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Abstract 
 
This work examines the political situation of Europe in the thirteenth century. The 
political struggle between the Papacy, the Holy Roman Empire, the Hungarian King-
dom, the Kingdom of Bohemia, and the Polish Kingdom at the beginning of the thir-
teenth century, until the Mongol Invasion of Europe. The primary reason for investi-
gating these states is that they played a vital role in European history, particularly 
during the Mongol Invasion of Europe. The Hungarian, Bohemian, and Polish King-
doms were mainly affected by the invaders from economic and political perspectives. 
Meanwhile, the article will try to show the milestones of the Fifth Crusade as prepa-
ration and aftermath to explain how it affected the relationship between the Papacy 
and the Holy Roman Empire. It also tries to clarify why this power struggle became 
an essential factor for the future of Europe during the Mongol Invasion.  
 
Keywords: Mongols, Europe, Hungary, Poland, Bohemia, Papacy, Holy Ro-
man Empire 

 
 

Introduction 
 
At the beginning of the thirteenth century, Pope Innocent III called for a cru-
sade in 1215 at the Fourth Lateran Council1 for the reconquest of Jerusalem 
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1 The Fourth Council of the Lateran or Lateran IV. Led by Pope Innocent III. The pri-
mary focus of the council was to reconquer the Holy Lands from Muslim rule. 
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and the rest of the Holy Lands from the hands of the Ayyubid Dynasty in 
Egypt. The Crusade came to be known as the Fifth Crusade. Holy Roman Em-
peror Frederick II, Hungarian King Andrew II, and Leopold VI, Duke of Aus-
tria2, were important figures for the Crusade. However, we know that Em-
peror Frederick was not willing to lead the Crusade.3 Emperor Frederick’s 
lack of will for the Crusade became the main political problem between the 
Holy Roman Empire and the Papacy in Europe. Eventually, the Emperor did 
not attend the Crusade; his actions turned the problem into an irreversible 
phase. The Emperor’s actions also led the situation to receive an excommuni-
cation threat by the Pope; the circumstances of this conflict also affected the 
fate of the Sixth Crusade. In the West, the Iberian Reconquista reached its 
peak; in future, there will be important organizations like Castile and Aragon 
started to form. In the Eastern part of the world, Genghis Khan passed away, 
and his youngest son, Ögedei, was chosen as Great Khan by the Kurultai in 
1228.4  At the Kurultai in 1234/5, Mongols decided to launch four campaigns, 
including to the West.5  Beginning with the Rus lands, Mongols marched 
through the West by passing the Volga Bulgars, Vladimir Suzdal, Kievan Rus, 
Polish lands, and finally the Hungarian Kingdom in 1240/1. 

 
 

Problems between the Holy Roman Empire and Papacy 
 
Europe had been disappointed by the outcome of the Crusades. The power of 
Egypt obstructed the reconquest of Jerusalem by Christians. On the other 
hand, Turks, therefore, Islam regained power in Anatolia. Instead of listening 
to the Pope for new crusades, people living in Anatolia preferred to make 
agreements with Muslims. Emperor Frederick conducted friendly negotia-
tions with the Sultan of Egypt to reopen Jerusalem for Christians.6  The diver-
sion of the Fourth Crusade from the Holy Land to Constantinople in 1204 was 
not only an important factor in calling for a new crusade, but also revealed a 
failure that seemed to demand firmer papal control over the crusading move-
ment.7  There is a debate about Pope Innocent III’s initial objective to make 
this Crusade in terms of an exclusive papal leadership, while the policy of 
Innocent III on this debate is uncertain. On the other hand, it seems acceptable 

 
2 ENGEL 2001, 91. 
3 PRAWDIN 2017, 247; CHAMBERS 1979, 87. 
4 DE RACHEWILTZ 2004, 189 (§ 269–270). 
5 BOYLE 1971, 53–54. 
6 PRAWDIN 2017, 247. 
7 POWELL1977, 522. 
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by scholars that Frederick’s cross-taking in 1215 was not seen as a likely leader 
of the Crusade by the Pope.8  

In the thirteenth century, the position of the Papacy had been changed and 
limited.9 Pope Innocent III died shortly after the declaration of the Fifth Cru-
sade and was succeeded by Pope Honorius III. After the election in 1216, Pope 
Honorius III succeeded his predecessor Innocent III. the circumstances of the 
Crusade started to change slightly. He followed the program of Innocent III 
and the Fourth Lateran Council. Also, he started to make the same additions 
as securing Frederick as a leader of the Crusade.10  Powell mentions that there 
are debates on this matter, too. Friedrich von Raumer suggested that the Pa-
pacy had no part in Frederick’s crusader vow taking; likely Honorius had no 
plans that involved Frederick in the Crusade before 1218, while Thomas C. 
Van Cleve’s opinion was regarding Raumer’s suggestion, he finds no basis 
that the Crusade was to be a papal enterprise as well as papal responsibility.11  
At the beginning of 1227, Pope Honorius III died in Rome and was succeeded 
by Pope Gregory IX.  

On the other hand, Frederick was born in Sicily; his grandfather was Fred-
erick Barbarossa, and his father was Henry IV. He is also the grandson of King 
Roger I, who founded the Sicilian Kingdom after conquering the land of Mus-
lims. Frederick’s predecessor was Emperor Otto IV, whose policies in Italy 
made him resign from the Imperial Throne, likely creating a problem between 
him and the Papacy.12 After taking the crown of the Holy Roman Empire in 
1220. His first wife, Constance of Aragon13, died in 1221. Frederick found an 
opportunity to get married with the King of Jerusalem’s daughter Isabella in 
1225.14 This marriage also guaranteed his attendance on the Crusade in 1227.15 

Meanwhile, marching the Crusade army to Egyptian lands into a city 
called Damietta had struggles, which made the Emperor’s departure there 
much more urgent. According to Powell, Cardinal Pelagius, who was the 
leader of the Crusade, was responsible for this reckless decision.16  On the 
other hand, Frederick was dealing with the problems in the Sicilian Kingdom 
which was an ongoing Muslim force, which delayed his march to Damietta to 
1225, he was trying to restore royal authority in the Sicilian Kingdom as well 

 
8 POWELL 1977, 522–523. 
9 POWELL 2007, 252. 
10 POWELL 1977, 523. 
11 POWELL 1977, 523. 
12 POWELL 2007, 253. 
13 She was the wife of King Emeric of Hungary who died in 1204. After her son’s, Lad-
islaus III the Child King of Hungary death in 1205, she married Frederick of Sicily.  
14 MARABELLO 2007, 8. 
15 POWELL 2007, 256. 
16 POWELL  2007, 255. 
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as his urge to create new naval forces for the Crusade.17  Yet, his idea was to 
switch the goal of the Crusade from Damietta to Jerusalem, and was planning 
to march in 1227. Meantime, Frederick was negotiating with Egyptian repre-
sentatives; most likely, Al-Kamil (Sultan of Egypt) was seeking support 
against his brother, Salahaddin Ayyubid.18  

During that time, Pope Honorius had already warned him as if he contin-
ued with his lack of actions for the sake of the Crusade, he would be excom-
municated.19 Emperor Frederick II, after detaining the Fifth Crusade, was ex-
communicated by Pope Gregory IX.20 Although the late start of the Crusade 
it went fine. Jerusalem became a Christian land with a treaty between Egypt’s 
Sultan and Emperor Frederick. In 1229, Frederick arrived in Jerusalem with a 
group of pilgrims.21 The Emperor was seen as a betrayer and enemy of the 
Church because of making a truce with the Egyptians. The situation can give 
us a characteristic review of Frederick II as he was into getting glory and ter-
ritories instead of engaging in wars.  
 
 

Struggle among duchies, kingdoms, principalities and the Holy See 
 
After the death of Bolesław III of Poland in 1139, regional problems occurred 
between the new duchies of Polish territory and Bohemia.  

In Bohemia, after the political stability gained by Otakar I of the Přemysl 
Dynasty who became the ruler of Bohemia, his brother Vladislav (Henry) 
Jindřich acted as Margrave22 over Moravia by the decision of Emperor Fred-
erick Barbarossa in 1193.23 It can be interpreted as a symbol of the new politi-
cal order.  

Shortly after, Otakar I became a participant in political conflicts in the Holy 
Roman Empire and became an important leading figure instead of a lowly 
duke from the eastern borders of the empire. Otakar played dangerous polit-
ical games inside the empire once he was crowned by King Philip of Swabia 
in 1198. However, he changed his allegiance and started to support King Otto 
IV of Brunswick, who was Emperor of the Holy Roman Empire at the time. 

 
17 ABULAFIA 1992, 148–149. 
18 POWELL 2007, 255–256. 
19 ABULAFIA 1992, 151. 
20 ABULAFIA 1992, 167; POWELL 2007, 256. 
21 ABULAFIA 1992, 185. 
22 Margrave is a medieval title for the military commander assigned to defend the bor-
der provinces of the Holy Roman Empire. 
23 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 171. 
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He also gave back Merseburg to Otakar I in 1203. Initially declared the royal 
title to have hereditary status.24  

Otto IV mainly appointed Depolt III as the new Duke of Bohemia, which 
made Otakar I support the back of the Emperor again. In 1211, Ottokar I was 
one of the electors who elected Frederick II as the new Emperor of the Holy 
Roman Empire. Before his death, Otakar I nominated his son Václav I as his 
only heir. In 1228, Václav was crowned as co-king, after the death of Ottokar 
I in 1230, Václav I took the throne25, yet his brother Margrave of Moravia, 
raised against him and questioned his authority. Eventually, he was expelled 
by Václav I in 1237, and Vladislav, son of Václav I, took the place of his uncle 
as Margrave of Moravia.26   

At the time of the Fourth Lateran Council, the effects and influence of the 
Germans, especially Bavarians and Austrians, at the Hungarian royal court 
were high.27 Sweeney thoughts that the giving of land to the Teutonic Order 
at the Borza district of Transylvania28 (Burzenland) was not an accidental de-
cision.29 The appearance of the Cumans between the Lower Danube and the 
Don Rivers, whereas the ancient homeland of the Hungarians changed the 
policy of the Hungarian Kingdom.30 According to Engel; the term of Cumania 
was used to emphasize the lands beyond the Carpathians.31 Andrew II initi-
ated Hungarian expansion eastward by settling the Teutonic Knights in the 
Brașov region of southeastern Transylvania in 1211, granting them as a fief 
any territory they might conquer from the Cumans. The knights quickly for-
tified and colonized the area, but their growing independence and appeal to 
papal protection brought them into conflict with the crown. In 1225 Andrew 
expelled them by force, despite subsequent papal protests. The independent 
state the Order envisioned would only later materialize in the Baltic.32  The 
article by Zsolt Hunyadi33, contains lots of valuable information and a review 
in this case. The order’s duty was to defend the territories in which they re-
ceived the right of living by King Andrew II of Hungary against the Cu-
mans.34 During the time, the Order and the King had economic problems 

 
24 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 181–182. 
25 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 410. 
26 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 411. 
27 SWEENEY 1981, 478. 
28 FEJÉR, Codex Diplomaticus, III. 1. 106. 
29 SWEENEY 1981, 478. 
30 ENGEL 2001, 90. 
31 ENGEL 2001, 90. 
32 ENGEL 2001, 90. 
33 HUNYADI 2008. 
34 HUNYADI 2008, 152. 
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among each other, and the King expelled the Order from the Hungarian Ter-
ritories, meanwhile the Order gained the support of Pope Honorius III against 
the King yet, it was not enough to keep their privileged lands at the Kingdom 
of Hungary.35  

Hungarian interest about the Balkans starts with the reign of King Emeric 
(1196–1204), eldest son of Béla III, was the first Hungarian king to pursue an 
active policy in the Balkans, inaugurating a long-term orientation of Hungar-
ian foreign affairs that persisted until the Ottoman conquest.36 His interven-
tions allowed Hungary to act as a champion of Catholicism, securing both 
papal approval and support. Emeric sought to extend Hungarian influence 
into Serbia by backing Grand Župan Vukan against his brother Stephen of the 
Nemanja dynasty, though this intervention proved short-lived; Stephen, with 
Bulgarian aid, regained the throne in 1204 and later secured a royal crown 
from Pope Honorius III, ensuring Serbia’s independence. Despite this, Emeric 
assumed the title ”King of Serbia,” a designation retained by his successors 
until 1918.37 Meanwhile, Hungarian ambitions toward Bulgaria remained lim-
ited. Although Emeric attempted to obstruct Tsar Kalojan’s coronation by de-
taining the papal legate, he ultimately failed, and Kalojan was crowned with 
papal recognition in 1204.38 

Among Hungary’s southern neighbours, Bosnia was the weakest, and 
Hungarian expansion there achieved its greatest success.39 The sack of Con-
stantinople in 1204 reshaped Balkan power dynamics, but for Hungary the 
chief consequence of the Fourth Crusade was the Venetian-led attack on Za-
dar, a Dalmatian city under Hungarian control.40 Although Pope Innocent III 
condemned the Venetians, excommunicated them, and compelled the crusad-
ers to pay damages following Emeric’s protest, the city was left in ruins. Ulti-
mately, Emeric’s successor, Andrew II, ceded Zadar to Venice.41 

After Andrew II seized power. His foreign policy was marked by persis-
tent campaigns in Galicia, with fourteen expeditions launched between 1205 
and 1233, four of them led personally by the king. Although he adopted the 
title ”King of Galicia and Lodomeria” in 1205, his interventions initially aimed 
at supporting Daniel Romanovič of the Rurik dynasty. 42 Unable to secure 
Daniel’s rule, Andrew attempted to install his own sons: Coloman, crowned 
in 1217 but expelled in 1219, and later Andrew, who briefly held the duchy 

 
35 HUNYADI 2008, 153–156. 
36 ENGEL 2001, 88. 
37 ENGEL 2001, 88. 
38 ENGEL 2001, 88. 
39 ENGEL 2001, 89. 
40 ENGEL 2001, 89. 
41 ENGEL 2001, 89. 
42 ENGEL 2001, 90. 
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from 1227 until his death in 1234. Daniel then regained Galicia, acknowledg-
ing Hungarian suzerainty only temporarily, after which the region ceased to 
be a target of Hungarian expansion.43 

Meanwhile, the King had the pressure from the Pope to keep his and his 
father’s promise.44 According to Thomas of Split, King Andrew II was follow-
ing his father’s footsteps to fulfill his crusade vow.45 

The first crusading vow taken by a Hungarian king proved significant in 
canon law, as Pope Innocent III cited it in his decree Licet universis to establish 
that such obligations could be inherited from father to son.46 Béla III desig-
nated his elder son Emeric as heir while assigning to Prince Andrew the duty 
of fulfilling the crusade, along with the necessary resources. However, the fra-
ternal struggle for the throne and a series of obstacles including the crusaders’ 
sack of Zadar in 1202, then under Hungarian suzerainty prevented either 
from carrying out their father’s pledge, despite repeated papal efforts from 
1198 to enforce it.47 

According to Veszprémy; King Andrew probably saw this crusade as a 
potential promotion of Hungarian expansion over the Balkans.48 In 1215, at 
the darkness of internal problems, King Andrew marched from Split to the 
Holy Lands by accompanying his cousin Leopold VI of Austria, on the road, 
Hugh of Lusignan the king of Cyprus joined them.49  

Papal correspondence in 1217 shows that Honorius III was confident An-
drew II would depart on schedule for the Fifth Crusade.50 On 3 January the 
pope noted Andrew’s commitment to the campaign, and on 11 February ex-
tended legal protections to the crusaders. In a further letter of 24 July, 
Honorius designated the Hungarian king and Duke Leopold VI of Austria as 
leaders, proposing Cyprus as the assembly point.51 

Nevertheless, due to a lack of decisive operation during the Crusade, the 
leaders of the crusading army were not able to agree upon a common plan 
and fight together in harmony. Therefore, in 1218 King Andrew led his army 
home through Anatolia and the Balkans.52 When he was visiting other princes 

 
43 ENGEL 2001, 90. 
44 ENGEL 2001, 91. 
45 THOMAS OF SPLIT 2006, 159. 
46 VESZPRÉMY 2002, 89. 
47 VESZPRÉMY 2002, 89. 
48 VESZPRÉMY 2002, 90. 
49 VESZPRÉMY 2002, 90. 
50 PRESSUTTI 1888, 1:51, 284. 
51 PRESSUTTI 1888, 1:58, 330, 1:117–8, 672–3. 
52 THOMAS OF SPLIT 2006, 164–165. 
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from Asia Minor to the Balkans, he even arranged a marriage between his son 
Béla and the daughter of the Emperor of Nicaea.53  

Emperor Frederick’s conciliatory policies had led to an uneasy peace be-
tween Christians and Muslims in the Middle East.54 Likely, the newly peace-
ful relationship between Muslims and Christians in Palestine should be the 
explanation for why the Saracens asked for help from Europe against the 
Mongols. Not only Emperor Frederick II but also King Henry III of England 
and King Louis IX of France received Saracen envoys who were representa-
tives of the Ismaili Order of Assassins, which was commanded by ”Old Man 
of the Mountains,”55 but no one dreamed of any alliance with the Saracens.56 
The Pope accepted the Emperor’s understanding as a compromise with the 
infidels. Therefore, Saracen envoys could not find what they sought in France 
and England. Emperor Frederick was preparing for a violent struggle with 
the Papacy. The attitude of the rest of the Christians was epitomized by the 
reaction of Peter des Roches, Bishop of Winchester.57  

According to Matthew Paris, Bishop of Winchester, spoke about Saracen 
Envoys; ”Let them fight with each other (Saracens-Mongols). They shall de-
stroy themselves. After that, we (Christians) will march against the enemy of 
the Holy Jesus Christ and defeat the rest of them. The world will be under the 
Holy Catholic Church’s rule, and there be one shepherd and one flock on the 
earth.”58 The perspective of the Bishop of Winchester could show us the Pa-
pacy’s view. This shows the political power struggle between the Holy Roman 
Empire and the Papacy. This struggle between the Emperor and Pope must 
bear the most significant responsibility for Europe’s inability to present a 
united force against the Mongols.59  

Friar Julian’s reports about Mongols and the threats contained in Batu’s 
letter were delivered to the Holy Roman Emperor and to Salvio Salvi the 
Bishop of Perugia who was the Papal legate in the Hungarian Kingdom.60 
Pope was not in a position to help Hungary since he needed all of his men to 
defend himself against Emperor Frederick. After the withdrawal of Hungar-
ian support to the Holy Roman Emperor’s cause, Emperor Frederick was not 

 
53 THOMAS OF SPLIT 2006, 164–165. 
54 CHAMBERS 1979, 85. 
55 CHAMBERS 1979, 86. 
56 PRAWDIN 2017, 248. 
57 CHAMBERS 1979, 86. 
58 MATTHEW PARIS I, 1889, 131. 
59 CHAMBERS 1979, 88. 
60 CHAMBERS 1979, 86. 
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willing to help either. Also, King Béla had discovered that some of his rebel-
lious Barons went to Vienna and asked for help from the Duke of Austria, and 
he asked for Béla’s crown in return.61  

After the death of Bolesław III. in 1139, Polish lands were divided among 
his four sons.62 Konrad of Mazovia, Miecislaw of Opole, Konrad’s nephew 
Bolesław IV the Chaste of Sandomir who also controlled Cracow and claimed 
the King title, and lastly Henry II the Pious of Silesia who had succeeded his 
father in 1238. During this struggling period, kinship relations were estab-
lished between some of the Duchies of Polish lands and the Hungarian Royal 
family. Those Duchies as Bolesław V ”The Chaste” of Cracow and Sandomir 
who was the son-in-law of Béla IV, and Bolesław’s cousin Henry II ”the Pious” 
of Lower Silesia were relatives to Béla IV who was the successor of Andrew II 
the king of Hungary.63  After the diversion among the local regions, princes 
started to follow their own policies and made military alliances with the Holy 
Roman Empire, Bohemia, Rus’ and Denmark.64 In 1202 local church and no-
bility supported the claims of Kazimierz II’ son Leszek I the white. He man-
aged to seize some success, yet his superior status was questioned by his rel-
atives. After his death in 1227, a new era of instability for Polish territories 
started. In Greater Poland, Wladyslaws (Spindleshanks and his nephew 
Odonic) fought for each other to control it for five years.65 In Masovia Konrad 
I extended his territories to Leczya and Sieradz while Silesian Duke Henry I 
the Bearded tried subjugating Lesser Poland.66 Henry became successful and 
ruled almost half of Poland (Silesia, Opole, Lesser Poland, and Southern 
Greater Poland).67 After his death in 1238, His son Henry II tried to seize his 
father’s power but, some of the dukes of Polish territories like Opole and San-
domir upraised against him and made alliance with his enemies He was able 
to get the approval of the Papacy but not the local nobles and dukes. He was 
killed during the Mongol Invasion.68 

Four duchies had contention among each other which made them vulner-
able against the Mongol attack. Among four of them, Konrad was the only 
one who saw the severe threat of Mongols against Polish territories.69  

In July 1240, Jarl Birger of Sweden sailed to Novgorod to cut the contact 
with the sea, and they reached the Neva River. Before they landed, Yuri’s 

 
61 CHAMBERS 1979, 86. 
62 BRETSCHNEIDER 1888, 321. 
63 JACKSON 2018, 69. 
64 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 418. 
65 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 419. 
66 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 419. 
67 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 419. 
68 BEREND – URBANCZYK – WISZEWSKI  2013, 419. 
69 WELSH 2016, 32. 
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nephew, Prince Alexander, marched against them and destroyed them in the 
Battle of Neva. Meanwhile, the Livonian Order marched to Pskov. They could 
not gain success in this campaign, and in 1241, the Mongol march started to 
Estonia and Silesia. The Teutonic Order had to send forces to Estonia and Si-
lesia instead of helping the Livonian Order. On 9 April 1241, Teutonic armies 

and Mongol armies fought around Legnitz in Silesia. Mongols defeated them. 

After the Mongol Invasion of Hungary, Bohemia and Estonia started to seek 
help from the rest of Europe. According to Matthew Paris, Count of Lorraine 
wrote a letter to the Duke of Brabant about Estonia’s situation. The Arch-
bishop of Cologne wrote a letter to the King of England. The Duke of Brabant 
wrote a letter to the Bishop of Paris. The Bishop of Paris showed the letter to 
Queen Mother Blanche.70 Emperor Frederick II sent a circular letter to all 
Western European Kings to help the Hungarian Kingdom, Estonia, and Bohe-
mia against Mongols. Also, Pope Gregory IX called all believers to help the 
Hungarian Kingdom, Bohemia, and Estonia.71 Because of the power struggle 
between the Emperor and the Pope, those calls did not benefit for help seek-
ers. Matthew Paris tells us a conversation between Frank King Louis IX and 
Frederick II and Frederick’s warning about the Pope’s political power-gaining 
strategies. Frederick II described Pope as a deceitful and miserly person who 
tried to gain all the power over Christians, ”like what he did to England 
Crown, he tried to do the same thing for Emperor.”72 On the other side, Pope’s 
supporters said about the Emperor that ”those letters he wrote about Tartars 
was his conspiracy to cover his actions and his satanic ambitions affect and 
drag Christians and Christianism to death.”73  

 
 
Knowledge of European courts concerning the Mongols 

 
Besides the letter of Friar Julian, which contained a severe threat to the Hun-
garian King if he did not give back his Cumanian subjects to the Mongols, the 
Mongols threatened Europe in two ways. Eastern Europe and Syria-Palestine 
fronts.74 Knowledge about the Mongol’s western march came to Europe, es-
pecially France and England, in two different ways. Even the first Western 

country which was affected by The Mongols’ Russian Campaign was Eng-

land.75 First, there were fishermen from Gothland and Friesland (Holland), 

 
70 MATTHEW PARIS I, 1889, 341. 
71 VERNADSKY 2019, 78. 
72 MATTHEW PARIS I, 1889, 347. 
73 MATTHEW PARIS I, 1889, 348. 
74 JACKSON 2018, 66. 
75 CHAMBERS 1979, 85. 
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Gothland and Friesland fishermen were fishing in the Northern part of the 
Baltic Sea like Novgorodian fishermen. In 1238, Priority of the people of Nov-
gorod were preparing for the return of the Mongols.76 Sweden, Gothland, and 
the Livonian coast were being used for transportation of the Jarl Briger’s ar-
mies and Livonian Order’s Knights; therefore, no ships came to England in 
that year.77 Gothland and Friesland fishermen probably saw the preparation 
of the Novgorods to the Mongol Invasion.78 Likely, Novgorodian fishermen 
did not sail to fish; they had to protect their lands against Mongols. According 
to Matthew Paris, ”Fishermen from Gothland and Friesland did not come to 
England/Yarmouth in order to load their ships with rings because of the fear 
of Mongols. Therefore, in that year, herring was inexpensive in the mar-
ket.” 79  Merchants were bankrupt; even deep inside England, fifty pickles 
could be bought for a shilling.80 The second way the knowledge came true 
was from Syria. Saracen Princes asked for help from Christians against the 
Mongols. The history of the last two centuries was mainly the struggle be-
tween Christians and Muslims, and the idea of helping Saracen against their 
enemies was unacceptable for any European.81  
 
 

Conclusions 
 
To sum up, arguments and shreds of evidence show us that thirteenth-century 
Europe was divided among itself and was struggling because of a lack of su-
preme authority, even though the existence of the Pope and Holy Roman Em-
peror himself was not enough for most of the time. Mostly, Duchies inside the 
Holy Roman Empire and other kingdoms on the rest of the European conti-
nent just pursued their achievement for their agendas. This hunger game for 
power among the ruling elite made them blind to what was going on in the 
rest of the world. Footsteps of the Mongol Empire, news of their march to the 
South and West, would have reached the Western ruling elites’ ears. How-
ever, the distance between Inner Asia and Europe prevented them from be-
lieving or accepting what they heard or read. On the other hand, the Pope and 
Emperor, two people supposed to guide the Western world to the light in the 
darkest movement, were accusing themselves of one another about the fate of 

 
76 CHAMBERS 1979, 85. 
77 CHAMBERS 1979, 85. 
78 VERNADSKY 2019, 74. 
79 MATTHEW PARIS I, 1889, 131. 
80 CHAMBERS 1979, 85. 
81 PRAWDIN 2017, 248. 
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the Fifth Crusade and how it ended. These mentioned elements made the Eu-
ropean continent the perfect target to attack. 
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