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ABSTRACT

The battle of Worringen in 1288 is generally considered as
an inportant |ocal event in the history of both the Gty
of Col ogne and the Low Countries. Present understanding
of its causes, circunstances and historic significance has
been shaped primarily by the Brabantine rhynme chronicle of
Jan van Heel u and subsequent histories based on it, re-
peatedly influenced by the resurgence of |ocal patriotism
Upon exam nation of docunentary, additional chronical
evi dence and the general historical background of the
battl e of Worringen, certain discrepancies becane
apparent. It would seemthat the aninbsities between the
Ar chbi shop of Col ogne, the Gty of Col ogne, the Duke of
Brabant, and the Archbi shop's vassals originated nmuch
earlier and in slightly different circunstances than
general ly accepted. The sequence of events in the battle
related by Jan van Heelu, as well as its geographical |o-
cation defined in the subsequent historical literature,
are anended. Despite what other treatnments of this event
have cl ai ned, the Duke of Brabant was not the true victor
of Worringen, nor was the Archbishop conpl etely def eat ed.
The Gty of Col ogne did not significantly inprove or even
change its relationship with its feudal lord. Thus the
battl e of Wirringen was neither decisive nor inportant in

quite the way it has cone to be understood.
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| NTRODUCTI ON

There have perhaps been few other periods of history
whi ch were nore inspired by fantasy, and in turn gave rise
to nore tall tales, than the Mddle Ages. As nedi eva
peopl e were affected by their superstition and credulity,
so we too sonetinmes find ourselves the victins of
| egendary rather than realistic accounts of that past. The
chal l enge to separate fact fromfiction is |likely not yet
conpleted for many tall nedieval tales that have becone
part of our historical tradition.

A good exanpl e of how an epic tale about a real event
of the past can survive to becone history's official
version of that event is provided by the literature
surrounding a specific incident in nedieval Germany, of
personal interest to ne. M first contact with this event
was very much in the formof folk-tale, when as a child
was told that, once upon a tinme, on a certain farnmer's
field, just a fewmles fromny hone-village near Col ogne,
a large and bl oody battle had occurred. The ful
ci rcunst ances of what took place in that open neadow near

the Ri ver Rhi ne have been of sone interest to ne ever



since, if for no other reason than curiosity.
Confirmation that such a battle really had occurred on
5 June 1288, at a place called Wrringen, | found only
years later. There a bloody conflict was fought by Duke
Jan | of Brabant, Counts Adolf V of Berg and Everhard of
Mar k, numerous citizens of Cologne, and their allies
agai nst Siegfried of Westerburg, Archbishop of Col ogne;
his allies, the Counts Reinald of Cuelder, Heinrich of
Luxenbourg, Heinrich of Westerburg, and Adolf of Nassau®®;
and many ot her noble knights. | was surprised to find
that the battle of Worringen, within the circles of at
| east sonme CGerman and Bel gi an hi storians, was indeed
considered a rather significant |ocal event'®. It was
taken to indicate the precise point in tine at which the
City of Cologne clainmed its independence fromthe rul e of
its feudal lord, the archbishop'®, marking a shift from

strictly feudal ideas of jurisdiction to the devel opnent

166 See Geneal ogi cal Tabl e.

%7 The recent seven-hundredth anniversary of the
battl e of Wbrringen has once again caused a reenergence of
interest in the events in 1288. The resulting accounts
have been very useful in defining the present state of
know edge concerning this event. (See bel ow, Chapter 6.)

168 See Stehkanpfer, Hugo: "Die rechtliche Absicherung
der Stadt Kol n gegen eine erzbischofliche Landesherrschaft
vor 1288", in: Die Stadt in der Europdi schen Geschichte.

Festschrift fur Edith Ennen (Bonn, 1972), pp. 343-377.




of territorial centralized rule in the Rhine valley'®
Confronting the generally accepted interpretations of
the battle of Worringen with avail able primary evidence,
however, raises doubts about the accuracy of those inter-
pretations. This is not to say that the story was
actually falsified, but rather that it seemed, on oc-
casion, to have been related with other purposes in mnd
t han just explaining the how and why of what happened at
Worringen in 1288. Cearly of great significance here was
the fact that our principal primary source, presumably the
only eyew tness account of the battle, out of which the
vast majority of information about its conduct and its
ci rcunst ances has been extracted, is the rhynme chronicle
of Jan van Heel u'’®, an attendant at the Brabant court.
Its biases and point of view, originally neant to boost
the i mage of Brabant and its duke, w thout question have

i nfl uenced today's understanding of the events. Although

169 See Erkens, Franz-Reiner: "Territorium und Reich
in Politik wund Vorstellung des Ko&lner Erzbischofs
Siegfried von Westerburg", Nassaui sche Annalen 94 (1983),
pp. 25- 46, and Jansen, W : "Ni ederrheini sche
Territorial bildung. Vor ausset zungen, Wege, Pr obl ene",
Klever Archiv 3 (Kl eve, 1981), pp. 95-113.

170

Oiginally edited by Jan Frans Wllens as
Rynkronyk betreffende den slag van Weringen in Chroni que
en vers de Jan van Heelu ou relation de lTa bataille de
Wber i ngen (= Collection de Chroniques Belges inédites
Tom 1) (Bruxelles, 1836).




fairly soon after Heelu recorded the battle at Wrringen
interest in the event declined, relegating his chronicle
to relative obscurity, on sone noteworthy |ater occasions
Heel u's narrative was found to be valuable in the service
of politicians and historians. Thus even in this century
Worringen and the "Linburg War", although of little
current rel evance, have attracted sone limted interest,
this time in explaining historical trends resulting in the
formati on of the nodern state. Information about the
battle, its issues and its participants, through the
centuries has remai ned subject to various interests trying
to prove a point or pronbte an inage.

The present attenpt to distinguish historical facts
about the battle of Wrringen fromits historiographical
|l egacy will be carried out in tw stages. The first
consists of a reconstruction on the basis of all avail able
sources, sone of which have perhaps not received due
attention, of the circunstances, events, and people
affecting and affected by the battle of Wrringen. The
second stage consists of an exam nation of the narratives,
reflecting varying interests, which cane to be accepted as
historically truthful and thus shaped today's perception
of the battle of Wirringen and its significance. |If this

exploration is successful, not only the battle of

10



Worringen, but also the way in which our know edge of it
has been distorted by the historiographical tradition, may
be nore satisfactorily explained.

Before we focus on the specific event, however, it
seens desirable to review sonme of the general circum
stances of the later Mddle Ages in the Holy Roman Enpire,
whi ch defined the issues and conditioned the people

involved in this conflict.

11
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Chapter 1
TOMS, NOBLES, AND CHURCHVEN

The Roots of Conflict

In thirteenth-century Europe, the commercial and
political rise of towns was one of the nore crucial
devel opnents. Through commerce and manuf acture, many
Eur opean towns rose from subjection to feudal lords to
econom ¢ and political self-sufficiency. At first lords
and rulers may have seen an opportunity to participate in
the prosperity and wealth of towns by condoni ng the
generally "un-feudal" freedons of urban |ife through the
granting of charters and privileges. Soon, however, urban
communities, typically inhabited by populations with
strong commercial interests, came to develop their own
admnistrative institutions, often based on sone type of
merchant guild. In the interest of free and uninhibited
enterprise the comrercial urban elite pursued a nunber of
met hods in attenpting to detach thensel ves fromthe feudal
authority of their overlord, frequently and nost obviously

consi sting of the construction of elaborate and expensive

14



fortifications'. To nost self-reliant city dwellers,
feudal practices conceived for the adm nistration and
control of a rurally based feudal society nust have seened
i ke outdated rules, arbitrary custons, or bad habits'’?
bad for business and high on their list of incentives for
acquiring admnistrative and political independence. The
i ncreasi ng separation of urban centres from feudal society
was |ikely to cause severe conflicts whenever rulers
attenpted to reverse an evolution they thensel ves had
pronoted in the begi nning.

The traditional authorities, secular or religious,
coul d not easily accommodate such striving for autonony
outside the conservative framework of the feuda
hi erarchy. For one thing, feudal rulers, increasingly
dependent on cash revenue, could little afford to |et
their access to the econom c potential of towns be
restricted by the aspirations of a bourgeois |eadership.
To further aristocratic apprehensions, urban growh and
prosperity, created opportunities for the bourgeoisie to

accunmul ate wealth and status which allowed it to acquire

1 Pounds, N.J.G, An Economic Hi story of Medieval
Eur ope (New York, 1974), pp. 225 ff.

172

Pirenne, Henri: Geschichte Belgiens, transl. by
Fritz Arnheim (Gotha, 1899) p. 206.
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bl ue- bl ooded dress and manners w t hout the sanction of
nobl e birth'®. Feudal rulers only had two choices, either
to cone to terns with the towns, peacefully and co-
operatively, by further tolerating al ready existing
conditions through the granting of yet nore charters and
privileges, or forcibly to return urban admnistration to
their owm control, through the use of mlitary power.

Wher eas secul ar princes, based in the countryside,
generally seemto have been di sposed towards accepting a
degree of urban autonomy, which could be of considerable
financial benefit to them’™, religious rulers, tradi-
tionally thensel ves resident in some of the nore
significant urban centres, often took a nore hostile
approach. Al though in part influenced by doctrinaire
views concerning the norality of commerce, according to
Pirenne, church potentates were conpelled to pursue
repressive policies against the political aspirations of

their urban flock by the political need to defend the ful

3 Ppainter, Sidney: A History of the Mddl e Ages,
284- 1500 (New York, 1953), p. 239.

17 According to Painter the potential benefit the
nmoney econony was particularly helpful for the nore
i nportant feudal |ords who could control and pronote fairs
and owned the larger towns. Painter, A Hi story of the
M ddl e Ages, p. 243.
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range of authority and power held by the church'®.  Thus,
in the particular case that concerns us here, the comer-
cial and political aspirations of the City of Col ogne's
civilian | eadership gave rise to a relationship with their
feudal and religious overlords, the archbi shops, which
over the centuries was dom nated by a nore or | ess severe
ani nosity.

Cont enpor aneous with the commercial prosperity and
i ndustrialization of northern European towns, such as
Col ogne, was an incipient decline of the status and weal th
of the rurally based nobility in areas such as Fl anders
and the | ower Rhine Valley, especially in the second half
of the thirteenth century’®. Here the feudal manor was
| ess and | ess the centre of economc activity which it had
been in earlier years. People noving into the cities to
participate in the manufacture of cloth and the processing
of other commodities not only swelled the popul ati on of
the towns but also depleted the work force on noble
estates. Mreover, the grow ng noney econony was | eading

to the replacenment of contributions in kind which had nade

5 1bid, p. 209.
76 One very interesting study of the status of
Eur opean nobility, but possibly of w der inportance in the
context of the Lower Rhine, is Warlop, E.: The Flem sh

Nobility before 1300 (Kortrijk, 1975).
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up the traditional incone of the rural nobility. While
many nobl es began to prefer collecting rents and ot her
dues in hard currency, they apparently failed to recognize
the threat that inflation represented to these often
permanently set amounts. Although a benefit to his
tenants, currency inflation could severely reduce the
val ue of a nobl eman's revenue'”.

At the sane tinme that feudal revenue no | onger
provi ded a secure financial basis, the demands of the
aristocratic lifestyle began to require ever |arger suns
of currency. Being noble was increasingly difficult to
afford'’®. Horses and armour, a knight's working tools,
were becom ng constantly nore sophisticated but at the
sanme time prohibitive in cost to anyone not weal thy by
birth*®.  Mreover, vassals were no | onger bound to
mlitary service for their lord exclusively by feuda

i deal s of personal loyalty, but instead increasingly by

177 Koch, H.W: The History of Warfare (London 1987)
p. 94.

8 puby, Georges: Rural Economy and Country life in
the Medieval West, transl. by Cynthia Postan (Col unbi a,
1968), p. 234.

179 Rossner, Wer ner : "Ritterliche Wrtschafts-
ver hal t ni sse und Tur ni er im sozialen Wandel ", in
Fl eckenstein, Joseph, ed.: Das Ritterliche Turnier im

Mttelalter (= Veroffentlichungen des Max-Planck-Instituts
far Geschichte 80) (Gbottingen, 1985), pp. 296-338.
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nonet ary conpensation only the weal thiest princes could
afford. Warfare thus becane a very expensive proposition
for rulers no less in need of noney than their vassal s,
The mlitary lifestyle had to be made to pay for itself.

It is therefore no surprise that at this tine,
W nning at tournanments and taking hostages in war began to
repl ace agricultural revenues as the main source of incone
for many European nobl emen®®. Particularly in the Holy
Roman Enpire, nobles, desperate for cash and aware of the
inability of the inperial admnistration to control them
resorted to ever nore creative nethods of financing of
their courts, fromthe levying of taxes and tolls to the
abuse of church revenues, right down to sinple highway
robbery®?.  Feudal rulers in need of additional incone
were obviously tenpted to | ook towards the financi al
resources of the towns, whether given by choice or taken
by force.

One | ess recogni zed, but interesting and perhaps far-
reaching effect of these devel opnents, was that many

nobl emen could no longer afford to have all nmale nenbers

180 pjrenne, Geschichte Bel gi ens, pp. 262-263.
181 |pid., p. 309.

182 Bjuml, Franz H.: Medieval Gvilization in Gernmany
800-1273 (London, 1969), p. 156.
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of their famly beconme independent knights. A career in
the church or the civil bureaucracy, which necessitated

gi ving up one's independence to a superior, had always
been an option for the |lower orders of society to inprove
t hensel ves, but now even soneone who m ght normally have
been | ooking forward to a life of war, feasts, and
jousting was conpelled into the service of God or the king
as a result of econonmic necessity'®. \Wwereas in France
joining the king's adm nistration could ensure not only
the preservation of a noble life style but also access to
political authority, in the declining Enpire only a
position in the adm nistration of the Church would have
provided simlar possibilities. Such positions were

i ncreasi ngly sought, and many nobl e fathers who m ght have
ot herwi se placed their sons in nonasteries perceived new

opportunities in the secular hierarchy of the church®

8 |'n the introduction of Laconblet, Theodor J., ed,:
Ur kundenbuch fur die Geschichte des N ederrheins (Aalen
1960), vol. 2, p. ix, the editor has noted a nunber of
t hese devel opnents. According to one of his sources (doc.
no. 912) even King Rudolf commented on the grow ng nunber
of young noblenmen crowding into financially attractive
positions in the church hierarchy.

184 According to research conducted by Manfred G oten,
a vast mpjority of positions in Cologne's church and
cathedral chapters during the twelfth and thirteenth
century were occupied by the sons of the mnor |ocal
nobility. G oten, Manfred: Priorenkolleg und Donkapitel

von Koln im Hohen Mttelalter (= Rheinisches Archiv 109)

20



One need not assune that on joining the church
hi erarchy young nobl enen | ost any of their mlitary
anbition or their taste for the knightly life. These were
merely now channelled into the service of a church only
too happy to nmake use of such qualities. Not
surprisingly, these churchnmen tended to show | ess concern
for piety. R sing perhaps to becone bishops and
ar chbi shops of the Enpire, these nobl enen nore often
adm ni stered the power than the sacranments of the church

In contrast to the communal |iving practiced by their

brothers in the nonasteries, many enjoyed thenselves in
their favourite estates or town houses. It is said that
by the thirteenth century only lavish feasts and speci al
delicacies could interest nobl e-born nmenbers of the
Col ogne church chapters in attending religious
observances'®®. Indications are, however, that for many
men of the church active participation in mlitary
conflicts required considerably |ess incentive.

A church hierarchy dom nated by the offspring of the
rural aristocracy, frequently practicing the quarrel sone

lifestyle of their feudal relatives, undoubtedly succeeded

(Bonn, 1980).
185 Laconbl et, Urkundenbuch, vol. 2, pp. ix ff.
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in earning the mstrust of the urban bourgeoisie. Even an
ar chbi shop of Col ogne was bound to be viewed not sinply as
a man of the church, but also a representative of a class
whose values and interests frequently clashed with those

of the new urban elite.

The politics of the Enpire after 1250

The second half of the thirteenth century confronted
the Holy Roman Enpire with the political uncertainties
follow ng the death of Frederick Il in 1250, and conti nued
through the Interregnum persisting in many respects even
after the election of Rudolf of Habsburg in 1273

Counts and dukes, bishops and abbots, uninhibited by

185 According to Herbert G undmann in Gebhardt, Bruno:
Handbuch der Deutschen Geschichte, Bd. 1, eighth edition
reprinted (Stuttgart, 1964), p. 382, the disorder
associated with the Interregnum actually began in 1245,
even before Frederick's death, and continued until 1355
and the next legitimte enperor Charles IV, although the
German kingship (the actual title was King of the Romans)
was never vacant for |ong. Neverthel ess the Interregnum
signalled the real decline of centralized authority, by
what ever nanme, and the near anarchical fight over its
remmants by the remaining figures or institutions of
authority.

22



strong central control and the inperial peace, and
increasingly regarding their territorial jurisdictions,
nost of which at sonme time had nost been inperial fiefs,
as their personal possessions®’ fought over the remaining
unprotected inperial holdings and sovereign rights, while
the inportant decisions determning the future of Germany
were increasingly nmade by foreign potentates. It was not
until the intervention of the new pope Gegory X (1270-
76), who had considerable political interest in the
preservation of inperial institutions to counterbal ance
French and Angevin anbitions in Italy, that sone senbl ance
of normality appeared to return to CGermany.

When Gregory X becane pope in 1270, he had the dif-
ficult task of reconciling his personal goals and those of
the church with the political realities of Europe'®. W
know that his desire was to sunmon a crusade once nore. A
crusade with any chance of success required the unifi-
cation of the rulers of Western Christendom under one

si ngl e banner agai nst a conmon eneny'®®.  The forenost

187

Barracl ough, Ceoffrey: The Oigins of Mdern
Germany (New York, 1963), p. 326.

188 | pbid., pp. 301 ff.

189 Redlich, Oswald: Rudolf von Habsburg (Innsbruck
1903), p. 144.
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anong these secular princes to | ead such an undert aki ng
could only be a legitinmate enperor, still the nom nal
superior of all other sovereigns.

There was al so political prudence in strengthening
the inperial institution to counterbal ance its in-
creasingly powerful conpetitors. Inits efforts at
centralization and European hegenony, the French royal
famly was beginning to put considerable pressure on the
papacy and the Enpire. Al though Charles of Anjou had been
useful in renoving the | ast Hohenstauffen offspring from
southern Italy, his growing anbitions and those of his
cousins in France represented a threat to the i ndependence
of the papacy. The concentrated power of two of Europe's
nmost centralized and efficient kingdons, France and
Sicily, was al so increasingly unconfortable for the
Italian pro-inperial party, whose candi date G egory had
been'®®. French power had already exerted itself on the
papacy, for Gregory X, the Italian Thebal do Visconti,
former archdeacon of Liége, had been preceded by two
French popes. Philip I'll of France's candi dacy for the
inperial throne only increased French pressure. The

bal anci ng of the French and Angevin power with that of an

199 Redl i ch, Rudolf von Habsburg, p. 143.
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enperor was therefore a prudent political nove in the

interests of both the continued i ndependence of the church

and the political aspirations of Italians in general.
Gregory thus insisted that a new Roman ki ng be

el ected by the princes of the Enpire, and threatened that

ot herwi se one would sinply be named by hinsel f*. Wth

unexpect ed speed, the electors, led by the three arch-

bi shops of Col ogne, Miinz, and Trier, heeded Gegory's

t hreat '°2 and proceeded to el ect Rudolf of Habsburg, who

al t hough he | ater proved to be quite a potent inperial

aut hori t y*

was at the tine seen as unlikely to threaten
the position to which the inperial princes seened to have
grown accustoned since the dem se of the inperial
authority of the Hohenstaufen. The German princes indeed
seemto have realized reluctantly that their own position,
in the face of French ideas of hegenony, could be

endangered by too weak an inperial figurehead. At the

191 |'n August of 1273 Gregory threatened that he and
his cardinals would sinply appoint a ruler for the Enpire.
Redl i ch, Rudol f von Habsburg, p. 153 and Barracl ough,
Oigins, p. 301.

192 Redl i ch, Rudolf von Habsburg, p. 162.

198 Redlich sees Rudolf as rather suitable for the
post he was to occupy and represents himas anything but a
“"l'ittle count” chosen nerely for his lack rather than his
abundance of influence. Rudolf von Habsburg, p. 163.
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sane tinme, a too strong inperial authority could threaten
their individual interests. One can assune that the

el ectors regarded Rudolf as the perfect conprom se can-

di date t hrough whomthey could obtain the desired conbina-
tion between external protection and internal freedom for

t hensel ves in the Enpire.
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Chapter 2

THE TWO COLOGNES

The political position of the Archbi shops of Col ogne

Even before the Interregnumthe three German eccl e-
siastical electors seemto have played a decisive role in
inperial elections. |In 1246 the three Rhenish arch-
bi shops, on their own, elected Heinrich Raspe as an anti -
ki ng agai nst Frederick Il. Apparently they continued to
domi nat e subsequent inperial elections®. It nust have
been obvious to the papacy that, in view of the European
political situation, placing suitable personnel in such
exceedingly inportant offices of church and Enpire as the
Rhi nel and ar chbi shoprics required considerable attention.

Primary anong these centres of political as well as

spiritual authority was the Archbishopric of Col ogne.

194 1'n 1292 Archbi shop Siegfried of Col ogne woul d be
successful in convincing all other electors to accept his
own vassal Adolf of Nassau as King of the Romans. About
this subject see Schmd, L.: D e Wahl des Grafen Adolf von

Nassau zum rOm schen Koni g (W esbaden, 1870).
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Their role as inperial electors was however not the
only cause for the pre-em nence of Col ogne's archbi shops.
As princes of the Church, their spiritual rule covered

| arge tracts of the |ower Rhine valley and the Low
Countries, and with it sone of the nost productive and
weal t hy | ands of Europe; furthernore, as dukes of Col ogne
(since 1151) and Westphalia (since 1180), they were al so
i nportant secul ar rulers.

These additional roles of Col ogne's archbi shops had
their origins in the inperial policies of the Hohenstaufen
dynasty. The position of duke of Col ogne was created by
Konrad 11 (1138-1152), the first Hohenstaufen enperor,
for his chancellor, Archbishop Arnold Il (1151-1156), in
an attenpt, according to one argunent, to secure for the
new Swabi an dynasty a jurisdictional foothold in the
north-west of the Enpire!®. In the event, the inposition
of a new feudal authority above the already existing
network of local jurisdictions served only to create a

nunber of conplications and conflicts'®. The ducal

195 Droege, Georg: "Lehnrecht und Landrecht am
Ni ederrhein und das Problemder Territorial bildung im12.
und 13. Jahrhundert”, Aus Geschichte und Landeskunde.
Franz Stei nbach zum 65. Geburtstag (Bonn 1960), pp. 278-
307.

196 See Appendix I11.
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authority of Col ogne's archbi shops was to have been
cotermnous with their existing spiritual jurisdiction,
covering the entirety of the Col ogne archdi ocese,
including the feudal lordships within it!’. The counts
and dukes of the | ower Rhine, however, possessed tradi-
tional rights and jurisdictions which frequently canme into
conflict wwth the new feudal suprenmacy of the Col ogne
ar chbi shops'®®.  Cbviously the nore potent rulers of
Brabant or Cuel der never admtted feudal subordination to
t he Col ogne archbi shops; but even anong the | ess influen-
tial barons, who in the short run had little choice but to
recogni ze the archbi shops' overlordship, there seens to
have been no intention of ultimately accepting it. Wile
t he Hohenst aufen nonarchs continued to place nmen loyal to
themin the Archdi ocese and Duchy of Col ogne, the |ords of
the Lower Rhine remai ned fundanental |y opposed to these
figures of feudal and inperial authority.

Ar chbi shops Frederick Il (1156-1158) and Reinal d of
Dassel (1159-1167) gained their seats as strong allies of
the inperial famly. Archbishop Philip of Heinsberg

(1167-1191) was elected at the expressed w sh of Enperor

97 Al'so call ed "Lehnrecht".

198 Droege, Lehnrecht und Landrecht, pp. 282 ff. The
technical termin that case woul d be "Landrecht".
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Frederick | and received the Duchy of Westphalia and Egern
in 1180 after successfully supporting his enperor against
Henry the Lion, Duke of Saxony. In 1225, however, the
brewi ng conflict between the Rhenish lords and their
supposed feudal superior cost Archbi shop Engel bert of Berg
(1216-1225) his life at the hands of an assassin.
Engel bert had been a particular favourite of Enperor
Frederick 11, and besides tutoring Frederick's son, had
been his right hand man in the German portion of the
Enpire. Al though Archbi shop Konrad of Hochstaden (1238-
1261) al so began as a chanpi on of the Hohenstaufen king,
he was swept up in the papal canpaign against the Sicilian
"Antichrist" deposed by Gregory I X in 1245 while
continuing to quarrel constantly with his vassals and
subjects in the Rhineland. It seens that as the power of
t hose who had made the archbi shops of Col ogne i nportant
began to wane, so the frequency and seriousness of attacks
on themfromw thin began to rise.

The nost inportant objective of Konrad of
Hochst aden's successor, Archbi shop Engel bert 11 (1261-

1274), therefore, consisted in protecting his position of

199 |'n 1247 Konrad participated in the election of the
anti-king Heinrich Raspe and a year |ater that of WIIliam
of Hol | and.
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authority in the absence of Hohenstaufen or indeed any
other effective inperial support. He struggled fiercely
to do so, but when he died in 1274, a year after crowning
Rudol f of Habsburg as king of the Romans, he had not been
successful in subduing the opposition.

After Engel bert's death the archiepiscopal election
of a candi date who woul d have strong ties to the | ocal
nobility seenmed all but certain, owng to the prepon-
derance of sons of local noble famlies in the electoral
positions of the Archdi ocese. A local candi date woul d be
likely to use the authority of the archdi ocese to
acconplish the anbitions of his famly, rather than to
further papal or inperial interests. This tine it fell to
t he papacy to protect the integrity of the archbishopric,
but also to nmake use of it to pronote its own allies as
previ ously the Hohenstaufen enperors had done. Pope
Gregory X reserved to hinself the legitimate and customary
el ection usually conducted by nenbers of the Col ogne

church®®, It was Siegfried of Westerburg, the provost of

200 The Archbi shop of Col ogne since early tines was
el ected by the representatives of his church. The exact
makeup of the electorate seens not to have been defined
explicitly over the centuries. It could range fromthe
menbers of all of Col ogne's church chapters to nerely the
cat hedral chapter. In the election of 1274 the churches of
t he Col ogne di ocese sent appoi nted del egates to cone to a
deci sion. Knipping, R chard, ed.: Regesten der Erzbischofe
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the church of Mainz, recommended by the Archbi shop of

Mai nz and the King of the Romans, who found Pope G egory's
favour. Siegfried was not the only archbishop in the

hi story of the church of Col ogne who was nore or less im
posed fromthe outside, but he was the first selected
directly and arbitrarily by a pope w thout even the
appearance of a free el ection.

When the news of Gregory's choice of their new
superior reached the del egates of the Col ogne church, they
had al ready proceeded with the customary election. By a
nine to one majority they had chosen the provost of the
Col ogne cat hedral chapter, Konrad of Berg. He was the
younger brother of Count Adolf of Berg, who was the head
of this inportant vassal famly of the Col ogne church
whi ch although it had provided a nunber of archbishops in
the past, followi ng the reign of Konrad of Hochstaden had

becone one of the primary enem es of the archbi shops
feudal authority. It is conceivable that their consistent
excl usi on from archi epi scopal office, possibly due to
their earlier affiliation with the despi sed Hohenst auf en
dynasty, contributed to the | ong standing and increasingly

violent conflicts between the house of Berg and Archbi shop

von Koln imMttelalter (Bonn, 1913), vol. 3, no. 2591.
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Engel bert 112, Undoubtedly a candi date such as Konrad of
Berg, with a locally orientated agenda, possibly
favourably di sposed toward a Hohenstaufen resurgence, was
viewed by G egory and others as a severe threat, likely
not only to do harmto the power and influence of the
archbi shopric itself, but indeed to jeopardi ze sone papal
objectives in inperial politics. It would appear fromthe
swift papal action that Gegory was well aware of the
situation in Cologne and took it very seriously. One
could indeed view his action as a |ast resort to preserve
one of the few remai ni ng power-bases for the defending the
political interests of the church in the Enpire.

The man, however, who in 1274 cane to be archbi shop
as a result of papal intervention was to face nuch the
same opposition as his predecessor because of it?%,

Anmbi tious and warli ke, one of the previously characterized
sons of a noble house who had found a career in the
church, Siegfried of Westerburg had occupi ed a nunber of

i nportant posts in the church hierarchy before becom ng
archbi shop of Cologne. His martial tendencies had been

clearly expressed in his participation in a mlitary cam

201 See bel ow, Chapter 3, for a discussion of house of
Berg.

202 See Chapter 1.
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pai gn of Archbi shop Engel bert 11, and his appointnent as
the church official responsible for the overseeing of the
Order of Teutonic Knights in Germany?®. He nust have ap-
peared the perfect papal candidate, intelligent, educated,
politically reliable, and, perhaps nost inportant of all,
seem ngly capable of protecting not only hinself but also
the interests of both the Pope and the King who had
pronoted himto the archbi shopric. Pope Gegory's letter
informng himof his election specifically praises his
loyalty to the church as well as his literacy?®“.  Judging
by subsequent events one nmay question the prudence of
pronoting this particular man, who harboured his own,
still unclear, interests and anbitions, to protect the
integrity of the Archdi ocese and Duchy of Col ogne. It
still cannot be established conclusively if he cane to act
only in his owm interest or also in that of Church and
Enpire. In either case, however, we can safely assune
that for now his objectives included subduing any | ocal
opposition to church authority, regaining the revenues and

jurisdictions usurped by city dwellers and |ocal |ords,

203 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, no. 2591.
204 egory X to Archbishop Siegfried, Lyon 3 Apri

1275, concerning the circunstances of and the reasons for
his el ection. Knipping, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2594.
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and mai ntaining the Duchy of Col ogne as it had been
conceived in 1151, At the centre of his concerns nust
have been the netropolis of his archdi ocese, one of the
nost significant and weal thy urban communities of the age,
t hat had caused nunerous problens for his predecessors,
the Gty of Col ogne.

The Rise of the Cty of Col oghe

By the tine of Siegfried s accession, Cologne had be-
cone the |l argest urban centre adorning the | andscape of
the Lower Rhine®®. It was |ocated at the juncture of
inportant trade routes linking the old Mediterranean world
with the new and prospering towns of the Low Countries,
per haps the nost inportant of which connected Col ogne with

Bruges and beyond that Engl and?®®’

, al so passing through
sone of the nore inportant towns of Brabant - Louvain and
Brussels. Active in production as well as trade, Col ogne

exported sone | ocal wi ne and beer; but nore significantly

205 See Appendi x 3.

205 Estimates of Col ogne's popul ati on range between
35,000 or 40,000 by the late thirteenth century. In any
case Col ogne was by far the largest German city, roughly
conparabl e in population to London. Leuschner, Joachi m
Germany in the late Mddle Ages (Ansterdam 1980), pp. 6-7
Baum , Franz: Medieval Cuvilization in Germany, (London,
1969) p. 152.

207 Pi renne, Geschichte Bel gi ens, p. 197.
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it was also one of the nore inportant centres of wool en
cloth and arns manufacture in the Enpire. As a result of
the enterprising activity of its population in the sale
and exchange of trade-goods to places as far away as
London, Col ogne acquired wealth and infl uence that
according to sone made it the virtual centre of Northern

k2% The mark of

Europe's commercial and cul tural networ
Col ogne becane a respected currency in the towns of
Fl anders, Brabant, and Holland. Col ogne's participation
was i ndi spensable to the activities of the Rhenish League,
intended to keep the peace and protect trade al ong the
i nportant Rhinel and roads and wat erways during the
uncertainty of the Interregnunf®,

The i nhabitants of Col ogne, although al ways
officially under the jurisdiction of the archbi shop, were
steadily increasing their independence fromtheir tenporal

and spiritual lord. The year 1074 had brought the first

exanpl e of how they could act in concert against the

208 postan, M, Rich E.E., ed.: The Canbri dge Economic

Hi story of Europe, vol. 2, Trade and Industry in the
M ddl e Ages (Canbridge, 1952), pp. 184 ff.

209 Ennen, Edith: "Kolner Wrtschaft im Frih- und
Hochmttelalter", in Zwei Jahrtausende Kol ner Wrtschaft
(Kéln, 1975), Bd. 1, pp. 89-193.
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arbitrary rule of their archbishop?® After the annual
Easter cel ebration, Archbi shop Anno had confiscated a
merchant's barge to provide transportation for the
visiting bishop of Minster. Stirred up by the outraged
merchant's son and his friends, the townspeople rioted and
chased the Archbi shop out of town. Although the imedi ate
i ssue was eventually settled, it was clear that a certain
sense of community and co-operation had devel oped anong

t he peopl e of Col ogne, directed fromthe begi nning agai nst
their feudal overlord who just happened to be an

ar chbi shop.

Since that tinme their anbitions for civic autonony
had continued nore or | ess unchecked by the archbi shops,
who were increasingly preoccupied with issues of inperial
politics. Philip of Heinsberg, while actively supporting
the politics and wars of Enperor Frederick I, al nost
ignored a significant as well as illegal extension of the
town walls in 1180. Against a one-tinme paynent of 2000
mar ks and the town's prom se to obey his rule, Philip
actually allowed the conpletion of construction of wall

and ditch, which conceivably were intended partly to keep

210 Strait, Paul: Cologne in the Twelfth Century
(Gainesville, 1974), p. 25.
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his own forces out??!. Also, through his frequent absences
canpaigning with the Enperor, he seens to have greatly
contributed to the peaceful devel opnment of civic
institutions in Cologne?? which ultimately were to
represent a direct threat to archiepiscopal authority.

The civic institutions through which Col ogne's
policies were directed in the thirteenth century are not
perfectly understood; they had not then achieved their
fully devel oped formas found in the mddle of the four-
teenth century. It is evident, however, that, as in other
weal thy towns of the period, a type of oligarchica
gover nnment conducted by the civic elite evolved in
Col ogne?®. In the particular case of Col ogne, wealthy
merchants were joined by fornmer servants and officials,

the mnisteriales, of archbishop and enperor. The extent

to which the mnisteriales began to participate in-

dependently in Cologne's politics as a kind of urban
nobility has been exam ned wi t hout conclusive results.

They evidently acted quite frequently against their

211 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 2, no. 1148.
212 Strait, Cologne in the Twelfth Century, p. 42.

213 For this see Clarke, M V.: The Medieval City
State (London, 1926), pp. 47-48.
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nom nal masters?®. |t seens that the offices of the
archi epi scopal adm nistration and inperial supervision

wi thin Col ogne had remained in the hands of certain
famlies for generations. |In that tine the office holders
had achi eved a neasure of independence fromthe authority
of their lord which was apparent but never seens to have
been explicitly acknow edged. At sone point the

het er ogeneous urban ari stocracy cane together in an
associ ation, presumably originating froma body neant to
supervi se comercial activity, outside the established
structures of admnistration and referred to by its

215

menbers as the Richerzeche Not quite a nmerchant guild,

this fraternity was nade up of people who possessed
authority in Col ogne based on either their wealth, their

ancestry, their holding of archiepiscopal appointnents, or

214 See Zotz, Thomms: "Stéattisches Rittertum und
Burgertumin Kol n um 1200", in Fenske, Lutz; RoOsener,
Werner and Zotz, Thomas, ed.: Institutionen, Kultur und
Gesellschaft imMttelalter (Sigmaringen 1984), pp. 609-
638.

215 Strait, Col ogne, pp. 44-75. Onng to Col ogne's
di al ect, very simlar today to nodern Dutch and in the
past probably even nore closely related, this termcould
be translated in tw ways:
(a) as "Rich heren zeche" = Rich nen's associ ation;
(b) as "Richter zeche" = Judges' associ ation.
As the real body was nost |likely nade up froma
conbi nati on of both rich nen and judges, the anbiguity of
this termseens useful
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their ownership of property, and who quite accurately
could be called a patriciate. |Its nenbers determ ned who
woul d sit on the town councils and who woul d be the

Birgerneister?®. In this fashion the Ri cherzeche took

control of the city's institutions and set out to usurp
rights fromthe archbi shop one by one. By the tine
Si egfried of Westerburg becane archbi shop in 1274 they
quite likely were the only true governing body of Col ogne.
Docunent s recordi ng conmuni cati ons between archbi shop
and the town of Col ogne in the period during which this
devel opnent took place, as an exanple of 1218
denonstrates, usually enployed the addressing fornul a:
j udi ces, scabini, universique nmagistratus Col oni ensis.
This fornmula still described the archbi shops' adm ni s-
trators and officials, disregarding their growi ng and by
that time obvi ous independence fromtheir lord?’. The
fact that the formof address changed little over the
foll ow ng century only denonstrates the archbi shops
continuing unwillingness to accept the Gty of Col ognhe's

i ndependence fromtheir rul e?®,

216 Strait, Col ogne, p. 143.
217 Strait, Col ogne, p. 45.

218 Archbi shop Siegfried to the City of Col ogne, 12
July 1287, Laconblet, U kundenbuch, vol. 2, no. 828.
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In spite of the stubborn refusal of successive arch-
bi shops to acknowl edge what had becone a reality, the Gty
of Col ogne had for sone tine been acquiring visible signs
and proofs of its grow ng emanci pation. Already in 1119
it possessed its own seal, in 1180 it built onits own a
new city wall, and in 1239 it won for its citizens
exenption frombeing cited before external courts?? The
Cty independently concluded tradi ng agreenents and joi ned
alliances protective of its trade such as the "Rheinische
Bund". For mlitary protection at hone, the Cty of
Col ogne, ignoring the archbi shops' power conpletely,
relied on the support of the surroundi ng nobles, to whom
it frequently offered and gave citizenship.

Ironically it was left to one of the Hohenstaufen
enperors, Philip of Swabia, to give the Cty of Col ogne
its strongest support yet for a status independent from
its archbi shop. Having given active assistance to the
Welf to IV, the city had been forced to surrender to
Philip after a siege in 1206. Interested in w nning over
this eneny stronghold by an honourabl e peace, he had given

it a direct inperial connection by having its authorities

219 Herborn, Wl fgang: "Die Stadt Koln und die
Schl acht von Worringen", in Der Nane der Freiheit, 1288-
1988 (Col ogne, 1988), pp. 289-293.
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swear an oath to hi m personal |l y??°. Al though successive

ar chbi shops refused to recognize this relationship, it
coul d have provided a legitinmate reason to clai mindepen-
dence fromthe archbi shop, but it never seens to have been
used as such.

Since 1248 the enornous wealth and respectability of
Col ogne's patricians had found expression in the construc-
tion of a magnificent cathedral, which according to its
pl ans was to surpass anything so far built in Christendom

Al t hough ostensibly a synbol of Col ogne's position as the
seat of an inportant archbishop, it served in fact as a
sign of the wealth and freedom of the people of this
commerci al centre.

Evi dence was nounting for anyone to see that Col ogne,
despite the religious extravagance of its patricians, was
no | onger a hospitable place for its archbishops. After
the death of Engelbert | in 1225, for exanple, the
adm ni strators of Col ogne felt confident enough in their
grip on independence, and upset enough at the Archbishop's
refusal to acknowl edge it, that they dared to burn

Engel bert's ordi nances?*.

220 Kl uger, Helnut: "1074-1288 Auf dem Wege zur
Frei heit", in Der Nanme der Freiheit, p. 19.

221 Ar chbi shop Heinrich | punishes the citizens of
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Konrad of Hochstaden, who received his post in 1238,
was i ndeed the first archbishop to acknow edge the obvi ous
| oss of authority by being also the first seriously to
chal | enge Col ogne's patricians, and attenpt to return the
city to archiepiscopal control. H's efforts were hel ped
by a decree of Enperor Frederick Il in 1232 against the
aut onony of archi epi scopal towns???2, Konrad's strategy was
to fuel the fire of civil war not only between conpeting
clans but also, nore radically, between the patricians and
the guilds. 1In his desire to break the hold which the
patricians had on city politics, Konrad found willing
allies anong the craftsnen and guild masters of Col ogne.
Violent conpetition for authority within the city walls,
anong the leading famlies and between them and ot her
segnents of the popul ation, seens to have been a pernanent
affair in Cologne as it was in other nedieval cities.
Ful |l -scal e battl es between conpeting famly clans and
bet ween guild and patrician classes were fought in the
crowded city streets and outside the town walls. 1In

alliance with the guilds, Konrad was tenporarily able to

Col ogne for burning Engel bert's ordi nances, 15 Novenber
1225. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 573.

222 King Frederic |1 signs ordinance agai nst the

i ndependence of archiepiscopal cities, January 1232.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 747.
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W n the upper hand and arrest several of the nost
i mportant patrician | eaders?®®

Al though in this way the power of the patricians was
tenporarily broken, the grievances between the Archbi shop
and the Gty were far fromresolved. Despite their
representing guild-masters rather than patricians,
Col ogne's new adm ni strators proved no | ess independently
m nded. The "G osse Schied" of 1258, witten and
negoti ated by the prom nent Dom nican friar, scholar, and
scientist, Al bertus Magnus (1196-1280), defined in 75
points the jurisdictional and econom c di sputes between
town and archbi shop?**. The nere fact that the civic
| eadership was able to negotiate on an equal footing with
the Archbishop is certainly notable. |In practice Albert's
arbitration represented little nore than an agreenent to
di sagree between Archbi shop and city adm ni strators.
Despite Konrad's efforts, Col ogne's council remained able

to function independently, and in some ways the results

223 1 May 1260, according to chronicle sources.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2103.

224 The "Schi ed" of 1258 between the citizens and the
Archbi shop lists their 52 separate conpl aints reaching
fromdisruption of trade to a dispute over the coining of
money. It is too expansive to deal with here in detail. It
serves, however, to denonstrate the already existing civic
i ndependence. Laconblet, U kundenbuch, vol. 2, no. 452.
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even hel ped to support the GCty's claimto autonony from
its ruler.

Al t hough Konrad subsequently acquired a reputation
for having subdued the unruly subjects of his church, by
the time of his death in 1261 the remaining patricians of
Col ogne had allied thenselves with the guild-msters and
recovered the support of |arge sections of the popul ace.
Tenporary upheavals evidently did little to change the
basic goals of any admnistration in the Gty. Konrad, it
can be argued, passively acknow edged his defeat by noving
his residence to Bonn, which only in 1244 had been
provided with fortifications and a charter?®,

Engel bert of Val kenburg, who foll owed Konrad as
archbi shop in 1261, found archi epi scopal jurisdiction
contested not only by an independent-m nded civic | eader-
ship, but increasingly by a nunber of his own | ocal
vassals. In the nearly anarchical circunstances of the
Interregnum the mnor feudal lords within the Duchy of
Col ogne were taking advantage of the inability of the
archbi shop to establish dom nance over his ducal juris-

diction as envisioned in 1151%%%., Land-use taxes which

225 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 1131.
226 See Appendix 111,
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wer e supposed to go to the church were instead coll ected
by the local nobility. Prom nent anong these usurpers of
church property were Counts Adolf V of Berg (1259-1296),
Wl liamof Jdlich (1219-1278), and Engel bert of Mark
(1249-1277), all of whomwere unwilling to tolerate
archi epi scopal control after the dynasty of the Hohen-
staufen was no | onger available to bolster it. Their own
jurisdictional rights to the land and its adm nistration
went back as far as | ate Roman and Franki sh tines when the
title of "count" had referred to sonething |ike a m nor
provincial adm nistrator of a certain territory.
Umw lling to accept the feudal institutions and new
superiors inposed on them by successive inperi al
dynasties, but quite willing to appropriate feudal
revenues, they remained intent on making life as difficult
as possible for their nomnal overlord. Although the City
of Col ogne continued to be the principal target of the
Archbi shop's resentnment, its feudal allies anbng his own
vassals constituted a growing threat as well.

Despite violent efforts, Engelbert Il proved even
| ess skilful than Konrad of Hochstaden in dealing with in-
subordination in his domain. On 1 June 1262 he took
control of the city gates of Col ogne by force and on 8

June stated his conditions for releasing the patrician
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| eaders who had remained in detention since Konrad's tine.
Hi s denmands i ncluded returning the collection of

muni ci pal tolls and taxes to the jurisdiction of the
archbi shop, as well as a one-tine damage paynent of 6000
mar ks. Qutraged, the tradespeople and remaining patrician
| eadershi p of Col ogne staged a popul ar uprising agai nst
the Archbishop's nen in the city, as a result of which
they recaptured the occupied town fortifications from
Engel bert's men®?’. Inmediately the Archbishop laid siege
to the city®®® but with little apparent hope for success,
for only eight days later he agreed to a settlenent in
whi ch his financial and jurisdictional demands were
significantly reduced and all the detained patricians were
to be reinstated in their town-council positions??

Engel bert of Fal kenburg's failure made himthe target

of a strong reprinmnd by Pope Urban IV for having failed

22T Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2203, 2206,
par aphrasi ng the accounts of several chronicles.

228 Engel bert Il was apparently convinced to settle
peaceful ly by the Bishop of Liége and the Count of Guel der
who had hurried to Col ogne shortly after the begi nning of
t he siege. Knipping, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2208, chronicle
extracts.

229 Archbi shop Engel bert Il and the City of Col ogne

sign a settlenent, Cologne 16 June 1262. Kni ppi ng,
Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2210.
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to restore the church of Cologne to its rightful status?®°.

Here we find one of the pieces of evidence for the fact
that it was not just the personal anbition of the
ar chbi shops of Col ogne which resulted in conflicts, but
al so the desire of the papacy to prevent the underm ning
of what was also a significant part of its own power and
resour ce- base.

Despite the protests of Pope U ban, Archbishop

Engel bert agreed to abstain fromhostilities with the City
of Col ogne in August 1263 on the al ready established basis
of the "Grosse Schied" of 1258%'. It neverthel ess
appeared that the | eaders of the City were not entirely
convinced of their Archbishop's sincerity, and on the
suspi cion that he had cone to stage another takeover

Engel bert 1l was actually arrested in Cologne |ater the
same year®? The following five years saw rel ations

bet ween the Archbi shop, on the one hand, and the Cty and

230 Pope Urban IV to Archbi shop Engel bert, Orvieto 13
January 1263. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2240.

231 Archbi shop Engel bert signs another settlenent with
Col ogne, Col ogne 25 August 1263, in addition to the one of
June 1262. Knippi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2261. One m ght
wonder what the pope was conpl ai ni ng about, as Conrad had
evidently not done any better.

232 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2275. According to

several chronicles Engelbert was detained for twenty days
in the city.
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t he nobl es supporting it, on the other, continue in very
much the same fashion. As the Archbi shop continued to

3

stir up factional fighting®?® anong the citizens and nade

t2%* the rel ati ons bet ween

yet anot her takeover attenp
overlord and subjects showed little signs of inprovenent.
In 1267 near the small town of Ziul pich, belonging to
the Count of Julich, the party of the Archbi shop con-
fronted its enemes in battle. Open warfare on such a
scal e between a lord and his vassals in terns of the
feudal system can only be described as anarchy. Here we
find anong Engel bert's allies inportant representatives of
the German church, including the provosts of the Mainz and
Trier cathedral chapters, Siegfried of Wsterburg and
Dietrich of Trier. In a confrontation simlar to the one
that was to occur in 1288 at Wrringen, they were opposed
and defeated by the Counts of Judlich and Berg and the
citizens of Cologne. There is not nuch doubt that the

battl e-1ines between whoever represented worldly and

spiritual feudal authority as archbi shop of Col ogne, and

233 |'n June 1264 Archbi shop Engel bert sends one of his
advisors to Cologne to stir up the guilds against the
Patriciate of Cologne. Knipping, Regesten, vol. 3, no.
2303.

234 5.13 Septenmber 1265. Kni pping, Regesten, vol. 3,
no. 2334.
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t he peopl e of Col ogne joined by the | ocal barons, were
drawn | ong before the dispute over the Linburg inheri-
tance, which is often cited as the principal cause of the
battl e of Wirringen, ever began. Engel bert and his church
col | eagues were captured. |In order to ensure a favourable
settlenment, Engel bert was kept in prison by the count of
Jilich for the next three years®° a turn of events
perhaps far nore serious and decisive in terns of

Col ogne' s i ndependence than often realized.

Archbi shop Engel bert was rel eased in 1270;
nevertheless, fromthen until his death in 1274, the
conflicts between the Archbi shop and his subjects were not
by any neans resolved. He left behind nunmerous enem es
w th outstanding grievances, and the City of Col ogne stil
under the interdict inposed on it after the battle at

Zul pi ch.

235 Fol l owi ng the battle of Zil pich 18 August 1267.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2387.
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Chapter 3

| SSUES LEADI NG UP TO THE BATTLE OF WWORRI NGEN

Siegfried of Westerburg as Archbi shop of Col ogne before

1288

Wth the accession of Siegfried of Westerburg as
archbi shop, it appeared that at |east the troubl es at
least with the City of Col ogne were going to be settled
peacefully. On 2 June 1275, with papal perm ssion, he
lifted the interdict which had prevented any type of
religious activity in the town, and assured the judges,
scabini, council, and community of Col ogne of his lasting
friendshi p?*°, though the war with the archiepiscopal
vassal s, particularly Count WI hel mof Julich, continued

wi t h undi mi ni shed intensity®’,

236 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2606, 2608.

27 Gegory X to Siegfried of Westerburg, inforning
himof his election and its circunstances, Lyon 3 Apri
1275. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2594. It is not
cl ear whether or not Pope Gregory X and Rudol f of
Habsburg, who had pronoted Siegfried' s election in 1274,
were aware of his participation in the Zul pich battle on
the side of Engelbert 11, or if they were, whether it
woul d have detracted from or perhaps even contributed to
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One of the reasons why the Gty of Col ogne was
willing to accept the Archbishop's proffered friendship
may have been the mlitary threat created when Count
Wl hel merected a castle on his territory near
Worringen?®. Al though Jilich had been one of Col ogne's
allies, the castle at Wrringen gave one baron, strapped
for cash just |ike any other, an arned presence
unconfortably close to Cologne and its trade routes on
land and water. In the perilous conditions prevailing
over much of Germany, at that tine, |local alliances, such
as the one between Col ogne and Julich, were nost likely
based on nothing nore than the prospect of immediate
advant age and short termsecurity. That it was al so
possi bl e to seek an advantage by hostil e nmeans nust have

been quite clear to both parties. |If joining its forner

his suitability for the position of archbi shop of Col ogne.
Far from preventing disarray and pronoting the peace

whi ch Gregory X had presumably expected, Siegfried's

el ection seens to have caused the opposite to occur.

238 Archbi shop Siegfried prospectively pernmts the
eventual destruction of both castles at Wrringen by the
peopl e of Cologne, in the event of his success in
capturing the castle of the Count of Julich; Bonn-
Godesberg, 29 Novenber 1276. Kni pping, Regesten, vol. 3,
no. 2695. The counts of Jilich had been the "Vogte" of
the village of Worringen until the ducal appointnent of
t he archbi shops of Col ogne (in 1151). During Archbi shop
Engel bert 11's inprisonnment after the battle of Zul pich
(1267-70), Count Wl helmhad erected a castle at Wrringen
in clear violation of the Archbishop's ducal rights.
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eneny was hel pful in avoiding a direct mlitary threat to
t he safe conduct of comrerce, the Cty of Col ogne was
willing, for once, to support even its Archbi shop.

Not only the Gty of Col ogne was keenly aware of the
threat that war represented to the comercial activities
in the Rhineland. Fears about the security of trade were
al so very nmuch in the mnd of Cologne's trading partners
and were expressed to Siegfried by the major trading towns
of Brabant, including Louvain and Brussels. He hoped to
calmtheir trepidation by arguing in his letter of 23
February 1277 that he was only fighting agai nst the Count
of Julich because he harboured thieves and robbers, who
were the only ones truly endangering trade®°. It is
concei vabl e that he had used the very same argunent to
convince the City of Cologne to change sides after Wl helm
of Julich had erected his castle at Wrringen.

Al t hough Col ogne was now siding with the Archbi shop
agai nst Jualich, the remaining local nobility were still at
odds with himfor their own reasons. |In addition to the

causes of their feud with his predecessor, a new point of

contention arose because of the manner in which Siegfried

239 Archbi shop Siegfried to the citizens of Louvain,
Brussels, and the remaining towns of Brabant, 23 February
1277. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2708.
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had received his appointnment. In the original election
held to replace Engelbert 11, which had been annul | ed
through Siegfried' s direct appointnent by Pope G egory,

t he candi date chosen by a majority of representatives of

t he Col ogne di ocese had been Konrad of Berg, brother of

t he Count of Berg®®. Hs election had presented the
famly of Berg with the possibility of a decisive take-
over, which would enable themto use the archiepi scopa
authority in their owm interest. The annul nent of the

el ecti on must have been a considerable personal blowto
the famly of Berg, nmenbers of which had held the office
of archbishop no less then five previous tines. Between
1132 and 1216 four nmenbers of the Berg famly had al ready
held the chair of St. Maternus®?® Bruno |l (1131-1137),
Frederick Il (1156-1158), Bruno II1 (1191-1193), and Adolf
| (1193-1205)2*2. Engel bert | (1216-1225) between 1218 and
1225 had been both Count of Berg and Archbi shop of

Col ogne. Konrad of Hochstaden hinself had been a relative

20 egory X to Siegfried, Lyon 3 April 1275.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2549.

241 W splinghoff, E.: "Engelbert | von Berg, 1182-
1225", in Rheinische Lebensbil der (Disseldorf, 1971), Bd.
1, p. 31.

242 See Geneal ogi cal Tabl e.
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of the house of Berg®?. The counts of Berg had once again
been thwarted fromestablishing a virtual dynastic
succession for a church office. Qutside political
interests had influenced the selection of the archbi shops
several tinmes in the past and had taken it away fromthe
dom nation of the famly of Berg in favour of the inperial
interests of the Hohenstaufen enperors. The arbitrary
appoi ntnent of Siegfried of Westerburg was w t hout doubt
one very significant reason for their troubles with him
Together with political power and influence the Count had
| ost the considerable financial benefit of which he
doubt| ess woul d have taken advantage had his brother
becone archbi shop, and financial considerations were of
substantial inportance to the house of Berg?*“.

Luckily for Archbishop Siegfried, in March 1278 the
Julich-Berg coalition suffered a maj or bl ow when Count
W1 hel mof Julich and his el dest son were killed while
trying to | ead a conmando-style night raid into the city

d245

of Aachen, which was allied with Siegfrie In | ess

than a week the Archbishop's arny was able to strike

243 See Geneal ogi cal Tabl e.
244 See Chapter 4.

245 Based on chronicle information, 16 March 1278.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2742.
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agai nst the town of Julich itself, capturing it and
destroying its castle. Wth Julich defeated outright, it
did not take very nuch longer for Siegfried s other
opponents to cone to terns with their new lord. Three
nmonths | ater the Count of Mark came to an arrangenent with
Siegfried and one year |later the Count of Berg hinself
agreed to settle with his new victorious overl ord*®.

The Archbi shop had been able to overcone these
enemes just intime. Already in spring of 1279 Duke Jan
| of Brabant (1267-94) had undertaken an expedition into
Li mourg, one of the Archbi shop's nore inportant
vassal ages, in support of the city of Aachen, whose

protector he clained to be?’.

Thi s young and anbi ti ous
rul er of an ascendi ng power, although technically hinself
one of Siegfried s vassals, was interested in eastward

expansion, friendly with both France and Engl and, and

246 Count Adolf of Berg attests in a letter to his
settlement wth Archbishop Siegfried, 1 April 1279.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2792.

247 "\\ant hi ende al sin vordere ye

H | den t Aken di e voghedye

Vanden Roenschen rike te | eene

Daer bi en liet hi en ghene

Cracht der stat von Aken doen..."
Heel u, Jan van: Rynkronyk betreffende den Sl ag van
Wberingen, in Wllenms, J. F., ed., Chronique en vers de
Jean van Heelu, ou relation de |la Bataille de Weringen
(Bruxelles, 1836), lines 1175-1179.
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clearly the Archbishop's nost serious rival for hegenony
al ong the Lower Rhine®®  Although Siegfried met with Duke
Jan | and Count Reinald of Guelder (1271-1326) in Wankum
on 28 August?®®? to nmake arrangements for a pernmanent peace
and the protection of trade in the Lower Rhine area, it
has to be assuned that Archbishop Siegfried did not feel
entirely confortable with the chall enge Brabant's ruler
offered to the jurisdictional authority of the Duchy of
Col ogne. For the first time in alnost a generation,
however, peace was a reality and the conduct of trade once
nore seened secure fromthe violence which had threatened
it over nmuch of the last half century. It was not to be
| ong, however, before this promsing state of affairs once
again fell victimto local and inperial politics which
began a struggl e between the Archbi shop and his vassals.
As a representative of the church and in his
i ncreasingly autononous role as a prince of the Enpire, it
was in Siegfried' s best interest to prevent the devel op-
ment of too strong an inperial authority. H's archi-

epi scopal predecessor as well as his colleagues in the

248 See Ganshof, F.L.: Brabant, Rheinland und das
Reich im12., 13. und 14. Jahrhundert (Bonn, 1938).

249 Heel u, Rynkronyk, ed. WIIlenms, doc. no. 18, p.
404.
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el ectoral college of the Enpire had served their own
pur pose by el ecting a supposedly weak candidate to the
inperial throne. Against all expectations, however,
Rudol f of Habsburg had managed to overcone the odds, as
well as Otokar of Bohem a, his strongest rival, to create
a rather prom sing chance to do away with the interna
anarchy of the Enpire. Rudolf had succeeded in
constructing a considerable power base for hinself in what
was to becone the Austrian nucleus of the future Habsburg
patrimony®°. It was up to the German princes, the church
potentates in particular, who had gai ned so much
i ndependence and had usurped inperial property and
authority, to stop himfromsolidifying his power base and
establishing sovereign control. Accordingly, Siegfried,
who hinsel f had once been promoted by the new Ki ng®?,
unexpectedl y devel oped into Rudolf's political arch-
opponent %2,

Exanpl es of Siegfried s subsequent insubordination
included an affair in which the inperial toll at

Kai serswerth, which had been a bargaining chip in Rudolf's

20 Redl i ch, Rudol f von Habsburg, pp. 334-384.
251 See Chapter 2.
252 Redl i ch, Rudolf von Habsburg, p. 188.
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el ection, was not, as promised, turned over to the King®3,
and the matter of the royal crown, used in any inperial
coronation, which Siegfried had the audacity to pawn for
1050 marks?**. If nothing else, this was the perfect
synbol for the inperial princes' reluctance to let the

Ki ng's power develop and to take advantage of his
weakness.

Finally King Rudolf seens to have decided to take
action to subdue this unruly church potentate and to
establish a general peace that originated not in | ocal
alliances but in legitimate inperial authority. 1In early
1282 Rudol f began making allies to enbark on an expedition
agai nst Siegfried®. Not surprisingly, several of

Siegfried's former enem es recogni zed the opportunity and

253 Kai serswerth was an inperial castle also used to
collect toll on the Rhine. Under Archbishop Conrad of
Hochstaden it had been taken over and had remained in the
possessi on of the archbi shops ever since. As its official
status as inperial domain had remai ned unchanged, Rudol f
of Habsburg had pledged its revenue to Pope Gregory X for
the purposes of his election and the still expected
i nperial coronation. Archbishop Siegfried, however,
continued to refuse to return Kaiserswerth to inperial
possessi on despite both Rudolf's and G egory's insistence.

Kni ppi ng, Regesten, no. 2525, 2623.

254 Archbi shop Siegfried pawns the royal crown to
W | hel m von Schinne for 1050 marks, 11 August 1276.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2690.

255 Redl i ch, Rudolf von Habsburg, pp. 518-520.
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joined in the coalition against himin the succeeding

mont hs. Rudol f, holding court at Wrns, showed them nuch
consi deration, so that even sone of Siegfried' s friends
began arriving to pay their respects. The archbi shops of
Trier and Mainz capitul ated under the threat and cane
before Rudolf to assure himof their support®® It was at
Wrns that the King, perhaps to win another ally, invested
Rei nal d of Guelder with the Duchy of Linburg®’,

In view of Rudolf's growi ng support, Siegfried seens
to have becone rather concerned to defend hinself, for he
t ook an anmount of 5000 marks in silver fromthe crusading
tenth stored in Col ogne's cathedral. Although this m ght
in many circunstances have been considered a crinme agai nst

t he church?®®

, It seens that the unauthorized withdrawal in
this instance was regarded as bei ng necessary for the

protection of the church's interests and thus coul d be

256 Redl i ch, Rudolf von Habsburg, p. 519.

27 King Rudol f attests, Wrms 19 June 1282, in
"Ur kundenr egesten”, Der Nanme der Freiheit, p. 62.

258 |'n 1278 pope Nicholas Il had ordered Siegfried to
requi re Bishop Jan of Utrecht to return the portion of the
Crusading tenth taken by force from Dom nican friars in
Utrecht or to face suspension, excomuni cation, and
j udgenent by the papal court. For his own simlar
infraction Siegfried does not seemto have received even a
protest. Not until 1317 under the papacy of John XXIl was
Siegfried' s successor Heinrich Il asked to return the
nmoney. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2759.
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accepted by the papal authorities?®®,

Nevert hel ess, Siegfried soon recognized it as prudent
to back down, and did so on 27 July 1282. Wat Rudolf's
show of force achieved was Siegfried s permssion for the
King to sel ect new dukes and counts whenever he desired to
do so; this applied particularly to his own sons Al brecht
and Rudol f2°°, Al brecht received Austria and Styria in
June of 1283, while his younger brother Rudolf was
prom sed a ki ngdom or duchy, as yet unspecified, before
Easter 1288%°'. |Investiture of Al brecht and Rudolf with
t he domai ns that Rudolf had captured from Otokar of
Bohem a was a decisive step in enabling the Habsburg clan
to found a dynasty. There are reasons to suspect that the
pressure put on Siegfried was directly related to Rudolf's

dynastic goals.

259 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2929. It is not
expl ai ned under which conditions Siegfried renoved these
funds, with or without sanction of the pope, but it seens
that confirmation of either could not have occurred until
after he had already done so. The fact that little issue
was made of it by church officials allows for both the
possibility of the pope having permtted it subsequently
or just of having turned a blind eye.

260 Archbi shop Siegfried gives his agreement to King
Rudol f, Oppenheim 27 July 1282. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol.
3, no. 2950.

261 Redlich, Rudolf von Habsburg, p. 549.
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Rudol f, however, was already an old man and fairly
soon he m ght have to rely on the younger Archbishop to
ensure the election of one of his sons to the Roman
ki ngship. Two nonths after his formal subm ssion to
Rudol f and the abovenenti oned concessi ons, the Archbi shop
of Col ogne received in return a significant concession
from Rudol f. Wen in Septenber 1282, to replace a weak
currency prone to frequent counterfeiting, King Rudolf
deci ded to have a new hi gh-val ue coi nage struck, he agreed
to share his regalian right to produce the new currency
wi th the Archbi shop of Col ogne®?. Wth this agreenent
Archbi shop Siegfried s position as the second nost
inportant man in Germany seens to have been recogni zed and
denonstr at ed.

This act m ght seemto have created an alliance
bet ween the German king and the German church which coul d
concei vably have hel ped towards the devel opnent of a
centralized German kingdom In the event, however, the
only significant result of Rudolf's dealings with the
feudality of the Lower Rhine in 1282 seens to have been
t he inadvertent revival of l|ocal quarrels by his in-

vestiture of Reinald of Guelder with the Duchy of Linburg.

262 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2960.

62



The i nheritance question of the Duchy of Linburg

The Duchy of Linburg was small in size and [imted in
its sources of agricultural revenue, but sone of the nost
i nportant trade routes in Europe, between Col ogne and the
urban centres of the Low Countries, crossed its territory.
The traditional duty of the dukes of Linburg had
therefore been to guarantee the safe conduct of trade. To
acconplish this duty the heads of the house of Linburg had
once held the title of Dukes of Lower Lotharingia, created
by Gto |l in 944, with jurisdiction over nost of the Low
Countries and the Lower Rhine region. The duke was
intended to act as royal governor, protecting trade, the
church, and assisting in the adm nistration of the German
ki ngdom After a dispute, Enperor Henry V took the title
away from Henry of Linburg and gave it to CGottfried of
Louvain instead. A long series of conflicts between the
houses of Louvain and Linburg ensued, as a result of which
both finally claimed the title, which in the neantine had

becone little nore than a "ponpous word" of negligible
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signi ficance®® for the structure envisioned by to had
I ong since all but disappeared. Nevertheless, the dukes
of Brabant, originating fromthe house of Louvain, still
had sone interest in this supposedly neaningless old
inperial title which was finally revived by their new
contender for hegenony on the Lower Rhi ne.

Duke Jan | of Brabant (1267-1294) was a rather
charismati c young | eader, who, supported to sone extent by
an equally anbitious French nonarchy, had succeeded in his
own fight for his father's inheritance agai nst determ ned
opposition, and conducted his own policies quite detached
fromthe Enpire®*  The French kings, who, at |east
according to Brabant court chronicler Jan van Heelu, were
the "nost inportant nmen in the world", had a speci al

relationship with the house of Louvain under Duke Jan |2,

263 pPirenne, Geschichte Bel giens, p. 226.

264 Pirenne, Geschichte Bel gi ens, p. 231-232.

265 "Want Janne ginc sine sake

ter eeren wert, in allen dingen
Want hi ghewan, cortelinge
Daer na, te wive des rijcs
Coni ncs dochter Lodew jcs
Van Vranceri ke, des grooten heeren
Daer quanmen hi te hoger eeren
Doen hemverre di e hoechste man
Die nen ter werelt vinden can,
Sijnre dochter te wive gaf."

Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 626-635.
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Duke Jan's first wife had been the daughter of French
King St. Louis I X In turn Philip Ill had married Duke
Jan's sister, Marie of Brabant. Count Robert of Artois,
cousin of Philip Ill and Jan of Brabant, acconpanied the
Duke on at | east one canpaign, as did other inportant
French military figures®® Equally the French nonarchs
relied on Jan of Brabant, when Charles of Anjou for
exanpl e chose himto participate on the French side in the
proposed duel of selected chanpions with Peter |11 of
Aragon to settle the possession of the Kingdomof Sicily,
at Bordeaux in 1283. Jan | could clearly be considered as
one of the outstanding knights of his time, even though

according to sone he had becone a "creature" of one of

266 » __sijn neve de grave Robeert

Sire noyen sone van Artoys,

D e, nmet nenegen Fransoys,

Ten parlemente nmet hemreet:™
Heel u, Rynkronyk, lines 1116-11109.

"Ende daer toe nenich rike
Grave, ende nenich hoge baroen
Vander Marchen, van Sessoen
Van Synpoe, van Vendonme
Van Jastelioen, ende van Crone
Van Nouvill e, van Monor asi
Meni ch anderen hoege man
Die ic genonen niet en can,

Pi ckaerde, ende Fransoyse

Henewi re, ende Janpenoyse

Bur gengone, ende Poitevene

VI am nge ende Artesiene...."
I bid., lines 2396-2408.
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King Philip IV s advisers, to whom Duke Jan gave

consi derable suns to remain in the French King's favour?®.

According to F. L. Ganshof, Jan | was interested in
an eastward expansion, taking control over the vital trade
links through territories such as Linburg; a revival of
t he Lot haringian Duchy doubtless lend a certain tradi-
tional legitimacy to the Duke's new expansi oni st policy?°®

By exercising some of the rights associated with the
original Lotharingian nmandate as the Duke of Brabant and
Lot haringia, Jan | began to assert hinself in the | ower
Rhi ne region during the 1270s. Cting traditional
Lot haringi an responsibilities for the protection of peace
and the conduct of trade in the area, the Duke of Brabant
began conducti ng canpai gns to subdue the nobility of
Linmburg. It is rather likely that political pressure
comng fromthe towns of Brabant, on which he depended
financially, had played a role in causing the Duke to take
these actions and to extend his authority over the vital
roadways. It was quite clear, however, that the Duke's

activities towards a re-establishing of the old inperial

267 Pi renne, Geschichte Bel giens, p. 261.

268 Ganshof, F.L.: Brabant, Rheinland und das Reich im
12., 13. und 14. Jahrhundert (Bonn 1938).
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domai n of Lower Lotharingia had to be interpreted as a
direct threat by Archbishop Siegfried, who as Duke of

Col ogne was supposed to be feudal overlord of the very
sanme region. Expansionist anbitions by an apparently pro-
French Brabant al so represented a very serious threat to
Archbi shop Siegfried s political position in the enpire.
Despite his apparent autonony, the Archbi shop of Col ogne
still derived nost of his secular authority fromhis
position as a prince of the Enpire, and thus remained
anong those quite interested in preserving and protecting
sone senbl ance of inperial authority. One may indeed
argue that Siegfried s authority as representative of the
church was at stake, as the political prom nence of the
papacy very much depended on a weak but intact Enpire to
count er bal ance French anbitions. Confining the French

i nfluence associated with Duke Jan's anbitions was
therefore not just in Archbishop Siegfried' s interest. As
a result Duke Jan's expansionismwas tenporarily curtailed
in 1279 by an alliance of the Archbi shop of Col ogne, the
Count of Guelder and the Count of Cleves. Forced into a
peace treaty, signed at Wankum Duke Jan's arny, augnented
by a significant French contingent, was prevented from

further progress for the time being®®®

269 peace treaty, Wankum 28 August 1279, plus
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Duke Jan seized the opportunity to continue Brabant's
expansion and to cenent his title as well as feudal rights
in the Duchy of Lower Lotharingia by pursuing the peaceful
acqui sition of the Duchy of Linburg after the ruling house
died out with Walram of Linburg in 1280. Before Duke Jan
could legitimately secure his claim however, he would
have to elimnate the officially recognized heir, his own
di stant cousin Count Reinald of Guelder, an inportant
prince of the enpire in his own right.

The Count of Cuelder's strong interests in the region
were wel |l docunented since the "Landfrieden" agreenent
anong hinself, the Archbi shop of Col ogne and the Duke of
Brabant at Wankumin 1279. Reinald had gai ned control
over the Duchy of Linburg through his wife Irngard who had
been Wal ram of Linburg's only child. The arrangenent was
further legitimzed by King Rudolf in 1282, when he
actually invested Reinald, on behalf of his wife, with the
Duchy of Linburg. Ooviously even King Rudolf saw sone
advantage in preserving a "balance of power" in the
region. Recognizing that he was certain to face Brabant's
opposition, Reinald wllingly acknow edged the

overlordship of his natural ally in this matter, the

addi tional chronicle sources. Knipping, Regesten, vol. 3,
no. 2812. -
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Archbi shop of Cologne. Still reluctant to enter into an
official alliance against the Duke of Brabant, to whom he
stated he had many special obligations, the Count of

Guel der was to be chall enged for his Linburg possession
very soon?’,

Al t hough i nperial recognition should have settled the
owner ship of Linburg conclusively, there was sonething of
a tradition anong Duke Jan's relatives in this portion of
the Enpire not to | ook upon the domains they clained to
possess as inperial fiefs, and as such subject to invest-
iture, in this case, by King Rudolf. Years earlier, for
exanpl e, the Duke's father-in-law, Gui of Danpierre, Count
of Flanders, had refused to pay homage to King Rudolf for
the part of his domain traditionally under inperial
jurisdiction. Rudolf's subsequent investiture of the
Count of Hainault, Gui's own step-brother, with the fief
the King naturally considered unclainmed, failed to inpress
the Count of Flanders, leading to a famly feud between
t he Danpierre and Avesnes famly not unlike the dispute

over Linmburg. Certainly in these parts of the Enpire, if

20 Count Reinald of Guelder, Duke of Limburg attests
to his loyalty to Archbishop Siegfrieds against his
enemes wth the exception of Jan of Brabant "cu
specialiter sunus obligati", Mnchen-d adbach, 18 March
1283. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2992.
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not directly French, at |east non-inperial interests were
beginning to represent a real challenge to the defenders
of the Enpire.

Jan | of Brabant further profited fromthe fact that
there were other claimants equally unwilling to accept
King Rudol f's decision. |In 1283 Duke Jan strengthened his
position by buying out Adolf V of Berg's claimto
Li mburg®*. The Counts of Berg coul d denpbnstrate strong
famly connections to the house of Linburg and as well as
their owmn valid claimto the now furiously contested
i nheritance of Linburg. Count Adolf was a close relative
of Walram of Linburg. Adolf V' s great-grandfather, who
was Wl ram s grandfather, had been Adolf 111, Duke of
Li mburg and Count of Berg. Follow ng the death of Adolf
1l on a crusade in 1218, his donains had gone to his
daughter's husband Heinrich of Luxenbourg, after being
adm ni stered by his brother, Archbishop Engel bert | until
1225. The inheritance had been finally split between the
two sons of Henry of Luxenmbourg, Walram and Adolf, the

latter receiving Berg as Count Adolf |V*2  He had been

211 Docunment Worms 19 June 1282, Der Name der
Frei heit, p. 62.

2’2 Laconbl et, Urkundenbuch, pp. xxvii ff. (see also
CGeneal ogi cal Tabl e).
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followed by his son Adolf V in 1262, who as Wl ram of

Li mburg's nephew had rights to the duchy of Linburg upon
Walraml's death without nmale heirs. As male inheritance
seens not to have been a standard | egal requirenent at the
time, however, Adolf V of Berg' s claimwas |ikely weaker
than that of Reinald of Guelder. |In any case, Count Adolf
had little chance of enforcing his claimagainst the
powerful |ord of CGuelder and the decision of King Rudolf.
Wth the sale of his claim however, Count Adolf had
obt ai ned the powerful ally against the Archbi shop of

Col ogne he had | acked in 1279, especially inportant now
that it becane clear that arnmed conflict between the
parties would remain the only avenue to resolve the
situation permanently.

Soon after the death of Walram of Linburg, therefore,
the contest for | ocal hegenony between the Duke of Brabant
and the Archbi shop of Col ogne, aggravated by the disputed
i nheritance of Linburg and the rebelliousness of
Siegfried s vassals, progressed into open warfare. Two
rul ers whose clains to ducal authority had conparabl e
origins at different tinmes and who exhibited different
approaches towards the execution of that authority began
to fight over the future of a domain either of them would

have difficulty holding on to. A secular ruler with a
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solid territorial base, an accommodating attitude towards
the social progress of his towns (on whom his | avish court

213y and a

j ust happened to depend very heavily financially
friendly relationship with France, faced an eccl esiasti cal
ruler wwthout a clearly defined territorial base, intent
on subduing his unruly urban and rural subjects, and
concerned to maintain his position in the degenerating
structure of a weak Enpire. In this contest the | ocal
enem es of the Archbishop, Ied by Count Adolf of Berg,

m ght hope to gain sone advantage, but the fact remained
that they could have little interest in nmerely replacing

one overlord with another, a fact that was to shape the

out cone of the war whi ch ensued.

23 Barracl ough, The Origins of Mdern Germany, p.

327.
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Chapter 4
THE BATTLE OF WORRI NGEN

The "Li nburg War"

By 1288, war between the partisans of Archbi shop
Si egfried of Col ogne and Duke Jan of Brabant had | asted,
with interruptions, for alnpbst six years, causing death
and devastation in the territories of the conbatants,

w thout resulting in any clear victory. The Linburg

i nheritance dispute, although officially the casus belli

of this protracted war, appeared nore and nore as nerely a
provocation for the feudal rulers of the |ower Rhine
region to settle sone of the traditional disputes,
rivalries, and resentnents previously exam ned, that had
flourished since the Archbi shops of Col ogne had first
acquired secul ar authority.

The war had been far froma polite and chival rous
affair. Villages, towns, and farns in Brabant, Cuelder,
Jalich, Linburg, Berg, Mark, and the area around Col ogne
had been subjected to the devastation of hostile raids,
si eges, and plundering. As the eneny territory closest to

him the right bank of the Rhine had been subjected to the
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anger of the Archbishop, presumably to the considerable
di stress of the popul ation®® He was intent nost probably
on destroying fortified towers, very comon in the area at
that time, and disrupting the agricultural resource base
his eneny in Berg still largely depended on.

The mlitary canpai gning, however, had evidently been
a considerabl e financial burden on the Archbi shop, since
he began attenpts to share sone of it with the wealthy
Cty of Cologne. The nmerchants once nore were confronted
by increases in taxes and tolls on their trading
activities. Even though, after the protest of Col ogne's
citizens, sone tolls had been lifted, others were left in
pl ace, though supposedly only for the duration of
hostilities?®  Another concern for the merchants was the
Archbi shop's new castle at Wirringen, which controlled the
road as well as the river traffic up and down the Rhine.

They had actually helped himto build this, to oppose the

274 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3170.

2’5 Archbi shop Siegfried to the judges, echevins,
council and citizens of Cologne, 12 July 1287. Kni ppi ng,
Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3149. Siegfried promsed to give a
special letter to the nmerchants of Col ogne whi ch woul d
exenpt themfromthe newtolls, on |and and water, which
had been established because of the rising mlitary
expenses of the Archbishop. Siegfried, however,
apparently excluded the new road toll near Col ogne (likely
at Worringen) which was to be lifted only after successful
conclusion of the war with the Duke of Brabant.
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other castle erected in the sane area by the Count WI hel m
of Julich. The Archbishop had prom sed to tear it down as
soon as the opposing castle fell?® but in 1288, even

t hough the Julich threat had been renoved ten years ago,

it was still standing, presumably to protect the

Archbi shop's interests in his active war with Brabant and
Berg. There was reason to suspect that the castle in
Worringen, on Cologne's side of the river, like the one
across the river in Deutz, could and woul d be used by the
Archbi shop for nore than just defending the district
against raids from Brabant and Berg or for collecting the
detested tolls.

At the beginning of 1288, there had not been any
tangible threat to the Cty on the part of the Archbishop,
yet suspicions were arising that Siegfried of Westerburg,
i ke his predecessors Konrad of Hochstaden and Engel bert
1, intended to use heavy-handed tactics on the city in
order to support his finances through political control.
Back i n August 1279, Archbishop Siegfried had managed to
purchase the office of inperial burggrave in the city from

its last holder, conpletely disregardi ng possible royal

275 Arcbishop Siegfried to the citizens of Col ogne,
Godesberg 29 August 1276. Kni pping, Regesten, vol. 3, no.
2695.
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prerogatives in this matter. This office entitled himto
the right of Iaw enforcenent within the walls of the town,
which his traditional ducal authority no | onger sufficed
to give himin practice?”’”. As a result of the war over

Li nburg, the threat of oppression by their Archbishop,

whi ch had previously not been taken very seriously

per haps, was becom ng an active concern of the patricians
of Col ogne.

It is therefore understandable that they followed a
policy of friendly neutrality towards the enem es of their
lord. The Gty admnistration had an interest in
mai ntai ning am cable relations with the Duke of Brabant,
who in his canpaigns was frequently joined by the mlitias
of his inportant towns. The merchants who ran Col ogne
could no nore afford to offend himthan their Archbi shop.

It seened obviously prudent to acconmopdate the | eader of
t he opposition who m ght have very well becone their
future lord, and for their part the Duke of Brabant and a
nunber of his allies had prom sed to safeguard the city

and al | egedly had contracted a secret alliance with it?"®

27 Archbi shop Siegfried attests to the purchase of
t he "Burggrafschaft" of Col ogne, 16 August 1279.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2809.

2’8 Evi dence given at the papal inquiry of July 5
1290. Laconbl et, Urkundenbuch, no. 532.
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The counts of Berg and Mark al so continued to have their
own | ong-running protection agreements with the Gty of
Col ogne®®. Col ogne's attitude of hostile neutrality coul d
not be anything but annoying to Archbishop Siegfried. In
an apparent attenpt to allay the Archbi shop's resentnent,
the council of Cologne in July 1287 once nore assured him
of their loyalty and deni ed any connections with his
enemi es?®°,

Neverthel ess it was the "Gude Lude"?®* of Col ogne who,
in the early summer of 1288, pre-enpted their Archbishop's
i kely thoughts of taking action against them by them
selves forcing the decisive break. Despite their earlier
prom ses, on the arrival of Duke Jan's arny, which could
shield themfromthe retaliation of the Archbi shop, the
patricians of Cologne finally decided to choose sides
openly and throwin their lot wwth the Duke and his
allies. The invading forces of the Duke were causing

havoc in the possessions of the Archbi shop near Bonn,

279 Adol f of Berg to the Citizens of Col ogne, 9 June
1262. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2207.

280 jJudges, echevins, council and citizens of Col ogne
to Archbi shop Siegfried, 12 July 1287. Kni ppi ng,
Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3150.

281 "ood peopl e" was what the patricians of Col ogne
cal l ed t hensel ves.
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anong them his collection of rare animals, which were
bei ng subjected to the hunting pleasures of the Duke and
hi s associ at es®®?, when a del egation of inportant citizens
from Col ogne arrived. They invited himinto the city,
where the alliance was made official. In a public neeting
the majority of the remaining townsfolk (the guilds)
agreed to support the Duke of Brabant?®®. Together with
the troops of the Count of Berg, they pronptly proceeded
to lay siege to the castle at Wbrringen, which al so
happened to serve as Siegfried s arsenal.

This turn of events nust have infuriated Siegfried,
who hinself was trying his best to collect allies in this
l engthy war. Precisely in the spring of 1288 he had
actual ly convinced Reinald of Cuelder, facing the prospect
of defeat, to sell his title to the Linburg possessions to

Count Heinrich of Luxembourg (1281-1288)2%* who al so

282 "Ten Brule, inden dire gaert,

Daer in berijt sijn ende bewaert

Des eerstbisscops w | de beesten

Daer woude die hertoge in, net feesten

j agen net bracken, ende net wi nden...."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 4099-4103.

83 Evi dence given by cathedral -scol ar W ckbol d von
Holte at papal inquiry, Cologne July 1290. Laconbl et,
Ur kundenbuch, vol. 2, no. 592.

284 Reinal d of Guelder attests to the sale of Linburg
to the Count of Luxenbourg, 15 May 1288, in "Urkunden-
regesten”, Der Nanme der Freiheit, p. 2.
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happened to be a distant relative of the deceased Duke of
Li mburg®®°*. Both Siegfried and Reinald seemto have been
very much in need of the mlitary support that Luxenbourg
could provide. W in the end received control over

Li mburg was apparently of secondary inportance, save to
the Gty of Col ogne and the towns of Brabant interested in
the security of their trade routes.

Up to this point there had been no pitched battle in
the war, but when the Gty of Col ogne joined the Brabant-
Berg coalition the allies evidently felt strong enough to
end it all in one decisive contest. The suspension of the
nmobil e tactics until then used by Brabant and its allies
in favour of a siege of the Archbishop's castle at
Worringen in the late spring of 1288 was finally the sign
to Siegfried that his opponents were ready to resol ve the
i ssue once and for all. He prepared to take up the

chal | enge.

The Battl e

The foll ow ng events can only be reconstructed with

285 "\Want si van Linmborch sijn geboren
Van Lutzenborch die grave...."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 1200-1201.
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sonme degree of probability fromthe one surviving
eyewi tness report, that of Jan van Heel u, whose credi -
bility will have to be examned later, as well as sone
nore renote, far |less detailed, and occasionally contra-
di ctory chronicles, supplenented by testinony given before
a papal inquiry in 1290.

Confidently, Archbishop Siegfried conducted nass on
the norning 5 June 1288 in the Abbey of Brauweiler, 10
kil onmetres south of Wbrringen, and absol ved his troops of
all the sins they were about to conmt. After a noving
address to his nen?®®, he marched his army onto an open
field about 5 kil onmetres north-west of Col ogne and 1
kil ometre south east of Worringen, on the left bank of the

Rhi ne, where he intended to neet his enemes while cutting

286 "Ende voer te Bruenwilre ter kerken:

Daer sanc hi den heeren nesse
Ende na predecte hi ene | esse
Van goeden troeste ende van rade...
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 4270-4273. After conducting nmass
t he Archbi shop adressed his troops, telling them of how a
huge whal e was about to be stranded far into eneny
territory and that a fortune was about to be nmade by those
joining the Archbi shop of Col ogne to confront the Duke of
Brabant on this day. Finally:
"H er nmet gaf hi sijn pardoen,
Ende dede hen allen afl aet
Soe groot, van hare nesdaet,
Ccht e daer yeman bl eve doot
Dat hi voere in Abrahans scoot."
I bid., lines 4314-4318.
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of f their escape route to Col ogne®®’,

Meanwhi | e t he Duke Jan of Brabant and his allies |eft
their canp around Wrringen and proceeded south al ong the
course of the Rhine, which in those days sent a huge
meander deep into the countryside west of its present
course®®®.  Passing the Bergerhof farm which the counts of
Berg claimed as their ancestral hone?®°, the arny crossed a
brook flowng into the river and took up position in the
open field just south of the Rhine River, facing the
Ar chbi shop's arny positioned between them and Col ogne.

Unfortunately, Jan van Heelu is unclear about the
arrangenment of the battle-lines. Instead we have to rely
on conjecture based on who was |likely to have fought whom
over which issues. The nounted knights, about 3000 on the
side of Siegfried of Westerburg and about 2500 on that of
hi s opponents, arranged thenselves on a wide front running
east to west across the open field®®. The forces fromthe

City of Cologne, Julich, and Berg woul d have faced their

287 See Map 5.
288 See Map 4.
289 Ander nach, Norbert: "Entwi cklung der G afschaft

Berg", in Land imMttel punkt der Machte (Kl eve,
Dissel dorf, 1984), p. 64.

299 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3193.
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princi pal eneny, the Archbishop. Jan of Brabant with
Everhard of Mark and WIIiam of Julich, Provost of Aachen,
woul d have faced Heinrich of Luxenbourg and Reinal d of
Guel der, the Duke's challengers for the Linburg

i nheri tance.

Surveying the field fromthe higher ground which was
formed by a slight incline south of the river bend before
Worringen, the Duke of Brabant, the Count of Mark, and the
Provost of Aachen chose a stationary defensive position
across a dried-up armof the Rhine running parallel to the
battle formations, across which they presumably intended
to retreat in case of difficulties. The patricians and
guild mlitia from Col ogne, joined by the Count of Berg
and his knights, continued the front towards the | ower
ground next to the river. Though fully prepared for
battle, both sides then halted their advance for close to
an hour during which two brothers of the Order of Teutonic
Kni ghts tried unsuccessfully to arrange a | ast-m nute
settl enment.

Archbi shop Siegfried and his allies finally took
action and initiated the first cavalry charge, foll owed

al nost imedi ately by an offensive of their entire front
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line®*'. Having to charge across drai nage ditches, the
Archbi shop's contingent began to | ose sone of its
coherence®? Nevertheless this first assault succeeded in
col | apsi ng the Col ogne-Berg lines on Brabant's |left w ng.
Seemi ngly so soon in the wel cone position of having
elimnated his personal opposition, Siegfried felt free to
turn west to take part in the attack which the forces of
Guel der and Luxenbourg had commenced against his political
eneny, Duke Jan | of Brabant, and his remaining allies.
Di spensing with any further tactical nmanoeuvring at close
gquarters, the conbatants carried on with general hand to
hand conbat, while the battle began to take on the

character of a rather large braw, interspersed with

%1 There is sone evidence to suggest that although
sharing one conmmon battleline, each conmander (i.e. Duke,
Count, or Archbishop) only controlled his individual
contingent and at the beginning of the action led it into
battl e only against an equally individual eneny
contingent. This would explain the initial success of
Si egfried agai nst Berg and Col ogne, seem ngly detached
fromthe action between his remaining allies and enem es.

292 "Doen di e Brabantre vernanen

Dat si hare drie scaren braken,

Doen riep lude, net hoge spraken,

D e bastaert van Wesenal e:

<< Ghi heeren, nu sie ic wale

Datsi des strijts niet en connen:

Sla w te hen, si sijn verwonnen!>>"
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 4906-4912.
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numer ous i ndi vi dual contests between nobl e opponent s29,

OmM ng to their superior nunbers and the sufficient space
for novenent likely available to all the conbatants, the
allies of the Archbishop were beginning to gain the upper
hand in the fighting by about m dday, and were forcing the
Duke's army back across the dry river bed?*, when
suddenly, in a nove that seens to have been a well planned
strategi c manoeuvre, the Count of Berg with an infantry
mlitia made up of peasants from Berg, acconpanied by the
remai ni ng Col ogne patricians on foot, decided the battle
by attacking the Archbishop and his allies fromthe rear

and left flank?®,.

293 Heel u spends nuch time describing many of them
wi thout any further reference to tactical novenents.
294 "Drongen si, met sterker vaert,
Die Brabantre achterwert:
Maer dat en was geen wonder
I n hare bat ael ge waren (sonder
Di e ghene die te voet streden,
Ende die nate waren gereden
Die nmen daer toe niet en telde nochtan,)
Met hel mnen neer dan MC nman.
Dat die scaren alle drie
Hadden in tsertoghen partye.”
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 5225-5234.

295 "Maer ic sal nu voere vertellen
Hoe dat, net haren prikellen,
Toe Quanen ende voort voeren
Van den Berge di e coene geboeren,
die, na die tale van Brabant,
Dorpliede sijn te rechte ghenant.
Dese quanen alle wel ten stride bereet,
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However despi cable the use of peasants in nedieval
mlitary terns was, one needs to realize the inpact which
determ nedly-led arned civilians could have agai nst a
supposedl y superior knightly arnmy, as was denonstrated
convincingly at Courtrai in 1302%°°. The fact that
mlitary service of peasants in Berg was described by
chronicler Jan van Heelu as a matter of custom furthernore
suggests that they were not only organi zed but al so
possibly trained in some way®®’. Their weapons, "cl ubs
spiked with long nails", clearly identifiable with the
"goedendags" of the Flem sh craftsnmen at Courtrai, had an

undeni ably destructive inpact on the arnour of nedi eval

Na di e gewoente, die daer steet.

Di ere hadden een groot deel

Bei de wanbeys ende beckeneel,

Ende een deel haddeter pl aten;

Maer diere swert met scarpen waten

En wouden si hen ni et onderw nden;

Maer cl uppl e haddens alle, tinden

Met grooten hoefden geprikelt.™
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 6241-6255. One can presune that
Col ogne’s nerchants were quite able to provide the
necessary transportation across the river, which |ater
nmust al so have been used to renove the Archbishop fromthe
battl efiel d.

2% A fact that continues to be played down by some
who insist on the absolute superiority of the nounted nan-
at-arns. For exanple, Lehnart, Urich: "Kanpfweise und
Bewaf f nung zur Zeit der Schlacht von Worringen" in Der
Nane der Freiheit, pp. 155-162. -

297 See above note: |ine 6248.
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kni ghts. Another equally unchivalrous but effective
weapon agai nst nedi eval arnor was the crossbow, often
enpl oyed as the favourite weapon of town mlitias in this
period. It seens quite likely that Cologne, as a centre
of weapons manufacturing®°, would have been able to supply
its citizenry and its allies with this weapon. Although
it was not specifically nmentioned, the use of crossbows in
a battle where winning was clearly nore inportant to sone
of the conbatants than just being chivalrous is quite
likely. In addition, quite a nunber of sinple farm
i npl enments coul d be used rather effectively in conbat.
Armed in the fashion described, peasants and
townsfol k indiscrimnately killed anyone in sight, and
only after sone tinme could they be directed against their

proper target 3%,

In addition to the anger created by the
Archbi shop's raids on Berg territory earlier in the war,

t hey may possibly have been noved by sone religious

298 Verbriggen, J.F.: The Art of Warfare in Wstern
Eur ope during the Mddle Ages (fromthe Eighth Century to
1340) (Amsterdam New York, 1977).

299 Lehnart, "Kanpfweise und Bewaffnung", p. 160.
300 "pj e geburen, die daer bleven,
Na, ten stride, die gingen staen
O en Gachte ter neder sl aen
Vriende ende viande, sonder sparen;
Daer haddense geene ki nesse af."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 6302-6306.
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aninosity. Certainly the interdict which Siegfried had

pl aced over his enem es shortly before the battle could
have aroused the popul ati on against him The Archbi shop
had sufficient reason to fear for his life fromthe en-
raged popul ati ons of Berg and Col ogne, who were denonstra-
ting little intention of taking anyone prisoner;
therefore, as was the knightly custom of the day, he gave
hi msel f up to the nearest noble opponent. Presumably for
his own protection he was taken off the field by Adolf of
Berg, and inprisoned in the Count's castle above the river
Wipper 3%,

Despite this significant capitulation, the fighting
anong the remai ning conbatants continued until late into
the evening. Again and again the Archbi shop's troops re-
grouped and fought on, as his standard, held by Count
Adol ph of Nassau, his brother-in-law, remained on the
field sone tinme after Siegfried had been captured. Count
Rei nal d of CGuel der, already injured, was also forced to
continue the fight for sone tinme against the peasant
forces of Cologne and Berg, as he was unable to find a

nobl e opponent who woul d spare his |ife3,

301 See Appendix I1.

302 "Doen bl eef die grave in sel ker noot
doen hi arderwerf sach sinken
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The battle al so gave sone of its participants the
opportunity to settle feuds that had no direct relation to
the principal issues at stake. Heelu records the en-
counter between the feuding Milrepas clan, loyal to the
Duke of Brabant, and the Scaevedrieves, a noble famly
fromthe Duchy of Linburg, who continued to fight until
one party, in this case the Scaevedrieves, were conpletely
wi ped out 3%,

Even before the battle was finally concluded by the
onset of darkness, however, the plundering of the dead and

the taking of the wounded as prisoners for the purpose of

D e bani ere dat hi dinken

En wiste siat, noch ane gaen

Gherne ware hi in hant gegaen

Maer hine dachte om geen vlien

Wat daer sijns soude gescien”
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 6600-6606.

303 "Die van Wtham ende hare knecht

Her Mul repas, ende sijn geslechte,
Daer ic vore af liet die tale
Die ic weder nu verhale
Si waren die viande
Daer di e Scavedri esche haer ande
Gherne ane hadden gew oken. .
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 7185-7191.
" Ende voeren hier en daer, ende sochten
Waer si in hant gaen nochten
Daer si dat lijf souden ontdragen
Doen nmen di e Scavedri esche ginc jagen
Ende doot sl aen, waer nense ki nde
Daer net was des strijts een inde."
lbid., lines 7289-7294.
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ransom had al ready begun. As they observed victorious

kni ghts | ooking out for their own financial welfare in
this manner®* the townsfol k and peasants al so realized
that there was sone noney to be nade by not killing every
nobl eman. Neverthel ess, the arned peasants of Berg had
turned what had started as a chivalrous battle between
equals into a slaughter of the nobility. To the horror of
the chronicler, the carnage anong the knights of the Lower
Rhi ne was consi derabl e, over a thousand nounted kni ghts
had been killed on the Archbishop's side al one®®. It
woul d al nost seem that the popul ati on of the surrounding

countryside in one single afternoon had taken revenge for

304 "pDoen dit die ghebueren sagen

Dat di e heeren des pl agen
Dat si die viande alle vingen
Ende om goet |ieten verdi nghen
Doen woudense nmet ane w nnen
Ende gi ngen oec des sel ves begi nnen
Daer bi lieten si hare sl aen
Ende gi ngen dapperli ke vaen,
Di e ane hen ghenade sochten;
Maer diere ieghen vochten
Di e sloegen si alle thant doot
Doen sachnen iammerli ke, dor noot,
Die vroenste van al kersten | ant
Armen gebueren gaen in hant."

Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 7003-7014.

305 = Daer bleven doot
El f hondert nanne, bi getale
Ende neer daer toe, die nmen wal e
Ter waer heit weet, nochtan sonder
Di e ghene die na storven...."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, l|ines 7314-7318
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generations of oppression as nmuch as for the nost recent
war and destruction visited upon them by their nobl enen.
Count Heinrich of Luxenbourg and his two sons, as well as
Siegfried's owm brother and nunerous ot her noble knights,
did not leave the field alive. Jan van Heelu al so | anen-
ted the death of nore than 4000 horses, representing the
waste of a considerable fortune, which |ike many of their

riders fell victimto the crude weaponry of peasants3°,

306 "pat scade was ende iammer gr oot
Want daer en bl even doot
Ni et vel e gebueren noch knechte
Maer si waren van gesl echte
ende ridderscape die nen vant
Di e beete van al Duytsche | ant
Dat sceen wel aen hare striden
Want daer bl even van bei den siden
Doot op tfelt inde porsse
Meer dan M.C orsse
Di e onder hen worden ghevel't
Sonder di e daer gheqult
Ut e quanen, ende gewont
Die strijt was vander onder stont
Lanc al tote der vespertijd
Men vernam nye strijt
In en geen | ant soe | ange dueren...."

Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 7325-7341.
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Chapter 5
THE AFTERVMATH OF THE BATTLE OF WORRI NGEN

Even though Worringen has gone down in history as a
significant victory, above all for Duke Jan of Brabant and
the Gty of Cologne, the terns of the peace settlenent and
t he subsequent careers of the participants tend not to
correspond wth such an interpretation of events. The
consequences of the battle for each of the main

participants may be exam ned in turn.

The Gty of Col ogne

One m ght have expected that the Cty of Col ogne
woul d have gai ned significant advantages fromthe defeat
of its old eneny the Archbishop. Indeed, the citizens
t ook steps the very next day to weaken further his
mlitary capability. They proceeded to capture not only
the castle of Worringen but also that of Zons, a few
kil ometres further North along the Rhine, and to dismantle

k307

both castles to the last roc The buil ding materi al

307 Evi dence of 5 July 1290, Laconblet, Urkundenbuch,
vol. 2, no. 892. On 5 July 1290 the Archbi shops of Trier
and Mainz on the orders of pope N cholas Il convened an
interrogation of wtnesses regarding the battle at
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was supposedly later used in sonme sections of the town
wal |, probably nore as a synbolic statenent than an
architectural necessity. |In addition, the possessions of
the Jews of Col ogne, who up to then had been under the
protection of the Archbishop, were confiscated®® The
peopl e of Col ogne then acconpani ed the Count of Mark to
t he Archbi shop's Westphalian domains and participated in
the destruction of further castles3®

The Gty of Col ogne, however, did not receive any
nore tangi ble benefits for its involvenent than the ones
menti oned above. Even during his incarceration by Count
Adol f of Berg, Siegfried remained unwilling to nmake con-
cessions to the City. Under the terns he first proposed
on 18 June 1289 he nerely prom sed not to seek danmges,
while continuing to demand the return of his possessions
wi thin Col ogne®°. Only after the arbitration through

Count Adolf did he let up on that demand seven days

Worri ngen and subsequent events involving the city of
Col ogne. These events are related by testifying Col ogne
church officials.

38 Eyj dence given by Cathedral -schol ar Wckbold, 5
July 1290. Laconbl et, Urkundenbuch, vol. 2, no. 892.

%09 De Dynter, Ednond: Chroni que des Ducs de Brabant,
De Ram P. F., ed., vol. 3 (Bruxelles, 1854), p. 444.

310 Archbi shop Siegfried to the City of Col ogne, June
18 1289. Laconblet, Urkundenbuch, vol. 2, no. 870, p. 517.
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later3™. In his neverthel ess continuing intransigence
toward the City, the Archbi shop was backed up by the Pope.
When, on 5 August 1289, Pope N cholas IV heard the news
of Siegfried s defeat and subsequent inprisonnment by his
enem es, he demanded the Archbishop's i nmmedi ate rel ease®'?.
When this demand was ignored by the rebellious vassals,
on 18 January 1290 the Pope declared all prom ses nade by
the inprisoned Archbishop invalid, again w thout much
consequence®?  The sane year, however, Nicholas ordered
an inquiry to determne the Gty of Cologne's guilt in the
matter, which nmet with considerably nore success. It was
conducted by the Archbi shops of Trier and Mainz, and as a
result Col ogne, under threat of an interdict, was required
to pay damages to Siegfried in the amount of 200, 000
marks. As the City refused to pay, the interdict pronptly
went into effect on 2 August 1290 and continued until

after Siegfried' s death in 1297%* when his successor

311 Count Adolf of Berg to Archbishop Siegfried and
the Gty of Col ogne, 25 June 1289. Laconbl et,
Ur kundenbuch, vol. 2, no. 871, p. 517.

312 pope Nicholas IV to the Counts of Berg and Jiilich,
5 August 1289. Kni pping, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3227.

313 Pope Nicholas |V to Archbishop Siegfried, 18
January 1290. Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3262.

34 Herborn, Wlfgang, "Die Stadt Kol n und die
Schl acht von Worringen"” in Der Name der Freiheit, p. 291.
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W ckbol d von Holte rel eased Col ogne fromit wthout
paynment of the fine®® It represented a rather severe
puni shnent in nedieval ternms for a city calling itself
"holy Col ogne”, for no weddi ngs, nmasses, or funerals could
be perforned legitimately during the entire tinmne.

Al t hough the victory of Wbrringen has again and again
been described as an event freeing the people of Col ogne
from subjugation to their Archbishop, it is not clear if
that was really acconplished, or if indeed the victory had
any advant ageous effects for Cologne. 1In 1288 the City
had al ready enjoyed effective autonony for well over a
century. At nost, it mght have hoped to protect itself
froma threat to this autonony. The fact that Wrringen
was little nore than a short-termmlitary success nust
have becone perfectly clear to the people of Col ogne soon
after the battle. 1In the absence of effective support
fromtheir feudal allies, they presently had to suffer the
consequences of an interdict lasting over ten years. In
matters of mlitary protection the Cty of Col ogne
remai ned dependent on outside support simlar to that

whi ch t he nei ghbouring rulers of Berg or Julich had

315 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 4, no.
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provi ded before the battle of Wrringen3® Territorially,
the Gty never expanded beyond the walls of 1180 for the
rest of its existence as a political unit of the Enpire.
Even its eventual recognition as a free inperial city in
1475 did not significantly inprove its position. Success
in the battle of Wirringen may have been better for

Col ogne than failure, but in the long run did nothing to

enable it to increase either its territory or its power.

Br abant

Duke Jan | of Brabant, despite claimng victory at
Worringen, had to wait for the final resolution of the
Li mburg i ssue. He had captured his earlier rival, Reinald
of CGuelder, during the battle, but Reinald s claimnow
technically belonged to the heirs of Heinrich of
Luxenbourg. Until a negotiated settlenent could be
reached, the Duchy of Linburg was put under the tenporary
custody of Gui of Danpierre, Count of Flanders, hinself
apparently quite interested in keeping it. Even Adolf of
Berg in May 1289 garnered for hinself a claimto decide
the future of Linmburg in his settlenment wth Archbi shop

Siegfried, helping little to resolve the question of who

316 Herborn, "Die Stadt Kol n", Der Name der Freiheit,
p. 292.
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finally was to receive Linburg®’. (If Siegfried could

i ndeed still nmake such a concession, his overlordship over
t he counts and dukes of the Lower Rhinel and nust have
continued despite his defeat.) Negotiations for the
possessi on of Linburg dragged on until 15 October 1289,
and then it was only through the arbitration of the King
of France, Philip the Fair, that a settlenent was achi eved
wi th the handing over of Linburg to Duke Jan3®,

Jan of Brabant had gained the Duchy of Linburg, and
with it justified his title of Duke of Lotharingia, but
his narrow escape from defeat at Wrringen seens to have
put an effective end to any further anbitions he may have
had. Furthernore, the court of Brabant seens to have

continued suffering fromchronic financial difficulties

317 Sett | ement bet ween Archbi shop Siegfried and the
Count of Berg, Burg 27 June 1289. "...Item nos
ar chi epi scopus bona ducatus Lynburgensis, que debent
recipi et teneri a nobis in feodo, prout descendunt a
nobi s et ecclesia Colon., absque quolibet inpedinento
nostro et conradictione nostra, prout ad nos, successores
nostros et ecclesiam Colon. pertinet et pertinere poterit,
concedenus et porrigenus cui cunque idem cones de Mnte
dixerit et iusserit seu voluerit per suas patentes
litteras siue per viue vocis oraculumporrigi seu
concedi....". Laconblet, U kundenbuch, no. 865, p. 508 ff.

38 Philip IV King of France, arbitrates a settlenent
concerning the possession of Linburg between the Duke of
Lot haringi a and Brabant and the Count of Guel ders
i ncluding reparations follow ng the battle of Wrringen,
Paris 15 Cctober 1289. "Urkundenregesten”, in Der Nanme der

Frei heit, p. 77.
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even after receiving Linburg, for in 1292 an agreenent was
apparently nmade to forgo sone future taxation in Brabant
agai nst a one-tine paynent needed to |iquidate the Duke's
debts®° By this time, however, the nuch |arger power of
France, coveting control over much |arger territories, had
nmoved i n behind himand rel egated Brabant and its eneny

t he Archbi shop of Cologne to a secondary role. Brabant's
supposed pi nnacl e of success at Wrringen was to be

foll onwed by slow and steady decline.

In any case Jan's taste for the chivalrous lifestyle
was not to let himenjoy the fruits of his victory for
very long. Wile attending a tournanment of the Count of
Bar in 1294, Duke Jan was injured and he died shortly
thereafter. His son and successor, Duke Jan Il, to whose
wi fe Jan van Heelu dedicated his rhyme chronicle, was to
propel Brabant into a dangerous diplomatic position
bet ween the rising nonarchies of France and Engl and.

Al t hough he had been raised at Edward I's court in London,
Jan Il was eventually prudent enough to choose neutrality
in the ensuing war over Flanders. Jan |'s brother
Godefrid, although having participated in the battle at

Worringen, seens to have learned little fromhis

319 Barracl ough, Origins, p. 327.
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experience with civilian mlitias and in 1302, while
fighting for the King of France, found his end under the

goedendags of Flem sh craftsnen at Courtrai

Ber g

Strategically as well as financially the Count of
Berg received the nost tangi ble benefits fromhis partici-
pation in the battle at Wrringen, suggesting once nore
that he was also the true mlitary victor. |In partnership
with his brother Konrad, who as provost of the cathedral
chapter of Col ogne was acting in place of Archbi shop
Siegfried, he proceeded to take over the authority of the
captured eneny. Provost Konrad imedi ately revoked the
interdict against Berg and as "protector of the church of
Col ogne" began to manoeuvre into the position of
Siegfried s successor®°  Meanwhile in the "castrum novunt
of his brother Count Adolf, the ternms of a costly
settlement were forced on Archbishop Siegfried over the
next twelve nonths. They consisted of extensive nonetary

paynents, for which sonme of the Archbi shop's possessions

320 gSett| ement between Archbishop Siegfried and Count
Adol f of Berg, Burg 19 May 1289. Siegfried sanctions the
al ready undertaken lifting of the interdict through
Provost Conrad of Berg. Knipping, Regesten, vol. 3, no.
3208. -
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were taken as security; a prom se not to erect any
fortifications along the Rhine that m ght threaten trade
or the County of Berg itself; and nost interestingly, as
ment i oned above, cession of the right to decide the future
ownershi p of the duchy of Linburg®!. Al though this was
not put down in witing, Berg was al so able to continue
its own coining of noney, a practice that had contri buted
toits troubles with the Archbishop in the first place®®.
Despite the papal intervention which allowed Siegfried
not to honour his prom ses, the Count of Berg was able to
enforce the terns he had negotiated. Presunably the
Archbi shop was in no position to nake use of the papal
sanctions. Wth the founding of the Gty of Dissel dorf
only a year later and the eventual consolidation of the
Counties of Julich, Berg, Mark, and Kleve into the Duchy
of Berg in 1386, the famly of Berg seens to have
benefited nore fromthe conflict than the reputed

beneficiaries, Col ogne and Brabant.

The Archbi shop

321 Archbi shop Siegfried's settlenment with Adolf of
Berg, 19 May 1289. Laconblet, Urkundenbuch, p. 508, no.
865.

%22 Luck, Dieter: "Die Aussw rkungen der Schlacht von
Worringen auf Berg", in Der Nane der Freiheit, p. 278.
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Archbi shop Siegfried of Westerburg was finally
rel eased by his captors after nore than two years of
captivity, perhaps in the expectation that he would soon
die of a disease which he had contracted during his in-
carceration®® He did stay alive, nonetheless. (Thus
Adol f of Berg did not, as expected, secure the archi-
epi scopal seat for his brother Provost Konrad.) Moreover,
Pope Nicholas IV had freed Siegfried fromany prom ses
that he had nmade under duress fromhis captors. It is
true that the intervention of the papacy proved |largely
synbolic; although the Church could enforce religious
sanctions against the Cty of Cologne, it was evidently
unabl e to exact reparations fromsecular rulers with the
same success. Neverthel ess, though Siegfried s position
seened to have deteriorated sonewhat in political terns,
there is no reason to presune that he had fared any worse
than his predecessor Engelbert Il after the battle of
Zul pi ch.

There is no indication that the Archbi shop's status
was dimnished in any way within the Holy Roman Enpire;
for we can find himonly four years later pronoting Adolf

of Nassau, his ally at the battle of Wirringen, as a

323 Testinony at the papal inquiry of 5 July 1290.
Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3221.
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candi date for the German kingship, wth the explicit and
contractually defined intention of recovering his |osses
at Worringen®*. In the agreement of 27 April 1292, Adolf
of Nassau prom sed to return the royal castles and forti-
fications which had been in Siegfried s possession before
Worringen, and to force the Count of Berg not to demand
paynment of the 12,000 nmarks and to return inmediately the
castles and villages given in guarantee. Furthernore,
Adol f prom sed Siegfried to protect himagainst the Duke
of Brabant and the Count of Flanders with arnmed force if
necessary, and to allow himto collect certain inperial
tolls along the Rhine. Adolf also prom sed to punish the
Cty of Cologne and not to allow any of Siegfried s
enemes at his court. The prom se not to invest anyone
wi th the duchies of Austria and Linburg w thout
Siegfried s express perm ssion, and to accept abdication
shoul d he fail to honour any of these prom ses, only
denonstrated how much a puppet King Adolf was neant to

be325

324 Count Adol f of Nassau to Archbi shop Siegfried,
Andernach 27 April 1292. Kni pping, Regesten, vol. 3, no.
3354.

32 Schmid, L.: Die Wahl des Grafen Adol f von Nassau,
pp. 25 ff.
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To Siegfried s dismy, however, Adolf of Nassau did
not live up to nost of his prom ses. Once he becane King
of the Romans in 1292, he pursued his own, however m s-
gui ded, policy. As his principal concern seens to have
been to garner revenue and mlitary support, he becane in
fact rather friendly with Siegfried s enem es in Brabant
and Col ogne®*®.  For much of 1292 Adolf made Col ogne the
scene of his court at the citizens' expense®’, and from
Jan | of Brabant he received a | oan of 16,000 marks. In
return Adolf not only confirnmed all vassal ages, rights,
and privileges given to the Dukes of Brabant by any
Enperors (including of course jurisdiction as Duke of
Lot hari ngi a) **® but al so devel oped a rather friendly
relationship with the City of Cologne, based on its
substantial |oans to the king®°  Such actions m ght seem
to support the view that Brabant and Col ogne gai ned

significantly fromtheir conflict with the Archbishop. In

326 Schmid, Die Wahl, p. 89-90.

7 still today the people of Cologne refer to someone
who tries to inpress at sonmeone el se's expense as a
"Nassauer".

328 King Adolf to the Duke of Brabant and Lot haringia,
21 Septenber 1292. WIlens, Chronique en vers, Codex
D pl omati cus, p. 561, no. 198.

329 King Adolf to the City of Cologne, 11 Cctober
1292. Laconbl et, Urkundenbuch, vol. I, p. 553, no. 934.
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fact, however, the damage to Siegfried' s interests was
limted, because Adolf of Nassau remai ned a weak ki ng,
nmor e dependent on such | esser powers as Brabant and
Col ogne than they were on him

In the long run the position of the Archbishop of
Col ogne did deteriorate after his defeat at Wrringen, but
only in part because of that defeat. Wat had happened at
Worringen, |likely not appreciated by those present, was
that a ruler with far-ranging formal feudal authority had
suffered defeat at the hands of other rulers who instead
based their authority on nore direct adm nistration of
t heir popul ations, working in concert wwth a towmn with
essentially republican institutions. 1In his capacity as a
di stant feudal overlord, the Archbishop could not hope to
obtain the kind of loyalty denonstrated in the charge of
t he peasants of Berg, or the valour of the nobility of
Brabant. The Duchy of Col ogne had been reduced to the
position of one jurisdiction anmong others, roughly equal
in ternms of real power. Siegfried hinself seens to have
conceded this indirectly; while he did try to reclaimsone
feudal rights, nost of his grievances, |ike those of his
enem es, pertained to revenue and territorial possessions.

The question arises, however, whether this one

mlitary defeat of Archbishop Siegfried at Wrringen in
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itself represented such a fundanental turning-point. W
have to renenber that very much the sanme situation al so
occurred at Zilpich in 1267. There too, a simlar
alliance, with the exception of Brabant, defeated and
captured an Archbi shop. W rringen was neither the first
tinme that the people of Col ogne fought their Archbishop,
nor the first tine that the counts of Berg, Mark, and
Julich confronted their feudal overlord. It would rather
seemthat the battle of Wrringen was only one stage of a
process whi ch had begun al nost half a century before, with
the end of the last great and truly feudal Gernman

nonar chy.

The Enpire and France

One of the losers and al so one of the w nners at
Worringen were not actually anong the conbat ants.
Throughout the whole affair King Rudolf of Habsburg had
seem ngly turned a blind eye, being preoccupied with
consolidating his newly gained foothold in the south-
eastern reaches of his domain. Odilo Engels has argued
t hat Rudol f had few resources available to enforce the
peace in the west of the Enpire and thus settled for the

what ever consequences mght arise fromits politica
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instability®° It is also possible, however, that despite
sone early disagreenents and conflicts between Archbi shop
Siegfried and King Rudolf, following their nutually highly
beneficial settlenent of 1282, Rudolf had accepted
Siegfried as a virtual partner in the | eadership of the
Enpire. Wen he found hinmself having no choice but to use
his limted tine and resources for the establishnment of a
solid base for his successor, he could count on Archbi shop
Siegfried to defend inperial interests along the | ower
Rhine. King Rudolf had originally recommended Siegfied to
Pope Gregory specifically for his mlitary proficiency and
woul d certainly not have expected his defeat at Wrringen
It was an eneny of the Enpire, King Philip the Fair
of France, who as a result of the battle of Wrringen
found hinself in a position to arbitrate possession of
what was an Inperial fief, Linburg, in favour of soneone
who had been an inperial vassal, Duke Jan of Brabant.
This limted but significant growh of France's position
as power-broker in a rather vital area of inperial
jurisdiction was only further enhanced by the weakness of
the Enpire during Adolf of Nassau's reign. The gains of

France in the aftermath of the battle of Wrringen may

330 Engels, Qdilo: "Het Duitse Rijk ten tijde van de
sl ag van Weringen", in Der Nane der Freiheit, p. 53.
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have been | ess concrete than those of Berg and Brabant,

but they were by no neans negligi bl e.
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Part |1

THE TRANSM SSI ON OF KNOWLEDGE ABOUT THE BATTLE OF VAORRI NGEN
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Chapter 6

PRI MARY SOURCES

Jan van Heelu' s rhym ng Chronicle

The only eyew tness account of the battle of
Worringen which has survived into our tinme is contained in
the rhym ng chronicle of Jan van Heelu. His epic,
cont ai ning al nost nine thousand lines in the old Flem sh
| anguage, recounts in the first book the deeds and
adventures of Duke Jan | of Brabant shortly before and
after his accession in 1267, while in the second book it
centres al nost exclusively on the Linburg War and the
battle of Wirringen in 1288. For better or worse, this
si ngl e docunent has been used as the main source of
evidence for this historic event. Although there is also
a consi derabl e anount of docunentary source material as
well as a nunber of less significant and | ess detail ed
chronicles, sone being thensel ves quite possibly based on

Heel u, his own version of the story generally has been the
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one by which all other evidence has been judged, which is
all the nore reason to examne this narrative very
critically.

Jan van Heel u appears to have witten his chronicle
around 1290 as a | oyal nenber of Duke Jan | of Brabant's
court at Brussels®! Al though there is no personal
informati on avail able about him it seens |ikely that he
was nmenber of a close circle of friends around the Duke,
many of whom he featured promnently in his work. As he
hi rsel f does not seemto have participated in the
fighting, one may suppose that he was a cleric and al so
quite possibly sonething |ike an official court historian.

Heel u addressed his work to Margaret, daughter of King
Edward | of England and daughter-in-law of the Duke, so
that she mght learn the | anguage of her husband. The
dukes of Brabant had been conducting a policy in favour of
both France and Engl and for a nunber of years. Dependent
as they were on the political and financial support of the
merchant class of their towns, they had good reason to
mai ntai n good relations with the English custoners of

t hese nerchants. Duke Jan actively sought the friendship

%31 De Ridder, Paul: "Dynastisches und national es
Gef Uhl in Brabant 1267-94", in: Kol ni scher
Geschi cht sverei n, Jahrbiucher 50 (1979), p. 211.
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of English kings, marrying his son and heir to Edward I's
daughter, and even letting himstay at King Edward's
court, where he remained until his accession as Jan |l in
1294. In these circunstances it could certainly be
considered politic for soneone in Jan van Heel u's position
to present the English princess, or anyone el se for that
matter, with a narrative which portrayed Brabant in a
positive |ight?3?2

Vanity may al so have played a role in the conposition
of Jan van Heelu's narrative. Like Duke Jan, his chron-
icler was extrenely fond of the chivalrous ideals of the
medi eval kni ghthood. Like many of their contenporaries
t he kni ghts of Brabant idolized the heroes of the pantheon
of chivalry, such as King Arthur and his knights of the
Round Table. What coul d have been better for the cour-
tiers of Brabant, than to have thenselves imortalized in
a narrative of epic character which told how they, in rea
life, had enmulated their heroes? Gven his notives of
di pl omati c prudence and personal glorification, Heelu's
reconstruction of the chain of events |leading to the
battle, |like his account of the actual fighting and the

result of the battle, remains quite open to chall enges.

%32 Jan van Heelu also did his best to present
Brabant's French sponsors in the best possible |ight.
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I n explaining the reasons for the Linburg war, Jan
van Heelu very skillfully worked into his narrative
Brabant's existing interest in the disputed territory
based on Jan |I's title as Duke of Lotharingia, whereas in
fact the validity of a title Duke Jan did not publicly use
until after the death of Walram of Linburg in 1279 was
never satisfactorily established. Heelu also described
the sale of the claimon Linburg by the "rightful heir"
Adol f of Berg in 1283, which further served to strengthen
Duke Jan's claimas Duke of Lotharingia. He failed to
menti on, however, that King Rudolf, only a year earlier,
had al ready given Linburg to Reinald of Guelder, also a
quite legitimte heir?333,

It is nmade clear by the chronicler who the evil
initiator of the war nust have been. Heelu states that
the citizens of Col ogne, shortly before the battle, called
on the Duke of Brabant to hel p them agai nst the "robber-
baron's nest" at Wrringen®* which, protected by the
peace- breaker Archbi shop Siegfried, threatened the trade

routes along the Rhine. He does not nention that

333 See Appendix |11,

334 "Doen spraken si: << Hertoge heere!
Over Weronc clagen w seere;
Want dat es dire rovere nest....>>"
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 4135-4137.
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Worringen was i nhabited by the Archbishop's regul ar
troops, who as far as we know had not caused any damage
ot her than adm nistering the nmuch hated but neverthel ess
legitimate tolls.

Wth the help of independent primary sources and sone
common sense we can al so find sone apparent contradictions
in Heelu' s account of the battle. Fromwhat we can
surm se about nedieval warfare, it was nost probably a
very noisy and difficult to control affair, once it had
progressed beyond certain prelimnary manoeuvres. The
nature of hand to hand conbat, which for good reason was
termed nel ee, made effective tactical control of a l|large
force at best a difficult proposition®° Not essentially
different fromlarge scale tournaments, battles, except
for the initial charge, seemto have consisted of a | arge
nunber of individual encounters, sinply because of the
nature of the weaponry and the individualistic approach to
war f are anong social equals of noble birth. It is
i npossi ble that a single eyew tness could have wat ched
each one of them Still Heelu purports to have observed
each prom nent nenber of the court of Brabant playing a

significant role in the fighting and contributing to the

335 Verbriiggen, The Art of Warfare, passim
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victory. The source of his information, rather than a
singl e eyew tness account, mght indeed be found in the
stories which circul ated anong the surviving participants
of the battle for years after it had taken place, but
t hese nmust al nost certainly have been m xed with a good
portion of their individual imagination to which Heelu
added his own dramatic sense. Even apart fromthe obvious
limts to a single person's ability to observe all the
conpl ex events of a battle, one gets the suspicion that,
except for the essential facts, Heelu may have been forced
to use what we mght call a "generic" battle account to
fill in the mssing details and |lend nore drama to his
narrative of individual incidents. Many of the descrip-
tions of one-on-one conmbats in his chronicle could very
wel | have been based on inconplete bits of information
m xed wth the existing nodels of chivalrous warfare that
conbatants were expected to follow at least in theory.
Consi dering the fact that even his description of the site
of the battle seens insufficient and contradictory at
times, it is rather unlikely that Heelu actually observed
nost of what he wrote about, even if he was actually
present.

To give one significant exanple, Heelu credits

Godefrid, the Duke of Brabant's brother, with the capture
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of Archbi shop Siegfried. Although Count Adolf of Berg |ed
the Archbi shop off the field, Heelu goes out of his way to
depi ct the Archbishop as surrendering to Godefrid of
Brabant before the arrival of the Count with the peasants
of Berg. Heelu relates how Siegfried, while under attack
fromthe rear and desperate to surrender in order to save
his life, found hinself separated from Godefried of
Brabant by piles of dead nen and horses. Unable to yield
in person, he is said to have yelled his subm ssion across
the obstacle and to have had it accepted by Godefried in
the sane manner. The physical realities of the nedieval
battle lend little credibility to such things as

i nsur mount abl e body piles®®  Although the individuals in
guestion m ght have been able to see each other, it seens
rather unlikely in the noise of battle that they should
have been able to conmuni cate over a distance which they
could not cross on foot. Codefried' s following intimte
chat with Adolf of Berg regarding Siegfried s safe-

keepi ng, al so described by Heelu, seens equally

i nprobabl e, as both were on opposite sides of an eneny
arny which, unlike its | eader, had not yet given up the
fight.

3% Keegan, The Face of Battle, p. 107.
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The view that the troops of Berg, both noble and
peasant, forced the surrender of the Archbi shop seens far
more likely, if one considers for exanple the version put
forward by Ottokar of Styria, who contradicts Heelu on
this very point. Contrary to Heelu's version OQtokar even
suggests that Adolf only agreed to extricate Jan of
Brabant fromhis near defeat after certain unspecified
concessions. These coul d conceivably have included the

privilege of taking the Archbishop prisoner®’. The view

337 "Von den Perigen der onverczait,

Daz sein Cehei mversprach

Der von Luczel burg an den Zeiten,

Er wolt mt ymnicht streiten

Daz waz wol auch sein WII

Er hielt mt seiner Schar stil

So | ang, unczt das geswant

Der Chraft dem von Prabant.

Der sand pald zu ym her

Ei nen Poten, daz er

Ymze H | f chem

Anders er nem

Wann er sein H|If vor ym purg,

Den Sig der von Luczel burcg.

Do enpot er ym herw der

Wer er so frue nude Lider

Daz wer ain grozz Laster

Daz er sich rurt vaster,

Er west wol, wenn er chonen solt

lhmze HIf, und wolt.

Sunst |iez er sew teihen,

Unczt das pegund wei hen

Der von Prabant durch Not;

Al [ erst i mgepot

Sein Trew und Manheit,

daz er zu Hurt rait,

Und hal f von Prabant dem Hel d."
O tokar Horneck: Reinthronik, in MG H. , Deutsche
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that the Count of Berg and his largely peasant arny had
t he nost decisive effect on the outcone of the fighting is
further supported by the description contained in the

Gest a Bal dewi ni 3%,

The anonynmous author of the |ife of Bal dew n of
Luxenmbourg, Archbishop of Trier (died 1354), despite
having witten nore than two generations after the event,
al so offers, in connection with the death of Count
Hei nrich of Luxenmbourg, an intriguingly clear sunmary of
the tactical sequence of the battle. According to this
chronicler, who nust have had access to an unknown
i ndependent source, first the troops of Col ogne cl ashed

with the Archbi shop and were scattered by the attack;

Chr oni ken (Hannover, 1890), Bd. V, lines 778 ff.; also in
WITens, Chronique en vers, "Bylagen", pp. 365-366.

338 n

Prino Col oni enses cum ar chi epi scopo praelium

i nchoantes, partem deteriorem habere. Secundo Henri cus
cones (Luczelinburgensis) cum duce praelium conm scens,
duce ad jactumretropresso, cones visus fuit praeval ere.
Tertio comes de Monte inermbus suis cumrusticis in vulgo
Kenpen appel atis, in Col oniensiumet ducis adjutorium
preal i um agressus archi epi scopi et Henrici partes
infirmavit, separavit, dissipavit totaliter et prostravit.
Heu m serabil e spectaculum H c captivatur, illic
trucidatur, hic norti addictus spoliatur, ille Rhenum

fugi ens suffocatur, in nenore vero pal udi noso submer gunt ur
pl ures, substantiae capientur, fugae a multis rapientur.

Ar chi epi scopus vero a conite de Monte capitur et custodi ae
in Breusbure manci patur." Liber de Gestis Bal dewi ni de
Luczenburch, quoted in WIllens, Chronique on vers,

"Byl agen™, p. 386.

116



secondly Count Heinrich of Luxenmbourg attacked Duke Jan of
Brabant forcing himinto a retreat; thirdly Count Adolf of
Berg arrived with his peasant mlitia which effectively
anni hil ated the forces of both Count Heinrich and
Archbi shop Siegfried. Though only a sunmary, this seens
t he nost reasonable of all the avail able versions of the
battle, even though it was recorded so many years after
t he event.

The peace settl enents docunented after the battle
al so seemto be in conflict with Heelu's narrative at this
point, as no nention of Godefrid in connection with
Archbi shop Siegfried' s capture is ever nade again. Mbst
of the significant surrenders, and indeed the turning
point of the battle in favour of Duke Jan's alliance, seem
to have coincided with the arrival of Count Adolf and the
arnmed peasants of Berg. Heelu could not entirely avoid
mentioning the significant involvenent of the peasants of
Berg and the townsfol k of Col ogne, but he did succeed in
underplaying their effect on the outcone of the battle.
Neverthel ess he hinself supplied indirect evidence which
points to the deadly effectiveness and deci sive inpact of
the arnmed farnmers and craftsnen.

Judging fromthe casualties on the Brabant side at

t he hands of Archbishop's nen, a nere forty conbatants, in
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what had been a | osing cause until the arrival of the Berg
peasants, the encounter of arned knights al one can be
characterized as having resulted in conparatively few
fatalities. The encounter between the Archbishop's party
and the Count of Berg's arned peasants, however, produced
di sproportionately nore dead nobl es then peasants. (W

al so have to presunme that unlike Count Adolf's peasant
mlitia, Duke Jan's knights would have taken prisoners
rather than killing their opponents, particularly as many
of the noble conbatants seemto have been rel atives.)

Mor eover we have to surm se that disnmounting the oppo-
sition by killing its horses woul d have been the nost
effective tactic for the Berg peasants arnmed w th pikes
and "goedendags”. Once un-horsed, knights woul d have
becone easy prey for groups of peasants, explaining not
only the high nunber of casualties anong nounted nen-at-
arnms but indeed maki ng sense of the staggering anmount of
dead horses reported by Heelu. Despite such evidence, and
t he obvi ously sonmewhat unconventional unfolding of this
medi eval battle in its later stages, Heelu limted his
description mainly to his own chival rous perspective and
accordingly reserved credit for the victory for his

master, Duke Jan |, and the troops of Brabant®?° Al though

339 "\wWant el c van hem mach hem ber oenen
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one may well understand that, in place of his own lord, no
sel f-respecting, and probably prudent, Brabant courtier
would ultimately credit a nob of foreign subsistence
farmers with the winning of this inportant victory, the
reliability of Jan van Heelu's "eyew tness" account nmay
certainly be conprom sed by it.

Further indication of inaccuracies in Heelu's
narrative is provided by the peace settlenents which
followed the battle. It was Adolf of Berg who held
Archbi shop Siegfried in custody and it was he, not the
Duke of Brabant, who nanaged to press the nbst advantage
out of hin?*®. Conpared with his settlenment with the Count
of Berg, the Archbishop's treaty wth the Duke of Brabant
conceded much | ess. The Archbi shop and the Duke agreed to
settle their differences w thout either one of them
cl ai m ng damages. Evidently Jan of Brabant had not yet
gai ned much advantage, as the dispute over the Linburg

succession renai ned unsettled. Sone contenporaries indeed

Di e daer was van Brabant,

Dat hi heelt was, ochte gygant

Van live, of dien dach wale."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 8704-8707.

30 Further evidence supporting the fact of
Siegfried s capture and inprisonnent by Count Adolf of
Berg is given by the Annal es Agri ppi nenses, Pertz,
Georgius, Heinricus, ed. in MGH SS. (Hannoverae, 1859;
reprinted Stuttgart, 1963), tom XXVI, pp. 736-738.
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seem to have openly doubted Brabant's success at

Worringen. Wy el se would Heelu specifically undertake to
present a narrative which unlike those of others (which
unfortunately do not seemto have survived) recounted the

true course of the battl e3*!?

Heel u was setting out to
justify Duke Jan's claimto be the victor at Wrringen,
and therefore the rightful possessor of Linburg. Heelu's
intention to | end support to Duke Jan's clains on Linburg
by presenting then recent history in a specific way could
have been of sone practical significance at the tinme, but
must put in question the accuracy of any subsequent work
relying on himas a source.

Jan van Heelu, it would appear, was interested not
only in preserving but actually creating the nythol ogy of
a great |eader fighting a glorious battle, while backing
up sonme of that |eader's political clains. The
presentation of his chronicle in rhynmed verse, in the
popul ar style of the tinme used for works of fiction and
non-fiction of a dramatic nature, and in the Flem sh
vernacul ar a far broader audi ence woul d understand,

rem nds us that he wote also for effect on the reader or

341 " NMmer dese yeeste was te voeren

(Beide in dietsch ande oec in wal sch)
van vel e |ieden gedicht val sch”
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 58-60.
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listener, and not just for the witten recounting of an
experience. Part of his objective may certainly have been
to entertain. One can easily inmagine the recitation of
such a poem by the author as a diversion for the courtiers
of Brabant on a long winter evening. Primarily, however,
Heel u's text, as al ready suggested by its dedication, was
meant to establish a positive public relations inmage for
Brabant and its Duke. It is not necessary to argue that
Heel u deliberately falsified facts he and others had
observed. For his purpose, it was far nore effective to
sel ect, enhance, and when necessary suppl enent authentic
information. The proclamation of his own sincerity in
presenting only the truth, however, should nerely serve to

make us even nore vigil ant 3

O her Chronicles

Wthin twenty years of the battle of Wrringen a
group of short reports about it, originating in the Low

Countries, found their way into chronicles witten in

%2 "Hi er nede hebbi ch doen verstaen

Ende na di e waerheit bescreven
Dat voer Weronc wert gedreven,
Al nest op den dach...."

Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 8898-8901.
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pl aces as far distant as France and England. The earliest

representatives of this group are the Chroni con of Bal duin

3343

of Ni nove of about 129 , and the Chronica de origine

4344.

ducum Br abantiae, witten about 130 Thi s group of

reports is characterized by the use of sone of the
argunments which can al so be found in Heelu, for exanple
that Worringen was inhabited by robbers and thieves
threatening trade, justifying the siege by Jan of Brabant
and his allies, and also by the fact that they not only
identify Duke Jan as the sole victor but also fail to
mention the significant involvenent of the Count of Berg
and the citizens of Col ogne. Probably inspired by current
political relations with the Duchy of Brabant, such a

sel ective transm ssion of information attests to a public
rel ati ons success possibly due to Heelu's rhym ng

chroni cl 3,

343 Bal dui ni Ni novensi s Chroni con, Hol der-Egger, O,
ed., in MGH, SS., tom XXV (Hannoverae, 1880; reprinted
Stuttgart, 1964), p. 546.

344

Chroni ca de origi ne ducum Brabanti ae, Heller,
Johannes, ed., in MGH, SS., tom XXV (Hannoverae, 1880;
reprinted Stuttgart, 1964), pp. 411 ff.

345 Cf., e.g., @Qillenmus de Nangis, Chronicon,
Brosien, H, ed., in MGH, SS., tom XXVI, (Hannovarae,
1880; reprinted Stuttgart, 1964), pp. 674-696; Annal es
Waver| ei enses, Lieberman, F. et Pauli, R, ed., MGH,
SS., tom XXVIII (Hannovarae, 1856; reprinted Stuttgart,
1963), pp. 458-464.
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In contrast, a second group of reports originating
cl oser to Col ogne makes explicit nmention of Adolf of
Berg's involvenent, in particular his capture of

Archbi shop Siegfried. The Catal ogi Archiepi scoporum

Col oni ensi um Continuatio Postrema (ca. 1300), and several

nmore followng inits tradition, point out not only the
significant contribution of Cologne's citizens but also
t he decisive participation of Adolf of Berg, leading to
the capture of Archbishop Siegfried®® As this incident
consistently appears in chronicles associated with area
near and around Col ogne, it stands to reason that these
had a common origin in a now |lost |ocal chronicle
tradition, which placed a different enphasis on the

reporting of events at Wirringen, then that current in

3¢ "Hiis sic electis, donminus Gegorius X in

conci li o Lugdunensi Conradum cassavit et ecclesie

Col oni ensi auctoritate apostolica providit de Sifrido, qui
20. consecrationis sue agens annum plurinmorum fortunam
prosperam et adversam est perpessus. Qui prope Wirinch in
conflictu, quem habuit cum | ohanne duce Brabancie et

Adol fo comte de Monte civibusque Col oni ensi bus, captus
est a comte de Monte Adol pho, qui subvehi consuevit in
curru." Catal ogi Archi epi scoporum Col oni ensi um
Continuati o Postrema, Cardauns, H, ed., in MGH, SS
tom XXV, (Hannoverae 1880, reprinted 1964), p. 357. The
Continuati o Brabantina (ca. 1319) of Martin of Troppau
reads: "lohannes dux Brabantie apud Wrunc super Renum
adj unctis Col oni ensi bus et comtemde Monte, de inimcis
suis mrabiliter triunphavit." Continuationes Chronici
Martini Qppaviensis, |IV. Continuatio Brabantina, Weiland,
Ludwig, ed., in MGH, SS., tom XXV (Hannoverae, 1880;
reprinted Stuttgart, 1964), p. 260.
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Br abant .

A nunber of short but surprisingly insightful
expl anations of Worringen appear in chronicles describing
the life and tinmes of several of Trier's Archbi shops.

Possibly originating with the Gesta Henrici archiepiscop

Treverorum probably witten not long after the battle,

they provide a consistent and reasonabl e expl anati on of
the i ssues that had caused the war®*’. This tradition,

al so including the Gesta Bohenundi Archi epi scopi

Treverensis, 1S unique in pointing out that Archbishop

Siegfried' s authority as feudal overlord in the diocese of

Col ogne was at stake in this war3® an issue omtted from

347 Gesta Henrici archiepiscopi Treverorum Cardauns,
H, ed., in MGH, SS, tom XXV (Hannoverae, 1880;
reprinted, Stuttgart, 1964), p. 463.

348 " Anno Domini 1288, Non. Junii comi ssum est
terribile bellum prope Col oniam apud villam que Wirung
dicitur inter Johannem ducem Brabancie, comtem de Mnte
et Juliacensemet de Vianna comtes et cives Col oni enses
ex una parte, et dom num Sifridum archi escopum
Col oni ensem Gelrie et de Luzzillenburg comtes ex altera:
in quo prelio Henricus Luzzillenburgensis te Walramnus
frater eius, ac mlle et quadringente viri bellatores tam
equites quam pedites in ore gladii corruerunt.

Ar chi epi scopus et conmes Celrie ac multi alii capiuntur,
duce Brabancie in omibus victoriose triunphante. Causa
belli fuit hec. Conmes Gelrie duxit in uxorem natam duci s

Li mburgensi s, uni cam heredem patri s que decessit sine
prol e. Cones de Monte heres proxinmus vendidit ducatum duci
Brabancie pro triginto et duabus mlibus marc., Com tum
Gelrie asserente, quod ipse dictamterramtenere deberet
guad vitam suam dotali seu sponsalicio ure. Cones

Luci |l enburgensis dixit, retione consanguinitatis se
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much of the subsequent historical discussion because the
mai n source - Heelu - never discusses it. (Heelu, of
course, would not have found it politically prudent to
make reference to the Archbi shop of Col ogne's
jurisdictional rights, which his own |lord, the Duke of
Brabant, had no intention of recognizing). It would seem
likely that the information in the Trier tradition was
based on evidence presented at the papal inquiry of 1290
i n Col ogne, conducted personally by the Archbi shop of
Trier.

Al though dating fromas |late as the md-fourteenth

century, the Gesta Bal dew ni**° appears to be the best

surviving representative of this tradition, as far as the
tactical aspects of the battle of Wrringen were
concerned. As nentioned above, it outlines the conflict
in three stages: the apparent defeat of the city of

Col ogne by the Archbi shop; the Count of Luxenmbourg's

success agai nst the Duke of Brabant; and the Count of

pr opi nqui ori em esse vendi ci oni, archiepiscopo all egante,
guod sine consensu suo vendicio non valeret; namiure
feodali esset astricta ecclesie Coloniensi. Cesta
Bohemundi Archi escopi Treverensis, Wiitz, G, ed. MGH.
SS., tom XXIV (Hannovarae, 1880; reprinted Stuttgart,
1964), p. 463-488.

349 Quoted in WIlens, Chronique en vers, p. 386.
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Berg's return to the field with his peasant-mlitia,
obtaining the victory. It has already been shown that
this seens to be a very plausible description of events.
The far nore extensive account presented by Ot okar
of Styria could also be traced back to the Rhineland. W
do know that he had the opportunity to exam ne Rheni sh
archives in his travels. Otokar ouz der Geul, also known
as Otokar of Styria or Otokar Horneck (approx. 1260-
1320)3%°, enpl oyed the sane rhynming style as Heelu in his

early fourteenth century Rhynmechronic, dealing primrily

with the life and tinmes of Rudolf of Habsburg and the
Habsburg famly. Little is known about Otokar's career;
he seens to have been son of a m nor but wealthy noble
famly fromthe area of Lichtenstein. He spent his youth
as a traveling singer before becomng interested in
gathering historical material and recording it. In later
life he joined the court of Frederick of Habsburg and
acted as diplomat for himin Spain, where he was invol ved
in arranging the marri age between Frederick and |sabella
of Aragon in 1314. Wiile escorting the bride through the
Rhi nel and to neet her future husband, Otokar is supposed

to have visited archives in Kol mar, Strassburg, Minz,

30 Kranzmayer, Eberhard: Die steirische Reinchronik
O tokars und i hre Sprache (Wen, 1950), p. 9.
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Trier, Cologne, Brabant, and Fl anders to exam ne docunents
and chronicles®!. There he may well have seen infornmation
on Worringen that is |ost today. At |east part of the
information he transmtted concerning the Battle of
Worri ngen was supposedly based on a chronicle originating
in the County of Berg®? Neverthel ess one shoul d renenber
that Otokar wote fromthe perspective of sonmeone renote
in time and space, about a subject with which King Rudolf,
the "hero" of his main body of work, appeared to have
little direct connection. Otokar had had personal
experience of battles and their conduct, when he w tnessed
Rudol f's victory over the King of Bohema in 1278.
Nonet hel ess, his lengthy narrative shows less interest in
the mlitary aspects of the action then its dramatic
nature and noral inplications. It would seemthat his
background as a poet and entertainer was not without its
i nfluence on his perception of historic events.

O her chronicles that also contradicted Heelu's
account seemto have existed, as he hinself referred to

t hem on one occasion®3 Unfortunately none of them seens

%1 Kranzmayer, Die steirische Reinchronik, pp. 9-13.

352

Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 3193.

353 "Daer en do ic of noch toe niet

Want God es m jn ghetuge dies
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to have survived.

Wth all their differences and contradictions, nost
accounts of Worringen preserved in chronicle formtend to
be exceedingly short, referring nerely to the primry
conbatants and their fate. It would seemthat owng to
Wrringen's very limted and | ocalized political inpact,
soon overshadowed by | arger political concerns of the
early fourteenth century, sufficient interest in the
battle and its details did not remain to inspire extensive
witing on the subject. Although certainly not the only
source of information, Heelu' s chronicle presently gained
a virtual nonopoly status as a supplier of detailed
i nformati on concerning the background and course of the

battl e of Worringen

Dat ic om niemans verlies

Noch om ni emans ghew n

Daer to en | egghe neer noch mn

Dan daventueren sijn vergaen

Want i k hadde, sonder waen

Hi er af des dichtens nu onboren

Maer dese yeeste was te voren

(Beide in dietsch ande oec in Wl sch)

Van vel e |ieden gedi cht val sch

Di e der waerheit daer m sten

Want si dystorie niet en w sten

Dat dochte ny wesen groote scade;

Want daer sijn in die scoenste dade

Die man van ridderscape mach vinden."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 50-65.
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The docunentary evi dence

Most of the surviving docunentary evidence relating
to the battle of Worringen originated with the Archbi shop
of Col ogne and the Duke of Brabant; however, relatively
few such docunents of the Rhenish counts have survived.
This inevitably gives certain points of view a nore
extensive hearing. The problemwth this information,
however, does not lie with its accuracy but rather with
its interpretation. Ri chard Knipping, for exanple, who
al ways interpreted the docunents he printed by para-
phrasing their content and providing a historical context
supplied from additional sources, judged certain infor-
mation inaccurate if it did not quite correspond to
Heel u' s account, particularly regarding the |ocation and
conduct of the battle®**  Theodor Laconblet's nost
conplete collection of relevant docunents makes no such
judgnents and |l eaves all interpretation to the researcher.

Thus in nost other avail able collections, including those

within the Catal ogue acconpanyi ng the 1988 Col ogne

34 Kni ppi ng, Regesten, vol. 3, no. 2930; see also
Appendi x 2.
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t 355

Exhi bition commenorating the even , docunents al ready

printed in Laconblet's U kundenbuch are sinply repeat ed.

Laconbl et does supply part of the evidence recorded at the
papal inquiry of 1290. Unfortunately nost of this

mat eri al, which m ght supply nuch val uabl e information
coll ected fromactual eyew tnesses, has not been published
and remains in manuscript form The avail abl e docunentary
evi dence, however, can serve to supply information on sonme
of the background and consequences of the battle of
Worringen which the chroniclers were unwilling or unable
to provide. It is on a re-evaluation of this evidence
that part of the preceding criticismof the accuracy of

Jan van Heel u's Rynkronyk is based.

85 " Ur kundenr egesten in chronol ogi scher Fol ge" in Der
Nane der Freiheit, pp. 62-83.
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Chapter 7

H STORI CAL TREATMENT OF THE BATTLE AT WWORRI NGEN

Late chronicles and early histories

Ednmund de Dynter's account of Worringen, witten in
the fifteenth century to celebrate the history of Brabant
and its dukes, only takes up about two pages®°. It seens
to recount the story very nuch as it appears in Heelu,
particularly regarding the description of Wrringen as a
"robber-baron's nest" and of the Duke of Linburg as having
the responsibility to protect trade. Dynter, also a
native of Brabant, would nost |ikely not have had a
problemw th accepting Heel u's tendenti ous account.
Dynter's depiction may i ndeed have been taken fromthe
original directly, as the Gty of Brussels conm ssioned a
new copy of Jan van Heelu's chronicle in 1453, perhaps in
an effort to boost its own inage as having contributed to

the victory in order to pronote al so Burgundi an

36 pynter, Ednund de: Chroni que des Ducs de Brabant,
Ram P. F. X de, ed., 3 vols. (Bruxelles, 1854; reprinted
Far nbor ough, 1970).
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i nterests®’,

In later chronicles on the German side there seens to
have been an even greater |ack of authentic information,
| eading their authors to enbellish on such particulars as
t he nunber of conbatants and casualties, taking the events
surrounding Worringen into the real mof nyth. The

Koel hof fsche Chroni k, printed in 1499, provides only what

has been described as a "late and | egendary account"3® of
Worringen. Wen it cones to an expl anation of the

ci rcunst ances and issues, not one of these historians goes
into any detail. This |eads one to suspect that perhaps a
satisfactory account of Worringen was never witten in
German, and that the now | ost works of chroniclers from
Mar k and Berg never achieved the sane | evel of exposure
that Jan van Heelu's work had in France and the Low
Countries. Despite such occasional appearances in

hi storical works, Wrringen seens to have becone a nore

and nore obscure episode of |ocal history.

%7 van Uyten, "Worringen 1288", p. 262.

38 Chronica van der hilliger stat van Coel |l en
(Koel hof fsche Chronic 1499) in Hegel, C, ed.: De
Chroni ken der Ni ederrheini schen Stadte: Coln, Bd. 2-3 (=
D e Chroni ken der Deutschen Stadte, Bd. 13-14) (Leipzig
1876, reprinted Giottingen 1968), pp. 646-648.
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Patriotic histories

Thereafter it was not until the nineteenth century
that interest in the battle at Wrringen resurfaced to any
significant extent. Then the epic mlitary conflicts of
t he nmedi eval period found renewed popul ar appeal. An
aspiring nation could draw on them for evidence of a proud
and victorious heritage shared by its people. Divided
Italians could look to the Sicilian Vespers for
encouragenment in their struggle for unification rather
t han dom nation by foreign powers. Battles such as
Agi ncourt could be val uable in supporting the national
nmyt hol ogy of England. The Swiss could find inspiration in
their victory at Morgarten and their struggle for freedom
fromthe Burgundi an yoke. The Flem sh victory of
craftsmen over nmounted knights at Courtrai stood out as a
great noral e-booster for bourgeois Fl em sh-speaking
Bel gi ans. Al though part of the historical record, these
events had al nost been forgotten over the centuries; now,
for patriotic purposes, they were invested with al nost
nmyt hi cal significance.

It was a prom nent Bel gian historian, |inguist, and
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poet, who al so becane a spiritual |eader of the Flem sh
cultural and linguistic novenent in the new Bel gi an state,
Jan Frans Wl lems (1793-1846)3%° who edited the chronicle
of Jan van Heelu for Belgiums newWy formed Hi storical
Comm ssion. Although it cannot be conclusively determ ned
if his political views had any influence on his editing of
Heelu's text, WIIlens, obviously a romantic, does seemto
have been quite intrigued by the epic and heroic nature of
Heelu's narrative. The editing of the chronicle, thus
likely inspired by romantic idealismand an interest in
the preservation and pronotion of Flem sh heritage, did,
however, also serve contenporary political interests. It
coul d hardly have been just a coincidence that during the
1830s control over sonething called Linburg was once again
an issue, this tinme for the new nation of Belgium The

vi ol ent revolution which in 1830, with strong support from
bourgeois liberal intellectuals, separated Bel giumfrom

t he Ki ngdom of the Netherlands, involved also a dispute
over the possession of the province of Linmburg. Only
after mlitary intervention by France and Engl and during
1832- 33 and subsequent | engthy negotiations, was Bel gium s

parliament prepared to accept the inposed treaty of 24

39 Knabe, P.E., ed.: Das Konigreich Bel gien,
Geschichte und Kul tur (Col ogne, 1988), p. 91 ff.
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articles in 1839 and cede Linburg to the Netherl ands.
Earlier that very year also N caise de Keyser's nonunent al
painted interpretation of the "Victory at Wrringen" had
found a favoured place beside the other scenes fromthe

gl ori ous past of the Belgian fatherland at the Pal ais de
la Nation in Brussels®*° One can only specul ate that
historical material which identified "Linburg" as a

gl oriously acquired possession of a nedi eval Duke of
Brabant who was qui ckly becom ng one of Bel gium s nost

di stingui shed historical figures served to strengthen the
position of those intent on holding on to the province of
Li mburg, which by the way was not quite the sane as the

hi storical Linburg. The publication of Jan van Heelu's
chronicle in 1836, which in such heroic | anguage descri bed
the claimto and final acquisition of a disputed territory
cal |l ed Limburg, would have been a political priority.

Thus it does no seem surprising that the publication of
just this chronicle was the very first project undertaken
by the Royal Bel gi an Comm ssion for History by orders of

t he new government. WIllens in fact had been working on

the text, on his own, as early as 1830 when the outbreak

30 Meyers kl ei nes Konversations-Lexi kon (Lei pzi g-
Wen, 1892), p. 212, and Van Wyten, "Wbrringen 1288", p.
262.
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of the revolution delayed its schedul ed printing®*! Even
t hough the proposition that the revived interest in
Worringen had a specific relevance to the Linburg question
is based on circunstantial evidence, one cannot hel p but
recogni ze that in a nore general sense Wrringen could be
quite useful in formng a historic identity for the young
Bel gian state. At least, R Van Uyten inplies that during
t he 1830s bourgeois Bel gians found the events of 1288 at
Worringen, where representatives of the cities of Brabant
had supported their duke, politically valuable for a
country in which the power of the new nonarchy was al so
very nmuch based on the actions and support of the
bour geoi si e**2.  Consequently the chronicle seems to have
been pronoted at the highest levels and its publication
was i ndeed ordered by the new governnent.

Oficially pronoted by a state with such urgent need
for historical justification, a text that had already been
witten with propaganda in mnd, but which al so
represented the bul k of source material on the events it

descri bed, was bound to influence the nature of nuch of

%1 pott hast, August, Wegweiser durch die
CGeschi cht swer ke des Europai schen Mttelalters bis 1500,
(Gaz, 1957) vol. 1, p.

%2 van Uyten, "Worringen 1288", p. 262.
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the early historical research on the subject; research
which itself in turn provided nost of the reference
mat eri al for subsequent historians dealing wth Brabant
and Worringen.

At this stage it should also be pointed out that sone
suspi ci ons have arisen according to which certain passages
of Heelu' s text may have | ater been added to the narrative

by anot her hand3®®.

Dependi ng on whi ch passages are
guestionabl e and who was responsible for the additions,
argunents nmade on the basis of specific passages nay be
invalidated. Unfortunately no re-exam nation of the text
with respect to its linguistic authenticity seens to have
been done yet. Consequently Jan van Heel u's Rynkronyk has
remai ned | argely unchal | enged and fundanental for al
studi es concerned with Duke Jan | and the war over the

Li nburg inheritance. Karel F. Stallaert's 1859 early
patriotic history of Duke Jan | of Brabant, for instance,

was based al nost entirely on Heelu's partisan narrative,

which it did little nore than paraphrase into a sinpler

%3 gmeets, K.: "lIs een herni eumde bestudering van de
<<Rynkronyk>> van Jan van Heel u gewenst?" in Handelingen
van het XXl Ve VI aans Fil ol ogencongres (1961), pp. 345-352,
cited in De Ridder, "Dynastisches und national es Gefdhl™
p. 193. The present author could not obtain a copy of this
intriguing argunent and has thus been unable to exam ne
any of the questionabl e passages of Heelu' s text
identified init.
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prose®“*.  Not only did Stallaert establish a belief about

the I ocation of the battle which has hardly ever been

questioned, but nore inportantly he presented Heelu's

subj ective version of events as objective historical fact.
I nfl uenced by such works as Stallaert's, primarily for a

| ack of suitable alternatives, subsequent historical

treatnents of the battle of Wrringen habitually failed to

chal | enge Heel u's account of the facts.

The battle of Worringen a territorial conflict?

More recently, historians such as W Jansen and
Franz- Rei ner Erkens, seeking to trace the process of the
formation of territorial states, have interpreted the
Li nburg War as a synptom of this process®®. Erkens argues
that Siegfried of Westerburg was only the latest in a |ong
successi on of archbi shops of Col ogne who hoped to create a
territorial state based on their ducal titles. This hope,

Erkens further argues, was dashed in 1288 at Wrringen by

%4 Stallaert, Karel F.: Geschiednis van hertog Jan
den Ersten van Brabant en zijn tijdvak (Brussel, 1859).

35 Jansen, W: "Niederreinische Territorialbildung.
Vor ausset zungen, Wege, Problene”, Kl ever Archiv 3 (1981),
pp. 95-113, and Erkens, Franz-Reiner: "Territorium und
Reich in Politik und Vorstellung des Ko6l ner Erzbischofs
Siegfried von Westerburg", Nassaui sche Annal en 94 (1983),
pp. 25-46.
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a nunber of mnor rulers equally intent on territorial
consolidation for their own domains. Benjamn Arnold
argues that the Duke of Brabant at Worringen ensured his

rise into the Reichfirstenstand as the undi sputed Duke of

Lot haringia and nost inportant territorial ruler of the
Low Countries. Sonehow the anbitions of individual
princes and | ords, clashing at battles such as Wrringen,
coupled with the inpotence of the inperial authority,
resulted in a nunber of territorial states rather than a
whol e state called Germany®*®. \What these authors seemto
have under-val ued, and what the precedi ng exam nation
tends to denonstrate, is the fact that the conbatants at
Worringen were not fighting to increase or create
territorial states but to protect what were still quite
feudal jurisdictions fromthe perceived aggression of
their feudal neighbours. 1In the case of Archbishop
Siegfried his efforts may even have been directed towards
a preservation of the inperial feudal institutions, quite
contrary to what Erkens has argued. Even though
eventual |y these feudal domains, having becone personal
possessions of a duke or count as nuch by default as by

intent, may have forned the nosaic of small but distinct

%5 Arnold, Benjamin: Princes and Territories in
Medi eval Germany (Canbridge, 1991), pp. 36-37.
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territorial states which in Arnold's view conprised the
|ate Holy Roman Enpire, at the tinme of Worringen the
obj ectives and policies of the ruling nobility were
inspired by an inperial feudal systemstill thriving in
Cer many.

Territoriality in a sense was, admttedly, also a
feature of feudalismat the time of Wrringen, inasmuch as
entitlenent to revenue and jurisdiction over people always
had geographical limtations. Nevertheless, the
tradi tional conventions of feudal jurisdiction, even
though territorially expressed, often created the precise
opposite of centrally adm ni stered and honbgeneous
domains. The territorial limts of alord s right to
adm nister justice could be quite distinct fromthe
territorial Iimts of his right to collect rents or tolls.

A single village could thus belong to one lord but al so
be the source of revenue for others while at the sane tine
still other lords could be permtted to adm ni ster several
| ayers of justice. The fact that physical control and
protection of such jurisdictions, i.e., territorially
circunscri bed authorities, was largely inpossible only
contributed to this state of affairs. The canpaign
|l eading up to the battle of Worringen in fact illustrates

this; each conbatant's arnmy had free novenent through the
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countryside adm ni stered by the opposition. Actual
territorial control was limted to the fortified pl aces
each rul er possessed and coul d defend, as was very wel |l
denonstrated in the siege and destruction of Wrringen
itself and the stipulation in the settlenent between the
Ar chbi shop and the Count of Berg not to allow the
construction of fortifications in certain sectors. The
battl e of Wirringen did not in any way change these
realities.

We nust presune that the desire of a feudal lord to
add to his domain, although it entailed certain terri-
torial consequences, arose primarily out of an interest in
enlarging jurisdiction, nost often in order to secure or
i ncrease revenue. Furthernore, the protection and
consolidation of existing or presuned rights and
privileges (not territories), and the values, in ternms of
revenues which they represented, was in the interest of
feudal lords with a chronic need for cash. From al
evi dence, none of the conbatants at Wrringen hoped to
gain territory beyond what they could denonstrate
traditional clainms for. Duke Jan of Brabant was cl ai m ng
possession of and jurisdiction over Linburg through a
| egitimate purchase and his status as Lot haringi an Duke.

Archbi shop Siegfried of Westerburg was defendi ng his own
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ducal jurisdiction, and position as inperial repre-
sentative in the disputed areas; as well he hoped to
reclaimthe jurisdictions usurped by the citizens of

Col ogne and his vassals. Equally, the Rhenish counts of
Berg, Julich, and Mark were defending their traditiona
jurisdictions, in turn challenged by the ducal authority
of the Archbi shop of Col ogne.

One need only | ook at how the conflict was finally
settled -- not, like a territorial conflict, by
territorial repossession, but rather by re-defining and
amendi ng existing feudal relationships to suit the
victors3®®’. \Wenever there was a choi ce between noney or
the control of territory, all parties w thout exception

chose cash®®®,

Adol f of Berg did not hesitate to exchange
his claimover a sizable and inportant territory agai nst
nonet ary conpensation. Reinald of Guelder |ikew se was
willing to forgo his claimin favour of Count Heinrich of
Luxenmbourg for paynent and the hope of winning a war with
hi s nei ghbour. Al so Jan of Brabant was evidently

interested in Linburg not for its farnms and forests but as

%7 The King of France coul d i ndeed be considered a
victor at Worringen if one viewed his position froma
feudal rather than a territorial perspective.

368 See Chapter 4.
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a justification for the exercise of his Iong clained
jurisdiction as Duke of Lotharingia. The right this title
gave himto control the inportant trade routes along the
Rhi ne, reassuring the towns of Brabant which he really
depended on financially, superseded any need for actual
territorial possession. The settlenents after Worringen
consisted in alnost all instances of nonetary com
pensation, against which jurisdiction over specific
| ocations, usually fortified villages, was only taken as
collateral, to be returned upon paynent.

Quite distinct fromintentions to consolidate and
develop territorial rule in the nodern sense, which Erkens
attributes to Archbishop Siegfried and Arnold credits the

German Reichsfirsten with, conflicts such as the one over

Li mburg arose out of ill-defined and contradi ctory feudal
relati onshi ps, and ended up being settled by anendi ng
these to suit the wnning side for the tine being. Far
fromconcluding that in this period feudal domains of
anbitious lords were already evolving into snall
territorial states, it seens that the German nobility,
deprived of active |eadership on the inperial |evel and
t hensel ves unaware of the potentialities of "inter-
national"” politics and unaccustoned to sovereign rule in

their domains, for sone tine continued to operate within
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the remains of a feudal infrastructure that still suited
many of them Such a view of the political realities of
the Enpire in the late thirteenth century woul d nuch
better correspond to the causes and outcone of the battle
of Worringen illustrated here. Thus Wrringen would
actually be synbolic of a transitional stage between
feudal and territorial rule, during a period in which the
old inperial systemwas becom ng obsol ete but had not yet

been repl aced by a new one.

Hi story as a pronotional tool

VWhile in the twentieth century historical awareness
of the battle was established, if only on a small scale,
public awareness of the event remained nore limted. The
battl e of Wbrringen was not forgotten but remained | argely
obscure even close to where it occurred. Even in the
vicinity of Cologne nost of its details and circunstances
woul d never have seen the light of day if not for the
pronoti onal useful ness offered by its anniversary years.
The mlitary contest was celebrated in 1938 during the
nationalist fervour of Nazi Germany. Just recently

Eur opeans' interest in things nedi eval once again reached
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a peak follow ng the enornous success of such novels as

The Nanme of The Rose by Unberto Eco. In this environnent,

the 1988 anniversary of the battle was the perfect vehicle
to market the imge of the nodern City of Col ogne by
associating it with the historic nythology of a fight for
freedomthat a much different Col ogne had waged seven
hundred years ago. This anniversary was al so the occasion
for a nunber of books and articles on this historic event.
Much of the literature, however, once again relied
heavily on Jan van Heelu's chronicle and the relatively
few historical works witten on this subject before 1988.
Consequently the traditional interpretations of where
exactly the battle was fought, how it was conducted, and
who | ost or profited fromit were preserved nore often
than they were challenged. Collections of articles on

this subject contained within Der Tag bei Wirringen 5 Jun

1288 (Dissel dorf 1988) and Der Nanme der Freiheit (Koln

1988) present nmuch fact and detail, but in general go
remar kably easy on Jan van Heelu's credibility or the
traditional interpretations first established by the early
patriotic histories.

The inpression persists that this battle represents a
pi votal point in the achievenent of civic freedomfor the

City of Col ogne, even though the evidence suggests that
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this one violent victory gained the Cty little that it
did not already possess. Evidently Col ogne's patricians
had achi eved effective autonony |ong before the battle of
Worringen. Mst of the city's popul ati on, however,
remai ned as politically underprivileged after the battle
as it had been before, and in addition suffered sone dire
consequences often underestimated. Although the urban
m ddl e cl ass may have been in support of the patricians
because of hatred agai nst the person of the Archbi shop, of
whi ch evidence was given before the papal inquiry of 1290,
they did not receive many of the supposed benefits of
"freedont. The eventual violent overthrow of the
patricians in 1396 at the hands of the guilds nay serve to
denonstrate that fact. A portion of Cologne's inhabitants
may have been noved to vent their frustrations on the
battlefield, but it is highly questionable if they
received any long termprofit out of it.

It does seem sonewhat out of place, therefore, even
to contrast the nodern denocratic freedomof a city with
t he somewhat anbi guous ains of people who participated in
a bl oody battle 700 years earlier. For all we know
freedomas we may understand it was not sonething at stake
at Worringen. Perhaps it is the nmelodramatic nature of

the battle and the victory of good over evil that
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represents an appeal which easily overshadows the
realities of its causes and consequences. Although the
nore recent literature is nore realistic and pragmatic in
its treatnment of the subject, it exhibits little desire to
chal | enge a popular nmyth created over centuries -- to put
a different face on the story of Wrringen, even though
evidence is quite available to do so. Even the sonetines
over-romantici zed reputation of the nounted nedi eva

kni ght still has been protected fromthe sonmewhat

di stasteful suggestion of a massacre at the hands of arned
peasant s3°.

The story of the battle at Wrringen, interesting as
it is for its owm sake, points out some of the difficul-
ties inherent in trying to discover and preserve histor-
ical fact. On several occasions, as in Belgiumin 1836
and in Col ogne in 1938 and 1988, know edge about an
ot herwi se obscure nedi eval event suddenly becane of
interest in the service of patriotism (It should be no

surprise that Belgium as the successor to Brabant, and

%9 A reconstruction of the battle-formations at
Worringen through the use of traditional tin figures, on
the occasion of the 1988 Col ogne exhi bition, focused
primarily on the initial clash of nmounted knights "in
order to communicate the inpression of a cavalry charge"
and "so that one may be able to distinguish and identify
the nore prom nent [of course noble] participants”.
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Col ogne were the only nodern political entities that could
claimany even renote relation to the conbatants at
Worringen.) Several individuals' political interests (not
just Jan van Heelu's) in relating the story contributed to
the result. Using one-sided interpretations of past
events to justify current undertakings and opinions is not
sonet hi ng that happened exclusively in nedieval tines.
There is a way in which half-truths if repeated often
enough devel op a nonentum of authenticity over tine.
Fortunately some of the conscious and unconsci ous editing
jobs are still discernible. It seens inevitable that

not abl e events such as the battle of Wrringen are the
points of interest to which our understanding of history
as a whole is often attached. Particularly in the case of
medi eval history, the commercially appealing pageantry of
chi val rous knights and virtous | adies seens to persist in
obscuring the unpleasant realities of the age. Interest
in the past nerely for the present's sake and the worship
of heroes and great battles has led to the neglect of sone
inportant facts, and one mght still be justified in
considering the resulting history to be just another kind

of nythol ogy.
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Appendi x 1
THE LOCATI ON OF THE BATTLE OF WORRI NGEN

The chronicle of Jan van Heelu offers few clues to the
preci se location of the battle of Wirringen, neverthel ess
t hey have served to specify the novenents and conbat of
sol diers long since dead. After consideration of |ocal
tradition and geol ogi cal and geographi cal features, | have
cone to the conclusion that the maps so far published
indicating the | ocation of the battle of Wrringen are
based on faulty interpretation of the avail abl e evidence.
The first map of the battle of Wrringen seens to
have been produced together with the first "popul ar”
treatment of Jan van Heelu's chronicle in Karel F

Stallaert's Geschi edenis van Hertog Jan den Ersten van

Brabant en zijn tijdvak (1853). According to this map the

battle occurred directly west of the Rhine between Col ogne
and Worringen in a field franmed by two roads: the Col ogne-
Neuss road and a path designated as the old Roman street
(see Map 3). Since this first appearance of this

geogr aphi cal placenent of the battle it has only been
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chal | enged once, by Georg von Hirschfel dt®° He apparently
argued that in 1288 the Rhine flowed through a geographi cal
feature known today as the "Worringer Bruch", a fornmer
meander west of the Rhine's present course. Hi's opinion
was apparently dism ssed on the basis that this would not
correspond to the information given in Jan van Heelu's
chronicle®*. Consequently the map of the battle at
Worringen has remained as it was drawn in 1853.

When | canme to be interested in the battle of
Worringen | renmenbered it having been described to ne as
havi ng taken place on a certain field across sone railroad
tracks. This field, referred to by the locals as the "Bl ut
Acker" (Blood Field), was the subject of some superstitions
by local farnmers; they were reluctant to plough it very
deep, as woul d otherw se be customary in this area. It
seens that on occasion certain things had been dragged up
by their inplenments which were in sone way identifiable
with the bl oody events of a defeat of the Archbi shop of

Col ogne by the Count of Berg.

370 \on Hirschfeldt, G: "Geschichte und Topography
des Rheins", in Picks Mnatschrift, vol. 7, pp. 401 ff.,
cited in Knipping, Regesten, vol. 3, p. 171. No copy of
this article has been available to the witer.

371 Kni ppi ng, Die Regesten, vol. 3, p. 171
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This Bl ood Field, however, did not seemto
correspond at all wth what |I |ater discovered to be the
officially accepted site of the battle of June 1288. The
battle site on the Blood Field mght fit wwth Heelu's
description, however, if one assuned a different course for
the river. 1t would appear that Hirschfeldt's argunent
regarding the historic course of the Rhine can be
reconciled with both Heelu's chronicle and with geol ogi cal
evi dence. According to a present day geol ogi cal map, the
Worri ngen nmeander indeed bel onged to the fl oodplain of the
Rhi ne, and proves to be a nore obvious feature than can
usual |y be observed on nost other maps®?  According to its
soil conmposition and elevation it was still subject to
frequent flooding as little as half a century ago, as were
many ol d stream beds of the Rhine plain. D kes along this
section of the Rhine were only built within the last two
hundred years, and provide further evidence that this was
an active river bed not too | ong ago.

The strategi c advantage of a castle at Wrringen
becones nmuch nore apparent if one visualizes the old course

of the Rnine. A piece of evidence to that effect is

%72 Bodenkarte von Nordrhei n-Wstfalen 1:50000, L4906
Neuss, Paas, W, ed., publ. by Geol ogi schen Landesant
Nor dr hei n- West f al en (Dissel dorf, 1972)
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provi ded by one of the settlenments made foll ow ng the
battle of Worringen. In it the Archbishop of Col ogne was
forced to prom se never to erect fortifications along any
part of the river's bank between certain villages bel ow
Col ogne®3. These, one has to presume, would help to
identify the course of the river at the tine. One of the
specifically nentioned places is a small farmcall ed
"Bergerhof". The Bergerhof |ast appeared as a pl ace-nane
on a map of 1820°%“ and identifies a |ocation some
consi derabl e distance fromthe nodern Rhine but directly
adj acent to the old nmeander. The old docunent could only
be correct in identifying the Bergerhof as next to the
river if indeed in 1288 the present day "Bruch" had been an
active section of the Rhine's streanbed (Map 4).
Consi dering the di sappearance of the Bergerhof nane from
nodern maps it is not surprising that this little piece of
evi dence may have been m ssed.

Assumi ng that the Rhine flowed through the

"Worringer Bruch" would significantly alter the

873 Laconbl et, Urkundenbuch, vol. 2, no. 865.

374 Landesver messungsant Nor dr hei n- West f al en,
"Kart enauf nahne der Rhei nl ande durch Tranchot und von
Mif f 11 ng 1803-1820" in Publikationen der Gesellschaft fur

Rhei ni sche Geschi chtskunde XI1T 2. Abteilung - neue Fol ge,
(Nordrhei n-Westfalen, 1968), Section 61, Hackenbroi ch.
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conventional picture of where and how the battle of
Worringen took place. The space between the two roads,
identified as the battlefield in 1858, would in 1288 nost
i kel y have been covered by water. Consequently a
reinterpretation of the information given in Jan van

Heel u's chronicle seens in order.

It woul d appear that Duke Jan | of Brabant
acconpani ed by the count of Mark, the Provost of Julich,
and the remai nder of his arny proceeded south fromtheir
siege of the castle of Wirringen to cross the Pletsch, a
brook flowng into the Rhine, and joined their allies from
Col ogne and Berg already in position on the other side of
the Pletsch, with their backs towards the Rhine®*”. The
Duke proceeded as far as a slight rise in the |land on which
to wait for his eneny to attack. There is only one geo-
graphical feature in the area which could be described as
hi gher ground; it is located just south of the old river
course and north of the present day "Blut Acker". Here the
Duke's forces awaited their eneny, the Archbi shop, whose

troops had arrived fromBrauweiler in the south and taken

375 "Doee dede di e hertoge net staden
Sijn heer op breken, ende | aden,
Ende deedse over dwater varen
Op tfelt, daer gel ogeert waren
Di e vanden Berge, ende die Coel neren;...."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 4437-4441.
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up a position northeast of the small village of Esch in
three separate divisions. The conbatants were now
separated by the dry bed of a still ol der side-armof the
Rhi ne runni ng northeast to the river.

The Archbi shop and the right wing of his arnmy began
the battle by noving across the streambed in order to
attack the Count of Berg and the people of Col ogne®®.
Meanwhi | e the Duke of Brabant had al so advanced his battle
line to neet the charging eneny, crossing the old stream

bed further to the southwest?3".

Havi ng driven the Count of
Berg fromthe field, the Archbi shop noved sout hwest to
attack the Duke's forces, which were pushed into slow
retreat back across the ditch.

In the afternoon, when the arny of Brabant and its
allies were fighting for survival, the Count of Berg
returned across the Rhine, noving westwards, bringing with
hi m not only the remai ning people of Col ogne but also his
wel | armed peasant mlitia. They had either been ferried

across the river by nerchant barges or possibly crossed the

then shallow current on foot. These peasants fell on the

37 See Map 5.
377 "<< Dat en wille God nemmernmeer geven,

Dat wi, omom sterven noch om | even

Houden voor grachte, oft for straten....>>"
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 4857-4859.
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Archbi shop fromthe rear and effected his i medi ate
surrender to the Count of Berg, who hurried himoff the
field of battle. These irregular troops were then posi-
tioned at or near the dry stream bed, where they woul d have
an advant age over nounted knights, and proceeded to butcher
| arge nunbers of them including, in ignorance, sone of
their owmn allies®® It is quite reasonable to presume that
t he geographical feature, popularly referred to over the
generations as the "Blut Acker", received its nane as a

di rect consequence of local nmenories of this uncommonly

bl oody episode in a nedieval battle.

It may al so be noted that anong the castles
destroyed after the battle was that of Zons. The strategic
i nportance of this castle, |ike that of Wrringen, can only
be accounted for by its being on the river bank, show ng
that the Rhine in 1288 nust have flowed through a different
channel on this entire portion of the river. Zons at the
present day, however, is surrounded by fields and lies

about a kilonetre west of the Rhine.

378 "D e geburen, die daer bleven,

Na, ten stride, die gingen staen

Op ene grachte ter neder sl aen

Vri ende ende vi ande, sonder waren...."
Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 6302-6305.
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Appendi x 2
THE CAPTURE OF ARCHBI SHOP SI EGFRI ED

"Di e biscop ende die sine waren

Quam di e grave ende di e Coel neren,

Ende ghenenli ke al die heeren, 6060
Diere te voren was gewach

Doen di e bi sscop dat sach

Dat di e vanden Berge quanen

Riep hi ontfernelike met nanen

<< Her Godevaert van Brabant,

Edel riddere! ic ga in hant.

Voert ny gevaen net u te | ande

Ende hout ny voor m ne viande;

Want, waer datsi m over voeren

dese duvel i ke ghebueren 6070
Vanden Berge, ic bleve verslagen. >>

Doen her Godevaert hoorde cl agen,
Ontfinc hine te ghenaden,

Ende en lieten vanden |ive niet scaden.

Maer, daer op die plaetse, |agen
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Doot gest eken ende gesl agen

Soe vel e bede, ende peerde,

Tussen heren CGodeverde

Van Brabant ende den bi sscop

Al gaf hi hen gevaen op, 6080
Dat her Godevaert niet en nochte conen
So verre, datti hadde genonen

Den bi sscop netten breidel e doe

Hi er en binnen soe quanen toe

Di e vanden Berge op die stat,

Ende vonden den bi sscop nat

Soe dat hi was in hant gegaen

Daer bi en wouden sine niet slaen

Maer vanden Berge die grave bat

Heeren Godevaerde van Brabant dat, 6090
Bei de hi ende sine neven

Van Sinpoel si hem wouden geven

Den eer st bi sscop ghevaen;

Want hi woudene, sonder waen,

| nt ghevancnesse houden stille

Tot dat, no des hertogen wille

Di e bi sscop gane te genaden

Van all e sine nesdaden
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Heer en Godevaerde dochte
dat hi den bisscop niet en nochte 6100
(die wile dat soude die strijt dueren,)
daer houden, noch henen vueren;
Want hi ne woude van daer niet riden
Noch stille houden, sonder striden
Daer bi gehoorde hi die bede
Di e grave adol f dede,
Ende sprac: << Van den Berge, heere!
op u ridderlike eere,
Ende op trouwe, die onderlingen
Goede ridders altoes vol bringen, 6110
Soe willen w u den bisscop |aten,
Bi der vorwaeren dat hi sachten
Jeghen u niet en sal nobgen,
En si bi wille des hertogen
M jns broeders ende mjns heren
Ende oec alle diere Coel neren
Ende daer toe alle die heren nede
di e met hem swoeren | antvrede.
Op dese vorwaerde gheven w ne u:
Nenet, ende voertene thant net u. 6120

Ende | aet u volc hier ten striede.>>
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Di e grave vanden Berge was bli de,

Dat hi nmet soc grooten pande

Weder keeren soude te | ande.

Ende greep den bisscop ane, ter vaert
Doen hi hem ghel evert waert,

Ende deden thant over Rijn

Te Monben, doer dat lant was sijn

Met hem di e kerke vueren.”

Heel u, Rynkronyk, |ines 6058-6129.
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Map 1
THE LOAER RHI NELAND AND THE AREA AROUND COLOGNE
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Map 2

THE FEUDAL DOVAI NS OF LOWER LOTHARI NG A
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Map 3
TRADI TONAL VI EW OF MOVEMENTS ON THE BATTLEFI ELD OF
WORRI NGEN
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Iraditional view of movements
an Lhe battlefield of Worringen

June 5 1768

Brouweiler ’b

= Army of Orobent

= .-‘1|r'n'|[|r of Archhish I
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Map 4
THE PRESUMED COURSE OF THE RI VER RHI NE I N 1288
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Bodenkarte von Nordrhein-Westfalen 1:50000

Herausgegeban vom Geologisshen Landesami Mardrhain-Weasttalen
irdmiragalvis Cuuinaag

o W s 5 L4906 Maub
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H‘le njlter“.'—lnf_wﬁ course
of the River Fhine in

the year [208

Brauweiler O
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Map 5
THE BATTLE OF WORRI NGEN, 1288: A REVI SED VERSI ON

179



The Bottle of Worringen. 1288:

a revised wversion.

4] Brabant and ks alllss are pushed
bacdy acroes L i tused

Barg roproups of F the Fleid
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Ceneal ogi cal Tabl e

WORRI NGEN 1288: A FAM LY AFFAIR
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