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THE SOCIAL CONTEXT OF THE ORDINANCE OF CHARLES VI AGAINST POACHING

On 10" of January 1396, the king of France Chatrles
VI? issued an edict aimed at resolving the problem of
poaching which was ravaging the hunting grounds of the
king and the gentry?. It is interesting not only to analyse the
manner the king attempted to combat this common practice
by thorough regulations, but also the picture of the French
society depicted in the contents of the document,

Since the early middle ages hunting has always been
a subject of special interest of the tribal chieftains, and later
monarchs of the states emerging from the ruins of Charle-
magne’s monarchy. The interest was displayed by more or
less successful attempts of securing monopoly of the ruler
for hunting in designated area, which in time transformed
into right to hunt in entire kingdom. This in turn created
the necessity of issuing relevant ordinances and appointing
officials responsible for upholding the law and management
of the hunting grounds®. Thus the hunting monopoly of the
ruler became one of important elements of power in the ter-
ritory. At the same time, the process of acquiring the right
to hunt by people of the Church and secular knights was

! The document is dated 10th January 11396, however consider-
ing the fact that in France the New Year was on 25 March at that time,
therefore according to the new style calendar it was already 1397.

2 Charles VI de Valois (1368 — 1422), called the Mad, started
his rule at the age of 12 and until 1388 remained under wardship
of his uncles. Between 1388 and 1392 he ruled imdependently,
and after he fell into madness (1392) the Council took over the rule
under the leadership of Philip the Bold, Duke of Burgundly. Before
1392, Charles VI engaged France into the civil war in Flanders
(1379-1385) and a campaigh against the Count of Gelderland
(1388). At the same time fight with the English were taking place,
mostly in the area of the English Channel.

3 Archives Départementales de I'Hérault, A1, folios 219 v° 4 200 v°;
transcribed by Jean-Claude Toureille; the document is attached
at the end of this article, and is also available at the internet address
http://hypo.ge.ch/vwwidliotexte/sites/Arisitum) /e Himit;
see also: Isambett, Rewwdi/ des ancitonees lois ffemggistses, t. 1V,
Paris 1828, p. 770-771,

4 A synthetic analysis of the matter for the late Roman,
tribal and early Medieval (until XI century) periods was
presented by A. Samsonowicz in Eowmiéettwo w Polboee Rinsidw
i Jagistlborew (Hunting in Poland of the Piasts and Jagiellons),
Wroclaw-Warszawa-Krakow 1991, pp. 147-162; see also: L.-J. Bord,
J.-P. Mugg, La chassee aw Moyemn Hge, ed. Gerfaut 2008, passim; Ph.
Salvatori, La chamsee souss ['Mnidan Régiime, Fayard 1996.

taking place. It was connected to weakening of the central
power and development of feudal system between IX and
XII centuries. The laws originating from the tribal times,
which stated that outside of a defined area every member
of the community had the right to hunt the game, wandered
off into obliviom®. It also became necessary to regulate the
issue of poaching — namely to impose an interdiction not
only on hunting in specific territory for people deprived of
the right to hunt, but also a ban on hunting specific species
of animals or with the use of specific devices. Since the
times of Charlemagne those designated territories ~ fintesta
— have acquired legal status according to which they were
treated as independent right of utility excluding the rights
of other persons®,

In the time of stabilising of the feudal system (XII-XIII
centuries) the right to hunt was also transferred onto feudal
lords holding fiefs as one of the many rights of utility of the
seniors. It happened so as the ruler transferred his right of
hunting. The holder of the fief had a personal right of hunt-
ing in his estates, and in case this right was divided he could
demand the seniority part of the territory to be designated in
order to allow him to execute his rights. This way, apart of
the king the right of hunting was also transferred onto secu-
lar feudal lords. The people of the Church acquired this right
through privileges granted since the Carolingian times.

The kings of France from the Capetian dynasty, in the
country where the model of feudal society took the most
complicated form, maintained — even in the period of
utmost weakness of their power — the right of hunting in
the forests of the royal domain. Such forests, used as royal
hunting grounds since the times of Charlemagne, were the
forests of Saint-Germain-en-Laye or Rambouilllet. In turn,
the forest of Compiégne was designated as hunting grounds
as early as A.D.750. In the French language such a territory
designated for this purpose was called gawremwee. A special
office called maiinisse des eams et firééys was appointed for
management of these forests, and it survived until the final
days of monarchy by the end of XVIII century. Each of these
forests covered thousands of hectares, sometimes reaching

5 A. Samsonowicz, op.cit., p. 150.
6 Ibidem, p.152.
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almost twenty thousand hectares in various periods of the
middle ages’.

Apart from that, Paris and Ile-de-France were sur-
rounded by big and dense forest areas partly owned by
grand vassals of the crown. For instance, Saint-Gobain
forest of several thousand hectares was owned by the fam-
ily de Courcy, Howewver, cutting down the forests for new
settlements posed a threat for maintaining them as hunting
grounds. Vast areas of French forests were cut down in XII
and XIII centuries, which due to climatic and demographic
changes that occurred in the next century had caused bar-
ren soil, abandonment of settlements and mass migration of
the people®. Therefore it was in the interest of the rulers and
the hunting-wise privileged feudal secular lords, as well as
the Church, to protect the areas of their gaming activities,
It became especially vital during the French-English Hun-
dred Years’ War (1337-1453) when defeats suffered by the
French chivalry undermined its role in the society oh one
hand, and on the other hand the knights glorified everything
that emphasised their explicit individuality. Hunting was
doubtlessly such an activity, and in those times it became
almost exclusive domain of the nobility and indispensable
element of the court life. On the other hand, ¢losing the hunt-
ing grounds for the common people from local villages and
burdening them with the costs of maintaining the forestry
offices and tolerating the crop damages done by wild animals
were the source of possible social conflicis and poaching.
In the second half of the XII century, the perled of utmest
interest for us, the royal officlals of the juriehiltionn des Eailx
et Fovdiss were a well-developed apparatus of management,
supervision and arbiiration for all aspects of exploitation of
forests and waters, including hunting.’

By the end of XIV century the royal apparatus of for-
estry of the king Charles VI is estimated to have had about
800 persons, including court officials responsible for organ-
izing the prowl and maintaining kennels'®. Starting 1359 this
administrative structure was headed by an official of a very

7 A general information on the history of the French forests
in Middle Ages: A. Corvol, Ltimmmne et I'antbec sous [liarcien
régiingg, Paris 1984; Les Eaux et Fondtss du XU au XX* siddlfe, Paris
1987; Groupe d'Histoire des foréts frangaises, Hisinilee des flaréis
ffienqaishes, Guidie de rechriehke. Paris 1982, M. Antoine, Guidfe des
recienctices dans les s judiviaiines de I'Msispn Régimee, Parls
1958; M. Hébert, Souicsss earteiraphigeses s Aieifivess noatinnales
paurr I'iisiodiee des ks, Patis 1966, Bibliotheque Natienale,

# About depopulation of the rural areas in France between the
first half of XIV and the end of XV centuries read: M. Roncayolo,
Géognapplde et villagess déseéds, Annales, vol. 20 (1965), No 2,
pp. 218 -~ 242, an in-depth account on the migration of the peo-
ple in southern Champagne on the tura of XIV and XV centuries,
read: R. Fossier, Remarayaes sui- les mouesnesks de pepidtioon en
Champagpre merigiovalele au XV siete, Bibliotheque de I'Ecole des
Chattes, vol 122(1964), No 1,ip. 1777-215,

% E. Lot, R. Fawtier [ed.], Histitee des instiutitvas fineneaises
au Moyem Age, t. 11 Instiititdons royalkss, Paris 1958, p. 252-255.

¥ A. Samsonowicz, op. cit., p. 247

80

elaborate title: someradin et génmiiad/ maitte, inquisitéeny;, arde-
new; dispeseenr et réformattenr seul et pourr tout le rogyaume
des eaus etffvetys, iskess et ganermess.” Kept on payroll, these
officials ensured on daily basis that the tables of the king and
his court were full of game of highest quality, available only
to the grand feudal lords of the Kingdom, who possessed
their own and large hunting grounds.

Beyond the shadow of a doubt, the second half of XIV
century was in France the time of particular popularity of
hunting, which is reflected e.g. in the sheer number of written
tracts devoted to hunting. Between 1354 and 1377, Henri de
Ferneres edited a handbook on hunting entitled Liwe du Roi
Modliss et de la Reiee Ratit, which in the form characteristic
for the epoch, through allegories, told about the technique
of hunting that combined the method (Modha)) with the
knowledge (Ratiz)}*> A Norman cleric Gace de la Buigne
composed between 1359 and 1377 a long poem of more than
twelve thousand verses, which is also a tract full of allego-
ries about hunting. Finally, the most famous book of hunt
of count de Foix, Gaston Febus. The book, penned between
1387 and 1388 was dedicated to the duke of Burgundy
Philip the Bold. In its contents, besides issues of hunting,
the book included also chapters devoted to specific species
of the game (gitbian).'* All these texts idealised the very act
of hunting, organisation and functioning of which was an
element of chivalry culture. About the same time the king
of France Charles VI was forced to issue the ordinance regu-
lating the problem of less commendable side of the hunting
monopoly - poaching.

The ordinance was issued on 10 January 1396, according
to the contemporary calendar, and it defended those com-
moners (non-nobles) who in specific circumstances were
caught red handed while poaching, The document is even
more interesting thanks to the fact that it is quite detailed
in describing a specific social problem that seems to have
been quite common in the Kingdom of France. The edict was
issued in Paris by the king, in the presence of the membets of
the Great Council and registered by the judge of Paris ({pendr)
on 7 February**. The ordinance is explicitly divided into two

% About royal administration of the waters and forests in the
Medieval France see: E. Deck, L ‘adwiinitratiton des Eaux et Fanéts
danss le domaiire royell en Frangee au XUV et XV* sigalkss, ,Biblio-
théque de I’Ecole des Chartes*, vol. 83 (1922), pp. 65-100 and
331-361; vol. 84 (1923), pp. 92-115,

2 Ph. Salvatori, La chasse...., p, 38; W. Rasner, Diz Gassthich-
te der Jagi]. Kulitwy, Gesselfshbilfi und Jagdivessen im Wandel der
Zeilr, Diisseldorf-Zirich 2004, p, 204-209.

B Ibidem, p. 209-214.

M The copy of the document used for the purpose of this arti-
cle was made on 7 February 1396 (old style) by Jean de Feermville
(Folleville), a knight, member of the Royal Council, and ganate de la
présostié de Pavits. About the administration in medieval Paris, read:
J. Favier, Paviss — demy millie ans d'thétopize, Paris 1997, pp. 551-562;
about Jean de Folleville: G. Dupont-Fermier, Gallliar regia: ou Efat
des officianss royauxx des baillagess et des sémtdveanséeles de 1328
& 1575, t. 11, Paris 1954, p. 306-307.
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parts: the first one includes description of poaching prac-
tices, says about the people who committed it and includes
the catalogue of punishments, and also presents the species
of animals that were hunted, including methods of hunting.
The other part is of legal regulatory nature, the implementa-
tion of which was meant to put an end to illegal practices.

In the beginning of the document, the king said that
entrusted people informed him that commoners, farmers
and others without proper privilege or permission of the
noblemen with the hunting rights and grounds (fyaezrme)
had kept dogs (chiens) and forest weasels™ (called fluiront
or ffiiieway) and had ropes (covd#s)), snares (facs)), nets for
catching birds (filleiz)) and other traps (autvess engiirs)). As the
animals and devices used for poaching were certainly kept in
houses of the mentioned farmers, it was an opportunity for
the royal officials to act very effectively. Mutual relations
between the officials and the local population practicing
poaching were another matter. It remains unknowa what
percentage of illegally hunted game was, accordingly to the
law, given back to local feudal lord or an official, and which
part was put in trade. It is also hard to imagine that such
practices would have been ceased in the time of weakened
toyal pewer, and sueh was the ease in the middle of the 90’s
in XIV centufy, whea Charles VI already suffering from
fmeatal illness was put under the eustedy of his uncles - the
grand feudal lerds led by the Duke of Burgundy Philip the
Beld. It seems that the Duke might have been the initlator of
the issued ordinanee.

The mentioned animals and devices were used by the
poachers to catch (prendre) hig grame aff red amd tilkeck (gyooses
bestes rouges et noives))'* This division was widespread
in those times. Above-mentioned Henri de Eernieres knew
this division well and in his Liwe du Roi Modiss he named
the game of both groups. The red game were: deer ((esif),
doe (bictie), fallow deer (efaiim)) and roe deer (chewnezit)), but
also rabbit, mentioned separately in the ordinance. In turn,
the black game were: wild boar (sanglifey), sow (trui), wolf
(Youppy), fox (remand)) and otter (Joutre)'”. A similar division has
been used in Germany at least since XIII century, where they
used the words Rowwilfl/ for the red game and Sethwarzwilild for
the black game'®, 1t is worth noticing that Henri de Ferneres
does net mention e.g. bear in his text, although the technique
of bear hunting was deseribed by Gaston Febus (a Pyreneean
By his erigins, he might have hunted bears). Apart from the
abeve, peasants prowled rabbits (eld French eowils), hares,
partridaes, pheasants and other game fowl. The offence was
cemmmitted net only in the reyal gawenness, but alse in the
enes ewned by nebles and, interestingly enough, other king’s

'S Eorest weasels were used to hunt rabbits. It is worth noticing
that in tales and legends of the Western Europe weasels were usu-
ally painted in black and presented as negative characters.

% ph. Salvatori, La chassez...., p. 69-90. )

" @. Tillander, Liwe des Desdliiss du Roy Modaes, Edition eri-
tique, Paris 1932 ; see also: B. Hell, Le samagge comsammié, Terrain,
no 10 Des hommess et des bétes (April 1988), availabe at the internet
address: http://terrain.revues.org/index2931 .;html

8 A. Schwappach, Hamifhrebh der Eovsttumid Jaedggssdtiobte
Deutsobhdadsis, Berlin 1986, p. 102.

subjects (tant en nos gawenmess, commee en celles de mobles
et d'auiress, nos sujez)). To prove the scale of the problem,
the ordinance says that peasants employed on daily basis
on the above offence have neglected farming and production
of goods and commit looting of the game. Charles VI directly
claims that many times he himself and the noblemen of his
court have organised hunting just to find no game, or in very
few numbers. For the king, this might have been a reason
of potential conflicts among groups of his subjects - the
gentry and non-nobles (called also roturicray). Charles VI was
particulatly interested in the fate of those roruwiares who by
violating the hunting monopoly were frequently imprisoned,
paid high fines and sometimes disgracefully ended their
lives. Suech situation caused unrest of the folk, which
as a consequence did not serve well for the public affairs
of the entire Kingdom of France and inflicted measurable
damages to the king and his subjeets, It is worth neticing
that the ecentemporary system of royal administration
appointed for protection of hunting grounds failed its duty
sinee the efficials allowed the game to be knocked-off in the
royal forests.

The second part of the ordinance attempted at regulating
the issue of poaching in a comprehensive manner. Charles
VI says that decisions were made after a council with
the participation of the Duke of Burgundy Philip the
Bold*®, the Duke of Orleans Louis 1?° and the Duke Louis
II de Bourbon?. The order the names of three blood princes
were mentioned is significant. Philip the bold was the king's
uncle, Louis of Orleans was the king’s brother and Louis
de Bourbon was the king’s cousin. Therefore, the first in
the order Philip of Burgundy was neither the oldest nor the
closest relative to the king, but in fact it was him who decided
upon internal and foreign policy of France at that time.
Considering Philip’s relish to the chivalrous ceremonies,
ineluding hunting, the chances are that he inspired issuing the
erdinanee. The responsibility of implementing the ordinance
was put in the hands of Guillaume of Melun®, who was

% Philip the Bold (Le Handij, 1342 — 1404), fourth son of the
king of France John II the Good and Bonne of Luxembourg, was
granted Burgundy as an appanage, in 1369 he married Margaret of
Flandets, the heiress of this county, which allowed him to imherit
it in 1384, after the death of Louis de Male. He died in 1404 leaving
his vast heritage to his son, John the Fearless (t 1419).

0 Louis I d’Orléans, second son of the king of Erance Charles
V the Wise (1 1380), younger brother of the king Charles VI, Count
de Beaumont and Duke of Valois, since 1386 Duke of Tourraine,
in 1392 was granted the duchy of Orleans as an appanage, in 1389
he matried Valentina Visconti, daughter of Gian Galeazzo, Duke
of Milan and Isabelle of Valois, after 1392 along with the wife
of Charles VI Isabeau of Bavaria was in the party of adversaries of
Philip ef Burgundy. The leader of anti-Burgundy party of Armagnac
party, 123 November 1407 assassinated by partisans of the Prince
of Burgundy John the Fearless.

2 Louis II the Good (Le Bom, 1337-1410), third Duke of Beur-
bon (1356-1410), suzerain of Mercoeur and count of Forez, son of
Peter 1 of Bourbon and Isabelle de Valois.

# Guillaume IV of Melun, count of Tancarville, viscount of
Melun, baron of Varenguebec, hereditary Constable and Cham-
berlain of Normamdy, Grand Echanson of Erance, Bailiff of
Waters and Eorests of Charles VI, envoy in England (1393) and
Genoa (1396), chairman of Tax Chamber (Chambre des Comptes)
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at the time holding the title of sowsreiin maiste et ggandral
refformatéenr des eaws etffvestzz par toutt nostteitt RRoyzme,
superior of the royal forestry administration in France.

The king forbade hunting anybody without proper
privilege or permission. There is also a provision in the
ordinance saying that the men of Church had, apart from
the gentry, the right to hunt (s'il/ n'ésts penswmee ddéglize
& qui towtes fGiss, par raisem de lignage ow caiesment
devement: ce doiuentt compifesy), but also burghers who
supported themselves from their lands and rental imcomes
(8'lll nesir bourgeaiss vivanr de ses pessessiiosis et reantes).
The prohibition refers both to specific areas (garennesy) and
any other lands. Moteover, those people could neither keep
animals used in hunting nor snare or use any other devices
facilitating catehing the game.

The ordinance, however, includes several exceptions
from the general principle. Foremost, the ban does not refer
to situations where farmers keep dogs or hunt another way
in order to protect their crops from devastation by wild
animals. In such a case neither a nobleman nor royal official
of the area where the law was violated could confiscate the
dogs and devices or impose a fine. A peasant who came into
possession of the game in such a manner was in turn obliged
to hand it over to the nobleman or royal official, and only
uniless he had done so he would loose the animals (e.g. dogs)
and pay appropriate fine.

The king ordered the text of the ordinance to be
proclaimed in public places in the most widespread manner
and, in addition, he ordered his officials to uphold the law and
prevent any attempts of undermining it. Anyone opposing the
resolution arising from the text was to be properly punished
with a fine charged by a royal official governing the hunting
grounds in the area of bailiwick or sé&édétaaussée.

There may be no doubt about whether the ordinance in
fact went into effect, as the resolutions almost iimmediately
triggered resistance of the concerned groups. On 20"
of October 1397 Charles VI addressed a letter to Pierre
Gougeul?, called Moradas, suzerain of Rouville, and at the
same time the official supervising waters and forests
of Languedoc (maiine: d'liideb! du roi et de ses Faux et [Faréts
en towr la Langueedo)) as a response to a complaint filed
by the consuls of Toulouse (sur requétee des coppitouls™).
The king sent Guillaume of Melun, the one mentioned
in the document, to southern sencihbusséefes in order to
investigate the matter. Surprisingly enough, the aforesaid
Guillaume with ne great reluctance issued an edict releasing

between 1402-1410; on 21 January 1390 he married Jeanne of
Parthenay, lady of Semblangay; fom 25 October 1415 r. during the
battle of Azincoust; he had one daughter Marguerite of Melun.

2 Ppjerre Gougeul, called Moradas, suzerain of Rouville, com-
mander of Pont de 1’Arche (1374), son of Jean Gougeul called
Morequin and Petronella des Essarts; a knight, royal chamberlain,
administrator of waters and forests of Languedoc, ¥ 25 QOctober
1415 during the battle of Azincourt; see: G. Dupont-Fentier, Gallia
regia, t. V, Paris 1958, p. 573.

% Capitoul - in Languedoc dialect, high rank municipal
official in Toulouse (consul); the word comes from 2" half of
XIV century, turned up for the first time in 1389), see: E. Godefroy,
Diictitimmirize de ['antiéenee lamguecffamaisise et de tous ses diidkotes
du IXaau XVsisidle/e, 1.1, Paris 1880, p. 780.
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the dwellers of three sémsttfanasses’s: Toulouse, Carcassonne
and Beaucaire from the duty of abiding by the provisions
of the royal ordinance and, even more, they were granted
the right to hunt all the game & pi# [piége] clox et & pié
pelltz and all the game fowl outside of the restricted area
(gavenney), however upon the condition that when they
would catch falcons or other birds of prey or sporting fowl
they were obliged to hand them over to the proper official
administrating waters and forests. The king confirmed the
privilege and ordered it to be implemented®.

The above presented analysis of the contents
of the ordinance of Charles VI against poaching allows
for a conclusion that the ordinance illustrates weakening of
the authority of monarchy and feudal elite of the Kingdom
by the end of XIV century and social unrests that followed.
The second half of that century was in France the time
of demographic and economic breakdown due to outbreaks
of the “black death” which were first noted between 1348
and 1351 and systematically returned time and again.
Extinction of significant part of the population reflected
in the econoric system and hunting (poaching) was much
faster means to get food than farming. The situation was even
fore complicated due to the collapse of the dominant role
of ehivalry whieh suffered a series of humiliating defeats by
the English and attemmpted to maintain its status at any cost.
Econernic and pelitical stabilisation was also threatened by
emerging eompanies of mercenaries after the French-English
peaee treaty of Bretighy (1360) and English chivalry raids in
Franee (ehevauehees)®® Vast areas of northern and central
Franee beearme marching routes of both free companies and
regular English treeps” Fer instance, the most devastating
raid teslk plase between July and Deeerber 1373 when the
treeps led By Jehn of Gaunt, Duke of Laneaster, accompanlied
By Duke ef Bretagne and eeunts of Warwiek and Suffolk
invaded Franee. The Freneh did net face thefa in an epen
field, foreing hewever the English treeps te bypass Paris
from the seuth an the read te Guyenne™. Laneaster landed on
25% gf june in Ealais leading abeut L1 000 treeps, marshed
threugh Arieis, Vermandeis (1A August), Pieardy (iR August),
Ehampagne (Espernay, Brienne, Treyes, Chappes),
Nivernais, Beurben and Limeusin and en 25" f Desember
afrived te Berdeaux with net mete than half of his troeps
from June. The read of their mareh was marked By plundered
aRd razed eities and villages, and rebbery and destrustisn

5 Archives de Toulouse, Inventaire AA5/226, registry available at
http://www.archives.mairie-toulouse. fi/fonds/imventains/mticles/
AA5/faa5_226.htm

% About the war in Erance in the aspect of damages of spe-
cific territories in the second half of XIV century, see: M. Mollat,
Mediised! originss of modkmn Eranuee, XWXV cemtaiées, Polish edit,
Warsaw 1982, pp. 15-46.

21 About the free companies in Erance in the times of the Hun-
rded Years’ War, especially in the second half of XIV century, see:
Ph. Contamine, Les compaugides d'aveeninze en Framee panidan! la
Guerne de Centt Ars;, ,Mélanges de I'Ecole Francaise de Rome",
vol. 87 (1975), No 2, s. 365 — 396; a synthesis about military op-
erations of mercenaries in the second half of XIV eentury, see:
J. A. Wagner, Emyatéppdidia of the Humdfeed Years War, Greenwood
Publishing Group, 2006, pp. 272-273.

% Ibidem, p. 96.
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significantly reduced the economic capacities. The problems
were further deepened by shortage of food for the people
due to climatic change (cooling of climate, bad crops, barren
soil). All these elements often forced peasants to violate the
law when they were looking for sustenance, and the forest
in the neighbourhood has always been the source not only
of food but also of firewood, timber for construction and
pasture of the livestock.

The ordinance of Charles VI from 1397 is just a small
part in the process of creation of law on hunting, but the
part that undoubtedly presents the legal situation as well
as the picture of hunting and poaching that has always
accompanied it on the turn of XIV and XV centuries. It is also
vety interesting to confront the idealistic picture of hunting
as a leisure of the chivalry, which is preseated in many
contemporary handbooks on hunting, with the everyday
practice of poaching and violating the royal law by the
peasants of the French province. Finally, the exceptions from
the general rule as it happened in Languedoe just few months
later, in autumn 1397, prove that in times of weakened royal
power it was extremely difficult to execute a royal ordinance,
espeeially when it disturbed the interests of the greups of rich
and influential burghers, as it was the case in Toulouse.

The text

Archives Départementales de I'Hérault, A 1, folios 219
v® 4 200 v°; transcribed by: Jean-Claude Toureille.

A tous cemx quii ces letwes vewant/, Jeam, ssggmeur
de Fomewitlde, chevalliéer, conseilléer du Roy. nostte sire, garde
de la prénasiéc de Parits, Sallir. Savaiir faisonss que Mous,
I'am de gréatee mill trois cens quaite vinglz et seize, le menoredy
septt jawrr dle fhbwigey, vismess unes lettves du Roy noste sire,
seellkée en, doullite queure de som grant] sell comtrnamt: cette
fforee.

Chavlkzs, parr la grétee de Dien Roy de Franuee, a fous
ceux qui ces lettves vervontr Sallatz. IV est vemn & Mastre
cormeitsearee pan le rappant: de plisiéenss penscomees digmes
de ffiyy, tantt de noswe cowmseil/ commes autves, que pplusieurs
pemovnegs nor noblks;, laboreurss et autves, sams qu 'ils ssmient
a ce priltiédgszz, ne qu’ils ayertr advew de penscomees mables
Ou auves, ayans ganenness ou puiNiigges, ont et risent
devenss eux chienss, fiteowr, covdks, lacs, fillez et awires
engins & pieniliee grossass besies rouges et noives, «onils,
lidwies, prreliii, Thisenns et aviwes bestes el soysaawnx: diby Ja
ehesse ne lewv appantitehs, ne doir appaitesiiy, parr quey, il
est adveniy et advients, ehactim joir, gue lesdits nom mables
enfriseahr ee gue ki est, dlkisseat: affivee lewnss lalbaragees oy
meneliapaifises et eommesieah: Pllisiciss larreeinss de dosses
bestes et de eonils, de pueibic et de fiseans, et diauires
bestes of ayseatxy, tant en NOS GanwMess commessn eelles des
nebIRss et awiies, NS SujRiz, dom il est adventy malls g fois
gue guant Nelss ef les noblks de nestesii: Royauimee @ons
voull, alls- en dedenss, I'on a trouve en pllsiediss liews, pes
Oy néant: de besies ef yseanx:, eF pair ee le deduils de Nous
8F gRsditss NOWRS a Bsie eF est SouMRIRe RIS epRSIRe, par
ey, i FemRIte N Iy esioilr Mis, plusiekiss Bisseiionas, débals
BF RSP § PROMIFRMBh SWMUWEr BF MMOWMRIlr eRwe 768
SWHRSE noWRSs BF NOR NWIRSs, BF $'¥h enswMABhr PIlLSeFS
BUWRS INCOMMSEIRRI, MESHAMeBL! gue esdiiss Nom ROWRS, &n
PRISEUSERDY 1 BF) BB, SOPY SN, BRPISARRAE BF PRI £ Hait
B Gt amRness, e PR 183 BYSeaMX: gu’ilz Y eurentr en &8
falsanh: SRVRINREY! IRrvonss, MRURIeEss, ESPIRIRs B NGRS,
EF MERRIN: MekMUsse Vie, doRlr PRl E@ St A, &F Afvisnl
SOy, Gutlss Oy fine B feph: lewss ViR PRI Mov: Swre
BF DoPiRMsse, gl B3V ER Bhanflse confunien. de neste Jewple
BY eFimesh: B 1B ENOSe PR B8 NOYR RONRNMRe, BF At
grantly HOmmAsse te NOWR BF e NS SYbIfsEs,; PRl gUoY NGHS
YBURRSs & 68 831e mEIE:

Scanairy, fhitonas que eue sur ce grantl et mewre didithéra-
tion de noste gvanttd. corseill ou estoizmt nos trés chers et trés
amez oncliss etffégess, les dues de Baurnggmhbe, o @Hdanss et de
Bownrldary, et pllisiéenss aves notallibes persoomees de munstredit
conseil/, avons ordonnéé et ordomnoyss, par ces ppessentes,
que doves en avants aucuness pemaonegs non noblkss de mastre
Royaumez, s'ill n'estr & ce priitlééise ou de ce il n'm @dveu
ou expressse commissivon & ce de pensoymee qui sa Iuy. jpuisse
ou dowe domety, ou s'il] n'estypescmmme d&ifdiiee & qui toutes
ffiigs, par raisem de lignagee ou auwemesht devemest! ce dinivent
compriesr, ou s'ill n’est bowrgeniss vivent: de ses ppessassions
et renies, ne se en havdlisee de chassar; ne tendbe & grasses
bestes ow memirss, ne Oyseauxy, en gawentee ne dishors,
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ne de avoiir et teniv pourr ce fhiree chiemss, fifonss, awides,
lacz, filetz et autves armiss, et au cas que aucas desdlits mon
notlkss autves que ceux dessuss déclrmaz seval trowvee ayan! en
sa maisam chiens, fGiromss, cordies, lacz, ifléez et auires angyng
ou tendints aux bestes et oyseauxc dessuss devisez, Nows wou-
lons et mavdlings que le noblke ou la justtéce sobz qui il sera
demaurennt ou soutz qui il chasseray, les luy puisee oster de
fhilt sans aucenee réprétiensidon, toutes fhits au temps que les
penzz et auves bestess saumarpss vont aux chamiss pour: Hiah-
ger les bledk, il ous plhiit: bien que les laboveuss ppuissent
tenii chiens poun gavdbnr lewrsidiiss bledk et chassar les hestes
dineeny, sans gue pourr ce Hz doient! perdiee iceux chiens, ne
payeer awenldss, mais si en ce fhiseatt, ilz prenoiéan! @muoune
beste, ils sevant: temus la partéer au seigneewr ou & la jjustice
a qui il appanrtibodsiag, ou si ce nom ilz restaiblliom: liudicte
beste et payeravit I"amepdde, si dommanss et mantinss et @om-
meltenss si mestiatr: est & nostre ami etffab] cousirn et coonseiller
Guillkrm, viscemtee de Mellim, souweredin maiste et gginéral
refformateanr des eaws etffivestrz parr touls wosthectit? Rpyeume,
et & tous auves maikiress requesteewss de nos eaux et florestz
dessussdits, ou & lewrs lieurnanss, et & chacum daulx, si
commee & luy appeititediza que nostrediiee ordonnancee flassent
puldicer solemnedlEmestns parr tous liews novaltlibas ok ilz wamont
g i) sevan expelitens et icelle tenit et gandhnr sans cerfivaimdre
en aucunge mamikiee, et s'illz treunentt aucunss fhisenss le con-
traiie ou comnedisent: & ce, ilz coninaiigeant & la tewiv par
amentlée el loules voyes ef mamiiiess deues et rabisenmzbles,
ainsii commte ils veren: gue de raisem sevar a ffiree, en fes-
meis de ee Nous avens ifiir metine & ces lettves nostwe seel.

Dennéé & Pavits le Xe jinur de Jamsiter, ['am de gréiee wil
CCT ke et seize, et le XVilEe de nosire régne. Ainsii Signé
parr e Roy en som conseill. J. de Ssanctis.

HAw dos desquetléss letvess estoilt escrifitt ce quil amsuit;
“publliataae ffiscvnn: pravseetses littevare in camera puelatil
et adigaestsaam die quintts e, Ao domiiri nillesimo
trecenttsitmo novegssiiwo sextty',, J. Bilkgidy, pubftiéé en
jugeement et ez audittiiess du Chasistéet de Paviss le mardi
sixiesmee jour de fibbvidey, ['am mil trois cems quatve Wingltz
et seize, Fresiass, et nous & ce prédemb! travseyif), avons mis
le seell de la prédmsied de Paviss ['am et le jowr desssusditz,
A. Lemuniger. Collatitov essttaicte.

Streszczenle

W dniu 10 stycznia 1396 (1397) r. krél Erancji Karol
VI wydat ordonans, ktérego celem mialo byé rozwigzanie
kwestii klusownictwa, pustoszacego krélewskie i szla-
checkie tereny towieckie. Interesujace jest nie tylko to w jaki
sposéb krol prébowal walczyé z tym nagminnym zjaw-
iskiem, prébujac uregulowaé kwestig calo$ciowo, ale tez
jaki obraz spoteczenstwa francuskiego wylania si¢ z tresci
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dokumentu. Zarzadzenie zostalo wydane w Paryzu przez
kréla, w obecnosci cztonkéw Wielkiej Rady i zarejestrow-
ane przez prewota Paryza w dniu 7 lutego. Ordonans
bardzo wyraznie dzieli si¢ na dwie czeéci: pierwsza stanowi
opis praktyk klusowniczych, méwi o ludziach, ktérzy je
praktykuja i jakie kary ich za to spotykajm wymienia tez
rodzaje zwierzyny na ktora sie poluje i sposoby jej chwyta-
nia. Cze$¢ druga ma charakter regulacji prawnej, ktorej
w prowadzenie w zycie ma ukrocié nielegalne praktyki.
Ordonans Karola VI z roku 1397 jest w procesie tworzenia
prawa dotyczacego polowai jedynie jednym z elementdw,
ale dajacym bez watpienia obraz stanu prawnego i faktyc-
znego zjawiska jakim byto polowanie i zawsze towarzyszace
mu ktusownictwo na przetomie XIV i XV wieku. Nie mniej
ciekawie wypada konfrontacja idealnego obrazu polowania
jako rozrywki rycerstwa, ktory pojawia sie¢ w wielu éwcz-
esnych podrecznikach lowiectwa, z codziennoscia zwiazang
z procederem kiusownictwa i lamaniem krélewskiego prawa
towieckiego przez chtop6éw na francuskiej prowincji. Ostate-
cznie wyjatki od ustalonej reguly, tak jak to miato miejsce
w Langwedocji juz kilka miesiecy p6zniej, bo jesienia 1397
. udowadniajp ze w czasach ostabienia wiadzy krélews-
kie] niezwykle trudno byto wyegzekwowaC krélewskie
zarzadzenie, szczegblnie jeéli uderzato ono w interesy tych
grup, ktoryeh cztonkowie byli bogatymi i wptywowymi na
§woim obszarze mieszczanami, jak w przypadku Tuluzy.
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