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Introductie

Een student Geschiedenis vertelt hoe jouw eerste jaar bij deze opleiding er uit zal zien.

Hoorcollege

Titel
De vroege geschiedenis van Rome: mythe of werkelijkheid?

Korte omschrijving
Het college behandelt de geschiedenis van Rome in de periode 753-338 v.Chr. De nadruk zal liggen op
de politieke en sociale geschiedenis, maar ook enkele aspecten van de Romeinse godsdienst komen aan

bod.

Docent: Prof.dr. Luuk de Ligt (l.de.ligt@hum.leidenuniv.nl)

Luuk de Ligt (1963) studeerde Geschiedenis en Klassieke Talen aan de Vrije Universiteit te Amsterdam.
Na zijn promotie (1993) werkte hij negen jaar als universitair (hoofd)docent bij de Universiteit
Utrecht. In 2002 werd hij benoemd tot hoogleraar Oude Geschiedenis aan de Universiteit Leiden.

Werkcollege 1

Titel
Een sociale geschiedenis van de dood

Korte omschrijving

In dit college gaan we ons bezighouden met de historisch-demografische veranderingen die zich in
Nederland (en het noordwesten van Europa) hebben voorgedaan in de laatste twee eeuwen. Het gaat
dan vooral om de spectaculaire daling en beperking van het kindertal per ouderpaar en de toename
van de levensduur; processen die zich in de verschillende delen van ons land (provincies, regio’s, stad
en platteland) niet in identieke vorm en gelijk tempo hebben voorgedaan. Mede hierdoor ontstonden
grote regionale verschillen in de samenstelling en omvang van huishoudens, en in de gezondheid en
levenskansen van mannen, vrouwen en kinderen. Deze demografische processen hebben bovendien
een nauwe relatie met meer algemene sociale, economische en culturele veranderingen die Nederland
in de afgelopen eeuwen heeft ondergaan. In het college gaan we specifiek kijken naar het wel en wee
van baby’s en kleine kinderen, waarom we zo graag naar ‘sterfte’ kijken, en welke bronnen historici
hiervoor tot hun beschikking hebben.

Docent: Dr. Evelien Walhout (e.c.walhout@hum.leidenuniv.nl)

Dr. Evelien Walhout, als universitair docent verbonden aan de Leidse universiteit, is historicus en
gespecialiseerd in historische demografie en gendergeschiedenis. Momenteel verzorgt ze onder meer
onderwijs over epidemieén en sterftepatronen in het verleden. Daarnaast geeft ze onderwijs in
methoden van historisch onderzoek, zoals digital history, statistiek en oral history. Naast onderwijs
doet ze, in opdracht van de Tweede Kamer, onderzoek naar gedwongen binnenlandse afstand en
adoptie in Nederland in de jaren vijftig tot tachtig. Ze promoveerde op een onderzoek naar de link
tussen religie, regio, ziekte en zuigelingensterfte in Nederland in de negentiende en vroeg-twintigste
eeuw.

Werkcollege 2

Titel
Het riddertoernooi in de twaalfde eeuw
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Korte omschrijving

Het toernooi is nog steeds een van de meest tot de verbeelding sprekende manifestaties van de
middeleeuwse riddercultuur. Het ontstond rond 1100 en werd in de loop van de twaalfde eeuw in
West-Europa zeer populair, ondanks kerkelijke protesten. In dit college bestuderen we samen twee
fragmenten uit de ‘Geschiedenis van Willem de Maarschalk’ (Histoire de Guillaume de Maréchal), een
lange rijmtekst uit de vroege dertiende eeuw die beschouwd mag worden als de eerste Westerse
lekenbiografie in de volkstaal. Deze fragmenten geven een goede indruk van de praktijk van een
twaalfde-eeuws toernooi, die nogal afwijkt van het laatmiddeleeuwse toernooi dat tegenwoordig
dankzij de beoefenaars van living history bij een groot publiek bekend is. Bovendien laat de tekst mooi
zien wat we ons concreet moeten voorstellen bij ridderlijke idealen.

Docent: Dr. Marlisa den Hartog (m.i.den.hartog@hum.leidenuniv.nl)

Dr. Marlisa den Hartog is universitair docent middeleeuwse geschiedenis aan de Universiteit Leiden.
Zij is een cultuurhistorica met een brede interesse in mentaliteitsgeschiedenis en een specialisatie op
het gebied van gender en seksualiteit in vijftiende- en zestiende-eeuws Italié.

Q&A

Heb je nog vragen over de opleiding? Dan kan de student die hier allemaal beantwoorden!

Voorbereiding werkcollege 1

Lees bijgevoegd artikel over regionale en sociaal-economische verschillen in kindersterfte in
Nederland, in de periode 1812-1912. In het college gaan we samen bespreken waarom onderzoek naar
gezondheid en sterfte in het verleden relevant (en ook leuk) is, en hoe historici dit doen. Dit doen we
aan de hand van het samen bestuderen van oude bevolkingsregisters en doodsoorzakenregisters.

Voorbereiding werkcollege 2

Lees ter voorbereiding hoofdstuk 7 (‘The Chivalry of the Marshal’) uit het boek William Marshal.
Court, career and chivalry in the Angevin Empire, 1147-1219 (Londen en New York 1990) van David
Crouch. Formuleer voor jezelf een antwoord op de volgende vragen: 1) Wie was William Marshal?
(Maak voor deze vraag gebruik van zowel het artikel als de Engelstalige Wikipediapagina) 2) In
hoeverre voldeed hij volgens het artikel aan het middeleeuwse ridderideaal? 3) Wat voor beeld schetst
het artikel van het riddertoernooi in de twaalfde eeuw? 4) Wat voor beeld schetst het artikel van
oorlogvoering in de twaalfde eeuw?
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Thema

Regionale en sociaal-economische verschillen in kindersterfte, 1812-1912

Het geluk van borstvoeding

Voor de dood is niemand gelijk. Artsen in de 19¢ eeuw wisten al dat de verschillen in sterftecijfers
tussen arm en rijk erg groot waren. Het besef vormde de basis voor hun pleidooien voor hervorming
van de volksgezondheid. Gezondheid behoorde geen voorrecht te zijn van de hogere standen, maar

een recht van allen.

Op basis van het bestand van de Historische Steekproef Neder-
landse bevolking (HSN) was het mogelijk de sterftekansen in de
provincies Friesland, Utrecht en Zeeland voor de gehele 19e
eeuw naar regionale en sociaal-economische verschillen te

analyseren.

Surrogaten

De Friese arts Ph. Kooperberg constateerde in Leeuwarden in
1888 grote verschillen in het grootbrengen van kinderen naar
sociale klasse. In de hogere standen domineerden goede en
moderne opvattingen over de opvoeding van kinderen. ‘Bij voor-
keur zoogen ze zelve hare kinderen, en, zoodra de krachten het
eenigszins toelaten, bemoeien zij zelve zich veel met alles, wat
het kind aangaat.’

Voor de burgerstand was er nog veel te winnen. Het ‘dicht
inbakeren in luiers wordt nog zeer dikwijls toegepast, evenals
het met zorg afsluiten van lucht’. Borstvoeding was ideaal, maar
de burgervrouw haastte zich altijd ‘andere voeding in den vorm
van papjes hieraan toe te voegen. Bij gemis aan moedermelk
wordt veel aan allerlei surrogaten gedaan.’

Het slechts gesteld was het met de opvoeding in de werkende
stand. Kooperberg trof onder hen ‘een volkomen gemis aan ken-
nis op het gebied der kinderopvoeding. Alles wat grootmoeder,
moeder, buurvrouwen en oude bakers voorprevelen, wordt
gretig op het kind toegepast, terwijl de raad van deskundigen
zeer dikwerf in den wind wordt geslagen. Het te gronde gaan
van het groote getal kinderen beneden het eerste levensjaar
vindt zeer waarschijnlijk in deze klasse voor het grootste deel

plaats.’

Tweedeling

Tot ver in de 19e eeuw is in Nederland sprake van een scherpe
tweedeling van het sterfteniveau. Voor het land als geheel kwa-
men in deze periode gemiddeld bijna negentien van alle hon-
derd levendgeboren kinderen in het eerste jaar te overlijden.
Hoge sterfteniveaus werden aangetroffen in de westelijke kust-
gebieden en langs de grote rivieren, relatief lage in de hoog gele-
gen gebieden in het noorden, oosten en zuiden van het land.

In streken met relatief hoge zuigelingensterfte als Zeeland,
Zuid-Holland, het zuidelijk deel van Noord-Holland en het

westelijke gedeelte van Utrecht lag de zuigelingensterfte op
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25 procent.

Zeer lage sterfteniveaus waren er in het oostelijk deel van Fries-
land, het westen van Groningen, het oosten van Overijssel en
het zuiden van Noord-Brabant. Hier stierven er van de honderd
geborenen minder dan tien in het eerste levensjaar. In de laatste
decennia van de 19¢ ecuw veranderde dit patroon en ontstond
de situatie zoals die vandaag de dag nog steeds bestaat. Vanaf
1900 zijn het vooral het noordoostelijk deel van Noord-Brabant,
bijna geheel Limburg en delen van Gelderland die een relatief
hoge zuigelingensterfte hebben. Relatief gunstige cijfers komen
nu juist voor in Zuid- en Noord-Holland, Zeeland en het westen
van de provincie Utrecht, terwijl Friesland gedurende de gehele

19¢ en 20e eeuw goed scoorde.

Sterftekansen

In het eerste levensjaar liepen de pas geborenen een zeer groot
risico op overlijden en gedurende een groot deel van de 19¢
eeuw was er in dat opzicht ook van geen verbetering sprake.
Integendeel, tot het midden van de eeuw werd de situatie van
de pasgeborenen alleen maar slechter. Het percentage kinderen
dat binnen een jaar na de geboorte stierf, nam in Friesland toe
van circa tien in de eerste helft van de 19¢ eeuw naar bijna veer-
tien voor kinderen geboren tussen 1860 en 1880. De hoogste
niveaus voor Zeeland werden gehaald in de periode 1850-1859
en voor Utrecht in de periode 1870-1879. Pas vanaf 1880 treedt
er in alle provincies een sterke daling van de zuigelingensterfte
op.

Wellicht nog belangrijker dan de veranderingen in de tijd zijn
de verschillen tussen de provincies. Voor de laagste niveaus
moeten we in Friesland zijn, voor de hoogste tot 1860 in Zee-
land. In het begin van de 19¢ eeuw stierven er in Utrecht in het
eerste levensjaar per honderd geborenen vijf tot acht kinderen
meer dan in Friesland. Dit verschil liep in het midden van de
19¢ eeuw op tot 12 tot 14 per honderd geborenen. Ten opzichte
van Friesland is de situatie in Zeeland zelfs catastrofaal. Tussen
1812 en 1860 stierven er in Zeeland in het eerste levensjaar
tweeénhalfmaal zoveel kinderen als in Friesland.

Ook voor de kinderen die het eerste jaar haalden, bleven de
sterfterisico’s groot. Voordat ze vijf jaar oud waren was opnieuw
een aanzienlijk deel van de geborenen gestorven. Ook in deze

leeftijdsgroep was er tot 1870 van een langzame maar zekere
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stijging van de sterfteniveaus sprake, met name in Zeeland en
Utrecht: van elke honderd kinderen van één jaar oud stierven er
in deze provincies omstreeks 1870 15 a 16 vor ze hun vijfde
verjaardag hadden bereikt. In Friesland lag dit cijfer tussen 6 en
8. Na 1870 begon het cijfer in Zeeland en Utrecht sterk te dalen
en in het begin van de twintigste eeuw hadden deze provincies

hun achterstand op Friesland zo goed als ingehaald.

Proletarisering

Naast het doorslaggevende effect van de provincie kwamen uit
de analyse ook effecten van de sociaal-economische positie naar
voren, zowel bij de sterfte bij de zuigelingen als bij de één- tot

vijfjarigen.

Zuigelingensterfte per provincie en geboorteperiode

In Zeeland kenden de kinderen van losse en ongeschoolde
arbeiders een hogere sterftekans dan de kinderen uit alle andere
onderscheiden groepen. Bij de grote burgerij en bij de groep van
geschoolden en beambten waren deze verschillen echter te
klein om significant te zijn.

Ook in Utrecht scoorden alle sociaal-economische groepen
beter dan de groep van omgeschoolde en losse arbeiders, maar
ook hier waren de afwijkingen voor sommige groepen niet
significant (geschoolden en beambten, kleine zelfstandigen en
werklieden). In Friesland waren de verschillen in sterfterisico’s
tussen de referentiegroep en de andere sociaal-economische
groepen in geen enkel geval significant en liepen de kinderen

uit de groep van werklieden zelfs een iets hoger sterfterisico.

Kindersterfte per provincie en geboorteperiode

per 100 levendgeborenen
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Thema

Gedurende de gehele 19¢ eeuw deden de kinderen van losse en
ongeschoolde arbeiders het slechter dan die uit de andere
sociale groepen, met uitzondering van de geschoolden en
beambten in de periode 1812-1839. In de periode 1812-1839
waren echter alleen de verschillen met de grote burgerij signifi-
cant. In de periode 1840-1889 was de sociale ongelijkheid groter
en weken zowel de boeren als de kleine zelfstandigen signifi-
cant af van de referentiegroep. In de periode 1890-1912 waren
het uitsluitend de geschoolden en beambten en de werklieden
die significant afweken van de referentiegroep.

Ofschoon Nederland al vanaf het midden van de jaren 1860 een
vrijwel continue groei van de levensstandaard kende en na 1875
de zorg van de overheid voor de volksgezondheid werd
geintensiveerd, nam vanaf het laatste kwart van de 19¢ eeuw de
sociale ongelijkheid in zuigelingen- en kindersterfte niet af.
Processen van urbanisatie, industrialisatie en proletarisering
hebben daarnaast ook de omvang van de groepen met relatief

hogere sterftekansen doen toenemen.

Vuil water

De verschillen in overlijdensrisico varieerden sterk per provin-
cie en per periode. De verklaring moeten we vooral zoeken in de
specifieke risicofactoren die de relatie tussen sociaal-econo-
mische positie en overlijdensrisico’s beinvloeden. In Zeeland en
ook in een groot deel van Utrecht was de hygiénische situatie
gedurende een groot deel van de onderhavige periode aanzien-
lijk slechter dan in Friesland. Als gevolg van het ontbreken van
een goede afvoer van menselijke en niet-menselijke afvalstoffen
was het oppervlaktewater sterk vervuild. Daarnaast zorgde een
toenemende verzilting en het hoge grondwaterpeil in de polders
voor een beperkt aanbod van zoet water en was ook de kwaliteit
van het putwater slecht. De slechte afwatering zorgde ook voor
veel stilstaand water, een ideale voedingsbodem voor de
malariamug. Als gevolg daarvan was malaria in dit deel van
Nederland tot ongeveer 1870 endemisch. Het gebruik van

vervuild oppervlaktewater had juist voor zuigelingen en kleine

Zuigelingensterfte naar sociaal-economische positie
vader per provincie, 1812-1909.

kinderen ernstige consequenties. Het water werd gebruikt voor
het schonen van de flessen en spenen en andere eetgerei, voor
het maken van pap, voor het verdunnen van melk, voor het
wassen van het lichaam en kleren. Het risico van maag-/darm-
stoornissen was daardoor zeer groot. Deze ziekten waren veruit
de belangrijkste doodsoorzaak van zuigelingen.

Van ruimtelijke segregatie was nauwelijks sprake, alle sociale
groepen woonden door elkaar. Zowel kinderen van hogere als
van lagere sociale groepen leefden in dezelfde risicovolle
omgeving en de sociale verschillen in sterfte waren daardoor,

vergeleken met de regionale verschillen, betrekkelijk gering.

Borstvoeding

Vanaf 1870 werd de kwaliteit van de watervoorziening
verbeterd zodat de sterfte in Zeeland en Utrecht kon dalen. In
dit proces van sanitaire verbetering traden er sociale verschillen
op in de mate waarin deze nieuwe voorzieningen beschikbaar
kwamen en werden als gevolg daarvan ook sociale verschillen
zichtbaar in het niveau van de zuigelingensterfte.

Een tweede factor die bijdroeg aan de vermindering van de
sterfte is de aard van de voeding van de zuigelingen. In een
aantal studies is aangetoond dat zelfs in economisch zeer gede-
priveerde groepen de zuigelingensterfte relatief laag kan zijn
indien de desbetreffende groep er gunstige voedingsgewoonten
op na houdt. Met name in gebieden met slechte hygiénische
toestanden had borstvoeding grote positieve gevolgen voor de
overlevingskansen van de zuigeling, veel meer dan in gebieden
waar de watervoorziening en waterkwaliteit afdoende waren.
Er zijn sterke aanwijzingen dat in Friesland borstvoeding veel
meer voorkwam en ook veel langer werd gegeven dan met name
in Zeeland. Een indirecte indicatie hiervoor is dat de typische
zomerpiek in de zuigelingensterfte in Friesland ontbreekt, ter-
wijl deze wel heel duidelijk is terug te vinden in Utrecht en
Zeeland. Kunstmatig gevoede kinderen liepen in de zomer veel
meer risico dan in de andere perioden. Een tweede indicatie

wordt gevonden in de statistieken van de sterfte naar doodsoor-

Kindersterfte naar sociaal-economische positie vader
per provincie, 1812-1909.
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zaak. Vergeleken met Utrecht en Zeeland stierven er in Fries-
land aanzienlijk minder kinderen aan stuipen, de gevolgen van

diarree en andere maag-/darmstoornissen.

Combinatie van factoren

Het tragische is dat juist de gebieden met een zeer slechte
kwaliteit drinkwater ook die gebieden waren waarin borst-
voeding relatief weinig voorkwam. Deze combinatie van facto-
ren verklaart de hoge zuigelingensterfte in Zeeland en West-

Utrecht. In Friesland daarentegen was het drinkwater van een

relatief goede kwaliteit en was borstvoeding meer gangbaar. In
Friesland zullen vanwege de betere waterkwaliteit eventuele
veranderingen in de praktijk van de borstvoeding ook minder
consequenties voor het niveau van de zuigelingensterfte hebben
gehad dan in Zeeland of Utrecht. <4

Frans van Poppel

(Nederlands Interdisciplinair Demografisch Instituut)

Kees Mandemakers

(Internationaal Instituut voor Sociale Geschiedenis)

Thema

Historische Steekproef Nederlandse bevolking

De gegevens voor dit artikel komen uit de Historische Steekproef Nederlandse bevolking (HSN). Doel van de HSN is het aanleggen

van een representatieve database van 19e- en twintigste-eeuwse levensgeschiedenissen. De basis voor deze HSN-database wordt
gevormd door een steekproef uit de geboorteakten uit de periode 1812-1922. Gebouwd wordt aan één groot basisbestand waarin
op uniforme wijze gegevens worden verzameld van de Nederlandse bevolking. De onderzoekspersonen zijn geselecteerd via een
enkelvoudige a-selecte steekproef in de geboorteregisters uit de periode 1812-1922.

De landelijke steekproef omvat in totaal bijna 77 duizend personen. Dit aantal is voldoende om statistisch verantwoorde uitspraken te
kunnen doen voor relatief zeer kleine subpopulaties binnen de bevolking

In de database van de HSN worden voor deze personen op een systematische wijze gegevens verzameld uit de in de openbare
archieven bewaard gebleven akten van de burgerlijke stand en de bevolkingsregisters. Per 1 oktober 2002 zijn van deze steekproef
alle geboorteakten, 22 duizend overlijdensakten, 12 duizend huwelijksakten en 18 duizend persoonskaarten ingevoerd.

In de geboorteakten vinden we naast de identificerende gegevens van de boreling zelf ook de namen, adressen, leeftijden en
beroepen van de ouders. In de overlijdensakten vinden we onder ander de laatste woonplaats en het laatste beroep van de over-
ledene en gegevens over de echtgenote(n). Van alle onderzoekspersonen die tussen 1 jan. 1940 en 1 oktober 1994 zijn overleden,
kan de persoonskaart worden geraadpleegd en ook deze gegevens zijn inmiddels in de database opgenomen. Op de persoonskaart
zijn onder andere de beroepsvermeldingen, de oorzaak van overlijden (tot 1956), alle woonadressen, de gezinssamenstelling en de
godsdienstige gezindte te vinden.

De database wordt verder aangevuld met gegevens uit de huwelijksakten. Deze akten geven informatie over de beroepstitels, analfa-
betisme (handtekening), woonplaatsen van bruid en bruidegom, de ouders van de huwenden en de getuigen (veelal vrienden of
familie van de huwenden).

Het uiteindelijk doel is de reconstructie van de gehele levensloop. Hiervoor is het nodig de bevolkingsregisters voor de onderzoeks-
personen volledig over te nemen. Ook het kadaster en de belastingarchieven komen in aanmerking om onderzocht te worden op het
voorkomen van de HSN-onderzoekspersonen. Bij elkaar zijn deze bronnen zeer rijk en geven informatie over de gezinssamenstelling,
het migratiepatroon, de verdere beroepsloopbaan en de inkomens- en vermogenspositie van de onderzoekspersoon, en eventueel
van zijn of haar verwanten.

Van bijzonder belang zijn de bevolkingsregisters. Deze zijn in Nederland vanaf 1850 op een dynamische wijze bijgehouden. In het
register staan de demografische gegevens van het huishouden op een bepaald moment, terwijl ook alle veranderingen in het huis-
houden betreffende adres, familieomvang en migratie worden bijgehouden. Alle verhuizingen van de onderzoekspersonen kunnen
met deze registers over het gehele land worden gevolgd.

Het werk aan de database wordt uitgevoerd door het Internationaal Instituut voor Sociale Geschiedenis te Amsterdam. Het eigendom
van de gegevens berust bij de stichting Historische Steekproef Nederlandse bevolking. De financiering gebeurde tot op heden voor-
namelijk vanuit het Investeringsfonds Middelgroot van de Nederlandse Organisatie voor Wetenschappelijk Onderzoek (NWO). Op
basis van een subsidie uit het Investeringsfonds Groot van NWO zullen in de periode 2003-2007 van alle geborenen vanaf 1863 de
volledige levenslopen worden verzameld (ca. 40 duizend personen).

F. van Poppel en K. Mandemakers, ‘Sociaal-economische verschillen in zuigelingen- en kindersterfte in Nederland, 1812-1912’,

Bevolking en gezin (2002), nr. 2.
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WILLIAM MARSHAL

and had been in a position to loan money to support a campaign
against the Welsh in 1104.

Such indications of his canniness are intriguing reminders that
the Marshal did not live in a heroic society, whatever the Histoire
might try to persuade us. Earlier in the twelfth century the
highest of Norman aristocrats, Waleran, count of Meulan, did
not find it beneath him to take an active interest in the wine trade
which passed through his lands on the way to England, and the
herring fleets that used his ports.** Such great men did not
market their own produce, but in forming close relations with the
men who had the skills to do it for them they entered a world that
some of them did not seem to find uncongenial. The world of
commerce had its own excitements and dangers, and for the
magnates with resources to exploit it was one way to accumulate
the sacks of coins that made so much else possible. The Marshal
was alert enough to his commercial interests to indulge in town
development to improve his lordship of Leinster, with boroughs
developed or improved at Kilkenny, Carlow and New Ross.

If nothing else, the Marshal’s friendly relations with mer-
chants, burgesses and his own household clerks should remind
us, if we need reminding by now, how two-dimensional was the
Histoire written to commemorate his life. Generations of
romantically-inclined historians have long overstressed the
military element in aristocratic life (for which the Histoire is in no
small part to blame): it is as if we judged today’s upper class only

- by their doings at Badminton, Klosters, Henley or on the golf-

links. It is arrogant to assume that the twelfth-century aristocracy
was less complex than ours, simply because it is so remote from us.

32 The Beanmont Twins 1986 185-9.
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Chapter 7

THE CHIVALRY OF THE
MARSHAL

The Marshal was a paragon of the military virtues of his day. We
do not just have to take the word of his biographer for that. He was
tutor-in-arms to the heir of the kingdom of England for a dozen
years; prized captain of three successive Angevin monarchs; and a
{generally) successful commander in the field. These things we
know from sources other than the Histoire, so we need not doubt
what it says. The Marshal was a great practitioner of what his day
and age called chevalerie; but what he meant by the word and what
we read into it are two different things. Several writers have had
much to say about the Marshal not just as a soldier, but as an
example of what they see as an early pattern of ‘chivalry’ and
knight-errantry. In a recent study John Gillingham has picked
apart what modern historians have had to say about the Marshal’s
career as a soldier, and offered his own assessment.! He presents
us with quite a different Marshal, one that I find rather more
convincing than the Marshal of Sidney Painter and Georges
Duby. The following chapter, therefore, is very much in Mr
Gillingham’s debt.

Sidney Painter had a vision of the Marshal as a warrior which
seems at times to have owed more to Sir Walter Scott’s Joankoe or
The Talisman than the Histoire. He cast William in the role of the
‘knight-errant’, 2 man solely guided for much of his life by the

“pursult of glory and honour, as he understood it. He saw a man

who followed the classic career as described by the thirteenth-
century statesman and writer, Philip de Navarre (or Novara); first
acquiring renown, then settling down to lands, a wife and
respectability. Honest man that he was, Painter admitted that his
1 J Gillingham ‘War and Chivalry in the History of William the Marshal’ in

Thirteenth Century England 11 ed. P R Coss and S D Lloyd Woodbridge 1488
1-13.
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category of knight-errant was ‘somewhat arbitrary’ but we were to
understand that it should be taken to mean *a knight imbued with
chivalricideals’. But what were those ideals? Painter was less than
faithful to his text. Despite the delight of the Histoire in the
Marshal’s freebooting on the tournament and battlefield, which it
regards as a perfectly respectable activity, Painter condemns the
profit motive in warfare as ‘unknightly’.?

He also depicts the Marshal as a_pursuer — albeit an incompe-
tent one — of the cult of courtly love. The Histoire, however,
provides little evidence for this. It does not ignore women, it even
(as Mr Gillingham points out) credits Countess Isabel with an
important role in her husband’s council (a role that the charters of
herself and her husband go some way to confirm). But it does not
venerate women particularly. William Marshal had a good deal of
respect for his sisters; he made a point of visiting them on the rare
occasions that he was in England in his early career. He was also
deferential and polite to the noblewomen before whom he
performed his deeds in the tournament. Women came within the
bounds of his courtliness, for if they were not possible patrons
themselves, they had husbands who were. He was, besides, a
well-disposed man and on one occasion, at the firing of Le Mans,
he had his squires assist an old lady whose house was burning
down with all her goods inside. Perhaps he did not see the irony
that it would not have been necessary at all if his colleagues had
not set light to the city in the first place. But that is the extent of his
‘chivalry’ as Painter wanted to understand it. The Marshal saw
nothing to admire in the woman he caught eloping with a clerk. He
was as stringently moral on that occasion as the priggish Philip de
Navarre would have wanted. There is nothing in the Hisioire of the
sensuality and playfulness of Andrew the Chaplain or Béroul, the
Marshal’s contemporaries. Their ‘advanced” notions were far
beyond the conventional morality of the Marshal and his men.
The suggestion that the Marshal might have committed adultery
with the Young King’s wife is greeted with genuine horror and
outrage. The Marshal prided himself on his sound principles.

To the author of the Histoire, therefore, women are (like the
Marshal’s own mother) assets and objects of material promotion;
delightful, gentle and beautiful it is true, but still pieces in the
game of ambition. The Histoire has a limited time to spare for
women, Not one comes through as a developed character in her

2 Painter’s particular blindness on this topicis just as apparent in his subsequent
French Chivalry Baltimore 1940).
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own right, unlike the women of Chrétien’s romances. 1t paints a
man’s world, a world of violence, comradeship and high politics.

The only traces of the world of romance are the adjectives

borrowed to depict women from the vocabulary of the stock
romance. Few women had any business in the real world of the
Marshal’s mesnie, and they were a positive menace to its emotional
life. There men fed their need for security and companionship by
fixing their affections on the iconic figure of the Marshal, their
impassive lord and father, sinking their insecurities in the
brotherhood of serving him. The chasm in their lives that his death
opened up could not be filled, although the Histoire itself was an
attempt by his bereft men to summon up a wraith of the Marshal,
so that not all of what had once been was lost to them.

Romantic knight-errant the Marshal was not. He had a
transparent horror of being without a patron in his landless,
younger days. He needed a household in which to base himself; a
master to follow, someone to pay for his horses, arms, the clothes
on his back. The sort of knight that Painter described was a less
than respectable character, the sort of knight who haunted the
wastes and forests of the contemporary romances with a band of
like-minded souls; ambushing respectable knights and their ladies
in most unsporting packs, until they ended up at the wrong end of
the lance of the hero, who unfailingly dispatched groups of up to a
dozen of them at a time, as in a twentieth-century western or space
opera.

Duby’s view is even less in accord with what the text has to say,
indeed at one point, as Mr Gillingham caustically butjustly points
out, Duby has to invent a more grandiose setting for the Marshal’s
knighting than the text actually provides, to support his views on
the centrality of {‘adoubement in aristocratic society, Duby, like
Painter, sees William Marshal as essentially a simple knight. He
goes further. He tries to maintain a view that William Marshal
‘was blessed with a brain too small to impede the natural vigour of
a big, powerful and tireless physique’ (to employ Mr Gillingham’s
translation). We can concede Duby the physique, but ‘he has
misjudged the intellect that guided it. How could he describe one
of the most successful courtiers of his age as a man of ‘few thoughts
and brieP? The Marshal had to have a vigilant sensitivity tuned to
every tremble in the mood of the court, an ever-ready h.umour to
help deflect envy and malice, and a certain deviousness if humour
failed. Above all he had to have self-control; how otherwise could
he have survived? No-one was likely in his own day to have rated
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the Marshal alongside a John of Salisbury, or even a Walter Map,
but that is not to deny the man his due. He was no lucky bonehead.
H?:Mas an astute, alert and cool-headed soldier and. (_:5.)_urtlréx_i2 nota
milifary genius or a' Machiavelli, but a great proficient in the field
and the council chamber, and no man’s fool.

THE TOURNAMENT

Let us look at the evidence. What is the chivalry the Marshal
displayed in the tournament field? From around the age of
twenty-one to the age of thirty-seven William Marshal was an
habitué of the tournament. The Histoire lists sixteen tournaments
in which its hero participated between 1167 and 1183. The rise of
this sport to respectability was very much a feature of the
Marshal’s own lifetime. Meetings of knights for the purpose of
military games are first mentioned in France in the early twelfth
century, but little is known of these early tournaments. They were
probably informal meetings of vigorous, military-minded free
men, but not patronized by the higher aristocracy. They acquired
a bad reputation as undisciplined riots. Kings and popes moved to
ban them, in the latter case because they were a distraction of
Christian energy from the Crusade. For a good century and more
they occupied the same place in the view of the establishment as
rock concerts or Stonehenge solstice-worship does now. Henry i of
England would not allow them to be held in his kingdom, but as
the Histoire indicates, permitted them in the Marches of Nor-
mandy and in Anjou.

It was during Henry 1’s reign that the tournament became a
more respectable aristocratic pursuit. This was partly because the
fact of being a knight had become more generally regarded, in
northern France and England, as a social distinction rather than a
military calling. But also, as Duby points out, the organization
and sponsorship of great tournaments was a means for the great
duke or count to pose as a leader of the nobility. In Stephen’s reign
in England we first hear of a magnate, Hugh de Mortemer, being
killed at such a meeting. In Normandy in 1 167, as the Histoire tells
us, William de Tancarville thought it a desirable thing to lead his
mesni¢ around local Norman tournaments. By the time William
Marshal was the master of the Young King’s mesnie, tourneying
was all the rage and it occasionally found great patrons around

northern France; Philip, Count of Flanders, being the chief of
them,
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Most of the tournaments were still small affairs, a score or two of
knights divided for the purpose of the game into two informal
teams. Such meetings were advertised by word of mouth and
chiefly attended by local knights and people like the Marshal,
professionals who drew much of their income from captures and
ransoms. At the height of the season in France, in late autumn, a
determined knight might get to one every two weeks. In such
circumstances in the later r170s William Marshal and a Flemish
acquaintance, Roger de Gaugy, decided to milk the circuit for
everything it was worth. They came to an agreement that they
would team up and split the profits from the captures they made
on their own account over the next two years. They were
meticulous, they had to be, since the money they earned in this
way made no small difference to the degree of aristocratic display
they could flaunt. The Young King’s kitchen clerk, Wigain,
undertook to keep a tally of their captures (probably rather a relief
for him to be doing something other than totalling the consump-
tion of capons), which survived to be seen by the Marshal’s
biographer. In ten months Wigain’s tally amounted to 103
knights. On his deathbed, the Marshal recalled with mingled
regret and pride that he had taken as many as 500 knights prisoner
on the field. If he was right one can only marvel at the obstinacy of
the knights who were willing to place themselves in front of his
lance; confirmation of the old belief that there is one born every
minute.

But some meetings were different, great affairs and festivals,
drawing hundreds of participants from all over France and
England, some even came from Secotland. It is on these that the
Histoire gives us the greatest detail. On such occasions great
magnates from all over the Anglo-French world would converge
on the chosen field, lords from the area comprehending Scotland,
England and the Marches, Flanders, Anjou, Poitou, Normandy,
Brittany, Champagne, Burgundy, Picardy and the area then
called ‘France’, what we now call the Ile-de-France, the region
ruled directly by the king. In the Marshal’s day, this was as far as
the tournament enthusiasm had spread. Few subjects of the
emperor, no Italians, Navarrese or Spaniards are mentioned in
connection with a tournament.

The patron of the great tournament would host and organize
the gathering, feast his great guests and offer token prizes to the
best knight on the day. In the case of Philip of Flanders, on one
occasion he equipped with some generosity the Young King and
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his men who appeared at a tournament in the county of Clermont
without the ironmongery of war. The tournament patron, whether
Count of Flanders, Duke of Burgundy or the lesser Counts of
Clermont, Beaumont-sur-Oise or Dreux, clearly expected to gain
something from this considerable outlay. No doubt Duby is right
to suggest that it was done as much to assert their dignity against

the growing power of the French monarchy, by providing bread”

and circuses for the knights, as for pleasure. But one should not
avoid the more simple cause of the patronage of tournaments: its

usefulness in promoting the status of great magnates against each

other, as much as the king,

The Marshal owed his position and favour with the Young King
to his infection of the boy with the lust to tourney. Duby’s
description of the Marshal as the ‘team manager’ of the Young
King’s tourneying mesnie has a certain validity, although player-
manager would be nearer the truth. The king’s continuing favour
to William depended on unbroken success, and the Marshal did
his best to provide it. He exerted himself'to attract into what was a
basically Anglo-Norman mesnie the most distinguished knights of
Flanders, France and Champagne. Such men could name their
own price to enlist under English colours for the season, This was
very much a transfer fee market. When in 1183 the Marshal had
informally parted from the king, a number of dukes and counts
promptly offered substantial inducements for him to join their
service. We have seen the evidence that he did in fact accept Count
Philip’s offer before his recall to his estranged lord.

Others have well described the sort of things that happened on
the tournament fields of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries.’ I see
no reason to go into any great detail here and I will simply
summarize some of the main points they have made. The
tournaments of the Marshal’s day differed very little from war.
The same weapons and tactics were used, the same greed for
captives and ransoms is evident. About the only thing that
distinguished the tournament from war was the fact that the death
of a participant was a cause for regret in the tournament. The
tournament also allowed the participants to withdraw into
roped-off safe-areas called recets, Otherwise they were occasions
when no holds were barred.

As a sport, tourneying was a most dangerous activity: in the
level of violence the participants suffered, it was rather like
horseback American football with sharp sticks and no referees.
3 See bibliography of this chapter, page 211,
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There were some elements of it which make the sporting analogy
as irresistible to me as it was to Duby. There were teams dressed in
the same colours and there was a decided team spirit about the
game, with captains, team chants (the war-cry) and regional
loyalties. In a great tournament, as at Lagny in 1180, teams were
grouped into their nominal place of origin by nations: English,
Bretons, Flemings, Normans, and so on. In other ways, though,
the analogy is inadequate to describe more than the underlying
spirit of the tournament. There was no formal objective to be
achieved. The winning side was the one which chased the other
from the field, or that which amassed the greater number of
captives at the end of the day’s fighting. Also, the individual went
in for it for more than the satisfaction of team-spirit and
co-operative endeavour, he went into it to fill his purse.

Few rules governed the tournament field, apart from the feeling
that it was generally bad form to slip away from your captor once
his attention had been drawn away, or steal the horses taken by
another man. The most regulated part of the business was the

taking of ransoms. A man once taken must undertake to pay a
ransom, but that done should be allowed to rejoin the field if he feit
up to it. The Histoire is very hot against bad sportmanship where it
involved ransom, and very particular that it be paid. On the other
hand it is willing to balance this punctiliousness with admiration
for the knight, as William Marshal is said to have been at Joigny
who tempered industry with largesse. At Joigny, the Marshal took
numbers of prisoners as usual, but is said to have distinguished
himself by grandly giving away his winnings.

Men conducted themselves on the twelfth-century tournament
field with the same brutality and ruthlessness as they did on the
battlefield. Since the main justification for the activity was that it
offered an authentic training ground for war, we must not be
surprised at this. There was no particular objection to deploying
whole companies of foot-soldiers to assist in the action, as was
done at the town of Anet on the Norman border in 1176. The
French baron, Simon, castellan of Neauphle, drew up 300 footmen
to cover the retreat of his team. It says a lot for the quality of
armour by this date that William Marshal and the Young King
were able to ride the foot-soldiers down with impunity. William
took advantage of the situation by grasping Simon de Neauphle’s
reins as they passed him (his preferred method of capturing
knights). He and the king rode away, towing Simon behind. He
could do no more than flail around helplessly, deprived of his
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reins. Unfortunately for Simon, he came into contact with a low
beam as William dragged him along and was knocked off his
horse. When William finally drew rein and looked behind him, he
saw only an empty saddle and the king, convulsed with laughter.

Some of the other tactics described as used in tournaments also
appear distinctly unsporting, until we remember that the tourna-
ment field was no less than a rehearsal for battle. When
tournaments began, they began with a general onset of the two
sides. When the massed ranks met with a thudding crash, their
ranks would often disintegrate and a confused mélée follow. The
most successful company was that which kept close together in the
charge and whose cohesion survived into the following scrum. But
Philip of Flanders’ favourite tactic was to avoid the shock of battle
altogether; keep back his men until the tournament had become a
milling throng of individuals and small, lost groups; then ride in
on the fight in a disciplined company and mop up captives at will,
‘The Marshal observed the Count in action. Liking what he saw,
he introduced the same tactic to the Young King’s team. At a
subsequent tournament the Young King pretended that he did not
want to join in and held back from the fray. Later when all the
teams were engaged he charged in on the count of Flanders’ men
with great success, This ploy afterwards became the basis of the
English team strategy.

THE BATTLEFIELD

The tournament being what it was, we can expect even less of the
chivalry of Sidney Painter on the battlefield. Here was a place of
real seriousness. Indeed, it was the field of war that gave the
aristocracy the only warrant for its privileges in the stock view of
contemporary writers. They fought for Christ and for justice while
the clerks offered intercession with God. The peasants who
worked to provide the necessities for both had to console
themselves that they were the foundations of the two shafts which
held up the sky.

The Marshal and his class had ways of alluding to their reason
for existence. On surviving impressions of the Marshal’s seal he
appears represented, as do almost all of his lay contemporaries,
garbed as a knight on horseback. The common image of aris-
tocracy in the late twelfth century was a military one. Since
William 1 had his new seal cut after conquering England it had
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been thought increasingly suitable for a great man or ruler to be
depicted as a horse-soldier. It did not happen all at once. There
was a different, older, idea that a lay lord should be shown in
civilian dress, the military display confined to the sword that was
to represent his power to discipline the evil-doer. Some seals and
all tomb-effigies preserve this more pacific and judicial aristocra-
tic image until the Marshal’s time. But in general, from the
early-twelfth century onwards, it was the atms and accoutrements
of a knight which automatically identified the aristocrat. The
association of ideas had advanced so far by 1200 that just to be a
knight was recognized as qualifying for inclusion in a superior
social group. In the Marshal’s own lifetime this idea had advanced
to the point where a knight, however poor, could still expect to be
addressed as sieur or messire; a form of public deference extended in
the first half of the century only to earls and barons.

Since the great aristocrats had for many generations made war
their profession, this conjunction of ideas is by no means odd. The
oddity lies in the newer idea that the knight was himself noble just
from taking ~~t;ha rite_of yassage of dubbmg, this partxcular
association of . ideas was. a novelty, and it appeared in the
Marsha1_§_ own lifetime. He would not have been averse to the
idea, however. It was partly through people like himself that the
idea came about. Younger sons of barons, such as he was, would
have bridled at the thought that they were not as noble as their
father. If they took up the profession of arms it did not alter their
status, and their presence would enhance the status of the men of
meaner origins they associated with in the mesnies in which they
were employed.

On his seal (and his alleged tomb) we see the Marshal garbed as
a knight would have been at the close of the twelfth century. He
wears the flowing surcoat on which in real life his arms would have
been stitched or embroidered. Beneath are the fine-meshed mail
hauberk and leggings which protected him from spear-points,
arrows and the sharp edge of swords. Beneath that, we know,
would have been a buff-leather or quilted under-robe to deaden
the shock of blows which reached his body. About his shoulder, on
a thong, was his shield, a construction of wood and boiled leather,
painted over with his arms; lighter and smaller than the great
kite-shaped shields of the Conqueror’s army. On his head was a
mail coif, like a balaclava, and over that, by 1200, it would have
been customary to wear a light iron cap, less confining than the
older helmets with nasal which remained the fashion until the end
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of Henry 1r’s reign. For full protection in battle and tournament,
however, the great helm would have been worn that is depicted on
the Marshal’s seal. It was an enveloping iron bucket with eye-slits
and ventilation holes punched in it, laced tightly to his shoulders.
The Histoire has the Marshal wearing one in the 1170s, but that is
perhaps an anachronism; they do not seem to have been in full
fashion till King Richard’s reign.* His sword and light, ashwood
lance completed the Marshal’s war gear.

The Marshal at war was a formidable and, we might also say,
colourful figure: robes of yellow, green and red linen or silk, the
polished steel helmet, gilded clasps and jewels flashing in the
sunlight; one could hardly imagine a more impressjve _military
peacock. The effect of a whole, uniform company of such creatures
must have been a quite deceiving sight. No wonder that the young
Perceval, brought up in ignorance of the world by his mother in a
Welsh forest, was made by Chrétien de Troyes to fall in love with
such military magnificence at first sight, and mistake the first
knights he met for angels.” Contemporary writers, such as Jordan
Fantosme, preserved stirring descriptions of the effect of a
twelfth-century army on the observer. It is colour they often pick
on, the overwhelming effect of the strong colours — red, blue and
white —at a distance. Then there is the added effect of the uniform
accoutrements of the disciplined companies (conrois or constabu-
laria); the shields, the fluttering pennons and thickets »f lances,
which hypnotized the eye. In terms_of visual effect, at least, the
twelfth century fielded more formidable armies than had been
seen in western Europe since the time of Theodosiiis.

We can only wonder, in the moralizing strain adopted by the
older and wiser Guy of Warwick, home from the wars and alone on
a tower of his castle as the sun went down, whether all this
glamour was justified by the result.® Indeed there is nothing

4 'The gyeat helm, as opposed to the lighter helmet, is represented on the seal of
Richard 1 cut for him in 118g. However an early version of the great helm, an
iron cap with a metal mask attached to the front (rather like the Sutton Hoo
helmet), was carved ¢.1160~70 on the military tomb effigy of William Clito,
Count of Flanders, at the abbey of St Bertin, St-Omer, see F Sandford 4
Genealogical History of the Kings of England and Monarchs of Great Britain London

1677 17; E Warlop The Flemish Nubility before 1300 (4 vols) Courtrai 1975-61pl.
fac. 139.

5 Le Conte de Graal l.125-52,
6 Gui de Warewic 11 11.7568-74.
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glamorous in the warfare described by the Marshal’s biographer.
It is a prosaic business of siege, calculated brutality, waste and
trickery. The pattern of the warrior most admired by William
Marshal was his father, John. It would seem from the Hisigire that
the Marshal instructed his young followers in war in examples he
drew from his father’s life. To William, his father provided an
admirable example of a captain and lord. If John Marshal was so
admirable as a soldier, then we have in his son’s stories of him the
particular qualities that he admired.

Courage, particularly in adversity, was plainly one quality to
emulate. Although the Histoire does not admire failure, it could at
least praise the desperate stand of John Marshal in Wherwell
abbey in 1141, holed up in a tower, engulfed in flame and
spattered with molten lead. It was not his fault that he was in such
a pass. He was there because the Angevin army he had joined was
defeated, and he had for once done the generous thing and covered
the retreat of the empress. Such was the reward for the truly
self-sacrificing chevalier; he was sacrificed. The Histoire preferred
that its heroes did not get in such desperate straits. It admired far
more the cunning that could turn possible disaster to triumph.
John Marshal was admired for his address in luring the dangerous
mercenary, Robert fitz Hubert, into captivity in his castle, under
smiling assurances that he was in fact planning an alliance with
him. The Histoire chuckles over John’s dawn ambush of King
Stephen’s force, just as it emerged, unarmed, from its base to
destroy him; fooled by his deceptive assurance that he had too few
men to resist the king. Most praise went to John for edging out of a
losing military situation by a strategic capitulation; putting aside
his wife and taking instead the sister of his great enemy to form an
alliance. William Marshal himself was a by-product of this
particular stratagem, son of this politic marriage.

Like father, like son. John Gillingham has described better than
I can the various deceptions and brutalities that the Marshal
perpetrated in his long, military career. The Marshal’s wars were
not usually the sort of full-dress affairs for which tournaments
were the preparation. “The kind of war William fought — and by
definition this was the kind of war the best knights fought — was a
war full of ravaging, punctuated quite often by attacks on
strong-points but only rarely by pitched battles.”” The Histoire
describes seventeen sieges, but only three or four battles (depend-
ing on how seriously Drincourt is taken as a battle). The Marshal,
7 Gillingham 12.
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only took the field in two pitched battles in all his long life.

The chevauchée (the word is employed by the Histoire) was the
principal horror that war inflicted on the land. It was the
systematic pillaging and burning of enemy land by a raiding
column of knights and sergeants. It enriched one side at the
expense of the other, and put pressure on the enemy. Although, as
Mt Gillingham points out, there is good evidence that the author
of the Histoire was well aware of the idea of the war of attrition and
the pressure of economic damage on resources, such warfare was
also a denial of the enemy’s lordship: he could not protect his
people and this was a grief to him {as the plundering of
Netherwent by the Welsh was a matter of grief to the Marshal).
There was otherwise no feeling that this, the seedy side of war, was
anything but honourable.

Self-control in battle, as much as in the king’s hall, was also
admired in this age. It was a more sophisticated age than it is given
credit for being. By the twelfth century warfare was the professed
occupation of an aristocracy that was also becoming literate and
articulate. It was a century that saw for the first time for a long
time magnates as well as kings who turned to the pen and the
written word for the purposes of propaganda, administration,
correspondence and, indeed, amusement. Even the Marshal did
not escape the influence of this movement although, unlike
Geoffrey fitz Peter and many of the court of the kings he served, as
well as the kings themselves, he was not in any way literate. It may
be that the Marshal was untypical among his generation in being
unlettered; in which case his biography (again, the product of a
lettered laity) may have grossly distorted our picture of the barons
of his day. There is every reason to see the twelfth century as the
first in northern Europe since the eclipse of Rome in which there
was an aristocracy which prized learning amongst its members as
much as military proficiency,

A military aristocracy that also cultivated and admired learning
was going to find much to interest it in that earlier age. Mr
Gillingham, in his writings, has proven how widespread amongst
the twelfth-century aristocracy were the maxims of Vegetius, the
fourth-century writer on warfare. Intelligent, instructed soldiers
would fight with more considered and mannered tactics than the
popular picture of all-in knightly mélées would accommodate.
Head-down charges, as we have already seen on the tournament
field, were not the way that the leading captains won the day.
They held back, deceived their adversaries and probed for a weak
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point before committing themselves. Only then could the morale
of the well-disciplined mesnie be used to full advantage. The same
was true on campaign. All was feint and movement. A full-scale
battle was rarely entered on, for the result might be uncomfortably
decisive and irretrievable. Battles, as at Lincoln in 1217, were for
desperate men. Otherwise, as when a determined Count Baldwin
of Flanders met King Philip of France in 1197 outside an invested
city, one did not fight unless the odds were overwhelmingly in your
favour. Philip drew off from the belligerent Flemings and lef:t th.e
city to its fate. The Histoire did not criticize him for this, it
complimented him on his sense. Again, the Histoire co'ndemned the
Emperor Otto for unnecessarily taking on the retreating F r?nch at
Bouvines in 1214. Ifhe had just waited he would have obtan}ed as
good a result as if he had met and destroyed the French. As.lt was
the emperor’s decision, and its unexpected result, cost him his
throne and lost Normandy to John for goed.

The Marshal knew, partly from his father and partly from
experience, the burden of one of Vegetius’s maxims as well as if h'e
had read it: ‘courage is worth more than numbers, and speed is
worth more than courage’. As at Cilgerran in 1204 he knew the
value of surprise and the confusion it might cause. To achieve it,
he and his contemporaries would march at night, pretend to
disperse to deceive the enemy to do likewise, or use the unconge-
nial winter season to stage unexpected strikes and raids.’ There
was a premium placed on disciplined and reliable reconnaissance
to try to minimize the danger of being caught off guard.. The
Marshal time and again gave lessons on this. Local intelligence
and informers were a necessary complement to scouts. As much as
could be was done to avoid being taken off guard by the enemy.

This was the way that men fought in the twelfth century if thr?y
were wise and experienced. Warfare the“n‘y_z;rs‘_r;g_t:chivalrops’ in
quite the way Painter and Duby would have us b_eheve. The ‘:'VOI'-d
‘chivalry’ (chevalerie) appears a couple of times in ‘the h{z;to’zre: it
describes the action of knighting, and it describes virtuosity in the
military games outside Winchester in 1141. The adjectx\‘fe. for
proper and commendable conduct in the Hi..ttazrfe, as Mr Gilling-
ham points out, is corteis (courtly); it is an adjective associated b_y
the author with God himself. Used at a more mundane level it
appears when King Richard fell in with one of the Marshal’s
schemes for deceiving Philip and ravaging his lands; he congratu-
lated William with the compliment that he was molt corteis. The
twelfth century was such an age that could equate ingenious
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trickery and stern attrition with the word ‘courtly’; and it did so
because those were the qualities that it admired: sterness to an
enemy and cleverness in the craft of war. Giving the enévmy a
sporting chance was a perversion of a later age. William Marshal
would have gaped at the chivalrous French captain at the battle
of Fontenoy who invited the English line to open fire first, and

would have judged the catastrophic result to be no more than the
man deserved.

JROSEW:

Chapter s
LABONEFINVATOUT

The Histoire does not in general worry too much about the
Marshal’s spiritual state. He was a good man, and God loves good
men. The Marshal’s soul only occupies the author’s attention at
the point he and his paymasters would have considered appropri-
ate: his deathbed. Nonetheless it is surprising, and unaccountable,
that he does not mention any of the Marshal’s several, expensive
religious foundations, save one. Curiously, the one foundation
inspired by the Marshal that the author does see fit to place in his
narrative is one that cost him little. After the sea-battle in the
Channel in 1277 that destroyed the French fleet, the Marshal
expressed a wish that a hospital might be built at the port of
Sandwich. It was to be dedicated to St Bartholomew on whose
feast day the battle had been fought. However it was neither built
on Marshal lands nor with Marshal funds, but with the prize-
money taken from the French, T can only guess that the hospital’s
foundation escaped the editor’s knife because it made a neat full
stop to the story of the battle that saved Henry ur's throne. The
Marshal’s other religious foundations were but unnecessary
digressions to the author.

But pious grants aside, the text of the Histoire is nonetheless
saturated by remembrances of God, even between deathbeds. We
may take this as an accurate reflection of the degree of open
religion displayed by the Marshal’s circle. There was no mocking
{except of the household clerks) nor was there indifference. ‘God
for the Marshal!” was the cry of the Marshal’s men. God was ever
present and was particularly to be called on in a crisis, or at the
lowest level, invoked in oaths (‘By the Sword of God!” was an
fittingly military one used by the Marshal). The narrative has
occasional asides which demonstrate a strong sensibility of the
workings of God in the world: ‘My lords, itis no nonsense that God
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