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this beginning : Pfemysl Otakar 1 (1198-1230), Wenceslas I (1230-1253),
and Premysl Otakar II (1253-1278). Only two or three Bohemian towns
received their founding charters from Pfemysl Otakar I, but most of the
jmportant towns of Moravia, five in number, date back to his time.
His son, Wenceslas I, seems to have been responsible for the founding
of eight towns in Bohemia, and under Pfemysl Otakar II no less than
21 places joined the number of the royal cities, while at the same time
both temporal and ecclesiastical lords established dependent towns on
their territories 2.

Especially with Pfemysl Otakar II this founding of cities became a
planned and deliberate activity. The main reasons for it were economic.
The cities, all of them endowed with marketing privileges, often also
with brewing rights and special rights for the levying of tolls and storage
fees, were in turn rich sources of tax-income for the crown 4 This was
especially true for the centers of mining, mainly silver mining, such as
Kolin and Céslav, in Bohemia, Jihlava in Moravia. Foremost among
these mining towns however was Bohemia’s second city all through
the late Middle Ages : beautiful Kutnd Hora 5. As mining centers these
towns had already existed by the first half of the 13th century, but it
was again Pfemysl Otakar 1T who gave the city charter to Céslav ®,
and confirmed the older charter of Kutna Hora. Special mining laws
were granted first to Jihlava and soon afterwards also to Kutna Hora by
Wenceslas II (1278-1305) 7. It was under the last-named king that Kutna
Hora began its long career as the most often besieged, the most fought-
over city of the kingdom °. The German king Albert I, unwilling to see
Wenceslas rule over both Bohemia and Poland, invaded Bohemia in 1304
and immediately marched on Kutnd Hora, without, however, being
able to conquer the strong fortress L

While the economic gains resulting from the existence of cities surely
formed the main reason for this founding activity of the Pfemyslide
kings, there was in all likelihood also a political motivation. The position
of the crown had still been somewhat shaky in the 12th century, partly
because of constant disputes between members of the dynasty over the
succession, partly owing to the still undiminished strengh of the great
baronial houses. But with Pfemysl Otakar I primogeniture was firmly
established and the central power of the king strengthened as against
the competing claims of the high nobility **. In this situation the rise

3. See ZvcHa, of. cil., PD. 20 fi.
4. See e g ]J. CELAKOVSKY, Privilegia civitatum pragensium (Prague, 1886),
passim.

5. See A. HORACEK, Kutnohorsko (Prague, 1911), P. 10.

2 K. CERMAK, Gdslavsko (Prague, 1911), pp. 69 ff.

7. HorACEK, loc. cit.

8. See, among others, chapter 1in J. SiMEx’s Kutnd Hora v. XI.a XVI. stolett

(Kutné Hora, 1907).
9. See about this development J. SUSTA, Soumrak Premyslovei, (Ceské d&jiny

11, 1), (Prague, 1935), pp- 645 ff.
To. On him see the relevant passages in V. Novorny's Cechy krdlovské v XIII.

stolett (Ceské déjiny I, 3).
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of towns, new and strong centers independent from the barons and their
castles, proved to be an advantage which, while perhaps accidental in the
reigns of Pfemysl Otakar I and Wenceslas I, can hardly have escaped the
attention of Pfemysl Otakar II. In all likelihood it was at least an
additional motive for the zeal with which, during most of the 25 years
of his reign, the king continued founding additional cities throughout
the length and breadth of his realm 1. But even if the political weake-
ning of the high nobility should have been a by-product of, rather than
a reason for, the founding of towns, the nobility saw in it a danger and
felt increasingly antagonistic to him. It was largely the rebellion of
part of the Czech nobility which fatally weakened Premysl Otakar when
he had to defend his extended empire — it stretched all the way down
to the Adriatic Sea — against the new German king Rudolf of Habsburg22,

The rebellion of the nobility against their liege lord, a man who was
§urely_arpong the greatest rulers of his country, ended a period of successful
imperialist conquest and one in which the Crown of St. Wenceslas occu-
pied a truly commanding position in Central Europe, a position not
suc(?e‘ssfully re-established till the time of Charles IV. Yet the Czech
nobility might have claimed that its action was, at least partly, motivated
by patriotism, or perhaps rather by a feeling for the Czech nation, the
lingua bohemica '®., TFor the Premyslide empire as it existed around
1270 — when for once Shakespeare’s ‘“ Bohemia by the Sea’ was a
historical reality — contained such a large proportion of Germans and
Italians that, had it lasted, it would have been much more difficult for
the Czechs to preserve their nationality. More clearly apparent, however
to the Czech barons of the time as well as to the hindsight of history)
was another imminent threat to the survival of this Slavonic nationj
It was the huge movement of German colonists which in the form of
agricultural settlements had started essentially in the 12th century
but which had increased and had been extended into the newly founded
cities in the 13th century *. While the first named wave of immi-

11. ZYCHA (o0p. cit., P. 277) expresses the opinion that the creation -
weight balancing the power of the barons w:fs only the result, not th%fguigggge;f
these Czech kings most responsible for the founding. of cities, but especially as
Ptemysl Otakar II is concerned he finds himself in disagreement with most histo-
rians “ého ?a‘ée written on that question.

12. See J. SUSTA, op. cif., pp. 205, 212 ff., and for the back N 4
Rozmach eské moci za Premysla IT g)ta/mm, Ceské déjiny I, 4, pggof;lg;l f}r b

13. See on this early nationalism of the Czech nobility of the 13th century
the so-called ‘Chrgmcle of Dalimil, actually a rhymed account of the events of
these and earlier times by a nobleman written at the beginning of the 14th century
An evaluation of his work in English is to be found in F. Litzow’s Lectures on the
Historians of Bohemia (London, 1905), pp. 14 fi.

14. The standard work on the German colonization is by J. V. SiMAK, Némeckd
Kolonisace zemi Ceskych v stfedovéku, vol. 5 of part I of the great Czech history
(Ceské déjiny) edited by Novotny and Krofta and published by Laichter, Prague
The problem is also dealt with, in the same great work, by V. Novotnj,? in I 4'
PP- 461-499, containing a short bibliography to the problem (pp. 475-487). A géoci
survey in English is to be found in S. Harrison THOMSON's Czechoslovakia in Euro-
pean History, 2nd edition, (Princeton, 1954) pp. 130 ff. The theory propounded
and later defended quite belligerently, by B. BrerHoLZ (first in his Geschichte
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gration had begun to push a ring of German-speaking people across
the borders of Bohemia into the fringes of the country, the urban settle-
ments of Germans were by no means limited to the border districts.
Indeed it was German traders and, to a lesser extent, German craftsmen
who formed the more important elements of the new city population
even in Prague 15, and it was German miners whose skill provided Kutnd
Hora and most of the other mining towns with their valuable silver ores.
Bohemia’s city civilization, during the 13th century, was essentially
German, and if elsewhere, too, the baron looked askance at the newly
acquired riches and strength of the burgher, he had even more reason
to do so in Bohemia where the burgher was, more often than not, an
alien, an immigrant, or at least the descendant and heir of one.

Nevertheless the power and self-confidence of the German patricians,
especially in the two great cities of Prague and Kutna Hora, grew steadily
during the last decades of the Pfemyslide period, and did not diminish
when, with the death of Wenceslas III at the tender age of 17, this oldest
of Europe’s Slavic dynasties became extinct in its male line. The struggle
over the succession gave another chance to the cities to assert themselves
though they had as yet no clear legal claim to a place in the electing
diets 18, The short episode of Rudolf’s kingship 7 was followed by
another, only moderately longer interimrule, that of Henry of Carynthia
(1307-1310), one of Wenceslas II's sons in law, under whose weak rule a
veritable civil war broke out with the cities and the high nobility as the
main actors, and with the king throwing an ineffectual support to the
side of the cities 8. Again the nobility, as it had done at the time of
Premysl Otakar II, took its stand against the king, and Henry lost
his crown to John Count of Luxemburg, son of the Roman Emperor
Henry VIL.

If this was a set-back for the cities, it was not in any way permanent.
Their representatives, especially those of Prague, already took a cons-
picuous part in the coronation festivities for the young king . More
important, this knight errant who wore the crown of St. Wenceslas, this
noble adventurer who found satisfaction only in war and who eventually,

Béhmens und Mdhvens bis zum Ausstevben dev PPemysliden, Miinchen -Leipzig,
1912) according to which the German settlements in Bohemia were not the result of
immigration during the Middle Ages but date back to ancient, that is pre-Slav
times, has long been refuted by Czech historians (first by J. Susta, Novy Anti-
palacky, Cesky &asopis historicky XIX, pp. 420 ff.) and after that also by some
German historians of Bohemia such as Zycha (' Eine neue Theorie tiber die Her-
kunft der Deutschen in Béhmen ”, in Mitteilungen des Vereins fiiv Geschichte der
Deutschen in Bohmen, LIII, pp. 1 fi).

15. To be mentioned here is especially the so-called Sobieslavum, that is, the
document of privileges granted to the German merchant settlers of Prague early
in his reign by Sobéslav II (1173-1189), Premysl I Otakar’s elder brother. See

ELAKOVAKY, op. cit.

16. See Susta, op. cit., p. 695, and ZVCHA, Ubey den Ursprung der Stidte in
Béhmen, p._591.

17. See SusTa, op. cit., pp. 705-718. .

18. See the chapter on Henry of Carinthia in Susta’s Kvdl cizinec (Ceské aéfiny
II, 2).

19. Ibid., p. 152.

HISTOIRE 2 6
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blind and tied to his horse, died a hero’s death in the Battle of Crécy,
was all through_ his reign more in need of money than any of his predel
cessors. The cities, already by far the greatest source of income for the
crown, WOL}Id go far in their readiness to help, provided they received
co_rrespondlng rights and concessions ®. Thus it was during John's
reign (1310_—1 346) that city autonomy as well as city influence on public
affairs received a firmer and more regularized status. OId rights, privi-
lc:,ges and monopolies were confirmed, new ones granted. For t]:xe first
time — at Domalilice in 1331 — we find documentary evidence for the
participation of cities at one of the great diets of the kingdom 21.  And
while the demand of the city of Prague for the right to build a city hall
as the permanent seat of city government, addressed in 1296 to Wen:
ceslas II, had been refused, the same demand was granted in 1338 b
John 2. Prague was also one of the first cities where the city judgi
(whose title  rychtdf " was, as the institution, ot German origin) ceased
to b.e the king’'s representative and thereby the highest administrative
of_’ﬁmal.. He was, however, still appointed by the king. Only begin-
ning with the Hussite Wars was he elected by the city council to this
important office, and only in 1439 was this right officially recognized by
fnhe king (then Albert II) 2. The limitation of the functions of the cit
judge eventually became the normal state of things, but it was not til%
the 15th century Fhat this can be said of all the cities of Bohemia. Their
town law was, in its origins, German, partly reflecting the influence of the
famous Magdeburg town law, partly — and this is true in the case of
Prague — the town law of Niirnberg . Yet it seems that, especiall
by some of the German historians of Bohemia, too much has Jbeen madg
of this apparent dependence on German law as part of German cultufe
The Bohemian cities, in the 14th century when they were still dominate{i
by the German Patricians, and still more after the thorough Czechization
that occu}"red early in the 15th century, formed and constantly deve-
loped their own law without feeling bound very closely by those codes
that h;d been laid down originally in Magdeburg or elsewhere in Ger-
many 2.

Even after the king had ceased to have his representative, in the form
of the city judge, in each royal town, the cities were still under the control
of a high royal official : the sub-chamberlain (‘podkomori, subcamerarius)
one of the court positions usually held by a member of the high nobility’
It was h1_s task, among other things, to confirm (or withhold recognition.
of) elections to all elective city offices, especially to the city councils.

20. Susta, Karel TV. Otec a syn. 1333-1346 (C ji
21 gee {;O’%j,gs regum Bahemz'czmm%f%, p?’;og. e Gty IL 9. 70: 2997
22. See V. VOJTISEK, Z. minulosti nasi Prahy, (Prague, 1
nul A , 1019), . 105 ff.
ppzi' 688667?)}: V. ToMEk, Déjepis vésta Prahy (Prague 1855) gagncli)plateg, vol. VI,
24. See V. VoITiSEK, Z prdvnich déjin Ceskoslovenskych mé
passim, and B. MENDL, Tak #ecend novimbershé R ague ),
akadamie véd a uméni, tf. I, c. 86, (Pr;.gu:,niéagff)’jdw Pl Gechilal, Rozpravy ceské
25. See J. Susta, Karel IV. Otec a syn (Ceské déjiny 11, 3) p. 50.
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In matters concerning Prague and Kutnd Hora, however, the king
would usually reserve such decisions to himself, and in the case of a small
number of towns, most of them along the Upper Elbe river and first in
rank among them Hradec Krdlové, the last word was with the Queen.

While, with the abolition of the administrative duties of the city
judge, the mayor (purkmistr) took over the position of highest adminis-
trative city official, he was usually only primus inter pares, and only in
rare cases do we find a city mayor making history by acting indepen-
dently of, or against, his city council 26 But it would be wrong to inter-
pret this fact, at least during most of the 14th century, as showing much
democracy at work. Rather it was an oligarchy, with the expression
plutocracy hardly out of place #. There was usually a limited number
of families, most or all of them of German origin, who were able to
preserve a monopolistic grip on all the influential city offices and espe-
cially on the membership of the city councils. These old patrician
families, the *“ Geschlechter ", considere themselves equal to the
nobility, especially as they succeeded in amassing respectable landed
properties. They did not find much difficulty in intermarrying at least
with the lower nobility, the knights and squires. But such intermarriage
was not infrequently the first step toward Czechization, sometimes
hinted at by the fact that a Czech place name (from the property owned)
was added to the German name traditional with the family *. Some
such families then could survive the fierce onslaught on the German
ruling classes that occurred during the Hussite Revolution, even as the
majority of the *“ Geschlechter ” had to save themselves by emigration 2.

But the process by which the Czechs gained (or regained) control of the
important urban centers of their country did not begin with that violent
upheaval. The Hygsite Revolution was rather the climax of a develop-
ment which, as a ﬁenomenon of social change and of growing nationa-
lism, had been in full swing several decades earlier. Just as later the
Dutch, the English-Puritan and the French revolutions, so the Czech
revolution of 1419 was to a large extent the result of a period of vigorous
growth and prosperity of a middle class no longer satisfied with the role
hitherto allotted to it. In this sense then it was, at least partially and
perhaps indirectly, a consequence of that Golden Age of Bohemia, as the
reign of Charles IV (1346-1378) is known *°, an age that, in some ways,
continued through the earlier years of the reign of his oldest son and
successor Wenceslas IV (1378-1419).

26. For one such case, reported from Budé&jovice (the mayer or primator, a
Czech, got into conflict with the German majority of the city council), see E. DROBIL
and J. SAKAR, Budéjovicko a Hlubocko (Prague 1911) p. 9.

27. See SusTa, Krdl cizinec (Ceshé déjiny 11, 2, p. 292).

28. See TOMEK, op. cit., I, pp. 280 ff., and 11, pp. 415 ff.

29. See SCHURER, op. cif., P: 49.
30. The standard work on Charles IV and his time are the volumes by Susta in

the second part of the great Ceské déjiny edited by Novotny and Krofta. Among
English presentations see D. B. JARRETT, Charles IV (London, 1932), and the two
chapters (by Krofta and W. T. Waugh) in vol. VII of the Cambridge Medieval

History.
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The economic prosperity of Bohemia, and in the first place of Bohe-
mia’s cities, was largely the result of the growth, there as elsewhere in
Europe, of early capitalism. But there were a number of reasons why
Bohemia should, at this time, have achieved a higher level of material,
and perhaps also of spiritual, growth than the rest of Central or Eastern
Europe. Bohemia was, under the strong and wise hands of this great
ruler, far more unified and politically stabilized than, for instance, the
neighboring Reich whose tendency toward increasing disintegration
Charles IV could, as emperor, only slow down but not stop. Charles’
economic policy, anticipating, as some of his other policies, the attitude
of Enlightened Absolutism, shows at least some of the basic ideas of
Mercantilism (or Colbertism, as his most thorough biographer has called
it) 3. Basic to this however was the fact, that he radically broke with
his father’s spendthrift habits, that he increased the power and standing
of the Bohemian Crown almost exlusively by peaceful means, and that
he was therefore able to use his increasing income for essentially pro-
ductive causes. (An exception was the large moneys spent for certain
devotional purposes such as the purchase of relics). He received this
income not just from taxation. There was also the still increasing
yields of Bohemia’s silver-mines, first among them those of Kutnd
Hora, which had, on a somewhat earlier and more primitive level, the
same effect upon Bohemia’s general economic development as had the
precious metals of the New World upon Western Europe in the 16th
century. From it the king received regular payments which made him
less dependent on the willingness of the estates, still essentially influenced
by the high nobility, to vote him taxes. To supervise the mining and
minting at Kutnd Hora in the interest of the city, the country and the
King, Charles created in 1363 the special office of Mint Master (magister
monetae) which carried with it the governorship over the city and became
a highly rewarding, and highly desired, position 32,

The rich creativeness of the Carolinian age is expressed in the archi-
tectural treasures of many a Bohemian city. It was during his reign,
for instance, that Kutnd Hora, fairly bristling with civic pride, began
building the great, cathedral-like church of St. Barbara, surely one of the
most imposing, most exciting creations of the late Gothic spirit to be
found anywhere in Europe . But it was, of course, his residence, the
capital city of Prague, that received Charles’ foremost attention and
bears to this day the powerful imprint of his creative personality : the
Cathedral of St. Vitus which he started building, the new bridge across
the Vltava which has survived the storms of six centuries, the oldest
buildings (the so-called Carolinum) of the University which he founded,
and innumerable other great buildings, temporal and ecclesiastical,
which arose during his reign and give the Gothic Prague its character to
this day. More important than all these was the founding of the New

31. J. Susta, Karel IV. Za cisaFskou korunow (Ceské déjiny 11, 4) p. 250.
32. HorALEEK, op. cit, p. I1.
33. See about its history ¢bid., pp. 30 ff.
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Town, built in a wide ark around the original “ Great Town ’,’, on the
right bank (as opposed to the Small Town "’ or “ Small Side "’ on t?e
left bank, below the HradZany hill bearing the great r(_)yal castle). In
the job of town-planning that went into the builc'hng of this great borough,
just about doubling the size of the older capital, Charles took a very
personal part, differing in this way from the earlier c1tvy-bu11ders amoInIg
his royal ancestors (including his great-grandfather Pfemysl Otakar II)
who had left the detailed work of the townplanning to the men.whom
they granted the right to build : the so-called locators 3. The ex1sten§e
of the New Town, however, had important consequences far beyond the
question of city-building and planning. It changed the character of this
great center of the kingdom. In the Old Town as well as in the Small
Side the rule of the ““ Geschlechter ”* had long been taken for granted.
The New Town was, almost from the beginning, p]z"edpmmantly_Czecl}.
There were no old German families. The wast majority of_ the 1nha.1;;—
tants, including the wealthiest and therefore most influential people %,
belonged to the craftsmen in whose 1‘_a.nk Fhe Czechs had long be:n
competing with the Germans. Beginning with the yea1; 1356 the city
council of the New Town had a clear majority of Czechs *. _
But this was not an isolated phenomenon. Almost since the begin-
ning of the century the competition forced upon the .Czech people by 1§he
German immigrants in almost every field had done its work of spurring
the Slav inhabitants to greater efforts and higher achievements. At the
time of Charles it was no longer possible for the Germans to lpok down
upon the Czechs, yet they were most reluctant everywhere to give up the
monopoly position they held, and sometime soon aft‘er 1350, in a letter
confirming the privileges of the royal town of Beroun mn Cen‘;ral Bohemia,
Charles felt it necessary to stipulate that half of the twelve city councilors
1d always be of Czech nationality *. _
ShoTl;lere is, i};ldeed, no doubt that the position of the Czeo.:h People in the
cities of Bohemia was immeasurably strengtl_lened in this time of Caro-
linian glory, and that especially the urban m c.ldle class — the craftsmen
— had gained in numbers, in experience, in self confidence and in
influence. Yet it would be quite wrong to assume that Charles delibe-
rately tried to weaken the position of the old patrician families with
their German background. True, in one case (Breslau) where 32 mem-
bers of the ‘ Geschlechter ” had established themselves as life-long
councilors Charles intervened and (in 1348) ordered yearly elections to be

i i i i lanning of the

. Apart from the detailed discussion of the founding and p |
N83\:3 ‘I‘ogvn in Susta's great work (Ceské déjiny 1L, 4, PP- 58 ff.) the best E?tm:llsle
evaluation is probably Schiirer's (op. ¢if., PP- 68 fi.). See also TOMEK, op. &b, 1L,

., 219 ff. o
pp3. 51. ff?ﬁl?lgitizenship was, at this time, still dependent on fairly high property

qualifications (the minimum was ten threescores of grode, the equivalent of several
d dollars). See Susta, op. cit,, IV, p. 245,

hugg.reZI V%I;I;J?:R, Déjiny iem.:sil @ obchodu v Cechdch v XIV. a v XV. stolet,
e, 1906), P. 234 _ ) .

(PgafuPublgish)edpby %24 Scuiecuk in Casopis archiv, 8koly V, 1927, P. 15T, as quoted

by SusTa, op. cit, IV, p. 251
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{f;;ﬁs;afgi;gidt:ét glut thi::,i was only to safeguard royal control. Essen-
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by ; particular he distrusted and frowned
organizational instrument used b rdoto b
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i ]in}é i f?optt It;:iSI.dr’ch centuéry (:3}91 But while John had done little or
‘ movement, Charles IV it in hi i
: L s 1V, quite early in his rule,
b(;chsrg olft is.ss nic(;meth;p%_ of a revolutionary trend which in r;dedi‘tcirg;d
"  monopolistic practices, was responsible in his e ’
E:etqf ;he price level that ‘ha.d occurred around 1350 40, Thi:;sifloi th;
b ;’;eth ;:;;:551655 thie gllds in Hradec Krdlové, Chrudim and Mgs?t
ear excluded craftsmen from the cit i ,
even though individual craftsmen had sl
. been elected into th i
the Old Town intermittentl i it e
: tently ever since 1296 41, It cannot be sai
S}gart‘isn (:leva.s% q}tlntf_ consistent in this policy which anyhow weniazllgajtillllzz
: of the time. Nor was he successful, The gi
' ' ilds, at th
?lllse yrt;}lza vgc;:; c;icﬁed{)y stronger and more thorouggly (_)rga.nich{3 lela?rf
e beginning, and during the rei f
there was no longer ano i s the e
Lo Mas. powerfil, y question of suppressing them. They had
i’ zgtazhésfirgg)t;l di‘in not come (;bout without a great deal of internal
d . open and bloody rebellion of i inst
the patricians took place i i 4 <t e
place in Brno in the very year of W ’ i
and other similar moves followed, i hormia itself aq el o s
: , in Bohemia itself 1 i
other countries belongin i o the e Pt
ging to the Bohemian Crown, till in th
! : : i e year b
\O?ggi(;iiasbdeath, in 1‘41.8, a rebelhon replaced the patrician c)gty coiﬁ);el
et 1_11 y one consisting entirely of gild members, an act in the course
o i:;f:liazn(éf .the 1former ratsherren were killed. Wenceslas
: d irresolute and often inclined to favor th ;
:t[:)(;)rlz r:;r;?lng his subjects, forgave the bloodshed and permittfr:d tlfe 11'(3:‘1‘;:;
e }111; f%:fl?irrllg But tltl_e revenge of the patricians was only pots-
. executioner was Sigismund, King of the R
i};inofhguziiaéiy,bx\,’};i shc\);[ld have succeeded to the th%one OF Botl)lr:;?::
Dbrother Wenceslas IV died on August 16
3:}??}}11 ;4})20, while Szgismund held court at Breslau,g twent};—t;fcg.mln
e dea,at‘h b(;eI; 13\,01:.3(} in the rebellion of 1418 were arrested condemn::iI
ourt of patricians from other Silesi :
e by - ilesian towns, and -
::i(ii o nstlgtismund might not have acted with so much disp;ltc}(;x‘cﬁld
ght not have looked on with so much pleasure at the multiple de;capi‘

38. ébid., P. 248.
39. See B. MENDL, « Pod i Sesky ;
ol Z.SWINTER, - ngc};ﬁti{g{;‘lgﬁmh cechy, Cesky fasopis historicky XX XIII, 1927,
40. SUSTA, op. cit., IV, p. : i ]
4; L?MZKE; i gp‘z%%sagx‘i Z. WINTER, op. cit., pp. 201 ff.
42. Magdeburger Schoppenchronik i
viii s . : , ed. Hegel, in Chroniken d i
pi A ézgm 3;:,2; ar&d Windecke, Denkwiirdigkeiten zuy Geschicktzugcher e
, ed. Altmann, (Berlin, 1893) p. 30. s Zeiltaters
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tation, if the rebellion of Breslau had not reminded him of the much more
thorough, much more dangerous rebellion of Prague, a rebellion which
had indeed developed into a major revolution, shaking the country
and even daisputing his, Sigismund's, right to inherit the Crown of Bohe-
mia. He was involved in the Hussite Wars which were to last for
seventeen years and which were to change profoundly the whole cha-
racter of Bohemia’s society, and especially of that of her cities.

11

The Hussite Revolution cannot be explained merely as the result of
the social frictions that had developed in the course of the 14th century.
They were only one of at least three important factors contributing to
this great movement which, in its long term results, was as creative as it
was destructive in some of its immediate effects. Beside the revolt of
the artisan and craftsman (helped by the day laborer) against the patri-
cian there was the revolt of the Czech against the German trying to
maintain his monopoly position. And above all there was the resistance
of a great religious movement, symbolized by the Chalice (the cup for the
laity), uniting large segments of all classes of the nation against the
deadly reproach of heresy #. This meant resistance to the great official
organization of the Chuch of Rome, resistance to the Roman King who
invaded the land of his birth as the sword-bearer of a crusade, resistance
to that minority of Czechs, especially noblemen, who were faithful
to (and usually had vested interests in) the old state of things.

The question was : who would organize this resistance ? In a country
in which government had essentially rested upon either a tug of war or a
compromise between King and barons — who would now organize a
government without king at a time when the barons were split in their
loyalties and politics ? The answer was . the cities, and first and fore-
most among them the city of Prague.

The task was made much more difficult by the circumstances under
which it was undertaken. The government of the nation, and especially
the conduct of the defensive war against Sigismund and his crusading
armies, had to be organized while there were internal tensions and
frictions in abundance. The great majority of the Germans, in Prague

_ While the Hussite revolution is treated with prominence in every major
history of Bohemia from Palacky onward, and while there is a large monographic
literature on it, there has been no up-to-date treatment of the whole movement
in any language for many decades. The newest approach to it, and factually
still important while in other ways rather obsolete, is vol. IV of TOMEK's great
history of Prague (Déjepis mésta Prahy), also published, in its second edition, as a
separate work under the title Déjiny valek husitskych (Prague, 1898). In the great
(eské déjiny started by Novotny, the volume on this period (1419-1437), in pre-
paration by F. M. BarTOS, has not yet come out. In western languages the work
by F. von BEzoLD, Kdnig Sigmund und die Reichshricge gegen die Hussiten, (Munich,
1872) ; E. DENIs, Huss et la guerre des Hussites, (Paris, 1878) ; and F. LuTZOW,
The Hussite Wars (London, 1914), are all somewhat out of date.
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as well as 1 iti
as In many other cities, had taken their stand with Sigismund

and the C i
s ?:;C?i tc;isRome against the Hussite creed and its protagonist
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Proene It wasghi Slzm?_ all the forces the revolution could muster 'Ic:
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i e o conomic communism. While they receivedp exe
rural and the urban population their main sign?ggsr?cr;

44. See the chronicle of L
ed. Goll, vol. V, S of Lawrence of Brezova, in Fonte :
years cg e revé]ﬁfigzl_' This chronicle is one of the mairf ;g;@;ﬁ;sligi;e&tgag:r%
45. On Jacobellus, see F %
(Prague, 192 , see . M. BarToS, Literdrnt éin y
NEJEDLY, %e’?f)'éathﬁﬁ?ki%‘é‘;'pﬁ’“m Jakoubek 22 Stribra J}%ﬁgfi“i’;‘; 3 iy
46. For a monographi vu, vol. 11, (Prague, 1913) g 3 A S
discussion) see th § aphic treatment of Zelivsky N
; tailed luati ; (outside the purel ligi
(chudina) by F E - d evaluation of his role as a leader of . e
. . ; the Pra
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for the time up to I434 Was their ability to mobilize a growing number
of the provincial towns as carriers of the religious and national ideas
of the revolution. At this early time their growth did not yet seem
incompatible with the leading role of Prague; on the contrary the
alliance with the brotherhoods was of great advantage to Prague and
Hussitism, especially as first the Taborite sect or brotherhood (inclu-
ding the elder cities of southern and south-western Bohemia which
came under its influence) and later also the Orebites had put themselves
under the military leadership of an elderly, one-eyed squire who happened
to be both a great organizer and a military genius of the first order : Jan
#iska of Trocnov ¥ It was the alliance of Prague, largely led by
Zelivsky and supported by small contingents of some Hussite noblemen,
with the forces of Tabor, led by 7i7ka, which achieved the miracles of the
early years of the revolution. The most important of these were the
successful defense of Prague against the enormous international armies
led by Sigismund in the First Crusade, in the spring and early summer
of 1420 (there were, altogether, to be five such crusades), and the con-

the first half of 1421, of most of the important

quest or liberation, in
cities of Bohemia. In the course of the great spring campaign of 1421

the city government of Prague established itself effectively as the supreme
power in the land. All the towns that had either been conquered or

that had voluntarily submitted now signed treaties of allegiance to

Prague ‘8, and Prague appointed its own gOVernors, usually members

of the lower nobility who had taken service with the capital earlier.
Jika, the general of the Taborites without whose help this success
could not have been achieved, did not object to this policy as long as the
towns of the Taborite federation (as well as a few other cities such as

7atec and Hradec Kralové, that is, the regional centers of the northwest

and northeast) could maintain their autonomy-. Meantime it was taken

for granted that the city councilors of Prague should conduct the foreign
om, that they should send ambassadors to foreign

policy of the kingd,
countries such as Poland and Lithuania among whose princes they

hoped to find 2 new king 4, or should address to the republic of Venice
an offer of alliance against the common enemy Sigismund of Hungary,
and his son-in-law Duke Albert of Austria *.

An attempt at stabilizing this very fluid sit
terature on Zizka in Czech, starting
alsoin German translation), and so

uation was made when, for

4. There is a considerable amount of 1i
with V. V. ToMEK'S jan Zitha (Prague, 1879), :
far ending with PeKaRr’s highly controversial Zitka a jeho doba, 4 vols., (Prague,

1927-33), treating not only Zizka the man but also the Taborite movement and
somewhat wrongly identifying these two completely. The present writer’s book
on Zizka and the Hussite Revolution is due for early publication by the Princeton

University Press.
8. For the texts of some of these treaties see Avchiv fesky 1, pp. 29I, 204,
and PALACKY, Urkundliche Beitrdge zur Geschichte des Hussitenkrieges (Prague,

1873,) I, pp. 99, 123- o )
49. For the background of these negotiations see J. Goir, K. Sigmund und Polen,

in Mitteilungen d. Instituts f. osterreichische Gescl;i.chtsforschung 1804, 1895,
and V. Novorxy, Nékolik prispévki, etc., in Shornik Zitkiv (Prague, 1924).

50.. PALACKY, op. cit., I, pP. 39743
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the first time after the outbreak of the revolution, the government of
Prague invited the estates of the kingdom to a great diet which was held,
early in June 1421, at Cdslav .. At this meeting, at which delegates
of all estates from Bohemia and Moravia participated, the leading position
of Prague was officially recognized, in that in its official documents 52
the * Burgomasters and Councilors of the Great and the New Town of
Prague " had precedence before the archbishop of Prague (who had
shortly before joined the Hussite camp) and before the lords of the
kingdom. The diet solemnly deposed Sigismund as King of Bohemis,
emphatically endorsed the great Hussite charter called the Four Articles
of Prague % and elected a regency council of twenty men, among them
only five lords, the same number of knights, the rest representing the
cities : four for Prague, two for the Taborite towns, another four repre-
senting other cities. Three of these were royal towns, the last one being
one of the archiepiscopal towns which had always had a somewhat higher
standing than the towns owned by secular lords.
At the time of the Cdslav Diet of June 1421 Prague probably reached
the zenith of her power during the revolution. There was then no
higher authority which could have told the burgomasters or councilors
of the twin cities what to do, and the city judge likewise had become an
elected official. Prague had become not only a city republic but to
some extent a democracy, even though the frequent elections, reflecting
the internal struggles, were probably never free of irregularities and quite
often were performed simply by acclamation. Zelivsky proved himself
a master in manipulating the masses and in building up what might
almost be called the apparatus of a political party, but in the process
the resistance against him, especially on the side of the more conser-
vative masters of the University, began to grow. Twice Zelivsky lost
his position of power through adverse elections brought about by ener-
getic counteraction of his enemies, among them especially some members
of the high nobility whom he constantly attacked as corrupt and trea-
sonous. Eventually he took two important steps to consolidate his pOWEer.
In July 1421, upon his recommendation, the two cities of Prague, Old
and New Town, were combined into one great city with a common city
council in which the representatives of the New Town, most of them his
adherents, were more strongly represented than before 5. This change

51. See F. G. HEYMANN, *“ The National Assembly of Caslav ”, in Medievalia et
Humanistica, Fasciculus VIII, January 1954, pp. 32-55.

52. See especially Archiv. desky, 111, pp. 226 f,

53. The articles demand that 1.) the word of God be preached freely, 2.) the
chalice be given to “‘ all true Christians ', 3.) all priests be deprived of worldly
power and led back to apostolic poverty, and 4.) mortal sins be prohibited and
punished. See about the origin of the charter F. M. Barto#, Do cty? aviyhuli
(Prague 1926) and Husitstvl a cizina (Prague, 1931) ; and (overrating the influence
of Wiclif) : Mathilde UnLirz, ** Die Genesis der vier Prager Artikel ” in Sitzungs-
berichte der K. Akademie der Wissenschaften, 175, 3, (Vienna, 1914).

54. See BREZOVA, op. cit., p. 496, and ToMEK, Déjepis mésta Prahy IV, pp. 181 fi.
The third borough, the Small Side on the left bank of the Vitawa, had been so

ruined by the fighting early in the war that for a few years it ceased to exist as a
legal township.
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did not last very long, nor did it Prﬁve ?t::fz ﬁ?ﬁg?ygzzi:tti? nfO; ﬁlﬁe
ta_iﬂing Z?\l&lys}gnss %TKMISQ) eliggc?oriaconsiderable d'fm_nagq to .hts prei-r
\\.ftth i I\irrtleeks later he objected to Prague’s p.art1c1pat10n 1;; a 11(1;; ;
o Somg to Kutnd Hora by the regency council, but was, alter t'ﬁ
o &aa;.ltlfonso overruled . (It is characteristic for t;hediis;t:l?d sn ; :
hetd ; i articipation the di
s Praiuz ﬂllzze;Vlttg)\}fl;n?s;.‘ll?%eﬁvsky I‘zrie_d to establish wha?f {1011;
Zﬂegrﬁ;?:;{lpirp%ses \;va.s his personal d'}_cltatcgsh?f. \}-iIci Il;?ltiicgnee{)e dor:
i i vézda 3
f0110wﬂr5,e§er§;)21flgfl)il;g§;1 lggltth ziﬁzgrdinary powers not OI.ltly s;gver the
f:ilfftifygforces but also over the civili_a.n cfop;ltlag:é] 1032 ;clll.eec; gbliéhed N
ZEI'iVSkS(i,Stt?icst;:t(?;;hcl;gu;zgi.Sh%il;is;c campaign of this crusade had
e tlmed0 svhen a large army from Germany proved unablehtofgﬂlg:
brokenh Owlgtively small city of Zatec. More dangerous was t eled e
e o of eastern Bohemia by a strong Hungarian arn&y . e?i
el e ally. But this army was defeated and 1'2:Lrgel3,rZ destroy d
Slglsmupd p?li?:ﬁliailc victories won under the lead:ersh1p of 1zka,,1 rz:l
echonis e the fact that the latter had meantime gone completely
Wl‘thst:;ndllg‘glt once the danger had receded a:nd the wctorlous_nsirm;gi
E;i%ne.d to Prague the internal struggle revived. It was mainly

sons of religious policy — he had favored or at least tolerated the so-
rea

i igi i tioned the real presence
called Pikarts, a radical religious sect which %:ﬁi ol 5l v

ist i nion — that ‘ 1S
. Chfl(Sit - ;hg }ﬁlyogioranllﬁg of the Hussite ‘* Left ”, that 1stb§CC tZe;iki
O thothe 1 aj.rders of Tabor. In what might be termed a first a 3 1:1 :
T Oth%r : Zelivsky and his friends were deprived of all their po 1f nl“:l .
ataThfSrml c(l)ré. few weeks later, on March 8, 1422, .he and mnde 0th i
pow>r ;'1-? nts were arrested and, without any trial, Izl,.lt to faa.u ir;
leadl'ng ai l'erek”s death the party of the Little peoplf_e , espegm 3t/ :
e eTWS yof Prague, did not die vet. It. remained mo eratecsg
thi' I;TB;:’I tt?;v?urther cour,5e of the re\a'olu.tion},1 m_rath]gr tcltzlslz c:rllldaof
e i tern Bohemia. u :
with the Orebite brother_hood of eas B e
i i in the Old Town (even thoug
E?ﬁé\gsﬁisdlf:fgoﬁ?é :,31; council returned o}xllcetmorgr;r;’;o r‘cel:::al rkrllax(;?st 1(1);1’
i for the temp ety
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Coulliltr\%fﬁfo?dmihe great ruler of Lithuania and cousin of.the ];;1;5 Lk ;eg
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55. BREZOVA, op. cit., P. 599-

5? One of these battEeS, fought befO!E the ates O I(ut!lé- Hora, 1s pdrtlcula,ry
hy as it 1s the first m]llta-]:y EnCOllﬂtﬂI in hlStOIy at which the Oﬁenmve
nOtEWOIt

it., O. s
use of field artillery is reliably reported. (BrEZOVA, 0p. €1k, © 534)

59 SCC Stflfi lefﬂpisoﬂé 6E§t1 ed. Pa.].a.cky, SC?%P;O?BS rerum Bohe'ﬂﬂﬂa?um III
'

(Prague, 1829), appendix 4, PP- 480-485.
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out to be a somewhat less than binding form) and sent to Bohemia, as his
personal representative and viceroy, his nephew Sigismund Korybut,
The new regent, after a short campaign against the adherents of King
Sigismund in Moravia, entered Prague on May 16, 1422. Almost
immediately the royal cities which had given their allegiance to Prague
the year before, now vowed their loyalty to Prince Korybut as the repre-
sentative of the “ postulated king " Witold. At another great diet at
Céslav, held almost exactly a year after the first, Prince Korybut pro-
mised to abide by and fulfill the Four Articles of Prague, and was the-
reupon solemnly recognized, pending the arrival and coronation of
Witold, as the regent of the Kingdom of Bohemia and the margravate
of Moravia, and in addition received a special declaration of loyalty
from ZiZka and the two other captains representing the Taborite fede-
ration 90,

Korybut’s regency had considerable significance for the development
of the political situation of the cities during this stage ot the revolution.
His goal, clearly, was the restoration of a stronger monarchical power,
and he therefore favored the more conservative elements in Prague as
well as in other cities. True he did not take away the right of the city
council to elect the city judge, but he re-established the office of sub-
chamberlain which had been in abeyance since almost the beginning
of the revolution. He took over the mint of Kutnd Hora as well as the
newly established mint in Prague. He introduced fairly strict police
measures against political subversion, and even subjected the powerful
gilds of Prague to new regimentation 8. He also seems to have felt
that the autonomous status of some of the royal towns — that is, those
that had never acknowledged Prague as their liege lord and had therefore
not, afterwards, transferred their allegiance to the prince-regent —
could no longer be tolerated. Accordingly he undertook a special cam-
paign to force the city of Hradec Kralové, the center of the Orebite
movement, to change its city government and do homage to him as their
lord ©2,

While this tightening of the reins of government in relation to the
cities did not find any resistance among the more conservative elements
in the Old Town of Prague or among those barons that had always looked
askance at the steadily increasing power of the cities, it was opposed
by the ““ leftist *’ elements both in the New Town of Prague and in the
Taborite federation, the latter probably fearing for their own autonomy
after what had happened to Hradec Kralové. However an attempt made
by two Taborite generals to overthrow, in cooperation with the Zelivist
party of the New Town, the government of Prince Korybut was thwarted

60. An invitation to this diet appears in A, NEUMANN, Nové prameny k déjindm
husilstvt na Moravé (Olomouc, 1930) p. 55. For Zizka's declaration see Archiv.
Cesky, 111, p. 301, and all editions of Zizka’s collected letters and messages. The

date of the diet has heretofore (based on a guess by Palacky) erroneously been
believed to be April or early May 1422,

61. See ToMEK, op. cit., IV, p. 255.
62. Stasi letopisové felti, p. 53.
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iv fesky 1, p. 216. -
gg égghﬁzi)s i:t'g)ers, PArchiu Lesky III, pp. 3°©

66. Z zka's DI]].lta.ly O d one Uf the most 1 teresti ([OC ments Of this
i rdinance, h nteresting u
1 i

¥, Stavoceské
i i i itions, last by F. SVEJKOVSKY, g
per;iod, h%Sd be%’?apzlél t:g};I)I. vﬁl;:itf za(:ll1 and not quite precvie }Enghsh translation
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b e th, _to _ad r'epe'ratedly saved the capital, now be angte
e e S’é uat'lon 1n51de_ Prague had changed again % ince
A gty Ii;d (?;11 ]3; hlshCzech friends as well as by one pzliti;:al n(:fe
e yh_t e Lord Chancellor Szafraniec), retumg(rl tp
Bohemia for himselt :; I;-Ilt;og:faa..ls 1\1’1;?}83.5’ prilcltin% o Rt 0(;
ok 2 1 - B ware that he wou i
dez aEE:i;zZtailleog ‘ztxs Zizka and the brotherhoods, whigg E;st)‘icil;lllei"e
che i b O]o (11'1 z’g;fnz.il ;:1}11; I'O}&E‘L; citi}fl:s and other walled towng ‘éf
= : . ’ us he opened iati i
Whil:::; (;::5{11251 ?setct)lf a diplomatically gifted youlilg cler;(l:eg_I(:;altégES chth
which resulted lelh g Eeace treaty of Liben1 . It repla(,:ed the co%ar.li?la)
oS el coa_litioi : :13:,1:1 ;:oncluded along class lines, by a return to “1(1)11;
@l Hussite coal 1ea(i_ w more than ever with the brotherhoods and
The fi g
o eag;?; (’)lfhfgzlfséov and the pease of Libefi had checked the attempt
o cany ] unitl or of the Bohemian Revolution for a full decal.dp
et SR gy e gt sl o
Aoy . . ps of Prague, of b
hoos I:,sai(g(i)lr{z‘tgl’lcieb;nil ’II;abont.e) and of the Hussiteglll)a.rmfls ﬁgiiel;l’;?)t)}llcer-
Ganiphen NETe ZI ?) Itora.wa frgm the occupation by King Sigisrnunn:i’a
i S j’n hr 1er of Austpa. But just before crossing the bord .
it e pdaguc? and dl.ed‘ (October 11th, 1424). e
O t1r1 :Illl : ;tnct ‘d‘lsmph'naria.n and by no means a doctrinai
e et ;{i nobility, ZiZka nevertheless had done more tilre
e hisll te power of the great nobles along with that of tiﬂ
- uinder ol ?::15 §f/ear he vyept far in uniting the cities of the Kin ;
o ox’emhelmg ;) the religiously orientated brotherhoods intog-
Sl evarwels 11_3gdy powerf_u! federation. With his deati:l th i
duatism remained ’ Tmb ee.d the c1t1ejs of the west and south which f -
while bhad lef Theaoorg'e federation and joined the Orebite now re?c;rEi
ety O.r i rebites and especially their field army now called
L SOII)n s to mdi.ca_te the loss of their father — Zizka Be
opart fom. B :_5 IIIrlxl-Ill-Ol' frlctlon'the. two brotherhoods, both as' to >
el ant ilitary organizations, cooperated closel o
ship of both brotherhoods — after a short intexi;al following

68. Sta¥i letopisové Cesti
i TOMAN. . i, pp. 62 ff., See also th i

S Tn aHl Zi:fesfi iffdlif:ﬁctvi za dobylZiikouyaProkot;o%;le(PigalyS]S 30f the battle
-l g challenge to King Sigismund (WINDE gue, 1898), pp. 339 ff

o, See a.monge Otggls_tula.ted and elected King of Bohemia‘.:l'(‘E’ 0 o De 198}
Hemrn Costhionissohnos sources, the Chronicon veferis C o s i

R, veibey dev hussiti is Collegiati Prage i

Austriacarum, Abt. I (Vienna, 13;‘2‘)%3_50;‘;_” Bewegung in Bihmen, FOnfe;‘ S:gm]rg
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Jizka’s death — fell into the hands of militant priests, both of them
named Prokop. One of them, Prokop the Great or the Bald (Procopius
magnus or rasus), officially the head of Tabor, became the virtual leader
of the nation in the years from 1426 to 1433, while the other one, Prokop

the Lesser or the Short (Prokupek, Procopius Parvus), 2 personal friend

of Zizka’s, proved a highly competent military leader for the Orphans.

The overall strategy pursued by Prokop the Great was to exert pressure
on the enemy by invading his own territory (especially Hungary, Austria

and southern Germany) as against the previous policy, determined

by the University of Prague, of merely defending the soil of Bohemia ™.

All through this time the cities of Bohemia were essentially small
theocratic republics. 1In the capital Prince Korybut was only able to
hold out till 1427. Hehad, in his dealings with the clerics of the Univer-

t conservative wing which favored reconciliation

sity, backed the mos
with the Church of Rome at almost any price. Butin the inner struggles
he more determined Utra-

between the masters of the University it was t
quists, led by John Rokycana, who won out. Under his spiritual
he intelligent, elastic and fairly popular adminis-

leadership and under t
tration of William Kostka of Postupice as su _chamberlain, Prague
h. Around 1430 there was

weathered the following years well enoug

even some reconstruction which made it possible for the Small Side to
And while

take her place again as the third of the boroughs of Prague.
the Old Town continued to be ruled by city councils belonging to the
moderate right, including the Czech successors of the former German

patricians, the New Town, closely allied with the Orphans, was free to

continue omn a somewhat more democratic course and to elect some of

Jan Zelivsky's former followers into its city council.
In the other cities, t00, the priests remained powerful. In Tabor

especially they were not only leaders of the army but also directed most

of the civilian life. Their religious thinking developed 1n a direction
ever more divorced from that of the Catholic and even of the Utraquist
Church. For some time Prokop’s great personality overcame the inner
frictions and made it possible for the Czechs to speak with one voice
when they finally, after all those years of fighting, stood before the great

Church Council of Basel. The Basel Compacts, based on the Four Articles

of Prague and permitting the Church of Bohemia to dispense the com-

munion in the two kinds, were virtually secured when in 1433, following
the siege of Pilsen (the last great stronghold of Catholicism) a new civil
war broke out in Bohemia. Tt started with an invasion of the New Town
1 the elements that opposed the brotherhoods, a

by an alliance of al

renewal, indeed, of the St. Gall coalition of 1423. This time, partly due
to mistakes made by the leaders of the brotherhoods, the conservative
coalition prevailed. The Battle of Lipany (May 30th, 1434) was the

final answer of the nobility to the victory which ZiZka's brotherhood

71. The work and organization of the field armies under the two Prokops as
well as the personality of Prokop the Great are the object of an excellent mono-
graph by R. UrBANEK, Lipany @ konoc polnich vojsk (Prague, 1934)



344 F. G. HEYMANN

had achieved, almost precisely ten years earlier, at MaleSov. At Lipany

there perished not only the two Prokops and many thousands of the

gﬁgﬁ; ‘1‘01:1\2]&:;?;12 of (\;ﬁ?%h 7; but also the brotherhoods themselves
‘ s. ith them perished the leading rol i
towns of Bohemia, united in the tv i e
, W vo federations, had played i
zlﬁ Lﬁ cézcia(.:'le.. i thﬂe the Hussite reformation — like thi lg.rter gs?iig
vinist reformations essentially a town m tved
the blow, the Hussite revolution a T b s
» th s a great social upheaval
Characteristically the battle i beadiivie
paved the way for the eventual iti
of the Emperor Sigismund (he had ope in 1533) 2
i b ( ad been crowned by the Pope in 1433) as
The defeat of Lipany and the soci i
. ial reaction that followed it
igrf.n :(ﬁlSdérgb&ﬁ: t;x{t)ent the power of the nobility. In purely ezgilt:;fii
can indeed be said that the barons were th in wi
other social class (without much i eion) inhetiter andl ¢
: regard to their religion) inherited s
large proportion of the hu ; =g
. ge tracts of confiscated church 1
knights, too, who pla i e s
: ; ved the role of the agraria iddl
from the war stren i : s
gthened economically as well as politi i
losers were the clergy on the one si e et
e side, and th
But what was the result for the cities ? PRRRSAII G He s
pa'ifl‘]};zlag:;zer ci?]nottrll)e simple. There are great gains on one side
s on the other. One and the same pro it ing
and losses at the same time. Thus th B i e
1e. e expulsion of the German
gloaérilgoizsef;sq the opgortumty of establishing themselves in new ecoixggi
, acquiring houses and land, and especially of takin
; ove -
gallgrs éhg ig_over;ur;{(aint kof those places. But it also deprived gin sofnce? 22:;
cities of old skills, of experienced guida Tt ttal,
In terms of Bohemia's cultu O o e B
ral development (which
overwhelmingly a city develo b
. . pment) the results were predominantly
S;ﬁﬁg;x;géhe'fc}ﬁtwg({rous flowering of the arts that had IlJa,rger been Z
ural competition between Czechs and G
at once, many beautiful buildin inti il s
/ gs, paintings and other works of
destroyed and the Hussites ( i i s
especially the Taborites) id
forms of art — with the notabl i iy o
' - e exception of music — i j
did the English Puritans in th i
did the e 17th century. The leadi
institution of the country, the Universi wg P
i : : ity of Prague, lost it lendi
international standing and became ins ey e
_ stead a purely national
concentrating co i i i i
= i g completely on its task of theological clarification and
1 f:.’et the great holocaust of those seventeen years of war and revolution
t‘; : aigl ep(r:ouc‘l. 11;her111;a.ncfe to the cities of Bohemia. They had withstood
rce onslaught of huge foreign armies. The i
' hugt . : v had organized
helped organize, something like a national government by congsentzz.t’tg;

72. This expression is used in the fam
] 1sed amous song, often called ‘‘ Zizka’
%(ggmh a1.:'het melody of which is the Leitmotiv of &:che movemeent ca?llgglm‘l? l?att'le
Abs one poem My Fatherland, and of Dvotdk’s Hussite Quertu aen
35 out this battle see the final chapter in URBANEK, op. cit "
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first diet of Céslav, and had rallied in the federation of the brotherhoods,
putting strong armies in the field which eventually forced the enemy to
admit Hussite invincibility. They had done all this largely on their own,
without any orders “ from above » Throughout long times the city
halls of Bohemia had been the places where the great national decisions
were made. The burghers, craftsmen, little people of those towns had
shaped their own fate, and had spoken freely in their own language.

Even after the defeat of the brotherhoods the nobility could not treat
the cities as it had done in older times. In the following decades the
cities kept their political place in the nation by forming the third Curia,
after the Lords and Knights, of the national diet. Later on, during the
rule of the Jagiellone kings (1471-1526) attempts were made to deny
them this right. But the attack, for the time being, was repulsed. It
was not till 1547 that a Habsburg king, the first Ferdinand, deprived
Prague of many of its freedoms and privileges, and not till 1620 that,
fighting for the last time for the freedom of their religion, the Czech
cities succumbed and lost their voice.

Even in those dark times that followed their spirit was never quite
killed. Tt lived in the works of their great refugees, men like Wenceslas
Hollar or Jan Amos Comenius. It lived in the great religious traditions
of the Bohemian and Moravian brethren. And this spirit had a magni-
ficent awakening when the Czech people experienced their great national
renaissance at the beginning of the 1gth century.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

(The following list of publications is limited to those that have some special
bearing on the subject of the towns. Tt does not include general histories even
though they, too, may contain some material on the development of the towns.)
P. S. BINDER, Die Hegemonie der Pragey im Hussitenkriege, 2 vols. (Prague, 1901,
1903).
J. CELAKOVSKY, Privilegia civitatum pragensium (Prague, 1886).
. Pov¥echni feské déjiny prduvni (Prague, 1900).
— Privilegia krdlovskych mést venkouvshych v krdlovstvi Zeshém z let 1225 af I4I9.
(Sbirka pramenu prava méstského, dil IT), (Prague, 1895).
— « Les origines de la constitution municipale de Prague », Nouvelle vevue histo-
rique de droit frangais et étranger, an. 29, 1905.
 Grauss, Méstskd chudina v dobé predhusitské (Prague, 1949).
. GrunzeL, Uber die deutschen Stadtrechte Bihmens und Mdhvens, Mitteilungen
des Vereins fiir Geschichte der Deutschen in Béhmen, XXX, 189z,
 HRrUBY, Z hospoddéskych prevratu eshych v stol. XV. a X VI, Cesky &asopis
historicky, 1924.
K APRAS, Prdunt déjiny zemi kovuny feské (Prague, 191 3-1920).
~_ Ndrodnostni poméry v Ceské kovuné pred vdlkami husitskymi (Prague, 191I).
— Ndrodnostnd poméry v Ceshé koruné od vdlek husitskych do bitvy bélohorské
(Prague, 1912).
K. KROFTA, Zitka a husiiskd revoluce (Prague, 1937).
— Duchovni odkaz husitstut (Prague, 1049).
. L1ppERT, Social-Geschichie Bohmens in vorhussitischer Zeil (Prague and Vienna,
1896).

HISTOIRE 2

—_

o

7



346 F. G. HEYMANN

B. Me~DL, * Socialni kri &
ot W se a z4pasy ve méstech ¢trnactého v8ku ”, Cesky Sasopis

:é:zfi?fgfﬁ?zis% ;c;zi{:l?ig (21;:11;21-2% v méstech PraZskych v letech 1378-1434 ",
: %agorfi’zi%i;iffzbag‘;;ﬂ siﬁe;jﬁgkga;fzzhsyhtgggff: IISZ;)

b i (Pragu:’,’sfg frg)c.iuo v Cechdch, Rozpravy Ceské akademie v&d a uméni,
S oon o e tevkgeh asgn e, roty
T et toangon i, (o, e, e 1927733)
F. Pick, ‘ Beitrige zur Wirtschaftsgeschichte der Stadt Prag im Mittelalter, "

Mitteilu i i i
ety ngen des Vereins fiir Geschichte dev Deutschen in Béhmen, vol. XLIV,

. ProkEg, * Socialnf proudy v hnutf husitském, " Nové Cechy III, 1919-1920

. F. ROssLER, Das altprager Stadtvech
Rechtsdenkmdler aus Bﬁ]fmen gndr%ékiﬁ. ?lg?;giifl.si;h-rhundert, o Destache

. ScHURER, Prag, 4th edition (Munich, 1940).
. ToMaN, Husitské vdletnictvi za doby Zithovy a Prokopovy (Prague, 1898)

V. ToMEK, Déjepis mést i
V. Lox editior{.p ésta Prahy, 12 vols. in 9 (Prague, 1855 and later). Also a

. URBANEK, Lipany a konec polnich vojsk (Prague, 1934).

. VACEK, Socidint déji ] i
S, &jiny Ceské doby starst, Vzdélavacl knihovna katolick4, sv,

. VoITidex, 0. Némecich v Praze, Nové C
: ; ; echy, 1918.
gmznq{oszi na$ni Prahy (Prague, 1919). o
vyvoji samosprdvy praiskych mést (Prague, 192
0] vzmku_ pratského mésta (Prague, 1930).g " R
Z prdunich déjin Ceskoslovenskych mést (Prague, 1934).

WORUNSKY o) »
3 Bdhmens sozmlpolltlsche Entwmkelung in vorhusitischer Zei

Neue Jahvbiicher fii ] ;
L d éfm. v fiiv das klassische Altevtum, Geschichie und deutsche Littevatur,

IE. WIPZ:TER, Déjiny #omesel a obchodu v Cechdch v XIV. a XV, stolett (Prague, 1906)
A. ]Z.Yciusxsl,_jg zaglddcim mést v Cechdch ve t¥indctém stoleti (Prague 187é) '

. Zycua, “ Uber den Ursprung der Stddte in Béhmen und di A it
‘I-:glengslhden , Mitteilungen des Vereins fiiv Geschichte dev Dﬁcizzgielmg?k o
A (Prague, 1914). HERAAE

Also a considerable number of m i
s ! onographs on individual t

appeared originally in the great collective work Krdlovsivi Je?!‘a’;’n fﬁﬁgﬁz c;fgiﬁom

Ml A% <EO M-

6

LE PROBLEME ETHNIQUE EN ANATOLIE
par
Claude CAHEN *.

tance comparable aux invasions germaniques, & 'expansion slave,

aux conquétes arabes ; elle mérite donc une étude aussi poussée,
pour autant que la documentation le permette, et il faut se défaire de ce
qui peut parfois rester dans les esprits en Europe chrétienne de sous-
estimation du phénomeéne ou d’attitude a priori hostile a son égard.
1l se trouve que le principal Etat finalement issu de cette expansion,
I’Empire ottoman, aprés avoir réalisé le plus durable des Etats supra-
nationaux que Lhistoire ait enregistré depuis Rome, a terminé sa carriére
dans une atmosphére de décadence, a eu 3 lutter contre 1'éclosion neuve
des nationalismes parmi ses sujets chrétiens, souvent soutenus par le sen-
timent de 'Europe chretienne, S'est laissé enfin aller, avec les massacres
d’Arméniens, & d’évidentes atrocités : il en a résulté que tout ce qui est
turc a été frappé souvent dans Vesprit public d'un discrédit qui, comme
appréciation d’ensemble, n’avait aucune justification. Naturellement,
du coté ottoman, on réagissait ; mais une premiére forme de cette réaction
avait consisté a exalter les valeurs musulmanes de I'Etat ottoman, de
maniére 4 mobiliser au service du régime malade toutes les forces de
I'Islam, si bien que 'on aboutissait 14 encore & une sous-estimation du fait
turc en soi. Aujourd’hui ol, dégagée de tout ce passé, se consolide une
République qui est désormais essentiellement turque, rien ne s'oppose
plus en Europe ni en Turquie & ce que le fait turc soit étudié en lui-méme.
Mais, par une seconde forme de réaction, bien compréhensible, et telle
qu'en ont connue presqueé toutes les nationalités jeunes, quelques histo-
riens turcs récents, par souci 1égitime de rassembler et dégager tout ce qui
est spécifiquement turc, ont peut-étre inversement parfois sous-estimé
ce qui dans l'histoire turque a &té réalisé en étroite symbiose avec les
héritiers des civilisations antérieures, la musulmane en particulier. Le

I 'EXPANSION turque est dans l'histoire un phénoméne d'une impor-

# Article commandé par le Prof. G. WieT, Directeur du Vol, IIL



