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      Mentions légales

      Résumé

      L'Europe au XVIe siècle a vécu à l'ombre de la menace turque. A quels auteurs cette situation n'a-t-elle pas inspiré quelque chose ? La situation des Français, à cet égard, avait quelque chose d'ambigu, à cause des alliances turques de leurs rois. La Noue rêve pourtant de croisades contre les Turcs, pour unifier catholiques et huguenots, cependant que René de Lucinge, qui était allé les voir de près, étudie les failles de la vie turque, par où on pourrait introduire une propagande affaiblissante : ce n'est alors plus la croisade mais la "guerre psychologique" qui se dessine.

      *
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      Abstract

      Europe during the 16th century was constantly under the menace of Turkish invasion. La Noue dreamt of a crusade against them whereas Lucinge, who had visited Turkey, knew their weak points better and wished to infiltrate them with weakening propaganda.
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      Introduction

      

      The impact of the Ottoman Turks on Renaissance Christendom can hardly be overstated. The conquest of Constantinople and the Balkans was followed by Selim I’s seizure of Jerusalem, Syria and Egypt and Soliman’s capture of Rhodes and Hungary. In a little over two hundred years the Ottoman state had risen from obscure beginnings to become the terror of the Christian world and the greatest military power on earth. At the same time, the nations of Latin Christendom were riven by political discord and shaken by the progress of the religious reform — which, ironically enough, crystallised around Luther’s opposition to the sale of crusade indulgences.

      Yet in the sixteenth century signs began to appear that the Ottomans’ career of rapid conquest was coming to an end. The epic struggle for Malta, the Christian victory at Lepanto, the costly Ottoman campaigns in Persia, the stalemate in Hungary : all were premonitions of the « Eastern Question » which was to preoccupy nineteenth-century statesmen ; if it was too early to speak of the Sick Man of Europe, plans were already being hatched to deprive the Turk of his domains and redistribute them among the victors. Almost every sixteenth-century writer had something to say on the subject ; naturally, it was most often discussed by political writers and moralists, but the topic of war against the Turks played a role in many works of the imagination and was not alien to the concerns, for example, of Rabelais, Cervantes and Shakespeare.

      The position of French writers is especially interesting. Between 1494 and 1518, Charles VIII, Louis XII and Francis I, heirs to the crusading tradition of Charlemagne and St Louis (as their publicists never ceased to point out), were inspired, each in his turn, to take up arms against the infidel. However, the loss of the imperial election and the disaster of Pavia forced Francis I to turn his back on the past and to conclude an alliance with Soliman, which several times brought Turkish fleets into the western Mediterranean. Officially at least, French publicists had now to regard resistance to the ambitions of Emperor Charles V as a more urgent necessity than plans to thwart the Turk ; orations on the traditional theme were restricted to those occasions when a fragile harmony had apparently been restored to Christendom, such as the conference of Marseille in 1534, the truce of Aigues-Mortes in 1538, 
and the Peace of Cateau-Cambrésis in 15591
. However, the military importance of the Turkish alliance declined during the French civil wars, as Soliman was succeeded by a series of inept sultans and the French, intensely preoccupied with their own affairs, became more conscious of the moral opprobrium and, no doubt, the divine vengeance which the alliance had brought upon them.

      It was during this period of French introspection and of Ottoman decline that there appeared, almost simultaneously, two important discussions in French on the question of war against the Turks : François de La Noue’s Discours politiques et militaires
, XXI and XXII, first published at Basel in 1587, and René de Lucinge’s De la Naissance, duree et cheute des estats
 (Paris, 1588)2
. The circumstances and convictions of the two authors could hardly have been more different ; the renowned Huguenot captain La Noue was writing, in 1584, from a Spanish dungeon in Limburg castle, whereas Lucinge, Hispanophile ambassador of Savoy at the French court, set down his thoughts in 1586 during a sabbatical in his ancestral castle. Neither man knew of the other’s work ; a tenuous personal link was their common admiration for Charles-Emmanuel of Savoy, to whom Lucinge dedicated his book and whom La Noue described as a « prince de tres-grande esperance », magnanimously proposing that this confessional enemy should lead part of the expedition against the Turks (pp. 477-478). This book aims, in part, to set in their context the writings of La Noue and Lucinge on war against the Turks, comparing them with their predecessors and also with their immediate successors, who include such important figures as Henri Estienne, François Savary de Brèves and Maximilien de Sully, as well as those who had read the works of La Noue and Lucinge, like Jacques Esprinchard and Jean-Aimes de Chavigny.

      But this is also a study of some conventions of deliberative rhetoric. The sixteenth-century image of the Turk was delineated nearly fifty years ago when, in The Turk in French History, Thought and Literature
, C.D. Rouillard catalogued the exotic and often admirable features of Ottoman civilisation which travellers were revealing to Christendom, the surprising amounts of justice, piety, culture, humanity and tolerance to be found among these supposed barbarians. The present study deals with the more negative, 
perhaps more traditional, portrayal of the Ottoman state by orators and political commentators bent on overthrowing it. My chapter-headings reflect the conventional divisions of the oration against the Turks, since the orator’s task was to persuade his audience of the justice, necessity and ease of the course proposed, and to describe the profit to be expected from it. These divisions were utilised by two eminent humanist churchmen who may be regarded as the founders of this particular genre, Aeneas Sylvius, later Pope Pius II, and Joannes Bessarion ; under their influence the exhortation to war against the Turks became more or less a set subject of deliberative rhetoric, being used, even, as an exercise for schoolboys3
. While neither La Noue’s work nor Lucinge’s is written in a conventionally oratorical style, both make use of the commonplaces of the topic, the characteristic arguments deployed by the orators. Their modification or acceptance of these commonplaces will enable some conclusions to be drawn about the development of the subject in the years since the fall of Constantinople.

      *

      The translations from Latin are my own ; references are given in the text whenever possible ; works included in the bibliography are cited elsewhere by name of author and, where necessary, short title. I am grateful to the Principal and Council of King’s College London for granting me the period of sabbatical leave during which this book was written.
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          See, respectively, J. Pellisson, Panegyricus
, Lyon, 1534, p. 34, and A. du Saix, Gratulatoria oratiuncula
, Lyon, 1534, sig. a, iv-b, i ; H. Salel, La Bienvenue de l’Empereur
 in Œuvres
, Paris, 1539, fols 19-20, and C. Marot, Cantique
 of 1538 in Œuvres lyriques
, ed. C.A. Mayer, London, 1964, p. 293 ; G. Aubert, Oraison de la paix
, Paris, 1559, L. Le Roy, Oratio de pace
, Paris, 1559, fols 14-16, and J. du Bellay, Epithalame
 of 1559, in Œuvres
, V, pp. 222-223.
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          All references are to the edition of La Noue by F.E. Sutcliffe, Geneva and Paris, Droz and Minard, 1967, and to my own edition of Lucinge, Geneva, Droz, 1984.
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          See Schwoebel, pp. 149-150, and G. Mattingly, Renaissance Diplomacy
, London, 1955, pp. 93, 143-144 and 165.

        

      

    

  


		

    
		

  
    
      chapter I 
Justice and Necessity

      
        (i) Canon law and the ius gentium



        The question of war against the Turks was inextricably linked in the sixteenth century with Reformation controversy. On the purely anecdotal level, Selim I’s conquests inspired Leo X to preach a Crusade, which in turn inspired Luther’s epoch-making protest. On the ideological plane, many of the issues raised by the Reformation — papal authority, forcible conversion, the reinterpretation of prophecy — played a major part in the debate over Christendom’s response to the Turk. Not the least of these issues was the legitimacy of holy war.

        
          Bellum in haereticos et infideles iustissimum. Infinitis testimoniis sacrae Scripturae hoc roboratur. Nam plenae sunt sacrae Literae historiis virorum illustrium qui bella gentibus et paganis et ethnicis intulerunt pro lege et religione.

          (War against heretics and infidels is the most just of wars. This is confirmed by countless examples in scripture ; holy writ abounds in accounts of the illustrious men who waged war for religion and the law against gentiles, pagans and the heathen.)

        

        This statement of the traditional position appears in a theological encyclopedia compiled by a contemporary of La Noue and Lucinge, Pierre Crespet (1543-1594), prior of the Celestine community at Mantes. The entry « Bellum » in Crespet’s Summa catholicae fidei
 (pp. 68-69) continues with an enumeration of precedents which encapsulates the sources of orthodox doctrine on this question. The principal scriptural examples are those of Moses and Joshua, as expounded by Philo and Origen, the main patristic sources are Ambrose and Augustine, and the conciliar precedents are those set by a succession of crusading popes, including Urban II, Innocent III, Pius II and Pius V ; in fact, concludes Crespet, « infinitae sunt Bullae summorum Pontificum, ad hoc fideles instigantes » (there are countless Bulls of supreme pontiffs which exhort the faithful to undertake this task). His entry on war ends with a discussion of the general theory of the Just War, based on Augustine and on Gratian’s Decretum
 (causa 23), a key source for almost all commentators on the subject.

        In giving special treatment to the question of war against heretics and infidels, Crespet was continuing a tradition defined in the thirteenth century by the jurist Hostiensis (Henry of Segusio), who was among the first to codify and discuss the legal customs surrounding the Crusades in the Holy Land, and to distinguish them from other « holy wars »1
. But Crespet was not merely engaging in historical research ; since most of his precedents were originally applied only to unbelievers, he was obviously contributing to contemporary controversy when he lumped together both infidels and
 heretics. An enthusiastic supporter of the Catholic Ligue, Crespet was in part seeking to justify the use of force against the Huguenots in the French civil war, and his brief entry « Turca » (p. 878) reveals more of his sympathies and intentions, and shows again how the question of war against the Turks was bound up with Reformation polemic. Crespet refers the reader to his entry on war for a full discussion, but here he begins by citing a canon of the Third Lateran Council (1179) « ubi excommunicantur qui Turcis auxilium tulerint contra Christianos » (by which are excommunicated those who shall have given aid to the Turks against Christians). In the 1580’s no one could miss the allusion to the Valois kings, progenitors of a notorious alliance with the Ottomans, and in particular to the Ligue’s adversary Henry III, « le roi turc », who had been inspired by his ally’s example, so the pamphlets said, to introduce Ottoman absolutism into France2
. It is interesting to see that the Huguenot La Noue concurred on this point, at least :

        
          Les nostres qui conversent parmy [la nation turque] n’en rapportent autre fruit qu’un apprentissage de tres-mauvaises coustumes qui infectent de corruption les particuliers, et embrouillent de preceptes tyranniques l’esprit de ceux qui gouvernent. (p. 424)



        

        However, Ligueur propaganda claimed that the Huguenots too had sought Turkish aid in their rebellion ; in 1590, for example, the extraordinary news was published in Paris that a Turkish army had landed in Provence and, under the command of the duke d’Epernon, was marching to the assistance of Henry of Navarre ; the pamphlet was designed to justify the Ligue’s use of Spanish troops, but such stories were not entirely without foundation, since both the Huguenots and Henry III had attempted to obtain subsidies from the sultan3
. Pierre Crespet had himself contributed similar propaganda in his Instruction de la foy chrestienne
 (1589), a commentary on a crusading tract by Pope Pius II ; throughout, Crespet couples Turk and Huguenot, infidel and heretic, in what amounts to a relentless denunciation of the latter. It is no surprise to find similar passages in the work of Lucinge, another Ligueur sympathiser ; not only have the Reformers assisted the Turks, he claims, by distracting Catholic princes from their duty to defend Christendom against the infidel (pp. 124-125), but they have even learned from the Prophet Mahomet the advantages of establishing « une loy du tout sensuelle » :

        
          Les disciples [de Luther et de Calvin] ont trouvé si douce la reigle de saccager les eglises, violer, par nouvelle convolation de nopces, le sacrement de mariage, et toute obeïssance naturellement deue au prince… En somme, leur zele de religion a esté d’apparence et non d’effect, sinon en ce qui a concerné leur intention dressee à suivre l’appetit sensuel et desordonné avec fausseté de doctrine, qu’ils poursuivent obstinement. (p. 168)



        

        There was every justification, in the light of such remarks, for La Noue’s plea that « Les François… ne doivent pas s’estimer comme Turcs les uns les autres » (p. 20).

        The other reference in Crespet’s brief entry « Turca » is to Johann Eck’s Enchiridion locorum communium
, first published in 1525 and then almost annually for half a century ; the book was a storehouse of arguments against Luther and Melanchthon. Crespet’s reference to it places the question of war against the Turks in a still broader context of Reformation controversy, since Eck was one of a number of theologians who denounced Luther’s provocative stance on the question. Luther developed his opposition to the sale of crusade indulgences in the Resolutiones disputationum
 of 1518, where he declared : « Praeliari adversus Turcas est repugnare Deo visitanti iniquitates nostras per illos » (To make war on the Turks is to rebel against God, who punishes our sins through them). Luther’s proposition was founded on his separation of the duties of Church and Magistrate ; in later elaborations he was to allow the Türkenkrieg
, waged by the Magistrate in defence of his subjects, but to condemn the Kreuzzug
, the so-called « holy war », and to call on the Church to attack the doctrine of Islam rather than its adherents4
. The original proposition was condemned as erroneous, though not heretical, in the Bull Exsurge domine
 of 1520 and in the Sorbonne’s Determinatio super doctrina Lutheriana
 of 1521 ; as well as Eck, the theologians Josse Clichtove and Bernard of Luxembourg were quick to attack it, and in the critical year of the siege of Vienna, 1529, Johann Dobneck (Cochlaeus) devoted a whole book to the controversy, Dialogus de bello contra Turcas, in antilogias Lutheri
 ; this provided Erasmus with a good deal of material for his more restrained Consultatio de bello Turcis inferendo
 of 15305
.

        Not surprisingly, Calvinist divines subsequently waxed as ironical as Luther about crusade indulgences and the collection of the tenths ; Calvin did not specifically discuss war against the Turks in the Institutes
, but his chapters on war (IV, xx, 11-12) sanction the defensive use of military force by the Magistrate in terms similar to Luther’s. Théodore de Bèze did associate this defensive warfare with the Turks : « Le Magistrat est tenu de defendre les siens, mesme par armes, quand autrement il ne peut, à l’encontre des outrages et des Turcs et de tous autres », but he added the characteristic Evangelical rider that there could be no question of persecuting Turks...
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