to the reader
were I to qualify almost every sentence with such expressions
as “It would seem that™, “In all probability”, or “The evidence
points to the fact that...”. When in particular doubt or
difficulty, I have applied the test of what I call Inherent
Military Probability to the problem, and what LM.P. tells
me I usually accept. All military historians to some extent do
this—they are bound to-but they do not all admit it,

* * *

This book is designed primarily for the gemeral reading
public and I have not cumbered it with voluminous notes
and references,® nor have I interrupted the narrative appre-
ciably in order to discuss controversial points. But for those
who wish to delve into such matters there is an appendix to
each chapter in which the principal sources are also listed,
and controversial points are discussed in greater detail. This
appendix can of course be skipped by those who wish for
narrative, pure and simple.

The space devoted to political considerations is confined to

! English edition published by Eyre & Spottiswoode.

3 In footnote references I have only included the specific page reference in cases
that T consider particularly important,
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a minimum in order to allow greater space to the military
operations, but the political side cannot of course be com-
pletely omitted: for instance the effect of shortage of money
upon the operations must be mentioned, but not the cause of
that shortage, or the means taken to remedy it; the strength
of armies must be gone into, but not the method of providing
the men. (The latter subject is dealt with in the Appendix to
Chapter L.}

On the political side I am much indebted to Professor
Lionel Butler, of All Souls, Oxford, and to Mr. Robin Jeffs,
of Trinity College, Oxford, for reading my MS with such
eagle-eyed care, and for pointing out slips and errors of which
I had been guilty and pitfalls into which I should have fallen
but for their help. On the military side, for the reason given
above, I have no acknowledgements to make,

ALFRep H. Burxe.






Cre
cyWar







CHAPTER I

PRELIMINARIES

HE seeds of the Hundred Years War were sown as far
|l back as A.D. 1152 when Henry Plantagenet, count of

Anjou, married Eleanor, the divorced wife of Louis VII
of France and heiress to the duchy of Aquitaine. Two years
later Henry succeeded to the throne of England and Normandy
and thus found himself in possession of the whole of western
France from the English Channel to the Pyrences. For all this
vast area—a good half of France-he was the nominal vassal
of the king of France and thus the unnatural position was
established of a king in his own right being also the vassal of
another king. What made it worse was that the vassal was often
more powerful than his suzerain, It is therefore not surprising
that for the next goo years every king of England was at some
time or another at war with the king of France.

The situation was aggravated in 1250 by the complicated
Treaty of Paris which made various adjustments and new
enactments and reaffirmed the vassal status of the English
dominions in France. No king of France enjoyed the sight of
a rival monarch in occupation of a large portion of the land
of France, and no king of England could stomach the thought
of having to do homage to another monarch whom he regarded
as his equal. It made matters worse when the two were blood
relations. The Treaty of Paris produced so much confusion
and conflict that some historians have dubbed the ensuing
8o years “The First Hundred Years War”.

Edward III was only 14 years of age when, in 132y, he
succeeded to the throne of his’ luckless father, Edward II,
Although he had a French mother, the notorious Isabella,
he was born and brought up in an atmosphere and tradition
of enmity with France; his ears were filled with stories of

7



18 THE CRECY WAR

French insolence and bad faith and he smarted with humilia-
tion at having to travel to France and do homage to his rival,
The seeds of war had been so well sown that it would have
been little less than a miracle if the peace had been maintained
throughout his reign. In fact we need look no further than the
duchy of Aquitaine to explain the outbreak of a conflict that
was to last off and on for over 100 years,

But wars are seldom the effect of a single cause. Like most
events in life they are the result of several causes or factors.
In this case there were at least three minor and predisposing
causes: the wool trade with Flanders, the relations between
France and Scotland, and the succession to the throne of
France.

The county of Flanders, occupying roughly the areas
between the sea and the Lower Scheldt, was a fief of the French
crown. The count of Flanders had to do homage for his
domains in just the same way as the English king had to do
homage for his French possessions, but, unlike Edward, he was
on friendly terms with his suzerain. But the Flemish merchants
and the lower classes were favourably disposed to England for
there were close trade links between the two countries. English
sheep provided the wool for the cloth mills of Flanders. Without
this wool the artisans of Flanders would starve—just as the
cotton operatives in Lancashire starved when American cotton
was denied them during the American Civil War. The great
cloth towns realized that their true interests resided in an
English alliance, and they appealed to Edward for help against
the exactions and harsh treatment of their count and their
suzerain. Thus began the long era of community of interests
and friendship between England and the Low Countries,

The relations between England and Scotland had been
unhappy for half a century and they were destined to remain
unhappy for a further 100 years.

Young Edward, at the outset of his reign, had one over-
ruling ambition—-to restore the ascendancy established by his
grandfather, Edward I, over Scotland, and to give the island
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of Great Britain a single government. Yet when he invaded
Scotland, and seemed on the verge of complete success, the
French king, Philip VI, twice intervened diplomatically, and
secretly helped the northern country by all possible means,
Thus was induced in the minds of both the English king and
his parliament a deep feeling of suspicion and distrust of the
French king and the belief steadily grew that war between
the two countries was inevitable. This suspicion of Philip was
not fully justified, but it became ingrained nevertheless, The
damage was done.

The third predisposing cause of the war was the disputed
successiont to the French throne on the death of Charles IV,
the last of the Capetians, in 1328, When in 1314 Philip IV
(*the Fair’®) died, he left a younger brother, Charles of Valois,
three sons and one daughter. Each son wore the crown in
succession, none of them having surviving male issue. When the
last of them died the French barons selected his first cousin
Philip, son of Charles of Valois, thus passing over Isabella, the
sister of the late Capetian kings. It was understandable that
Isabella should be passed over; there were two precedents for
it, and a woman had ncver been sovereign of France. But
Esabella had a son, who was thus nephew of the late kings,
and a nephew is nearer in kinship than a cousin.! Isabella’s
son was in English and in some French eyes the lawful claimant
to the throne. Why then was he also passed over? The answer
is because he was born and bred in a foreign country, and was
moreover the king of that country, for the name of this son
was, of course, Edward III of England. Philip was thus a
natural choice on the part of the French barons. England was
at the time a hated rival, and it will be easy for us to appreciate
their motives when we think of Philip I of Spain as king of
England when he married Mary Tudor.

The selection of Philip VI did not create much stir at the time,

Y Noueu des derniers vois et Leur parent au lroisidme degréd, Edguard ITF leur #ail plus
froche que le Comte de Valots, que n'était que leur cousin germain of par conséquent pareni
au guatriéme degrd.” PERROY, EDOUARD. La Guerre de Cent Ans, p. 54 (1945).
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and indeed within a year Edward III crossed to France to do
homage for his French possessions, thereby recognizing his
rival as sovereign. It is true that he added some qualifying
words which became afterward the subject of argument, but
there is no evidence that he at the time wished for the French
throne. Scotland was much nearer his heart.

Even when he eventually broke with France, he did not
officially put forward the claim, The war had been in operation
nearly two years before he officially advanced it, and then only
at the request of the Flemings whom he was trying to bring into
active alliance against France.

The assertion made in 50 many history books that Edward 111
went to war for the crown of France is thus incorrect. Confusion
has been induced by the intrusion of the “Salic Law” into the
controversy. It is alleged that the so-called Salic Law prevented
Isabella or her son from sitting on the throne of France. But the
truth is that this law was not mentioned or thought of by the
French jurists till over 3o years later. The truth of the matter
can be summed up in a sentence: the legitimate heir was passed
over because he was a foreigner,

In any case, it was a wise decision. The law of female inheri-
tance has been responsible for much misery in European history.
We have seen how disastrous in its effects was the marriage of
Eleanor of Aquitaine with Henry Plantagenet; almost equally
unfortunate was the marriage of another French princess, Isa-
bella, to Edward I1.

* * L

Though the dynastic seeds of discord were powerful, the over-
riding cause of the war was, as we have seen, the fact that
Aquitaine was a fief of the French crown and this fact alone
would have been sufficient cause for war to break out, or rather
for the “First Hundred Years War” to be resumed. When we
add the further predisposing causes which we have listed, it
becomes clear that the war was not only natural, but practically

inevitable,
* * *
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We pass now from the fundamental causes of the conflict to
the events that brought matters to the breaking point. The first
move that led to the final breach came from the French side. In
the spring of 1336, when Edward was on the point, as it seemed,
of clinching his Scottish war, Philip sent his fleet round from
the Mediterrancan and settled it threateningly in the ports of
Normandy. Both Edward and his parliament interpreted this
as a threat to invade England, and it 1s difficult to see what other
interpretation they could have placed on it, They seem to have
decided from that hour that war was unavoidable and they
started to make methodical preparations for it. Subsidies were
voted, funds and military stores were sent to Gascony, and
troops both naval and military were moved to the south coast.

War now looked imminent, in spite of the efforts of the pope,
Benedict XII, to avert it. The fact that Benedict was a French-
man told against him in English eyes, though he seems to have
been sincere in his efforts.

Both sides now looked round for allies in the coming struggle.
On the English side one soon came to hand unbidden, Robert
of Artois, the dispossessed lord of that county, a thoroughly
disgruntled man, tock refuge at the English court late in 1336,
pressed the king to lay formal claim to the throne of France,
and promised his personal support in 2 war with his hated
suzerain,

Before we follow Edward in his search for allies we must
glance at the composition of the Low Countries at that epoch.
For it was to the Low Countries that Edward’s eyes naturally
turned. What is now modern Belgium was then occupied by
the three provinces of Flanders, Brabant, and Hainault,
Flanders, as we have seen, was a fief of France, and occupied
the scaboard from the estuary of the Scheldi to Dunkirk, its
southern boundary running along the river Scheldt almost as
far as Cambrai, Brabant stretched in a rather narrow belt from
Antwerp to Mons and Namur, while Hainault formed a sort of
buffer State between Brabant and France. Both Brabant and
Hainault were provinces of the German Emperor. The boun-
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daryof France proper ran much as it doestoday as far as Tournai
and along the upper Scheldt (spelt Escaut in modern French).
The county of Artois lay, as it still does, round Arras, which was
its capital.

It was, as we have said, natural for the English king to look
to the Low Countries for allies. They were the nearest commu-
nities to our shores; there was a tradition of friendship and
commerce between them and us, and through his wife, Philippa
of Hainault, Edward had many connections by marriage with
these parts. Above all, the Low Countries formed the best
jumping-off point for an attack on France. Gascony, an English
possession, was threatened, but Gascony was a long way off. In
the days of sailing ships it might take weeks before troops or
military stores could be landed there, whereas the prevailing
westerly wind ensured that the Low Countries could be reached
in a few days at the most. Moreover the Low Countries were
nearcr Paris, the French capital, than was Gascony. Edward
saw, as clearly as did the duke of Marlborough four centuries
later, that a threat to the capital from the Low Countries was
the most effective way of conducting a war with France.
Edward would save Gascony on the plains of Flanders, just as
Pitt four centuries later “conquered Canada on the plains of
Germany™,

Of the three communities comprising the Low Countries,
Flanders was the most eligible as an ally. She was the nearest,
direct access could be obtained to her by sea; she was a tradi-
tional friend and she had commercial and trade interests in
common with England. If it had been left to her burgesses, she
would gladly have joined in a war against France. But unfor-
tunately her count was a Frenchman, Louis of Nevers, and
although he probably had little love for Philip VI he retained
considerable fear of him and he dared not risk open revolt
against his suzerain, Flanders therefore was not responsive to
Edward’s wooing, and in retaliation for this cold attitude,
Edward took the drastic step of cutting off all imports of wool
to the Flemish towns. Where Flanders lost, her neighbours
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stood to gain—in particular, Brabant and the Dutch princi-
palities, Where Ypres and Ghent lost, Brussels and Amsterdam
gained. Partly by this means, and partly by lavish expenditure,
Edward built up an imposing alliance comprising Brabant,
Hainault, and a number of towns and counties. Against this, the
king of France—apart from his Scottish alliance-had few
allies outside his own vassals, some of whom displayed little
zeal in the cause of their suzerain.

Furthermore, the duchy of Brittany inclined to the English
cause, and best of all, the Emperor, Louis of Bavaria, who was
married to the king’s sister-in-law, signed an offensive and
defensive alliance with Edward in the summer of 133%.

On May 24, 1337, Philip took the decisive step; he solemnly
confiscated all the territories of his English vassal.This, in the
view of a modern French historian,® was tantamount to a
declaration of war, and we may conveniently accept this date
as the official beginning of the war. As if to clinch matters,
French troops, who were already stationed on the border,
invaded Gascony and the French fleet raided Jersey, following
up with a raid on Portsmeuth and the south coast, The war
was on!

Edward IIT responded in October by repudiating his
homage and addressing his rival as “Philip”, describing himself
as “king of France”. He declared that he was the rightful
occupant of the French throne, though he did not prociaim him-
self king, That claim was not put forward for nearly two years,

The English king followed up words with deeds: in November
he sent a small expedition under Sir Walter Manny {a com-
patriot of his queen) to raid the Flemish island of Cadzand.
This was accomplished successfully, largely because of the
striking action of the archers, who put down what would now
be described as a barrage of arrows to cover the landing of
the infantry, The English troops then drew up in a formation
that was afterward to become familiar—the men-at-arms in line
and the archers massed like two bastions at the ends of the line.

! Edouard Perroy, in The Hundred Years War.
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During all this time the pope was striving to avert the
conflict, but was trusted by neither side. All he succeeded in
doing was to delay the outbreak of serious operations for six
months, But in the summer of 1338 naval operations began
again in the English Channel and the French fleet made itself
again uncomfortably familiar off the south coast of Hampshire,
burning Portsmouth and other towns.

Meanwhile Edward carried on his preparations steadily for
an invasion of the Continent, and on July 12, 1338, he set sail
from Orwell, with a considerable fleet and army, his flagship
being the Christopher, of which we shall hear later.

THE YEAR 1338

When Edward III of England landed at Antwerp amid
scenes of pomp and pageantry on July 22, 1338, his first object
was to complete and cement his grand alliance against France.
Hitherto he had had no practical experience of working with
allies. The task was to tax all the power, patience, and talents
of the 26-year-old king. He found his new allies slippery, tepid
and timid. They were hesitant and dilatory and the months
passed without anything being effected.

The immediate task was to meet the Emperor in person,
Louis of Bavaria, Emperor of the Holy Roman Empire, some-
times loosely called the German Empire, or even Germany,
came to Coblenz, 160 miles from Antwerp, on the Middle
Rhine. After careful preparations the king of England set out
with an immense retinue and arrived at Cologne on August 23.
Here he was received with enthusiasm, which was intensified
when he made a handsome contribution to the building fund
for the great new cathedral that was then slowly rising. From
Cologne he went to Bonn, where the scenes of welcome and
rejoicing were repeated: thence by water to Coblenz, cheering
crowds greeting him at every halting place. It was a royal
progress, the like of which had not been seen within memory.

When the king reached Coblenz on August g1 all the world
scemed gathered to meet him. The emperor’s train was even



PRELIMINARIES 25

larger and more magnificent than that of the king, and included
all the imperial electors save one. A few days were spent in
preparation; then the king and emperor took their seats on
two thrones that had been erected in the market place, the
emperor with crown, orb and sceptre. The market place was
packed with a huge throng, upward of 17,000 in number, of
the nobility of western Europe and their trains. None could
recall such a scene of pomp and magnificence. The emperor
opened the proceedings by proclaiming that Philip of Valois
had forfeited the protection of the empire because of his perfidy.
Next, he bestowed on the English king the gold wand, symbol-
izing his appointment as the emperor’s vicar, or vice-regent in
western Europe. Edward then spoke, declaring that Philip had
usurped the crown of France, which was his own by right. The
impressive ceremony passed off without a hitch, and on the
morrow the nobles of the empire did homage to Edward IIT as
their vicar for the next seven years. In fact “all went merry as
a marriage bell”.

The season was too far advanced for 2 campaign that year,
50 Edward summoned the princes to attend him in the follow-
ing July in a campaign for the recovery of Cambrai, which
belonged by rights to the empire, This was a shrewd move,
for it did not necessarily involve an invasion of France, a
course to which some of the principalities were averse, This
accomplished, Edward returned to Antwerp where, surprisingly,
he spent the winter, instead of returning home. As the result
of over a year’s labours he had built up a grand alliance, as it
might well be called, against France, almost as wide in its
scope as the more famous Grand Alliance of the duke of
Marlborough. Though the month of July was distinctly late
for the opening of the campaign, the prospects appeared bright.
But before describing Edward’s first campaign in the Low
Countries we must glance briefly at the respective strengths and
natures of the rival countries.
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THE RIVAL FORCES

Though conditions and numbers on the two sides necessarily
varied from time to time, the following general statement for
the whole period of the war, omitting allies, will never be very
far from the mark.

The population of England was between three and four
million, while that of France was well over ten million. It may
thus be supposed that the French armed forces normally
outnumbered those of England by three or four two one. This
was not the case, for two particular reasons. England’s methods
of recruitment were better developed than those of France, and
she had at command from time to time both Welsh and Irish
troops. These were only slightly offset by the Scottish con-
tingents that from time to time fought under the French
colours.

Fairly exact estimates can generally be made about the
English strength in the great battles, but that of the French
must always remain in doubt because of a marked absence of
official records. This book, being primarily a military history,
is not directly concerned with the method by which armies
were raised and maintained, but rather with the way they
operated and fought. The subject 15 however dealt with in
some detail in the appendix to this chapter. Here it will suffice
to epitomize the system that obtained in the army of Edward 111,

The old English army, inherited by Edward, consisted of
two categories: the feudal array or levy, and the national
militia. Under the feudal system the barons were obliged to
provide retinues of mounted men-at-arms for the service of the
crown,! But feudalism was decaying and Edward III, shortly
before the outbreak of the war with France, had started sub-
stituting for it a system of indenture which produced a body
of paid professional soldiers and gradually replaced the old
feudal levy.

! The French had a similar feudal array, called “Hosting”, but though every
knight in theory was liable for service, in practice vassals were ne longer obliged

to provide more than one-tenth of their number,.PeRrOY, E. The Hundred Years
War (Eng. trans,), Eyre & Spottiswoode {London, 1951}, p. 44.
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The national militia (the old fyrd) was raised from the able-
bodied male population between the ages of 16 and 6o, selected
by Commissioners of Array in each shire. It consisted of
hobilars, or mounted lance-men {corresponding to the dragoons
and mounted infantry of later ages) and foot soldiers who were
subdivided into bowmen and spearmen (later billmen}.

To complete the