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THE OPPOSITION OF THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE
AND THE HOLY ROMAN EMPIRE IN CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE
AND THE POSITION OF THE CZECH SZLACHTA
(THE END OF THE XVth — THE 30-1IES OF THE XVIth CENTURY)

Abstract. The aim of the research is to highlight the problem of the opposition of the Ottoman
Empire and the Holy Roman Empire in the Central and Eastern regions of Europe and to reveal the
position of the Czech szlachta. The research methodology is based on the principles of historicism,
systematic, scientific, author's objectivity, based on historical sources and the chronological and
problem principle, as well as on the use of general scientific (analysis, synthesis, generalization)
and special-historical (integrated method of analysis of sources, historical-comparative, historical-
descriptive, historical-systemic, terminological analysis) methods. The scientific novelty is that for
the first time in Ukrainian historical science an analysis of the role and position of the Czech szlachta
concerning the problem of the Turkish threat, through the prism of rule in the Czech kingdom of the
Jagiellonian dynasty, has been carried out. The Conclusions. At the end of the XVth century to the
beginning of the XVIth century the international situation in the Central and Eastern regions of Europe
was tense. The hostility continued between the leading monarchs of Europe. There was a direct Turkish
threat to the Czech kingdom. The Papal state, the Polish kingdom and Moscow principality tried to
resist the Turkish aggression. The created anti-Turkish alliance (France, Poland and the Pope of Rome)
was little effective. Thus, the Hungarian kingdom, headed by King Louis II of Jagiellon, was forced
to resist the Turkish Empire on its own actually. Under such circumstances, Louis I, being a Czech
king, sought for support among the Czech classes. Taking into consideration the controversy between
the Czech and Hungarian upper classes, it can be argued that the Czech szlachta chose a neutral,
expectant position, and the Czech city estate at this stage was ignored and did not provide adequate
military support to the king. During that period the cities in the Czech kingdom resisted the Czech
szlachta and fought for their rights and privileges. Among the Hungarian estates there were disputes
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between magnates and szlachta, which greatly complicated the situation. The unsuccessful policy of
the representatives of the Czech and Hungarian Jagiellon dynasty led to the loss of the support among
the Czech lords, Hungarian magnates and the representatives of burghers. The culmination of the
opposition was the Battle of Mohacs (August 29, 1526). The Czech estates (upper classes) didn t try to
give the military assistance to the King and concerned only about their own interests, which the Czech
szlachta together with the Czech city upper class put above the state interest.

Key words: szlachta, estates, lords, Turkish, Jagiellonian dynasty, Vladislaus II Jagiellon,
Louis 11 Jagiellon, the Czech Kingdom, the Turkish Empire.

MNPOTUCTOSIHHSA MI’K OCMAHCBKOIO IMITIEPIE€IO TA CBSIIIEHHOIO
PUMCBHKOIO IMIIEPIEIO B IEHTPAJIBHO-CXIJTHIN €BPOIII
TA MMO3UNIA YECHKOI NIJIAXTH (KIHEIb XV — 30-1i pp. XVI c1.)

Anomayin. Mema O0ocnidicenns — suceimaumu npoonemy npomucmosiiis midxe OCMancokow
imnepicto ma Ceawennoio Pumcovkoro imnepicio 6 [lenmpanvno-Cxionomy pecioni €eponu ma
PO3KpUMU NO3UYIIO 4ecbKoi waaxmu 3a 4acie npaeiinnsa Braoucnasa 1l ma Jlooosixa 1 Heennonis.
Memo0oonozia 00CHiONHCeHHA TPYHMYEMbCS HA NPUHYUNAX ICIMOPUMY, CUCTNEMHOCHI, HAYKOBOCHII,
asmopcwKoi 00 'ekmugHocmi, onepmi Ha iCMOpUYHi Odcepena ma XpoHON0IYHO-NPOOIeMHUL NPUHYUN,
a makodic HA BUKOPUCTNANMI 3A2ANIbHOHAYKOBUX (AHANI3, CUHME3, y3a2albHeHHs) ma chneyianbHo-
icmopuuHux (KOMNJIEKCHUL Memoo ananizy 0xcepei, ICMOpPUKo-nopieHANLHUL, ICIMOPUKO-ONUCOBULL,
icmopuxo-cucmemHuil, mepminonociunull ananiz) memoois. Haykoea Hoeuzna nonseac y momy,
wo enepuie 8 YKpPAiHCbKill ICMOpuuHiti Hayyi 30iliCHeHO ananiz NO3UYii YecbKoi WaAXmu uooo
npobremu mypeyvKoi 3a2po3u Kpizb npuzmy npaeiints ¢ Yecvkomy koponiecmei ounacmii Heennonis.
Bucnoeku. Ha xineyv XV — nou. XVI cm. mincnapoona cumyayis y L{enmpanvno-Cxionomy pezioni
€eponu Oyra nanpysicenoio. Tpusana eopooicneua midxc npogionumu monapxamu €eponu. Bunukia
npama mypeybka 3azposa oia Yecvkozo koponiecmea. IIpomucmosmu mypeybvKii azpecii namazanacs
Ianceka oepoicasa, Ionvcoke koponiecmeo ma Mockoscwke kusaziecmeo. CmeopeHuti ammuocmManCoKuil
cotos (©panyia, Ilonvwa, Ilana Pumcekuii) 6ye manoeexmusnum. Taxum yunom, Yeopcwre
Koponiecmeo Ha woli 3 kopoiem Jliooosikom Il Heennonom 6yno smyuwene (akmuuno camocmitiho
yunumu onip Ocmancokitl imnepii. 3a makux obcmasun Jloodosix I, 6yoyuu i yecbkum Kopoaem,
WyKag niompumKy cepeo 4ecbKUx cmanie. 36ajcaioyu Ha Cynepeuxu Midc 4ecbKuMu i yeopcbKum
cmanamit, MONCHA CMEEPONHCYBAMU, U0 HECbKA WAXMA 00pand HeumpanbHy, 6UYIKY8AIbHY NO3UYiI0,
a yecbKutli MICbKUti Cmau Ha ybomy emani 08 NPOICHOPOBAHUL I He HAOA8 HANENCHOI GiliCbKOBOIT
niompumxu xopono. Came 6 yeti nepiod y ecbkomy Koponiecmei Micma YuHUIU Onip YecoKiu wisaxmi
i boponucs 3a ceoi npasa ma npusinei. Ceped yeopcbKux CMauis 6i06YEanucs Cynepeuxu Midic
MazHamamu ma wiaxmoro, Wo 3HaA4HO YCKAAOH08ano cumyayito. Bonu max i ne smoznu oiiimu 3200u
i 06 ’eonamucs 6 nepioo nebesnexu. Hesoana enympiwumsa norimuxa npeocmagHuKie 4ecbKo-yeopcoKoi
JUHIT Qunacmii Heennonie npuszeena 00 6mpamu RIOMPUMKU CEPeO 4eCbKUX NAHIE, YeOPCLKUX MACHAMIE
ma npeocmagnuxie micmsan. Kynominayicio npomucmosnus 3 Ocmancvkoro imnepicio cmaia bumea
npu Moeaui (29 cepnua 1526 p.). Yecvki cmaHnu He HAOAIU HATEHCHOT BILICHKOBOI 00NOMO2U KOPOIIO
i Kepysanucs Hacamnepeo 61ACHUMU iHmepecaml, AKi CMAULU 8ULYe 8i0 OePIHCABHUX.

Knrwuosi cnosa: wnsixma, cmawnu, nany, mypku, ounacmis Aeennonis, Braoucnag Il fHeennon,
Jlrooosik 11 Hzennon, Yecvke koporiscmeo, Typeyvka imnepis.

The Problem Statement. With the expansion of the Ottomans into the Balkans and the
fall of Constantinople in 1453, there was a direct threat of the Turkish invasion to Central and
Eastern Europe. First of all, the Ottoman Empire was a danger to the Hungarian, Czech and Polish
kingdoms. This danger was facilitated by the escalation of disputes among the heads of European
states, the Emperor Charles V and King Francis I, which caused the rapprochement and signing of
allied relations between the Kingdom of France and the High Porte (in Turkish — Babuali).

The period of reign of the Jagiellonian dynasty in the Czech kingdom (1471 — 1526)
was chosen as the chronological boundaries of the study. The representatives of the
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Czech-Hungarian dynastic line of Jagiellonians were Vladislaus II Jagiellonczyk
(Jagiellonian) (1471 — 1516) and Louis IT of Hungary (1516 — 1526) (Cornej & Bartlov,
2008, pp. 407, 474, 531). During their reign in the Czech Kingdom, a class-representative
model of a public administration was formed, which significantly weakened the king's
position and strengthened the position of the Czech upper classes.

The Analysis of Sources and Recent Researches. The term “Turkish threat” or “Turkish
fear” is widely used in historiography. In a historical science, the problem of struggle against
the Turkish aggression is considered in the context of elucidating of the international relations
of the leading European states.

In the Czech historical science, some aspects of the outlined issues are found in the works
of: F. Palacky (Palacky, 1930; Palacky, 1976), F. Dvornik (Dvornik, 2005), A. Denis (Denis,
1932), J. Macek (Macek, 2001), V. Cechura (Cechura, 2012) and the others.

The four-volume work by J. Macek “Jagiellonian Age in the Czech Lands” should be
singled out (Macek, 2001). The third volume is devoted to the problems of the Czech szlachta
and cities. The socio-political struggle of the city class with the Czech szlachta is covered.

The researchers paid much attention to the expansion of the Ottomans in the Czech
Republic and Hungary. In addition to general works, the problem of the Turkish aggression
was reflected in the specific works. The most complete studies of this kind are the monographs
and articles by J. Szab6 (Szabd, 2006), Z. Vybiral (Vybiral, 2008), A. Mezeiova (Mezeiova,
2005), I. Zombori (Zombori, 2004) and the others. In some parts of the above-mentioned
studies the preconditions, course and consequences of the Battle of Mohacs in 1526 are
described.

Much material about the activities of Vladislaus II Jagiellonian and Louis II Jagiellonian
and their struggle against the Turkish sultanate, can be found in the works on the history of
Hungary (Picheta, 1947; Té6th, 2001; Zombori, 2006).

In the Slavic studies, some facts of the Czech szlachta activities and its role in the
struggle against the Turkish threat are contained in the works of the Russian and Soviet
researchers: “History of the Czech Republic” edited by V. Picheta (Picheta, 1947), “History
of Czechoslovakia” (Sanchuk, G.E. & Tretyakova, 1956), the monograph by L. Lapteva
(Lapteva, 1993) and the others.

It is worth mentioning the works of the Ottoman historians. The fundamental study of
the Austrian historian Josef von Hammer-Purgstal “History of the Ottoman Empire” should
be mentioned as well (Hammer, 1947). Volume IX is of great interest, in which through the
prism of the foreign policy of the Ottoman Empire, the problem of the Turkish aggression
in the region of Central and Eastern Europe is revealed. The work of the Turkish historian
G. Inaldjik “The Ottoman Empire: Classical Age 1300 — 1600” (Inaldzhyk, 1998) is in-depth,
which due to its original concept has not lost its scientific topicality. Analyzing the work, we
note that the author covered almost all aspects of the study of the Ottoman state. The reign
of Suleiman I was not an exception. The author reveals the reasons for the battle of Mohécs,
the problems of confrontation between Charles V and Francis I, the rapprochement of the
French with the High Porte, which significantly contributed to the penetration of the Ottoman
army into Hungary and Austria. Important information about the above-mentioned events
is contained in the work of the Scottish historian-orientalist John Patrick Douglas Balfour,
Baron Kinross “The Rise and Fall of the Ottoman Empire” (Kynross, 1999).

In the Ukrainian historical science, it is worth mentioning the research of the team of
authors “Essays on the History of the Czech Republic” (Zinko, Kalytko, Kravchuk & Pop,
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2017). The authors pay little attention to the reign of the Jagiellonians and their struggle
against the Turkish aggression. Some aspects of this issue are elucidated in the works of
the Ukrainian historians: L. Zashkilnyak (Zashkilniak, 2001), Ya. Tovtyn (Tovtyn, 2011),
0. Zviagina (Zviagina, 2015).

However, in the above-mentioned works, little attention is paid to the role of the Czech
estates in the struggle against the Turkish threat. Thus, there are no complex studies on the
outlined problem in the Ukrainian historiography.

The source basis for writing our scientific study was the documents published in the
collections of works “Sources on the History of Slovakia and the Slovaks” (Pramene
k dejinam Slovenska a Slovakov) and “Mohécs” (Szabo, 2006; Dvorak, 2005). The
collection of documents “The Czech Archive” contains no less important material (Archiv
Cesky) (Palacky, 1872; Dvorsky, 1889; Rezek, 1890; Kalousek, 1895). Supporting material
is contained in the collections of documents “From Ancient Czech Chronicles” (Ze starych
letopisti ¢eskych) (Porak & Kaspar, 1980), “Czechoslovak History in Archival Documents™
(Ceskoslovenské d&jiny v archivnich dokumentech) (Kut, 1961) and “History in Documents”
(Historie v dokumentech) (Kvirenc, & Kunstova, 2000).

In 1829, F. Palacky published the collection of sources “Ancient Czech Chronicles
from 1378 to 1527 or a Continuation of the Chronicle of Przybik Pulkava and Bene§ from
Horzowice from Ancient Manuscripts”. In this collection of sources in a chronological order
there are the letters of princes, lords and knights, which contain important political information
of an utraquistic nature. It should be noted that in 1980 the collection was republished and
translated from Old Czech into modern Czech by J. Porak and J. Kaspar under the title “From
the Ancient Czech Chronicles” (Ze starych letopisti ¢eskych) (Porak & Kaspar, 1980).

Important information is contained in Chapters VI, IX, X, and XIV of the Czech
Archives, published by F. Palatsky, F. Dvorsky, A. Rezek, and J. Kalousek. In Volume VI,
published in 1872, we have analyzed the chapter “Acts and Decisions of Congresses in the
Czech Kingdom”, which contains the information on the introduction of congresses acts and
decisions, laws and decrees that shed light on the political activities of the Czech szlachta
(Palacky, 1872). In Volume IX, published in 1889, the chapter “The Letters of Zdenek Lev
from Rozhmital in 1526 is important. (Dopisy Zdenka Lvy z Rozmitalu in 1526) (Dvorsky,
1889). The chapter contains the letters from Mr. Zdenek Lev from Rozhmital, which cover
a political life and the inter-state disputes. The documents contained in Volumes X and XIV,
published in 1890 and 1895, (Rezek, 1890; Kalousek, 1895), reveal the political activities of
the Czech szlachta and their disputes with the city authorities.

In 1961 the collection of documents “Czechoslovak History in Archival Documents” was
published. The collection comprises the document “The Letter of Derdja Doge with an Order
to Conduct the Combat against Szlachta in 1514 (Kut, 1961). Analyzing this letter, we learn
about the delay of the Czech szlachta in providing a military help to the king.

In 2005 the collection of documents “Sources on the History of Slovakia and the Slovaks™
was published under the editorship of P. Dvotak. Volume VII, the chapter “The Turks in
Hungary” contains a significant material, in which we find the information about the Battle
of Mohacs and its consequences (Dvotak, 2005). An important source on the topic of the
research is the collection “Mohécs”, compiled by J. Szabo in 2006. First of all, we were
interested in the reports on the Battle of Mohacs in 1526 (Szabd, 2006).

In 2006, J. Kvirents and E. Kunstova compiled a collection of materials based on the
documents from the early Middle Ages to 1914. In Chapter V we find the documents and
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illustrations, which date back to the Jagiellonian period and provide information about the
Battle of Mohacs (Kvirenc, & Kunstova, 2006).

The purpose of the study is to elucidate the problem of confrontation between the
Ottoman Empire and the Holy Roman Empire in the Central and Eastern regions of Europe
and to reveal the position of the Czech szlachta.

The Statement of the Basic Material. It is advisable to refer to the term “szlachta”. In
the sources of this period it is difficult to find the term “szlachta”. We will not find this term
in the legal acts, provincial documents, “The Tovachov Book” or “The Provincial Statute of
Vladislaus II”. Instead, we come across the terms: “lord”, “panosh”, “zeman”, “knight” and,
etc. The very term “szlachta” comes from Germany and it began to be used in the Czech lands
later. Until the XVth century the wealthiest lords and knights were called “szlachta” (Macek,
2001, p. 338; Denis, 1932, pp. 164-176; Stary, 2005, p. 252). In the Ukrainian historical
science, in addition to the term “the Czech szlachta”, we also find the use of the terms “the
Czech nobility”, “the Czech petty gentry”. However, in the Czech historiography, all the
upper classes of the Czech medieval society are called “szlachta”. That is why, the author of
this research will use the term “the Czech szlachta”.

At the beginning of the XVIth century there was a direct Turkish threat to the Czech
kingdom. Before elucidating this issue, it is necessary to learn about the international
situation at the end of the XVth — the beginning of the XVIth century. It should be noted that
there was some enmity among the leading monarchs of Europe. The Papal Curia, the Polish
Kingdom during the reign of Sigismund I the Old (1507 — 1548), and Moscowia, under the
rule of Grand Duke Basil III (1505 — 1533), tried to oppose the Turkish sultanate. However,
the latter two were at some enmity with each other and did not want to aggravate relations
with the Ottoman Empire (Krymskyi, 1996, pp. 153—-157).

Despite a rather peaceful nature of Sultan Bayezid I (1481 — 1512), during 1491 — 1492 the
Turks carried out several military actions in the Balkans and laid siege to Belgrade (retreated
on July 29, 1491). (Pushkash & Shusharina, 1971, p. 236; Pordk & Kaspar, 1980, p. 267).
Under such circumstances, in 1500, Vladislaus II joined the alliance with the kings of France,
Poland and Pope Alexander IV (1492 — 1503) in the struggle against the High Porte. Despite
the anti-Turkish alliance, the Turks remained being dangerous for the Hungarian and Czech
kingdoms, as well as for the whole territory of Europe. That is why, in 1514 a crusade against
the Turkish Empire was declared in Hungary, but, as we know, it all ended in the uprising under
the command of Derdja Doge (1470 — 1514). It should be noted that it was during the uprising
that the Czech szlachta expressed their position for the first time. The Czech szlachta reacted to
the problems of their king in Hungary very slowly and they were in no hurry to provide some
help (Pushkash & Shusharina, 1971, p. 237). This slowness was caused not only by indifference
to the problems of the king, but also to the Hungarian estates (upper classes).

An interesting fact is that during the uprising (Kut, 1961, p. 28), Vladislaus II rejected the
offer of a military assistance of the Czech cities: “The Hungarian upper class does not want
this... such an embassy can harm us” (Macek, 2001, pp. 251-252). This mistake will have
serious consequences in the future, as the Czech cities could actually provide military force
in the struggle against the Turkish sultanate. Taking into consideration the disputes between
the Czech and Hungarian upper classes, it can be stated that the Czech szlachta chose a
neutral, wait-and-see attitude, and the Czech urban representatives were ignored at this stage.

A new danger arose in 1521 with the coming to power of the new Sultan Suleiman I the
Magnificent or Kanuni (Legislator) (1520 — 1566). Under these circumstances, King Louis 11
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asked European rulers for help at the congress in Worms (Krymskyi, 1996, p. 160; Cambel,
1986, p. 424; Petrosyan, 2013, p. 67; Zviahina, 2015, p. 74). The idea that the Hungarians
could not defeat the Turks dominated among the Czech szlachta. It should be noted that
the leading representatives of the Czech szlachta were reluctant to help the King. It can be
affirmed that the main reason for the delay in helping the King was his support policy of the
city representatives. The King understood the importance of it, but the opportunity to receive
a military assistance was already lost. It was during this period that in the Czech Kingdom the
cities resisted the Czech szlachta and fought for their rights and privileges (Cechura, 2012,
pp- 194-199; Mrva, 2005, p. 7; Zombori, 2004, p. 148).

The circumstances of the Turkish aggression made the Kings Sigismund I, Louis II and
Duke Ferdinand I meet in October 1523 in Wiener Neustadt (Zombori, 2004, pp. 149-150;
Zombori, 2006, pp. 274-284). One of the questions concerned the Turkish danger. A large
crusade against the Ottomans was planned. It is known that the Czech upper classes reacted
for the first time, sending the delegation to the Congress on October 21, 1523: Prince Karl
of Minsterberg, Chancellor Adam from Hradec, Wojciech from Pernstein, Jan Glaws, a
representative of the city, and the others. It should be noted that the records of this meeting
on agreements with the Czech upper classes remained a mystery (Palacky, 1930, p. 532).

The Turkish issue became acute after Suleiman I captured quite important fortresses
during the summer of 1524, namely: Pétikosteli, Orschowa and Caras-Severin. This success
was facilitated by the escalation of disputes between the Emperor Charles V of Habsburg
(1519 — 1558) and the King Francis I (1515 — 1547). After Francis I lost the battle for the
imperial crown and was taken a prisoner, his relations with the Emperor and the Roman Curia
deteriorated considerably. The Turkish sultanate decided to take advantage of this, signing
a secret treaty with Francis I and intending to weaken the unity of European monarchs
(Imanmxuk, 1998, pp. 45-46; HoBuues, 1963, pp. 86—87; Kunpocc, 1999, pp. 190-195).

The inaction of the King and his entourage caused indignation among the Hungarian
estates (upper classes). This situation led to the development of disputes between the
magnates and szlachta, which greatly complicated the situation. It should be noted that the
Hungarian estates (upper classes) were unable to reach an agreement and unite during the
period of danger (Palacky, 1930, p. 563).

Under such circumstances, Louis II tried to gather more troops to defend the lands. In
particular, his letters to the Czech upper class representatives, the representatives of religious
movements and the Pope are known. The ambassador was sent to the Czech lands with
a request to provide a military assistance. Lev of Rozmital (1470 — 1535), the supreme
burggrave, immediately announced that this issue must be resolved at the Sejm in Prague
(Palacky, 1930, p. 564).

To provide a military assistance to the King the consent of the General Sejm (the main
body) was required. The procedure was as follows: the King had the right to summon the
General Sejm, and in of his absence (death, departure, etc.) — the governor of the kingdom —
the supreme burggrave (supremus burgravius). Usually the main issues discussed were the
following: the election of a new king, religious issues, military readiness in case of danger,
etc. (Vanécek, 1970, pp. 108, 113—114; Vanécek, 1947, p. 143). To do this, it was necessary to
summon regional and zemstvo congresses, which gave a permission for a military campaign
and elected representatives to take part in the General Sejm. The decision of the Sejm did
not require a royal assent. After the decision was made, it was included into zemstvo boards
(in Czech — zemské desky) and came into force (Markov, 1930, p. 92). As we can see, in the
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case of a rapid response to the danger, giving a military assistance was a complex and time-
consuming process in terms of organization.

Mr. Lev's letter of June 22, 1526, to his comrade testifies to the mood, which prevailed
among the Czech estates (upper classes): “I am sending you the answer given by Prague
lords to Mr. Tsetris. We hope that there will be no need to go to the battle against the Turks”.
(Dvorsky, 1889, p. 48). Also on June 28, 1526, he wrote to Mr. Wojciech of Pernstein that
the money had been sent from Buda for 4,000 mercenaries, adding: “Why do we need the
infantry against the Turks? Let them serve for us. We must defend our lands, so we must
be ready”. On July 7, 1526, Mr. Lev wrote: “Those, who were present at the Congress in
Prague decided to help the King” (Dvorsky, 1889, p. 48). Based on the analysis of the letters,
it can be stated that the Czech estates (upper classes) were in no hurry to provide a military
assistance to the King and were guided primarily by their own interests, which the Czech
szlachta together with the Czech city upper class put above the state interest.

As of the first quarter of the XVIth century the richest Czech lords were: Indfich from
Hradec, the Rozmberka lords, Jan from Selmberk, Mykola Tyréka from Lichtenburg, the lord
Kostka from Postupice, Willem from Pernstejna, Indfich from Plavn, the Schwigowski lords,
Albrecht Lipsteinsky from Kolovrat, Vladyslav and Jan from Sternberg, the Weitmilnarzhi
lords, Zden¢k Lev from Rozhmital (Palacky, 1872, pp. 316-321). Depending on a lord's
wealth, it was determined how many soldiers the lord had to make ready for the needs during
the war (Macek, 2001, p. 364). The most influential lords (Willem from Pernstejna, Wok
from Rozmberk, Peter and Zdenék of Sternberg) no longer provided a military assistance to
the King. This came under the control of vassals: magnates, zemanes, mercenaries (Rezek,
1890, p. 56). Among the duties of vassals was primarily a military service. At the lord’s
call, the vassal had to appear in the lord’s estate with his horse, weapons, supplies. The
vassal had to accompany the lord during military activities or hunting. The vassal had to
repair fortresses, clean the yards, etc. The vassals were greatly influenced by the lords from
Rozmberk, Shvamberk, Indrzhikhov Hradec families. By the way, a military service could
be redeemed. Thus, in 1472 zeman Peter of Voikov paid a ransom of 400 zlotykh to Jan from
Rozmberk (Kalousek, 1895, p. 209).

As we see, with the establishment of the estate monarchy in the lands of the Czech
crown, the upper Czech szlachta no longer provided a military assistance to the King, and the
petty szlachta could pay off this obligation. Of course, the King was able to hire troops for
large sums of money. In 1526 they managed to hire 1,300 Czech soldiers (zholdners), (from
French solde — a mercenary), who will take a direct part in the battle of Mohécs.

The culmination of the confrontation with the Ottoman Empire was the battle of
Mohaécs (in Hungarian — Mohdcs). The King Louis II had much hope for the Hungarian
and Czech troops. He accounted for the Czech and Moravian armies of up to 16 000.
However, the military help was less than it was expected. It is known that with the funds
sent by the Pope (25 000 ducats), they managed to hire 4 000 of the Czech and German
and 1 500 Polish soldiers. The exact number of the Czech troops is not known, it was about
1 300 Moravian soldiers. As for earl Janos Zapolyai, he and his army (about 8§ — 10 000
of people) were late for the battle. According to the main version, he is believed to have
betrayed the King, but there are speculations concerning the geographical features of the
Balkans. It should be noted that there were no exact data on the movement of the Ottoman
army. What direction they chose became known only when the Ottoman army crossed
the Balkans (the main target was Buda). Thus, Janos Zapolyai defended the way through
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Transylvania, not knowing the movement direction of the Ottoman army (Mohach — 1526,
2014, p. 13; Szabo, 2006, pp. 93-94).

The sources give rather poor information about the number of the royal troops. Thus,
according to various statistics data, the royal army numbered 25-28 000 (of whom 8 000
were foreigners: the Czechs, the Poles, the Croats, the Serbs, the Germans, the Italians, the
Spaniards) soldiers and 53—80 guns. The number of the Turkish troops was 55-65 000 soldiers
and 160 guns (Vybiral, 2008, pp. 24-25; Cechura, 2012, p- 206; Mohach — 1526, 2014,
pp- 13—14; Szabo, 2006, pp. 93-94; Fucik & Havel, 2003, p. 11). With such a distribution of
forces, the Ottomans had a clear advantage.

The battle took place in the afternoon of August 29, 1526 and ended in two hours with the
complete defeat of the royal troops, and King Louis II, escaping from the battle field, died
(got drowned, crossing the Danube Gulf of Csele-patak (Cechura, 2012, p. 206; Letz, 1995,
pp- 30-31; Vybiral, 2008, pp. 73-75; Lapteva, 1993, p. 105; Kvirenc & Kunstova, 2006,
p- 93; Kurpocc, 1999, pp. 202-203). All the prisoners (about 1 500 people) were executed by
the order of Suleiman I. Archbishop of Salkan, Tomori (7 prelates in total), Gyorgy Zapolyai,
Jan Dragfi, Ambrose Sharshen (28 lords and 500 sylachta representatives in total) were killed
(Dvortak, 2005, pp. 22-24; Szabd, 2006, pp. 155-156; Dvorak, 2005, pp. 25-26; Szabo,
20006, p. 143, Fialova, 1964, p. 95, Seges, 1998, p. 193; Mohach — 1526, 2014, p. 27). In two
weeks, on September 10, 1526, the Turks captured Buda. It should be noted that the Ottoman
troops were stopped only near Vienna (1529) (Krymskyi, 1996, p. 161; Petrosyan, 2013,
pp- 69-70.

The defeat at the Battle of Mohacs had serious geopolitical consequences. Thus, the
majority of the Hungarian petty and middle szlachta supported Janos I Zapolyai (1526 —
1540), and the representatives of the higher szlachta supported Ferdinand I Habsburg (T6th,
2001, p. 234; Skladany, 1970, p. 44; Palacky, 1930, pp. 570-572; Tovtyn, 2011, pp. 35-36).
The Transylvanian principality (dependent on Turkey) emerged, and the so-called Royal
Hungary emerged in the other part of Hungary. Concerning the Czech estates, according
to the matrimonial pact of 1515, a representative of the Habsburg dynasty, Ferdinand I of
Habsburg (1526 — 1564), was elected to the Czech throne (Bad’urik & Konya, 2000, p. 15;
Cechura, 2012, pp. 64-80; Galandauer & Honzik, 1987, p. 274). The Czech estates (upper
classes) elected a monarch, who was initially forced to secure their rights and privileges and
to take care of the security of the lands of the Czech crown.

The Conclusions. Thus, the unsuccessful domestic policy of the Czech-Hungarian line
of the Jagiellonian dynasty caused a loss of support among the Czech lords, the Hungarian
magnates and townspeople. It was a failure to involve the leading monarchs of Europe into
the struggle against the Turkish aggression. The Czech estates (upper classes) underestimated
the level of danger and cared more about their own political and economic interests. The
evidence of this are the letters of the Czech lords, knights, townspeople. The Czech lords,
knights, townspeople had the duty to provide a military assistance to the King only in case of
an imminent danger to the Czech kingdom. Louis II, as the King of the two kingdoms, was
betrayed by the representatives of his own Czech estates. The Czech szlachta no longer took
part in the military campaigns personally, and the petty szlachta could redeem themselves
from this duty. However, as the history will show, the consequences of the “Catastrophe
at Mohacs” was felt later by the Czech kingdom. In the beginning, no significant changes
occurred. The Turks were stopped near Vienna and did not invade the Czech lands. The
Habsburg dynasty became a hidden threat. Already from the 30-ies of the XVIth century
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there were tendencies to the centralization of power. After 1547 there were tendencies to a
certain absolutism of power. All this will lead to the confrontation of the Czech estates with
the monarch and, as the consequence, the uprising broke out, which led to the defeat, the loss
of the Czech statehood and the establishment of absolutism.
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