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THE OPPOSITION OF THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE 
AND THE HOLY ROMAN EMPIRE IN CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE 

AND THE POSITION OF THE CZECH SZLACHTA 
(THE END OF THE XVth – THE 30-IES OF THE XVIth CENTURY)

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

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

ПРОТИСТОЯННЯ МІЖ ОСМАНСЬКОЮ ІМПЕРІЄЮ ТА СВЯЩЕННОЮ 
РИМСЬКОЮ ІМПЕРІЄЮ В ЦЕНТРАЛЬНО-СХІДНІЙ ЄВРОПІ 

ТА ПОЗИЦІЯ ЧЕСЬКОЇ ШЛЯХТИ (КІНЕЦЬ XV – 30-ті рр. XVI ст.)

Анотація. Мета дослідження – висвітлити проблему протистояння між Османською 
імперією та Священною Римською імперією в Центрально-Східному регіоні Європи та 
розкрити позицію чеської шляхти за часів правління Владислава ІІ та Людовіка ІІ Ягеллонів. 
Методологія дослідження ґрунтується на принципах історизму, системності, науковості, 
авторської об’єктивності, оперті на історичні джерела та хронологічно-проблемний принцип, 
а також на використанні загальнонаукових (аналіз, синтез, узагальнення) та спеціально-
історичних (комплексний метод аналізу джерел, історико-порівняльний, історико-описовий, 
історико-системний, термінологічний аналіз) методів. Наукова новизна полягає у тому, 
що вперше в українській історичній науці здійснено аналіз позиції чеської шляхти щодо 
проблеми турецької загрози крізь призму правління в Чеському королівстві династії Ягеллонів.  
Висновки. На кінець XV – поч. XVI ст. міжнародна ситуація у Центрально-Східному регіоні 
Європи була напруженою. Тривала ворожнеча між провідними монархами Європи. Виникла 
пряма турецька загроза для Чеського королівства. Протистояти турецькій агресії намагалася 
Папська держава, Польське королівство та Московське князівство. Створений антиосманський 
союз (Франція, Польща, Папа Римський) був малоефективним. Таким чином, Угорське 
королівство на чолі з королем Людовіком ІІ Ягеллоном було змушене фактично самостійно 
чинити опір Османській імперії. За таких обставин Людовік ІІ, будучи і чеським королем, 
шукав підтримку серед чеських станів. Зважаючи на суперечки між чеськими і угорськими 
станами, можна стверджувати, що чеська шляхта обрала нейтральну, вичікувальну позицію, 
а чеський міський стан на цьому етапі був проігнорований і не надав належної військової 
підтримки королю. Саме в цей період у Чеському королівстві міста чинили опір чеській шляхті 
й боролися за свої права та привілеї. Серед угорських станів відбувалися суперечки між 
магнатами та шляхтою, що значно ускладнювало ситуацію. Вони так і не змогли дійти згоди 
і об’єднатися в період небезпеки. Невдала внутрішня політика представників чесько-угорської 
лінії династії Ягеллонів призвела до втрати підтримки серед чеських панів, угорських магнатів 
та представників містян. Кульмінацією протистояння з Османською імперією стала битва 
при Могачі (29 серпня 1526 р.). Чеські стани не надали належної військової допомоги королю 
і керувалися насамперед власними інтересами, які ставили вище від державних.

Ключові слова: шляхта, стани, пани, турки, династія Ягеллонів, Владислав ІІ Ягеллон, 
Людовік ІІ Ягеллон, Чеське королівство, Турецька імперія.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The source basis for writing our scientific study was the documents published in the 
collections of works “Sources on the History of Slovakia and the Slovaks” (Pramene 
k dejinám Slovenska a Slovakov) and “Mohács” (Szabó, 2006; Dvořák, 2005). The 
collection of documents “The Czech Archive” contains no less important material (Archiv 
Český) (Palacký, 1872; Dvorský, 1889; Rezek, 1890; Kalousek, 1895). Supporting material 
is contained in the collections of documents “From Ancient Czech Chronicles” (Ze starých 
letopisů českých) (Porák & Kašpar, 1980), “Czechoslovak History in Archival Documents” 
(Československé dějiny v archívních dokumentech) (Kut, 1961) and “History in Documents” 
(Historie v dokumentech) (Kvirenc, & Kunstová, 2006).

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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