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The naval battles 

of Roger of Lauria 

John I-3. Pryor 

Roger of Lawia’s family I-AS exiled from the 
kingdom of Sicib by Charles I of Anjou for i& 
suj$ort of he Hohenstarrfcn cause but in Ihe service 
of Aragon he became /he most feared and renowned 
warrior of his gcaeralion. His six great naval 
victories during th? War of h Sicilian Vespers 
closely &termined !he oulcome of that struggle. 

Lauria’s fame has been diminished by !he minor 
place awarded to the War of the Vesfirs by 
me&rn medievalists csnd by its overshadowing by 
le Hundred Years War. But in fact ir was an 
exlreme[j important war in medieval history, 
wi&essilag the decline of the pa@cy and le 
kingdom of Sicily and the rise for a brief lime of a 
new pou~e, in Ihe Medilerraneun: Aragon. More- 
over, it was in this war that medieval warfare 
jirsl began lo acquire a/!ribules characteristic of 
th her middle ages: supremaq of archers and 
infantry over mounted and mailed knights, appear- 
ance of disciplined and professional companies of 
mercenaries led by professional war leaders, and 
decline from chivalric warfare into nationalistic 
hatred andferoci@. 

Lauria’s success lay in Ihe superior qualities of 
his crewr and in his own genius. Handling gal@ 
jlrets Juccessfully required mastery of the d&%ul~ 
nexus :eiu,een land and sea for Mediterranean 
gallty wayfare was more amphibious than naval 
in the modern sense of the word. Lauria proved lo 
be Ihe greatest master of the science in the middle 
ages; a war leader deserving lo be ranked with 
Richa1.d Coeur de Lion, the Black Prince, and 
Nelson. 

Malta: 8 July 1283 

Shortly after midnight on 8 July 1283 an 
Aragonese-Sicilian fleet of some twenty gal- 
leys under the command uf Admiral Roger 
of Lauria moved onto statiou off the entrance 
to the Grand Ha&our of Malta. Inside the 
heads, beached beneath the town and the 
Castle of the Sea, lay its prey: a kovCllp1 

fleet of about the same size under the com- 
mand of William Cornut and Bartholomew 
Bonvin in the service ?f Charles I of Anjou, 
king of Sicily. Once inside the ha&our 
mouth, Lauria bridled his galleys together 
with their oars lashed across from one to 
another so as to form an impenetrable line 
abreast across the exit from the ha&our. 
Then, at dawn, or slightly before, he ordered 
his trumpeters to soucd the challenge. 
Wakened from their sleep, the Provenqals, 
whose gua,rd boats had been silenced and 
who were taken by surprise, rushed to their 
galleys. Once launched they moved out in a 
disorganized fashion to give battle. The 
fight raged all morning, first at a distance 
with Lauria’s Catalan crossbowmen making 
wide swathes among the ProvenGals massed 
on their galleys’ prows, and then later in 
close hand-to-hand fighting when Lauria 
ordered his crews to cut the bridles and close. 

By midday the battle was over. Bonvin 
had broken through the Aragonese line and 
fled with a number of galleys. Cornut was 
dead, killed by Lauria in single combat 
when in desperation he had boarded the 
Aragonese admiral’s flagship. Over half the 
Provenqal fleet had been captured. The 
prisoners would be sent to Messina to labour 
in the royal arsenal. Later those who had not 
been ransomed would be repatriated after 
their right hands had been amputated. The 
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I:rotn 1283 until hiz dt*;tth in I3Ori Rogt~ of 

1,dttri.t wit\ 10 bc the \.ic.tor of’six ~itcct4~~t 
llliti0r fltx,t ~ng;t~t~nwnts ~llltl Of c0Ull~ 1c4\ 

minor rkirrnisht-s both by Iand itnd s:t 

ltt’ro~z tht. rt*.tcht.s or‘ the Mt,tlitcrr;tnt.;tll 
I’rom rht. UJ~I\I of’ Spain to tht. ‘I’yrrhtanian 
SC.1. rhc. (;a of G‘ltm, mtl 111~~ Al’,~wl. 

On11 on ow occa~iott, wht.n on IaId .11tr1 

hcJp~lc4) cnttttutnbt~rtd, \\‘it\ ht. t’vt’r bt*\tc.d. 
Ht. bG.c.ttnt. tht. fi)rcmo\t profiGc~n;tl H~I 

1t.dtic.r 01’ hi\ gt~nt*r;triott, fi*,trcd .intl rt*- 
\pt.t.t(d I,) Ii-ictttl antI cttcmy ,tlikt.. Hi\ 
rt.pttt.ttiott lijr ntilit.try, ;ttntt prtiCUlitrl) 

il.i\dl. pIxJ\~~w anti ttobh* c.0ntlltc.t c~.trtttd 
him hottcatr.tblt~ roIt.\ in t.tIt LI 01 710, Dr- 
CN~MPIIJU. Yt.1 .Imo~l~st lllodt~rtl hi\tori.tll\ 01 

11lt. tltitlcllt~ .tg(‘~ I.,tttria iz littlt- kttoH.tt. His 
I.IIIII.. rathc,r than bc.ing in the ortlc~r (Lth,tt 
14 Rit hitrtl C:ot.ttt. (It. Lion or 1111. ISLtck 
I’t ittc t’. i\ It.42 thatt thitt of tnittor ~TJ~I~;III) 

I(..~tlc,r\ 01 lh(* Htttitlrcd Yt*;trs \\‘ar or coll- 

clrJttil.ri c)l’l.ttt~r tttcdit~~itl fl~ly. ‘I‘\\0 podtdc 
t(‘d\,ott4 .tt$q:l’rt tht.nt\t.l\.t.\ to t~xpl,titt this. 

Firstly, the \%‘ar of the Vcsptq in which 
Ltttria’h career was playtd out, has bt*tm 
tn~cnhaclowtd by the aubsqurnt Hunclrd 
Ycarh War. In the fLtrtt*cnth century the 
main st;tgc of h&tory moved to Atlantic 
Ettropt, and the War of thy Vcspt,r\ is con- 

qucntly ~ftcm ~cvll as tht. Ltkt struggle of 
~ltdit~rr~tn~;ttt powt.r\ who wt*rt* MJIJ~I to 

low their importance: tht* papacy, the 
kingdom of’ Sicily or R~y.ptr, md Aragon. 
.Ap;trt from historian.s in Italy and Catalonia, 
and with one or two notahlc cxccptiona snch 
;t\ Stcphcatt Runciman an cl Dartid W&y 
(Rttncim;tn I9.58; L\‘dcy 1975), modern 
histori:tn\ h;tvt. unclcrc4mnttd the impor- 
titttct’ ol’th(* \\‘;tr of the \‘e,pcr* in mtdirval 
history ittttl have cortqucntly ovt*rlookrd 
tho,t. who ftntght in it. St*condly, the W,tr 
of’ the* Vopcr\ at \t’;t W;I\ fought bctwrcn 
gitllt*y flt.t.ts and tht*rc has dim hrcn an 
implicit. if’ not explicit, bclid that gaI1t.y 
warlitrt~ rquirtd little skill by comparison 
to llctvitl w;trlitrc ttndt~ 4. Too ofit*n it has 
bcc*n assumtd th;tt a11 ant* had to do wa IO 

closc~ with thte cm-my ;tnd bt~d, itt which 
point g;tllq \c,irf;trt. *imply bccamc an 1*x- 
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tcmsion of land warlsir~. ‘171~ timely appcxr- 1974) hut a major study ofa similar kind for 
SKY or Guilmartin’~ cl&c study of galIcy the mcdiwal period before the appearance 
warliw in the wrly modcwt p&A has dorw of firrarms is still urgently needed. This 
homt*thing to diqwl this Iwlic*f ((Glmartin article attempts tn demonstrate the com- 
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plexities of handling galley fleets in war and 
the many skills that were demanded of 
admirals. In doing so it analyses Roger of 
Lauria’s mastery of the science of galley 
warfare and justifies his claim to fame as the 
greatest fighting admiral of the middle ages. 

Roger of Lauria was born to an illustrious 
\outh Italian family, named for its ancestral 
castlr in Calabria, which supported the 
CilUS‘ of the Hohenstaufcn against the 
papally-backed Charles of Anjou in the 
struggle for the thronr of Sicily. When 
M&red’s daughtrr Constance was be- 
trothed to the Infants Peter of Aragon, 
Roger accompanied his mother, one of her 
Iadics, into exile as a child. He grew up in 
PNN’\ covert When the revolt of the Sicilian 
Vc\prrh broK: out against Charles’s rule 
in Sicily in April 1282 and Peter, now 
King Peter III of Aragon, intcrvcncd, the 
rituation was made For Italian exiles at his 
court such a\ Lauria and his great friend 
<Conrad Lanria. Peter’s fleet sailed from 
C;~talonia in June* 1282, ostensibly fbr a 
crusade .tgainst North Africa but, as all the 
world knvw, actually to intrrvcnr in Sicily. 
The cxilclr’ moment had come. But strangely 
c.nough ncithcr Roger of Lauria nor Conrad 
I.anria sc*cm to have held commands in the 
llc(.t $11 this time. Strangely, because both 
hilt1 IXWI promincont in Aragoncse naval and 
diplomatic service prior to 1282. Pctrr Ill 
\ucrccdcd to the throne in 1276 and amongst 

his firzt tt;tvitl ;rppointmcnt\ wcrc commands 

fi)r thv two young cxilra who had graced his 
court it4 inf~tntc. &nrad Litncia was in fact 

th<* lirst admiral appointc-d by him after his 
;tee~Gul (Carini 1884:3). Some time btsforc 
I27!) hr was in charge of a squadron of four 
gitllrys which d&atcd a Iargcr Muslim 
li)rcr off thr coast of Tunisia and in 1279 he 

was in command of a squadron of ten 
galleys which installed Ibrahim Abu Ishak 
on the throne of Tunis (Muntaner 1920: 
49-52, 74-9). In October 1278 Roger of 
Lauria was made provisional governor of 
Valencia and in 1279 he was sent on a dip 
lomatic mission to Tunis. In the same year 
he is found in command of a ship trading at 
Tlemcen (Dufourcq 1966:245). Although 
Muntaner says that Lauria was aboard 
Peter’s fleet when it sailed in 1282, in ail 
probability hc was not. The admiralty was 

given to Peter’s illegitimate son James Perez 
with Raymond dc Cortada and Peter de 
Qucralt as vice admirals. Raymond Marquet 
and Bcrengar Mallol also hrld commands 
(Muntancr 1920: 115; Manfroni 1902:80). 
And, according to a diploma of the vicar of 
Aragon of 7 August 1282, Lauria was de- 
puted at that time to visit the fortresses of the 
kingdom of Valencia. Hc could not have 
gone to Sicily before that time and Conrad 
Lancia was also still in Catalonia when the 
fleet sailed (Manfroni 1902:80, referring to 
Visalli 1900:439 n.2, not available to me). 
The series of chronicles of the group of the 
Rebellamenlu di Sichilia, which report Lauria 
in command of the Aragonesc fleet both 
before its arrival in Sicily and during the 
struggle up to the taking of Mcssina on 
2 October 1282, and which rrrort Lauria’s 
fame irs an admiral, arc all undoubtedly 
anachronistic in this matter (Sicardi 1917 
(1-u rebellamenluj: IY and 27-9; (Libcr Jani 
de Procida): 57 and 62; (Lqgenda di meser 

Gianni di Prncida) : 72 and 77 ; (Capitoli dclla 
cronicaaJiorenlina) :88 - 90 ; (Capiloli de1 ‘Icsoro’ 
di Brunetlo Lc!ini): ll5--16 and 123-4; 
(Capitoli della ‘Nvsva rmnica’ di Giovanni 
Villani) : I 37 -. 40). 

Lauria arrived I:. Sicily SCJmc time b&rc 
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5 October 1282 because on that day Peter 
wrote to the populace of Augusta snnounc- 
ing his appfJhmen~ as captain of the town 
and ordering obedience to him. He also 
wrote to the treasurer of the Terra Auguste 

ordering payment of Lauria’s expenses as 
captain (Silvestri l882:nos. 42 and 43). In 
late December 1282 Lauria appeared 
amongst the witnesses to the terms-of the 
duel itween champions of the two kings 
arrangedat that time (Rymer 1745:213-l.‘.). 
it is clear that in the latter part of 1282 and 
early in 1283 Lauria was one of Peter’s 
trusted administrators and confidants but 
what exactly he did during this period to 
warrant his appointment on 20 April 1283 _ _ 
to rcplacc *James Perez as admiral is un- 
known (La Mantia 1918:no. 222 gives a text 
of Lauria’s appointment). Perez himself 
lsrobablv aroused Peter’s tack of confidence 
in him by allowing one of the Aragoncsc 
attacks on Angrvin forcch to run out of 
control. In January 1283 a body of almu- 
gavar$ was fcrrird by the 8ret under Perez 
across thr Straits of Mcssina to attack forces 
of’ the count of Alrncon in the naval arsenal 
a~ Catona on the outskirts of Rcggio (Sil- 
vcstri 1882 :no. 395). The attack was highly 
successful, thr count’s l%rces bring taken by 
surprise at night and rlaughtrred and hc 
himself bring butchered in his bcdchambcr. 
Exactly why the operation displeased Peter 
is unclear. The sotirces arc ambiguous. 
But perhaps Peter’s confidence in Perez was 
bhakcn bv the* fact that hc allowed the 
pursuit ti run out of hand and was unablr 
tcJ CcJntrd thr dmugavars, who cut the 
count down aftrr his bodyguard had ofi*red 
his surrender (Spcciak I727 :col 937; Mun- 
tanrr 1920:153-7). In any event, he was 
rc*lic*vc*d of his command in April. But cvcm 

then Lauria seems to have been anything 
but an obvious choice for the post. It is true 
that after the occupation of Reggio on 
13 February he had been sent with the count 
of Paglacia to take possession of the town 
(Neocastro 1921 :c.59), but in the war at sea 
others, including Conrad Lancia and Peter 
de Queralt, had been more prominent up 
to that point. By the time of Lauria’s 
appointment the Aragonese and Sicilian 
fleet had already achieved mastery of the 
seas around Sicily and Charles’s numerically 
powerful south Italian fleets were in disarray. 
In early October 1282 the Angevin fleet 
under the Genoese admiral Henry de Mari 
had retreated from Messina at the approach 
ofJames Perez. Then on 11 and 14 October 
Peter de Queralt had twice defeated the 
Angevins off Reggio and Nicotera, capturing 
considcrablc numbers of galleys from them 
and from their Pisan allies (La Mantia 
1918:no. 22). During the winter of 1282-3 
the Aragoncse-Sicilian fleet had roamed at 
will while the Angevins lay quiescent in the 
ports of Calabria and Campania. Obviously 
the latter already had serious problems with 
the quality of their crews. Charles’s surviving 
correspondence from the winter of 1282-j 
records feverish attempts to gather from the 
RcgnD what on paper-were enormous num- 
bcrs of ships and crews, although how many 
of thcsc rvcr actually material&d is subject 
to serious doubt. It was obviously lack of 
confidcncr in the quality of the fleets of the 
Rcgno which indiced him to prepare a 
ProvenCal fleet as his main battle fleet. 
Preparations had begun as early as October 
1282 and they continued until the arrival of 
tLb fleet of eighteen galleys, nine barques, 
and a PanJius, under the command of 
Bartholomew Bonvin, at Naples on 2 1 March 
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1283 (Minirri Riccio 1876:95,99- 100,27:1; 
Ibiard 1926:nos. 1122, 1123 and I 125; 
hlilzZOlcni 1939:nos. 117, 133, 137-9, l+k, 
Ill!!, 378, 451 -2, 512, 514, 517, 519, 521-4, 
5:l’ -2 and 629-30). 

:tialta had hrrn in Angevin hands since 
1268 hut aftrr the rrvolt of thr Vcsprrs the 
lx~ pulacc* had followed the Sicilian Icad and 
hali gone over to the Aragoncsc. Angevin 

rarely popular anywhcrc. BY 
1282 the Angcvin garrison was 

in thr Castlr of thr %a, thcs Cirs~rum 

the. Grand Ha&our. Now, Malta 
H;I\ critical IO thcs Aragoncur logistical 
po4ticm I)1.(.ituh1. in Angc*vin hand\ it would 
h:cvc* lxx~scnt~d a serious threat to Pctcr 11 l’s 
qq)ly and communications nctworks (Lut- 
trl.11 I!)75 :43). Hc* had thcrcforc appointed 
.\l.~nlic*tl l~ancia i lh captain Of M;tlta and 

WII him to complrtc thr auh~jugation of thv 

dad. N’ith <:harlc~\ 1 al~scnt in Provcncc, 
hi\ \()I, C:h;lrle\ of S;tl1*rno tlvridc*d 11, cvntl 

tht’ l’r()\.t*n~itl fl1v.1 IO rc-lit-vc* IM,III;I.  I, ; lUri ; l  

I~~;lrrtt 01’ it\ rnis\ion itud pursu1’d it with the 

m.tin Ar;trrc,I,c,~c,-Sirili;in t x ~ t t l v  f l a t  o l’ a h o u t  

l\l lW ly  gilll(‘y\ wetw;trd liom .M t 4 l l i l  d o n g 

tht. north c1)it\t of’Sicily mrl thvn vntth ancl 

of tht* island, 
or thyx ahr 

the* .1rrivitl of thv l’r1>\~vn<itI KIWI. ,Mutltanc*r, 
who MA\  WI cycwitncss hut who w;u writing 

iu i~xlrcmc~ old itq. over li)rty years alic*r tltc 
(‘\ I’~IS, ikrltl who li)r that rcahon i$ oftc*rl IUI-  

rc4iahlv, ~ys thilt Lauria intcrcc~ptc~tl thrc.1 
l’rc~vc*nc;;tl gall~*ys scouting for thr Ar;qymc*sv- 

Sic-ili;ln l11*1~t in thv llo~a tl(*l F;tro itt the* 

uctrthc-rrt 1’utrituc1* 11) the Straits OT McGna. 
h*;ttn1*d of’ thv l>itss;tg1’ oT thv 

I O  M ~lI t i l  ; l d  I t Wl, i lW 0 t X l i t lg  

II) Munt~mcr, criiihccl down tht* (*ithI coit\t of 

Sicily III inli*rcq~t it ~II M;tItit (Muntanc*r 

1920 : 188). Since Lauria’s fleet controlled 
the Straits of Messina and since the Pro- 
venqal mission was to relieve Malta without 
drawing his attention, it is most unlikety that 
Bnnvin and Cornut took their fleet through 
the straits against the notorious current and 
under the* noses of his lleet and watchers at 
Mcssina. Nrocastro and Desciot both declare 
specifically that they sailed from Nicotera 
through the Lipari IsIan& along the north 
coast of Sicily past Palermo, Trapani, and 
Marsala, obviously in an attempt to cludc 
the Aragoncsr-Sicilian fleet. But as it hap- 
ppned thrir route was discovered in any case. 
Possihty Muntancr is right and Bonvin and 
ChJrnUt  did srnd the* threr scouting galleys 
to watch over the Boca dct Faro whilr the 
main llcct made its dash from Nicotcra to 
Lipari and Lauria did get his information 
from capturing them. But morr probably, 
as Ncocastro rc*ports, its rJi lSSa# '  was spotted 
by watchrrs at Ustica who then reported to 
I.auria at Mcssina (Ncocastro 1921 :c. 76 and 
;IISO DCSCIOI I934 :c. 40). Thr size of Lauria’s 
11c.c.t is variously rcportcd by thr rhronict(*s 
i l l  liom c*ightcc*n 10 twenty-scvcn ~ iII I C*~ S, 

Howcvcr, Dc*sclot, ~~unt;~nc~r,~J;~copocl’Ori;~ 
and Niccolo Spccial~ arc all agreed on from 
rightccn to twcmty-two gallrys. Confirma- 
tion 4 il figure d ;~lx~ut twenty galleys is 
lbund in Lauria’s LLCCOUUtS ofhis administra- 
t ion of  th(e Aragonrsc flcrt born April to 
Srptcmhrr 1283, which list twenty-two gal- 
bys, Four lignu, one la&la, and one vus.wllu.~ 
in his scrvicc. (La Mantis 1918:no. 222). 

The v:u%ms sources are in disagrrrmcnt 
about tht* prc*liminaric*s to the battle. What 
is char, howcvcr, is that Lauria arrived at 
<;OZO i l t  night unobsrrvc*d and succrc*dt*d in 
makmg contact with Manfrt*d L;tn&, who 

ww hc*sic*girtg the* Angrvin garrisnn in thr 
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Castle of the Sea from the town, the burgum, 
and who was himself under attack from 
crews of the Proven@ fleet beached below 
the walls ofthhcastle and the town, probably 
in the arm of the ha&our known today as 
Dockyard Creek. Lauria contacted Lancia 
either through a local fisherman or more 
probably by sending a small barque into 
the ha&our to reconnoitre. This boat was 
able to avoid the Provencal gtvard patrol at 
the ha&our mouth and to repo; back that 
the enemy fleet was beached. Some time 
after midnight Lauria then moved his gal- 
levs into line abreast across the harbour 
mouth, silencing the guard patrol boats in 
the process, and then bridled his line to- 
gether into battle formation. Shortly before 
dawn hc ordered his trumpeters to sound the 
challenge. All the chronicles arc agreed that 
this action of deliberately waking an enemy 
taken by surprise iti his sleep called for some 
explanation. Muuancr writes (1920: 191; 
SW ah Specialc I727 :c. 26) : 
A n d rh rn  t h r a d & a l d id  a  t h in g w h i c h s h o u ld  b e  

c o u n t rd  t o  h i m  : m ,r c  fo r m a d nr a r t h , m  fo r W W; h r. 
> . t i d , G o d fo rh ;d  t h a t  h r rh u u ld  a t t a c k  t h r m  in  t h c*ir 
4 t x + p, rn t h c-rd id  h v  w i*h t h r t ru m pr t z  a n d n a k rrs  I O  b e  
\o u n d c d in  rh c  g a l l e y s  I O  w a k e  t h r m  u p, a n d h r w o u ld  
I a  t h e m  prrp a r c . H r d id  n or w irh  t h a t  a n y  m a n c o u ld  
*; t y  I O  h i m  t h a t  h c- w o u ld  n o t  h a v e  d r k a t c d t h r m  i f h c  
h a d n o t  ro u n d t h c m m  a J c c*p. A n d a l l  c r ird : “ T h e  
; t d m ir a l a y* w e l l.” A n d t h i s  t h r a d m ir a l d id  m or e  
q ~*c i a l l y  a +  i t  w m  hir fir*t b a l~ lr sincr h c  had b e e n 
m a d e  a d m ir e d. a n d t h u\ h r w iu h t-d  I O  *h o w  h i\ h o ld n? a  
a n d t h r p ro w ru* o f t h e  w or t h y  p ro p lr w i t h  h i m . 

Without casting unnecessary aspersions on 
Lauria’s courage and chivalry, other motives 
also suggcz+t themselves. Lauria’s subsequent 
career shows that he rarely did anything 
without thinking it through and hc was 
certainly not averse to attacking enemies 
caught off guard in their sleep. A glance at 

Figure 2 will indicate just how difficult it 
would have been for him to manoeuvre his 
fleet into position to attack in the narrow 
confines of Dockyard Creek. He would 
almost certainly have been descried doing so 
and woclld have lost his advantage of sur- 
prise in any case. Moreover, the Provencal 
galleys would have been beached stern-to- 
the-shore in a close line along the beach. 
The two steering oars by which all thirteenth- 
rentury galleys, and also sailing ships, were 
manoeuvred were pivoted at a iucfatorium to 
aliow them to be raised from the water when 
being beached.’ Galleys were always 
beached stern first. 

To attack a fleet heached in such a way 
was extremely difficult since fleet actions 
normally resolved themselves eventually into 
hand-to-hand combat between marines at- 
tempting to board opposing ships across the 
forecastles and beaks, calcares. Fleets with 
their sterns to the beach had all the ad- 
vantages. As we shall see later when discus- 
sing the battle of Cape Orlando, Niccolo 
Specialc affirms that fleets in such defensive 
positions were virtually unassailable. In the 
heat of battle they could more easily transfer 
soldiers from one galley to another to re- 
inforce depleted numbers. Individual galleys 
could be reinforced from the land and could 
alternately move out to attack and then 
retire if under pressure. Fleets attacking 
from the sea, on the other hand, unless they 
had a marked superiority in numbers allow- 
ing them to hold a squadron in reserve to 
reinforce galleys in the front line, were 
largely compelled to leave each galley to 
fight virtually as a self-contained unit. 
Defending fleets with the beaches at their 
backs could be more easily managed as 
integral forces. This consideration was 
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the position would be rcvcrscd and there 
Lauria would USC his beached position to 
great advantage against a suicidal attack 
from the sea. 

Hr also had other very good motives for 
his apparently chivalrous act. Before fleets 
actrmptcd to grapple and board it was 
normal lo cngagc in artillery duels for some 
timc in attempts uJ clear the cncmirs’ decks 
of a major part of their marinr Forcrs. Now, 
Ihr arrhrrs in thr Aragoncsr-Sicilian flcrt 
wcr( a l l  Catalan crosshrJwmrn. After 
appointing Lauria as admiral, Pctcr had 
sp&fic*d that in thr COmphi t iOn of the crews 
thcerc should bc one Sicilian and one Catalan 
hoatxwain, four Sicilian and four ~~A~; lhn 

hclmzmcn, and C q U i?l numhcr\ of Sirilian 
and Catalan z;&rs. Howc*vc.r, the. o.Ir*mcn 
wcrI* all IO tJe Sicilian and ihc cro4owmI.n 
:III Chtith (5ltttltanc.r 1!)20: 173). By th(* 
Iatc. thirtrcnth cc.nIurv Catalan crosshow- 
men had arrluircxt a fcar!+omI* rcpucatio:l 
(*(luiLI IO, if not grcatc*r than, that of the 
famcxl (?noI*sc*. With rcGrc*nrc. to bIJth Ih(b 
biItIlI* 01’ IMalta and ;IlaIp to iI Iatcr battIc* 
tJ(*I\vI*t.n a <:atiIliIn fleer untl~.r Raymond 
S1;IrClIIl.t ;1r1t1 Hcrcqar Mallol and a French 
one* urid(*r William I.td&~, MuntiuWr milde 
much of Ihc* prcJfcs4onal ability of thc* 
qJccializIxl C:atilliIn cr0abhowmc.n (Mun- 
taII(‘r 1!)20: 192 and 330). ‘I’raincd in the art 
&Ix* childhtxJd, they knew, WI* arc told, 
ho\\ to m,tkI* crossbow\ and holtb from 
%cr.IIch. They rarricd portahlc Iool boxes 
for m;tinI(~II;IIIc(* of their weapons and kept 
ulJ Ihcir skill* through the practicr that 
having no other task\ a&gned to them 
prrmittcxl thvtn. In hi lgOnCW flwts they 

cnlibted iIs profI4onal archc*ra. In 
~IITI\, howcvcr, iI wah considcrcd that D
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simple matter requiring neither long training 
nor incessant practice (Guilmartin 1974: 
141) and it was common practice to use 
oarsmen doubling as archers. These were 
known as Icrsols. At the tmte of the War of 
the Vespers, the most common type of galley 
in service with all the Mediterranean powers 
shipped two oars with two separate oarsmen 
per rowing bench (Bragadin 195C :39; Man- 
froni 1899:452-3; Rodgers 1933:l lo- I I ; 
Anderson 1976:52-4). But for extra speed a 
third oar manned by a &rrol could be shipped 
on each bench. In his Libe; secretoncmjdelium 

crucis super Terrae Sanctae recuperatione Marino 
Sanudo Torsello recommends The use of 
tersols,2 but Muntaner twice declares that the 
advantages which they gave in terms of speed 
were far outweighed by those that were given 
by profesrional crossbowmen in battle. The 
course of seventh justifics his opinion. Except 
in a small number of a fleet’s galleys, per- 
haps one in ten to be used for fast recon- 
noitering, lersols should not be usand and the 
enlisted crossbowmm should not oe used for 
rowing except temporarily to rest exhausted 
oarsmen, he drclares (Muntanrr 1920: 192 
and 330 I. Compare Jai 1848:739 and 
1444 -5). 

Muntaner’s description of the swathes cut 
through the massed tanks of knights and 
marines on board the Provcncal galleys by 
the Catalm crossbowmen can well br be- 
lieved. Assuming that Lauria was fully 
ronscious of the superior quality of the flrr- 
power which his archers would be able to 
direct against the Provencals, who werr not 
especially regardrd for their skill with the 
weapon and who almost certainly used 
hr.ruls as archers, his decision to lure them 
out away from the beaches and into open 
water where they could not take refuge 

from the hail of crossbow bolts made very 
good scnsc. 

Finally, Lauria had one further motive. A 
large component of the marines aboard the 
Provencal Bert were French and Provencal 
mailed knights. Muntancr refers to the 
bolts of the Catalans being able to penetrate 
breastplates and to a hundred “men of rank” 
who had joined the Provencal fleet from the 
garrison of the Castle of the Sea. In all 
Lauria’s subsequent battles against the 
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Angevins and the French, the core of the 
enemy marines was armoured knights. To 
oppose them, when it finally came to hand- 
to-hand combat, Lauria had mainly almu- 
gavars. These were non-nobles, foot soldiers 
descended from frontier fighters on the 
Christian-Muslim frontiers of Aragon and 
Castile. They had a reputation for ferocity, 
did not wear armour, and carried as w capons 
only two javelins, a lance, and a dagger. 
Thcsc weapons they could wield to great 
cffcct but their main advantage over most of 
the opponents they met lay in their great 
agility and speed of reflexes (Muntancr 
1920:27 n. I; Hillgarth 1975:10-11). On 
the rolling and pitching decks of galleys 
their superiority over armoured knights was 
to bc demonstrated over and over again. 
Hrcausc of their lack of armour and heavy 
weapons, their footing must have been much 
\urcr at sea than that of mailed knights. Had 
Lauria attarkcd the Provcncal fleet while it 
was still beached, or had he attacked its 
ciimp, his almugavars’ suprrior agility and 
\pc~tl would have bcc*n somewhat ncgatrd 
by rhc armour and swords of the knights. 
AI %~a, c’vrn if only in the middlru of Malta’s 
(;rald Harbour, the* armourcad knights so 
IO\I their footing and balance through wave 
motion that thr advantage given by tht. 
,&-nugavars’ agility, speed, and surr footing 
w.ir greatly incrrascd. Sincr they wcr(’ un- 
armourrd, however, they had little pro- 
u&on from the miss&s and arrows of the 
Provcnqals during the first phase of the 
hat&* and Laurie thrrcforc kept them under 
cover until thr encmy began to c*xhaust his 
,unmunition (I~esclo~ 1934:c.41 ; Manfroni 
IYO!! SK!). At thisjuncture, when the Catalan 
cro&ows had already decimated the Pro- 
vcnC;id ranks, the javelins of  thr almugavars 

completed the slaughter as Lauria’s fleet 
closed in. The last phase of hand-to-hand 
fighting seems to have been over very 
quickly (Muntaner 1920: 192-3; Speciale 
1727:col.942; Neocastro 1921:c.76). 

Roger of Lauria handled his fleet bril- 
liantly at Malta, maximizing its strengths 
and minimizing its weaknesses, out-thinking 
and outmanoeuvring Bonvin and Cornut, 
who played into his hands. The battle was 
really won before it was ever engaged. Once 
the Provencals had committed themselves 
to battle they were trapped and had to fight 
it out with an enemy whose missile fire 
power and marine forces had superior 
qualities to their own. They could ncJt 

retreat back to the land because the castle 
had been stripped of its defenders to rein- 
forcr the fleet and Manfrcd Lancia’s 
Aragoncsc and Maltese forces must have 
controlled the ahore. Nor could they brrak 
through to the open sea and flee bcforr the 
final phase of the battlc bccausc Lauria’s 
bridled line of galleys formed an impenc- 
trahlc lint across the harbour mouth. This 
tactic, which may originally have been a 
Gcnocsc innovation of the late twelfth or 
rarly thirtcrnth century, had brcomc com- 
mon by the time of the War of the Vespers. 
Cables, frenella, were passed from bow to 
bow and stern to stern of adjacent galleys 
and then the oars were revcrscd and thr 
looms passed across from one to the other 
and lashed fast (Manfroni 1899~475; Man- 
froni 1902:92; Rodgers 1939:116; Jal 1848: 
720- I ; Muntaner 1920:330; Sanudo 161 I : 
84). Bridled together in such a fashion, the 
galleys formed not so much a floating plat- 
fnrm, for each galley could move indc- 
pcmdcntly with the waves, as rather an 
impenctrablc floating barrier which prc- 
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vented the enemy breaking the line at any 
point. This tactic would normally be used 
when adopting a defensive position or when 
trying to prevent the escape of an enemy, 
as at Malta. After the artillery phase of the 
battle was over and either one of the opposing 

fleets moved in to grapple, or else one 
attemptec to flee and the other to pursue, 
the cabibs were cut loose and the oars freed. 
At Malta, when Lauria saw that the con- 
dition of the Provencal fleet had been 
sufficiently weakened, he ordered the cables 
cut and his galleys to move in individually to 
grapple (Desclot 1934:c.41; Manfroni 1902: 
92). Once that had happened, of course, it 
became possible for the Provencal galleys to 
break Lauria’s line and at least -ime of them 
under Bartholomew Bonvin did so and 
escaped. The sources differ in the numbers 
which they say escaped in this way, from 
Muntaner’s one to the continuator of Saba 
Malaspina’s tiftcrn. In all probability about 
half the Provencal flert broke through and 
fled. 

Nevertheless, Lauria’s victory was a very 
great one. Hc had killed one of the Pro- 
vrncal admirals in hand-to-hand combat 
and Charles I’s prized battle fleet was hors 
de combd. Peter III could add about ten 
captured gallcyc to his fleet and Lauria’s 
own lossc*s were undoubtedly light. His 
accounts for the administration of the fleet 
from April to September 1283 contain a 
rcfcrcnce to the cnrolment of 288 sailors to 
rrplace crews lost at the battle of Malta (La 
Mantia 1918:no.222). This probably rcpre- 
sents a loss rate of less than ten per cent, 
which is remarkably low Tor galley warfare 
in the Mcditcrranean in the middle ages. 
On 26 August 1283 Prter wrote to Lauria 
in the most fullsome tones expressing his 

gratitude for the victory and his 
in him (Silvestri 1882:no. 739). 

confidence 

The Gulf of .Na+s : 5 June I.284 

Negotiations between the two antagonists in 
the war led to the outmodedly chivalric and 
not-very-serious decision to submit the 
claims of the rival kings to the judgement of 
God in a duel between them and a hundred 
champions each, to be held at Bordeaux on 
1 June 1283. The duel never took place but 
the arrangement did have the positive result 
of removing the two kings from the Mediter- 
ranean battle ground for the best part of 
1283 and 1284. Charles of Anjou left the 
conduct of the Angevin cause in the hands 
of his son Charles of Salerno, the future 
Charles II, whom he appointed regent. 
Peter left Sicily in the hands of his wife 
Constance and foreshadowed that in the 
event ofhis death his second son James would 
inherit Sicily while Aragon would go to 
his eldest son Alfonso. Charles was not to 
return to Italy until 8.June 1284 and Peter 
would never return. He would die in Aragon 
in 1285 shortly after a heroic and successful 
dcfence of his kingdom against Philip III’s 
French crusaders; of which more later. 

After the abortive duel at Bordeaux, 
Charles I journeyed to Provence to raise 
more troops and another fleet for his cause. 
Meanwhile, acting under his instructions, 
his son Charles of Salerno was feverishly 
engaged in collecting and equipping further 
forces in south Italy, particularly naval 
forces. Surviving documents from the 
Angcvin archives testify to attempts to 
amass fleets of very great size. Repeated 
orders to officials concerning the same de- 
tachments also testify to difficulties in trans- 
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lating desires into reality. But even if a 
considerable proportion of the forces refer- 
red to in the Angevin archives remained 
merely paper forces, Charles and his son had 
nevertheless succeeded by the spring of 
1284 in creating fleets large enough to have 
outnumbered Lauria’s small Aragonesc- 
Sicilian flee: by several times, had they been 
allowed to combine. Apart from SCJITX  

ninrly-five to one hundred and five galleys 
from Venice, Genoa, and Florence which 
Charles of Salerno tried to obtain in accor- 
d,mcr with negotiations opened with those 
cities by his father and few of which, if any, 
were probably evei supplied, Charles and 
his 6tthrr certainly built or obtained thirty- 
l&n galleys in Provcnce, sixty-eight galleys 
.iud about fifty taride, oared transports, in 
r\puli;J and the Abruzzi, thirty galleys at 
Saplcr and perhaps up to thirty at Gacta, 
.IIICI iin indeterminate number CJfScJmc dozens 
of galleys and transports in Calabria, the 
Basilicata, the Terra di Lavoro, and the 
<:.Jpit;Jn;tt;J (Minieri Riccio 1876:277, 278, 
28’2 283, 286, 291, 296, 297, 304, 309, 500, 
504, ,507, 509, 510, 514; Minieri Riccio 
188:!:207 8; Mazzolcni lY39:nos.  630, 654, 
0.56 9, 664, 666). Even if a good proportion 
ofthc crews of thr ships from the Regno were 
IIOI really combat ready and even if none 
01’ them were battle hardened, nrverthrlcss, 
h,~cl tht-y IJCTI~ allowed to combine with the 
II(‘H Provencal Rcet, Roger of L.turia’s 
mall fleet would have been hooch& out- 

30 matler how fp!itt Lauria’s 
Aneevim would have controllt’d 

.I 

IIK \(‘iJs. Anxiety on this score in the Aragon- 
(‘,r c“~mp i\ clearly rc+lcctc~d in th(* sources. 
IJuring th(- spring of 1284 I,auria and the 
Quinn regent were feverishly engaged in 
I +Jiririg .uitl ilrlning iIS many galleys ilS 

they could lay their hands on in Sicily 
(Muntaner 1920:277; Desclot 1934:c.48; 
Manfroni 1902:95). Lauria also wrote to 
Peter in Aragon asking him to arm a further 
ten galleys for Sicily as a matter of urgency 
(Carini 1884:71). 

The obvious ‘Aragonese strategy was to 
destroy either .!re Provencal fleet or the 
Nc&olitan fleet before the two could join . ” 

together or before either or both of them 
could be joined by the large Apulian fleet. 
The fleet which Lauria led north from 
Messina in late May 1284 is variously 
numbered at from eleven to forty galleys 
plus some supporting transports and small 
craft. Most probably the figure of twenty- 
nine galleys given by the usually reliable 

JaCcJpcJ d’Oria in his Cenocsc annals is 
about right (Auria 1929:59-60). It also 
accords with the figures of about twenty 
galleys at Malta plui the ten or so captured 
there As at Malta, Lauria’s main problem 
was to lure his enemy out to light, but in this 
cast the problem was greater since he could 
not attack at all if the Neapolitan fleet 
remained in its haven at Naple.;. Moreover, 
Charles of Salerno had orders from his 
father to keep the Ne;poiitan fleet in port 
(William of Nangis l649:543; Giachetto 
Malaspini 1726:cols. 1040-l) and his ad- 
visor, the papal legate Cardinal Gerard, 
was constantly exhorting him to do so 
(Milioli 1903:~. 1304; %JlOmCy of Lucca 
1727a:col. 1189; Mcmoriale 1726:col.l157; 
Speciale I727 :col.943; Malaspina 1792: 
406; Villani 1857:149). Lauria had to 
attempt to draw Charles of Salerno out and 
destroy the Neapolitan fleet, the weakest of 
the three main Angcvin forces, and at the 
same- time to maintain a position whereby, 
if the Neapolitan flccc did not come out, 
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he could still intercept the tougher Pro- 
ven@ fleet under Charles I as it came down 
from the north and hope to destroy it 
instead. His strategic task was by no means 
easy. 

He cruised up the coast of Calabria and 
the Principato as far as Salerno, landing 
periodically to ravage, burn, and install 
almugavar garrisons in some places; his 
purpose clearly being to alarm the populace 
and government of the Regno in the hope 
that Charles of Salerno would be pressured 
by them into bringing the Neapolitan fleet 
out to remove the menace to terrestrial 
security posed by Lauria’s fleet. From 
Salerno on we are given an indication of 

Lauria’s movements only by the chronicles 
of Bernard Desclot and the continuator of 
Saba Malaspina. In the afternoon of 3 June 
he seems to have rounded Point Campanella 
and headed for Capri where he passed the 
night (Desclot 1934:c.51). On 4 June he 
moved into the Gulf of Naples and demon- 
strated before Baia, west of Naples, hoping 
to draw Charles of Salerno out. But in this he 
was unsuccessful. Desclot reports that his 
prior plan, in the event of this very thing 
happening, had been to withdraw out to 
sea in the evening as if to make for Sicily 
but then to double back after dark to Ponza 
to lie in wait for Charles I as the Provencal 
fleet passed through the channel between the 
island and the mainland (1934 :c. 5 I ). AC- 
cordingly, the fleet did stand out to sea for 
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Sicily on the evening of the fourth but at a 
council of captains it was decided to make a 
further attempt to lure Charles of Salerno 
out. During the night the Aragonese fleet 
moved back to Nisida in the Bay of Pozzuoli 
and then across the Gulf of Naples to 
Castellamare, where Lauria left some of his 
galleys sheltered from Neapolitan sight be- 
hind a headland. During this night voyage 
hc succeeded in intercepting near Nisida 
two of Charles I’s Provcnqal galleys bearing 
news of Charles’s imminent arrival and 
rcncwrd orders to Charles of Salerno to 
\ray in port (Desclot 1934:c.52; Malaspina 
1792:404). Lauria seems to have had good 
purpose in moving across the bay to Castel- 
I ; t m i lrr b y  night before returning to Naples 
. I I  dawn. Assuming that he had thought 
through his plan 01‘ battle in advance, and 
c.vc.rything about hi< career and the conduct 
01‘ th(. subscqucnt battle suggests that that 
.is\umption i\ m(JrC than reasonable then 
hi\ purpose was twofold. After taki& his 
flc~r .tcro\, 10 C;~stcllamarr, hr Icft sornc ten 
g,11h‘yb thcrc protrctcd from Nrapolitan 
\ight. In the. morning hr rrturnrd to Naples 
\\ith rhc rising sun at  his back shielding any 
movcmcni ol‘hib rqwrvc squadron at Castrl- 
Limarc. In thr wrnt of battle being ofkred, 
hc intwckd IO feign flight back to Cast& 
I.unarr, luring the Angcvins suff~cicntly far 

th(*ir base to make rctrcat t0 it 
question, and thrn, when th?y 

H(TC irrctoc;tbly commitrcd 10 bartIc, IO 

IJring oui thr rcscrvc squadron ad turn to 
gives bal~lc* with the sun at his b..ck and in the 
.\rlgc.vin\’ I*~IY (1~~~10~ 1934:~. 5“). Man- 
oc*uvrinc: IO GUI the sun bc*hind one’s back 

1284 and over the Venetians at Curzola in 
1298 (Sanudo 1611:129). 

As the battle eventuated these tactics were 
brilliantly successful. Exactly why Charles 
of Salerno chose to ignore Cardinal Gerard’s 
exhortations and hi; father’s earlier instruc- 
tions is unclear. The Neapolitan crews, we 
are told, were extremely reluctant and were 
eventually persuaded to man the galleys 
only by Charles’s personal example (Desclot 
1934:c.52). The continuator of Saba Mal- 
aspina attributes his action to the urging of 
James of Burson, vice-admiral of the Regno 
and count of Acerra (1792:405). Albert 
Milioli, followed by the Mcmoriale ~otcstdum 

wgiensium, merely puts it down to Charles’s 
self-confidence and brllicose nature (Miiioli 
1903:~.304; Memoriale I726:col. 1157). 
Ferrctto Vicentino adds the ardour of youth 
to the list (Vicentino 1726:col. 955). He also, 
no doubt, had a burning desire to prove 
himself both to his father and also to the 
inhabitants of the Regno and may have been 
deceived into believing that he had a 
superiority of numbers. The lowest figure 
given by any of the chroniclers for the 
Angcvin fleet is twenty-eight galleys and 
this figure accords well with that of the 
thirty which he had been constructing at 
Naples. 

Details of the battle arc highly obscure 
bccausc of Ihe conflicting nature of the 
chronicles. All that is clear is that once 
Charles of Salt-rno brought his fleet out, 
Lauria did feign flight back towards Castcl- 
lamarc. Hr turned to fight only when the 
Angcvins wrre sufficiently far from the haven 
of  Naples tO be irrevocably committed. 
Ncoca&o and Muntancr make this point 
specifically and the continuator of Saba 
Malasprna and the anonymous author of the 
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Kiti t~&!‘al ‘aJam say that the battle was 
engaged at four and three miles from the 
land respectively (Muntaner 1920:279; Neo- 
Castro 1921 :c. 76; Malaspina 1792 :406; 
Anonymous 1880:457). The Gulf of Naples 
is about twenty-five kilometres across from 
Naples to Castellamare and Sorrento is 
some twelve kilometres out along the Point 
Campanella peninsula. Reconstruction 
places the battle about seven kilometres off- 
shore from Sorrento on a line between 
Naples and Sorrento. 

The three most detailed chronicles of the 
battle, those of Neocastro, Desclot, and 
Speciale, all indicate that Lauria was some- 
how able to surround the Angevin fleet. 
Now. since he had left about a third of his 
fleet concealed in reserve at Castellamare, 
he could not easily have done so without 
bringing it into play. Desclot says that when 
he turned to engage he had a front line of 
twenty galleys with the others in the rear 
(1934:c,53). This is consistent with a tactical 
manoeuvre in which the concealed squadron 
at Castellamare came out to form a rear 
line at the same time as Lauria’s front lint 
turned into a battle front in line abreast. 
Because of the rising sun behind them and 
Lauria’s front line, which Muntaner and 
Desclot say was either bridled or in close 
array, screening them, this reserve squadron 
was probably not descried by the Angevins 
until it was too late. Neocastro reports that 
Lauria suddenly surrounded the Angevins 
(ponens t-as in circuifu repentino) while Speciale 
says that he attacked the enemy from right 
and left (Siculorum clasis a dextlis atque sinistris 
vallala hostibus impugnatur) (Neocastro 1921: 
c. 77 ; Specialc I727 : c. 27). 

Mediterranean galleys of the middle ages 
were dc5igned and built to fight from the 

prow. Their basic hull structure consisted of 
a raked beak (cakcur)at the prow, projecting 
from a forecastle, with a sterncastle or poop 
at the stern and the rowing benches amid- 
ships, down the middle of which ran an 
access gangway only a few feet wide, the 
corsia, and along each side of which at the 
gunwale was a narrow fighting bulwark. 
Such ships were strongest at their prows, 
where archers and catapults could be massed, 
and weakest amidships where because of the 
oarsmen few defenders could be stationed. 
The midships were also vulnerable because 
an enemy galley crashing into the line of 
oars would create chaos in moments. Desclot 
reports that at Las Hormigas Lauria created 
havoc all along one side of a Provencal 
galley when he drove his own into it amid- 
ships at full speed (1934:c.94). The purpose 
of the raked C&W a the prow, which had 
replaced the old P_oman ram (rostrum), was 
to enable a galls: to manoeuvre to attack 
from the enemy’s beam, running the c&a, 
up over the apostis, the outrigger on which 
the oars rested, and giving marines massed 
on the forecastle access across it to the weakly 
defended corsia and rowing benches. To 
achieve this, from the later Roman period 
through to the fourteenth century, fleets 
attempted to go into battle in a crescent 
moon formation (Vegetius 1885: 163-4; Leo 
VI 1556:c.xix.44; Sanudo 1611:83). The 
wings then tried to overreach or crush those 
of the enemy and to turn on to the exposed 
flanks of the enemy fleet from the beam. 
Meanwhile the centre had to hold firm and ’ 
prevent the enemy penetrating the line, . . . . sphttmg tt mto secttons, and pouring into 
the gaps to attack galleys either side of the 
gaps from the beam. This need gave rise to 
the custom of bridling galleys together in 
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the line. 
Ferretto Vicentino and Giachetto Mal- 

aspini add an interesting perspective to the 
othrr major accounts of the battle. They say 
that Charles of Salerno, in his rashnes5 and 
hrry, failed to draw up his forces in proper 
bartlc order but rather led a hcadlor‘g assault 
on Lauria’s fleet. It wab as a consequence of 
this that Lauria, the “wary Icadcr” cuufus 
d~fot) of’ the cnrmy &et, was able I O  ovcr- 
wht.lm him (Virmtino 1726:co1.953: Gia- 
chcrto Malaspini 1726: cots. 1040- I) In any 
cast, the Angcvin fleet would havr had to 
Iravc port in line ahrrad and whether or not 
C:harlcs 5ubarqurntly attempted t O  drdW it 
up in hattk order, in its precipitate pursuit 
of Laurie across thr Gulf of N a p lr a , it un- 
doubtedly brcamc disordcrrd. No fleet could 
I‘OM iat top 5pccd and maintain a propcr 
b.lttIc front, much IW a poorly trained a n c l 

cli\riplincd O II C  likr the Angcvin. Every- 
thing indicates that Laurie turned and 
li.igncd flight a s  w on a\ thr A ng w ~n fl a t  

MI port .md that it5 galleys then simply 
r.tccd ,lftc*r him individually. When hr 
Iurr~ c t l into ,I baltlc front according to hi\ 
p~cconc(%xd plan, thr Angcvin g a lb y 

~ J l Y ~ ~ J ilb ~) simply p i k t l up again\t th<, ccntr( 
ol’ hi\ lint,, Ica;,ing thr wing5 frc*c to over- 
rc..lch tht*m ,:nd attack from thr bc*am on 
IJoth s&s. Hi5 crntrc w a z r&liJrccd by the 
I’W*I~U squadron astern. 

fifteen to eighteen galleys fled and nine to 
thirteen were captured. Giachetto Mal- 
aspini adds that Lauria issued orders to his 
crews to let those who wished to flee do so 
without pursuit, and to strike at the prince’s 
flagship (1726:cols. 1040- 1). This seems 
somewhat strange given that Lauria’s whole 
purpose was to eliminate the Neapolitan 
fleet from the war, not to let it escape to 
fight another day, but nevertheless all the 
chroniclers arc agreed that the Regnicolae 
displayed cowardice and treachery on the 
day and fled, leaving the French to fight 
xlone. And fight they apparently did. Ac- 
cording to the continuator of Saha Mal- 
aspina, in order to give his nimble almu- 
gavars an additional advantage over the 
clumsy French mailed knights, Lauria had 
cooking pot< filled with soap hurled on to the 
French decks to make ihcm slippery (Mal- 
a5pir.a 1792:407). The French wc*re also 
subJcctrd to thr normal barrage of arrows, 
fire bombs, and sulphur. At length all of the 
French galleys were taken, with the cxcep- 
tion of the princes’s flagship whcrc he and his 
mailed nohirs. standing side by side, resisted 
all Aragonc5c attempts tn ovcrcomc’ them. 
He w a s pcr5uadcd to surrender only when 
Lauria sent a diver overboard to hole the 
galley and sink it (Ncocastro 1921 :c.77; 
Desclot 1934 :c..Yi; Spcciale I727 :c.27; Mili- 
oli 1903x.304). 

‘[‘he h i l l t ~(’ Of the c ; U l l ’ O l ’ S i l p l C!, W i lS  

anothrr triumph for L a u;; a ’s  tactics an -1 
handling of hia I~WI as a controlled unit, for 
thr* discipline of hi5 flc*rt, and For the fighting 
ciil;tliti~sofhi~croskhowmcn and almugavars. 
Howr\fc-r. from the point of view of tht* 
\tr;ttc.gir struggh* at h c a it achicvcxl littIc, 
‘I’hc Kc*gnicolacp were undoubtedly more 
Wrrificd of Laurie than cvcr before, but 
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when Charles I arrived at Naples three days accordingly, on 27 July, he established a 
later he still had the eighteen or so Nea- supply base at Rosas, twenty miles to the 
politan galleys which had fled the battle, his north east of Gerona. He had obviously 
new Provencal fleet, what ships had been anticipated such a situation and being well 
built at Gaeta and elsewhere, and the un- aware of the combat ability of the Aragonese- 
touched large Apulian fleet. In a letter to the Sicilian fleet, had expended a great deal of 
pope of 9 June he claimed that his strength money in amassing a large transport fleet 
had been only slightly affected and that he and a powerful combat fleet to protect it 
still had nineteen galleys, one tu~ia’u, and and the maritime supply routes to Narbonne 
three galleons at Naples plus the thirty-four and ,Marseilles. Almost a quarter of the 
galleys and four galleons of the Provencal total cost of the crusade to the king, 
fleet. Five days later, in a letter to Piss, he A;260,465.7.4 tournois, was spent on the fleet 
added mention of twenty-five galleys and (Abregement 1885:517). Reports of the 
seventy [aride at Brindisi and seven more size of Philip’s fleet vary but it was clearly 
taride at Nicotera. On I I June he ordered 
nineteen galleys and two taride from the 
Principato and the Terra di Lavoro pro- 
visioned (Minicri Riccio 1876 :5 12- 16). 
Lauria was in fact forced to beat a hasty 
retreat back to Mrssina after the battle of the 
Gulf and it was not so much that victory, 
brilliant though it was, as Charles’s defeat 
before Reggio in August 1284 which dcci- 
sivcly altered the balance of the struggle. 

Las flormigas : 4 September 1285 

Some fifteen months later Lauria and his 
Aragonesc-Sicilian fleet were off the coast of 
Catalonia. In June 1285 King Philip III of 
France had led an army of about 8,000 
French crusaders over the Pyrenees passes 
into Aragon in support of h i s  uncle Charles 
I’s cause (Strayer 197 I : I 16). On 27 June he 

encamped before Gcrona and settled down 

very large, indeed surprisingly large to sup- 
port an army of only about 8,006 men. 
Muntaner reports a fleet of one hundred 
and fifty galleys and more than one hundred 
and fift: supply ships. Giovanni Villani 
reports 4 fleet of one hundred and twenty 
galleys and other ships and Jacopo d’Oria a 
fleet of one hundred galleys (Muntaner 
1920:298; Villani 18573152; Auria 1929: 
69). However, all three of these chroniclers 
are hopelessly exaggerated in their assess- 
ment of Philip’s land forces (Muntaner: 
18,000 cavalry and “innumerable” foot; 
Villani: 20,000 cavalry and 80,000 foot; 
d’Oria: 20,000 cavalry and an “infinite” 
number of foot) and we may assume, there- 
fore, that their figures for the numbers of 
ships are also inflated considerably. Never- 
theless, a number of sources are agreed that 
the French fleet was dispersed into various 

to lay siege to the town throughout the squadrons with different functions and yet 
summer. Peter III was incapable of meeting that which Lauria engaged at Las Hormigas 
the French in open battle but his forces were was certainly equal in numbers to his own, 
able to cut the French supply lines by land while Raymond Marquet and Berengar 
back CJVCr the Pyrenees to France. Except Mdlol had earlier destroyed a squadron of 
for what he could forage, Philip became some twenty-five galleys and Lauria was to 
dependent an supplies brought in by sea and destroy a further large squadron at Rosas 
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it is not oossible to determine. Neocastro after the victory at Las Hormigas. Although 
no precise figure can be given, a fleet of up 
to one hundred galleys seems probable in 
the light of all the evidence, including the 
enormous sum expended on the fleet. 

At the time of the French invasion of 
Aragon, Lauria and the Aragonese-Sicilian 
fleet were engaged besieging Taranto and 
raiding the Basilicata and southern Apulia 
(Ncocastro 1921 :c.92). In desperate need 
of the fleet to cut the French maritime 
supply lines, Peter wrote on 29 May from 
the pass of Col dc Panissars in the Pyreners, 
where he was engaged in opposing the 
French crossing of the mountains, to James 
in Sicily informing him that he had also 
written to Lauria directly summoning him 
to Catalan waters with twelve laride and 
thirty galleys (La Mantis 1918:no. 78). 
Lauria himself was devoted to his master 
Prtcr III above the Sicilian causr and 
brforc all other men and we may assume 
that he personally would have rractcd to 
Pctcr’s summons with all possible alacrtty. 
But when the summons actually reached 
him on campaign we do not know. Neither 
do we know how difficult it was to break off 

th e  Italian oprrations and how long was rc- 
quired to make the fleet ready for the crossing 
to Catalouia and thr forthcoming campaign. 
Nor do we know whether the Sicilian ad- 
ministration responded rclunctcntly to the 
call from Aragott, fearing that Sicily would 
IX left dcfcncelcss hrlitrc thr still impressive 
hngcvin flrrts in southern Italy. For what- 
(*vc’r reason, the fleet did not Icavc Sicily 
till very latr and thrrc is evidence that Prtrr 
was attnoycd and anxious because of its 
t.trdincss (Nrocastro 1921 :c. 92; Drsclot 
1934:r. 86). 

When c~xac~ly the Iiret rrachcd Barcelona, 

. 
reports that Lauria arrived at Barcelona on 
21 September and that the battle was 
fought on 1 October (Neocastro 1921: 
cc. 93 and 95). But since Philip began the 
French retreat from Ger?na on 13 Septem- 
ber, the battle was obviously fought before 
then. All the other sources say that Lauria 
arrived late in August and that the battle 
was fought early in September. The dates 
given by Desclot seem probable. Lattria 
arrived at Barcelona on or about 23 August 
and stayed there for a week or so. He left on 
Sunday 2 September and the battle was 
fought during the night of 3-4 September, 
probably during the small hours of the 
morning of the fourth before dawn (Desclot 
1934:cc. 93 -4). 

The various reports are no more con- 
sistent with respect to the size of the fleets. 
The figures for J,auria’s fleet range from 
Muntancr’s sixty-six galleys of the Sicilian 
l&t and sixteen Catalan galleys to Dcsclot’s 
thirty galleys ofthc Sicilian fleet and lbttrtrcn 
Catalan gahcys. Those for the French flrct 
range from Ncocastro’s fifty-five galleys to 
the twenty-live of the Annale> de Terre Sainte. 

What consensus may be reached would 
suggest that ligurcs of about thirty Sicilian 
and ten Catalan galleys for Lauria’s fleet 
and about thirty galleys for the French 
llcct arc about right (Ncocastro 1921 :c.93; 
Muntaner 1920:344- 5; Desclot 1934: 
cc.93-4; Rohricht and Raynaud 1884: 
458-9; Manfroni 1902:152). 

Of all Lauria’s battles, that of Las Hormi- 
gas is by far the most dilhcult to reconstruct. 
The various chroniclers are in complete and 
utter disagrrement concerning the partici- 
pants, the preliminary manocuvrings, the 
order of battlc. and even where the battlr 
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Figure 6. Las Hormigar : 4 Srptemhcr 1285. 

took place. Of the three main chroniclers 
of thi battle, Neocastro stands alone. Ac- 
cording to him, King Philip had ordered 
his Cenocsc admirals, John de Orreo and 
Henry dc Mari, to blockade Barcelona with 
forty galleys, On their way south from 
Rosa.5 to Barcelona they beached for the 
night on the north side of Cape St Philip. 

Lauria approached from the south, learnt 
of the presence of the French and recon- 
noitrcd their position undetected. He then 
took about two-thirds of his own fleet oEt 
to sea around the cape, leaving the re- 
maining squadron to move in between the 
French and the land after the main part of 
the Aragonese fleet had challenged them 
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and lured them out to sea to attack (Neo- 
ca5tro 1921 :cc.94-5). Muntaner, on the 
other hand, reports that the Aragonese 
fleet was the onr that was beached. Lauria 
had beached it for the night inshore from 
the rocky is& of Las Hormigas, pre- 
sumably in the bay between Point Castell 
.md Cape SI Sebastian. Hr was on his way 
north in starch of the French flret coming 
down from Kosas. *Just bcforc daybreak the 
Frcsnch passed affshorr and wcrc discrrncd 
bc~~~sc of their night lanterns. Lauria then 
moved out to intcrccpt thrm (Muntancr 
1920:344 5). D~sclot agrcc~ with ncithcr 

Mun~anrr. According to him, 
w  1 s  bcachcd. The French 

llo.1 was al St Fcliu ;Ind was ordrrCt1 by 
Philip IO dcslroy a Ca1;d:tn squadron undw 
K,~ymond MarquCt ilud Hrrmgar M;dll~l 
.II hi I’ol clc Mar south of St Frliu towards 
B.ucc+m;t. On its wa) ii imcountcrcd 11 
\l’Cl~Ild ChtiIJiIIl Ro1iH;i Of four g;lllCyS 1.) 
which ir ga\~~~ chase. Night fc*ll with the 
pnr\uit still in progrw and during the- night 
I~C* <‘;ltidiln flotilla fell in with Lauria’s 
m;tin flc(~. I’ht. attiick was ordc*rcd cvcn 
though it Wil\ night-rime and the batIll* was 
joined ill tht* end of the Grst night watch, 
l)rczumilbIy sornc*whl*rc* south of SC Frliu 
tobards Harcrlona (Draclot 1934:~~. 93 4). 
‘l’h~ othc*r chroniclers add little. although 
Sicrolo Spcci;dtn alsO reports with Muntanrr 
I haIt I ht. hilt~l~ was lijught elf I A S Hormigas 
.~nd PGnncy of Lucra undoubtedly mis- 
~&KY*\ it near Narbonnl* (Spccialr 1727: 
(‘01. 9+!): Plolomc*y of I,UCC;l 1727711 COl. 
I l!K3j. 

ilCClNllll5. Firstly, dicrr 
thv ba~tk’s location. All 

major modem historians, Amari, Manfroni, 
de la Roncitre, and Runciman, foilow 
Muntaner and Specialc in locating the 
battle off Las Hormigas and I am inclined 
to do the same myself, though for no very 
good reason (La RonciCre 1899:194-8; 
hlanfroni 1902: 149: Runciman 19583282; 
Arna~; 1850:209). Secondly, there is the 
problem of whether or not one of the two 
Kccts was beached for the night. If so, it 
stems extremely unlikely to have been the 
French. Neocastro’s story of it being lured 
out to sea by Lauria seems improbable on 
srvcral counts. To brgin with, by this time 
the* reputation of Lauria and his Sicilian 
and Catalan crews was already so great that 
it would sc1.m very unlikely that thr French 
would have rushed hradlong out to meet 
their challrngc* in thr middlr of thr night, 
particularly sincr a numbrr of sources indi- 
catr Iha1 by thr time of the bat& the French 
crews had bcc*n &ously dc*plctcrl by discasc, 
the acrivitic*s of Catalan privateers, and a 
bat& IOSI carlicr IO R.lymond Marquct and 
Hcrcngar Mallol (Ncocastro 1921 :cc. 92 and 
97; Dc~lot 1934:c.85; Muntancr 1920: 
330; Spccialc* 1727: C O IS. 947-8; Plolomcy 
of l.ucc;t 1727a: col. 1193). Morcovcr, vir- 
tually the onr point concerning thr bat& 
that aII the major sources arc ;Igrcl*d upon 
is that bcforc the. attack Lauria hoisted 
lantrrns to thr mastheads of his ships. 
Muntaner, Jacopo d’0ria and Sprcialc 
report that hc hoisted scvcral lanterns on 
each ship in order to give a false imprrssion 
ofstrcngth (Mumancr 1920:345; Ncocastro 
1921 :c.95; Dcsclot 1934: c.94; Auria 1929: 
69; Spccialr I727 : col. 949). Such an action 
could hardly have been dcsignrd to lure an 
c*ncmy out to rhc attack at night. To have 
done that onr would exprcc some action of 
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designed to give a false impression of weak- 

attempted to give a false impression of his 

ness rather than strength. If, however, it was 
Lauria’s fleet which was beached for the 

own strength by hoisting lanterns to the 

night, or if, as Desclot reports, it was not 
beached but merely came upon the French 

mastheads of his ships wirh the intent of 

at sea during the night, events make much 
more sense. Having discerned the French 

inducing some of the enemy fleet to flee, 

fleet and ascertained its numbers, Lauria 

lcaving the remainder outnumbered. If this 

reports that the battle was joined when 
Lauria drove his galley at the beam of a 

battle formation of line abreast. Numbers 

Provencal one, rolling it over and sweeping 
all the oarsmen and marines on that side 

of French galleys were either destroyed by 

of it into the sea. This would indicate that 
Lauria caught the French sailing in line 

fire or sunk and, apart from the ten or so 

ahead or at least that their dispositions were 
disorganized and not ordered in the normal 

which escaped, the rest were captured, 
probably to the number of about fifteen to 

scenario is correct, then the plan sepms to 
have workrd. Ncocastro, Spccialr, Desclot, 
and Muntaner all agree that part of the 
French fleet fled. Ncocastro and Specialc 
say that it was Henry de Mari who fled, 
Dcsclot mrrcly that it w + twelve French 
galleys, and Muntancr I~ at it was sixteen 
Gmoesc galleys (Neocas.ro 1921 :c. 95; 
I&clot 1934: c. 94; Speciale 1727: col. 949; 
Muntancr 19?0:345). In a lcttcr to King 
S;mcho i’r’ of Cn\tilc, Peter himself said 
that it ww the Cmo~rsc admiral John dc 
OrrCcJ ,  known as E~OIUJ, who cscapcd 
(Carini 1834:60-2, and La Roncic’rc 
1399:199 liar the idcntilication of Esco/ur 
with John C!V Orrc,o) i L s,~ms most probable 
tha: Lauria’s fleet C;WW out from the land 
lo  wc~*l  the French who wcrc further out to 
sea, His ffcct m;tv h.tvc been bcachcd for 

twenty (Neocastro 1921 :c. 95; Desclot 1934: 
344-50). 

In thr middle ages, naval warfare at 
night was most unusual (Rodgers 1939:137; 
Dollcy 1953:327). Yet Lauiia seems to 
have had an uncanny facility to USC the 
night to strategic advantage. At Malta and 
at Las Hormigas he actually attacked in thr 
early hours of the morning, while at the 
Gulf of Naples he carried out his critical 
preliminary manoeuvrcs through the night. 
At Capr Orlando and Ponza in 1299 and 
1300 hc would again use the night for the 
same purpose. One possible explanation of 
this facility, which gave him a great tactical 
advantage over his enemies, I:es in the 
qualities of his almugavars. As we have seen, 
they formed the main bcdy of fighting - - 
marines in Lauria’s fleets. Thev were rc- 

the night or it ‘may mcrcly have been 
I 

nowncd for their ability to fight and man- 
cruising north hugging the coast. oruvrc at night. In his Liber dejmc (Cottron 

Dccails of the rngagd*ment arc complrtcly 1912:83), Ramon Lull wrote that: 
lacking with the exception of thr fact that . . . ,h,, ,,lmugilvilrs . . arc lbotaoldirn skillrd in thr 
it was fi>ught at night and that both Nco- uw or lat~crs, mieilva, .utd \hirlds and who rangr far 

Castro and Dcsclot report that the. French and wide by dq and night. Of thcrr mm thcrr is a 

imitated the Catalan sienals and baltlc cries prc.;lt nunlhcr in Catalonia, Aragon, and Cn4lc*. 

in nn effort lo  confuir the issue or 10 break 
through Lauria’s lint lo  c’scape. Dcsclot 

The continuator of Saba Malaspina also 
refers to this reputation of the almugavars 
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for night warfare, describing them as 
“ravishing wolves moving under the black 
darkness” (Malaspina 1792:39O). Certainly, 
reading the various chronicles of the War 
of the Vespers, one can hardly but be struck 
by the number of attacks launched by the 
Aragonesc and Sicilians both by land and 
sra, at night or at daybreak after they had 
manocuvrcd into position through the night. 
At Las Hormigaa, as at Malta, and probably 
at the Gulf of Naples, Lauria derived great 
advantage from this particular skill of his 
main combat marines. 

the remaining French ships at Rosas, cutting 
Philip’s maritime supply lines completcl) 
ancl forcing him to abandon the siege of 

After the battle he attacked and destroyed 

harrying the French and Angevins there. 
In his absence the Sicilian fleet had been 

of a combat fleet, labouring on the ships 

allowed to deteriorate. The only activities 
of which WC hear are those of a squadron 

himself (Neocastro 1921: c. 1 IO). 

of twelve Sicilian galleys under Berengar de 
Sarriano which raided Capri and Procida 

Despite his exertions, his absence and the 

on 8 June 1286 and of another of twenty 
galleys under Berengar de Villaragttt which 
made a cruise to Brindisi and Corfu from 
June to October 1286 (Neocastro 1921: 
cc. 102 and 104; Muntaner 1921:372-3). 
When Lauria returned to Sicily in the spring 
of 1287, he had personally to galvanize the 
arecna! at Messina into frantic preparation 

Grrona and rctrcat to France: a retreat 
which brramc a rout and at the end of 
which Philip himself died. Las Hormigas 
W;L\ the drcisivc battle of Philip’s Aragonesr 
crusade. Had Lauria lost it, the history of thr 

lack of initiative shown by the Aragoncsc 
administration in Sicily had given the 
Angcvins time in which to put thc*ir plans 
into full operation and this time Lauria was 
unable to prevent that which hc had feared 

crown of Aragon (JVCT the nrxt fifty years and successfully avoidrd in 1284: the con- 
might well havr bran very diffrrcm. junctur r’thc Angrvin Apulian and Princi- 

patan flcc*ta. Late in April 1287 the Apulian 

‘TIIc~ Ha& I!/‘ thp 6unl.t : .Ka$eJ 23 June 1287 fleet under Reynaid III Quarrel, count of 
Avrlla, sailed from Brindisi with orders to 

8) thr spring of 1287 the Angcvin causr at attack the city of Augusta on thr cast co.ast 
\(‘.I had rccovcrcd greatly. Although Charlrs of Sicily. Hc arrived on I May and occupied 
I ww IlCJW drad and Charlrs of Salerno was the town and caatlr. (Spccialc 1727: coi. 953). 
still hrld PrisoI,f*r in Aragon, the Angrvin Iiing Jamrs and Lauria responded to the 
,tdminibtration at Naples, acting with vig- landing at Augusta with a two-pronged 
orous papal backing, had made major prep 
drations for ii new assault on Sicily, At 
8rindi:G an Apulian flrrt of about forty 
q:,~llrys had bran rradird, whilr at Sorrento 

thrust. James advanced overland from Mcs- 
sina while Lauria readied the fleet at 
Messina and then sailed for Augusta on the 
night of 12- I3 May (Ncocastro 1921 : c. 110, 

rhea Ilc~t of thr Prinripato, numbering pcr- p. 92). Hc* arrived before James and in 
h,tps lilrty-three, galleys plus support vrssc*ls, furious lighting drove the AngcGns from 
h,ttl al\o brrn put into battlr condition. the town, bottling them up in the castle. 
itlt.;tnwhil(o Laurie had bcrn absent from Following this initial success, he learned 
Sicilian watcfz in Cat;llOlli;t and IAngUCtkJC from two captured Dominican friars that 
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Figure 7. rhc* H;IIIIV of thr Countr: N;~plr* 23 Junr 1287. 

the attack on Am, rota had IF.’ rely been a 
f&t and that thr Apulian fleet had sailed 
from Augusta after diecmbarking its troops 
and had made a circuit of Sicily to the west 
before doubling back into the Tyrrhcnian 
Sea (Ncocastro 1921: c. 110, pp. 92-3). 
While Lauria had bctn occupied at Messina 
with the threat to Augusta, what he had 
always fcarcd most had been quietly 
achicvcd. The Angtvins had brought to- 

gethcr an armada of over eighty galleys and 
tart% at Castcllamare, intending to launch 
an invasion of Sicily at Mazara de1 Vallo. 
Lauria, however, knew only that the Apulian 
fleet had sailed west around Sicily into the 
Tyrrhcnian. His subsequent actions indicate 
that he did not know its destination or 
plans. When James arrived at Augusta, the 
two men discussed the position and, after 
some hesitation because James wanted to 
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retain Lauria’s crews for the assault on 
castle, it was decided to send the 
to search for the Apulian fleet and flcrt off 

attempt to destroy it. Late In May or early 
in June Lauria returned to Mcssina to 
rrinforcc the fleet and then spent some two 
wcckb searching the Tyrrhenian for Quarrel, 
but not finding him until he arrived at 
C:a\t~*llamar~ on 16 June (Nrocastro 1921 : 
c. I I!), pp. 94-9; Sprci.tlc 1727: co!. 954; 
Mnnfroni 1902:159-61). 

M’ith the two Angrvin flcc’t5 combined, 
tbc Apt&n undtnr Quarrel and the Princi- 
pittitn under Nariot de TOUCY, Lauria ~a5 

.I 

outnumbrrrd. 
of the Counts’ 

forthcoming 
many ways 

hi\ fincxt and most spcctacttlar ~:ictory, M’r 
kno\\ (hilt the combined Angrvin fleets 
numbcrcd over eighty ships. Niccolo 
Spcci,tlc rcporth thirt scvt~nty of these came 
(131 :(I giw hltk ;kg;iinst Lauriil’s forty 

(I 727 : col. 9.54). Ncorastro rrports that 
i\ ht.11 I.attria hIi M&na li)r Augusta hc 
b.~tl only li)rty gall<*ys and that when hc* 
\tx.rt.tly rcconnoitrc*cl the* Angcvin kt at 
(:.t~tc*llamarc~ ht. counted cighly-four g;dkys 

AMI  Imidr (1921 : c. I IO). .JilCCJp(J d’Oria 
cl.lint\ that the An,;cvin flc*c.ts numbered 

the Principato and Apulia 
wcr(* more at Nanlrs while 

I..iuri.t’s fhact compri~cd only hrly-tWlJ gal- 
Icy\ (1929:80). C&arc1 dr Momcal, the 
‘l’t~mplar of Tyrc, numbers Lauria’s flc.rt .It 
litrty-lijur galleys (I 887 :230). GiCJVilMli Vii- 

Iani, li)llowing Jacopo tl’Oria, numbrl5 thr 
:\nacvin flrct at sixty galleys and Lauria’s 
$11 .I mcerc fi>rty-five (1857: 1.37). Knowing 
1h.11 the two Angcvin Rccts numbered closer 
IO eighty than to the sixty rep(Jrtd by d’oria 

I’illani, the consensus is that L.turia 
outnumbc*rcd by about two t0 mu’. Thrscs 

figures make the most unusual Angevin 
tactics in the subsequent battle compre- 
hr nsible. 

As in 1284 Lauria enticed the Angevins 
out of their unassailable pozition in port by 
demonstration. According to Villani, he 
bombarded the coast with missiles and 
approached close enough to the Angevin 
positions to siing them with cries and rude 
insults. Neocastro and Jacopo d’Oria both 
agree that he sent heralds to the Angevin 
regent, Count Robert of Artoir, formally 
challenging battle. Although Villani, 
Ptolomcy of Lucca, d’Oria, and Speciale 
all placc thr Angevin fleet in port at Naples 
and Neocastro alone places it at Castel- 
Iqmare, the latter has by far the most com- 
plcte description of the battle. Amari and 
Ahhnfr~Jni both Follow Ncocastro in this and, 
givtan the outlino~ which WC* have oi the lead 
up IO the battlr, Cartrllamarc 5e1 ms most 
likely. In any event Lauria succeeded ant! on 
23 June. thr Angcvin fleet came out. 

Unlikr as in 1284, Lauri,i had now hem in 
the Gulf of Nitpks for a wc.ck and could not 
hope I.) disguise his nu.nbcrs. Probably 
Robert of Artois was rnticc,d into battlc by 
knowlrdgr of his own suprrior numbrrs as 

much as by Lauria’s insults and depreda- 
tions. It is this which rxplains his very 
strangr order of battle. Instead of drawing 
up his flit in the convczttional crescent 
moon battle front hr surrounded his fiag- 
ship with two gallrys fore and aft and four on 
cithrr side. The galleys of each of the 
squadron commanders, the count of Avrlla, 
the count of Bticnnt*, the count of Mont- 
pcllier, the count of Aquila, Count Jean de 
Joinvillr, and Count Guy of Monlfort, were 
c.tch surrounded in the same way, although 
perhaps without thr two galleys in advance. 
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Two tari& carried the Angevin and papal 
banners. Such a battle line would have made 
up a line of sixty-three galleys with some 
perhaps held in reserve or perhaps with 
another twelve 111 pairs in advance of the 
galleys of the squadron commanders. Neo- 
Castro’s text is unclear (1921 :c. I 10, p. 99). 
The Angevin line would have easily over- 
reached the wings of Lauria’s lirrp and yet 
the intent seems to have been to Irt each 
squadron operate as an independent 
‘phalanx’ capable of crashiug through a 
section of Lauria’s line and destroying it. 
Given their numerical superiority the plan 
seems to have been a good one. What went 
wrong it is difficult to say, although Villani 
reports that, as In 1784, Lauria feigned Bight 
until he was six miles from land, by which 
time :he Angevin battle front was dis- 
orderer and dispersed (1857:157). On the 
one hand, Villani may have been confusing 
this battle with that of 1584, in which 
Lauria definitely did employ this tactic. 
But on the other hand, Niccolo Spccialr also 
reports this feigned flight (1727:col. 954). 
Ptolomev of Lucca also seems to confuse the 
battle Gith that of 1284. Hc reports that 
Lauria gamed the victory quodam ivgenio, 

seizing a position to windward 0111 to .~*a 
and with the sun at his back (1727a: col. 
1195). Ncocastro does not support this 
scenario at ail, but he does have other 
information. Lauria assigned different func- 
tions (0 selected groups of almugavars: 
some to guard the Aragonrse standards and 
othrrs to strike for the enemy standards, to 
defend the forecastles and poops, to throw 
rocks,to shoot arrows, to grapple the enemy 
ships with iron chains, and trj board. His 
fleet was to suffer patiently the first enemy 
attack and to absorb each Angevin thrust, 

waiting until they were weary before 
counter-attacking. In this his tactics seem 
similar to those used at M&a in 1283. 
When they did counter-attack they were to 
strike at the Angevin galleys’ oars and smash 
them (j’ussit itaque in memos perccrlfere) (192 1 : 
c. 111, p. 100). This again suggests a dis- 
ordered Angevin line which made it possible 
for Lauria’s galleys to attack from the beam. 
When the Aragoncse approached, the 
Angevin fleet came out to meet them from 
the land. One of Lauria’s captains, William 
Trara, moved ahead of the line and was 
surrounded by four Angevin galleys. Then 
the galleys of Milazzo, Lipari, and Trapani 
struck at the Angcvin fleet followed by those 
of Cefalh, Eraclea, l,icata, and Sciacca *nd 
William Trara was rescued. The Mcssincse 
poured stones and missiles into the Angcvin 
Beet (Ncocastro 1921 :c. 111, p. 100). Villam 
says that Lauria’s galleys struck specifically 
at the galleys of thr French counts com- 
manding the squadrons because, although 
the French knights were valiant and upright 
in arms, they were not used to battle at sea 
(1857:157). By all accounts the battle was 
hard, lasting most of the day, but rvcntually 
the Angevins were overcome. According to 
Spccialc and Villani, the Geuoese admiral 
Henry de Mari, who had previously fled 
from Lauria at Las Hormigas, again flr>d 
with a squadron ofGcnoese galleys. Approxi- 
mately forty Angevin galleys were captured 
and amongst the 5,000 prisoners were the 
admiral Narjot de Toucy al:d many of the 
counts and barons; from which fact the 
battle gained its name (Neocaslro 1921: 
c. Ill, p. 101; Auria 1929:80; Speciale 
1727: col. 954; Monreal 1887:230). 

The Battle of the Cou Its took the heart 
out of the Angevin cause. Charles of Salerno 
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was still a prisoner in Aragon. The fleets of 
the Regno had been decimated. The flower 
of the French nobility who had followed the 
Angevins to Italy had been killed or taken 
prisoner. The army at Augusta surrendered 
when news of the defeat reached it. The 
Rcgnicolae were more terrified than ever 
of Lauria and his forces and serious civil 
disaffection wracked the Rcgno. From the 
point of view of the Sicilians, Lauria should 
have gone on to capture Naples. But instead 
ofdoing so he concluded a truce with Robert 
of Artois and ransomed his prisoners for 
heavy sums which he used to pay his crews, 
whose wages wrre heavily in arrears. For 
thi\ hr was much blamed bv the Sicilians 
.UKI from this point on their chronicles 
bc-rams cxtremcly antagonistic towards him. 
However, horn documents extant in the 
.Irchivcs of the Corona de Aragon in Barcelona, 
iI \ccams most probable that Lauria was 
.1&q with the knowlcdgc of the new king 
01 Ar:lqon, Atlbnso 1 (Carini 1884:212- 14; 
1.a Mantia 1908.m). 16; La Mantia 1918: 
III)\. 16! 3, I67 and 181). Alfonso had 
many probtrm\ at home in Aragon and 
( :;ttalonia and may wrll have desired a 
Irucc. Laurie may have hrcn Italian by 
birth but hc wax Aragoncsc by upbringing 
.mcl his loyaltics w(-rc to the royal house of 
.\r;tgon. All his actions suggest that For him 
111~ Sicilian cau~ was very much a secondary 
conxidcration. Whc*n Aragonrsr and Sicilian 
inlc.rc.xt\ bc*gan to ctivcrgr <luring the reigns 
of‘ Atlimso itnd of James II of Sicily, thr 
I\\0 \,onh of PcWr It I, Lauria hrgan to 
.~t>i~tltton the Sicilian cau\c. In ait prob- 
:it)itity in I287 h(* was acting under dirt+ 
tion% from Atfijnso. For him to havr COII- 
c~tu&*tl a truce with the* Angcvins without 

able, To begin with his hatred of the 
Angevins was still undoubtedly intense, and 
secondly, he could not have hoped to have 
retained his command as admiral had he 
doneso (Manfroni 1902:164). 

Cape Orlando: 4 July 1299 

In 1288 Charles of Salerno was released 
from captivity in Aragon and returned to 
the Regno, where he was crowned as King 
Charles II of Sicily in 1289. Alfonso died in 
1289 and was succeeded by his brother 

James, who went to Aragon, leaving Sicily 
under the regency of his mother Constance 
and his younger brother Frederick. On 
12 June 1295 James and Charles II con- 
cludcd a pcacc under papal auspices by 
which Sicily was to bc handed over to the 
papacy. Aragon and Angevin Naples bc- 
came attics. Thr peace suited the current 
needs of both Aragon and Naples but 
predictably received a hostile reception in 
Sicily. The Sicilians hatrd the papal backers 
of the Angevin cause as much as they hated 
the Angrvins themselves. When Frederick 
decided to maintain the Sicilian cause and 
his own ambitions against the desires of 
James and was crowned king of Sicily at 
Palrrmo on 12 December 1295, Roger of 
Lauria found himself in an invidious posi- 
tion. On the one hand his main loyalty had 
always been to the crown of Aragon and, as 
part of the general reconciliation between 
Aragon and the papacy, hc had already 
brcn rcconcilcd to the Church through 
James’s negotiations and had accompanied 
him to Rome in June 1295. On that occasion, 
according to Niccolo Speciale, Boniface VIII 
had greeted him with the words: “Arc you 
that enemy of the Church who has taken the 
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life of so many by the sword ?” To which appointments were confirmed by Charles II 
Lauria had replied: “Father, this was done in 1298 (Fullana Mira 1923; 87 n. 3; Minieri 
because you and your predecessors gave Riccio 1863:61, 67 and 70; Anonymous 
cause” (Speciale 1727 :col. 961). Bold words, 1717: col. 50). 
but Boniface had not allowed them to sway The war was to drag on inconclusively 
him from his purpose of winning Lauria until brought to a temporary halt by the 
over. On 11 August 1295 he granted to him treaty of Caltabellotta of 31 August 1302. 
as a papal fief the islands of Djerba and But in this final period of his life Lauria was 
Kerkema off the Tunisian coast which to gain two more outstanding victories. 
Lauria had previously seized for Peter III Towards the end of June 1299 James at- 
in 1284 (Raynaldus 1749: anno 1295 $37 : tempted a landing in Sicily with a fleet con- 
Thomas 1884: nos. 810 and 811; Delaville le sisting of twelve Angevin galleys, forty-six 
Roulx 1899: no. 4290; M as Latrie 1868: no. Aragonesc galleys, and a number of supply 
20). Lauria’s acceptance of the papal fief ships. His intent seerrs to have been to land 
and his participation in James’s negotiations somewhere on the north coast of the island, 
reflected his primary loyalty to the house of perhaps at Patti. Now, after Lauria had 
Aragon and to his Catalan and Aragonese moved over to the Aragonese-Angevin cause, 
comrades in arms. On the other hand, he Frederick had needed to replace him as 
had not yet abandoned his loyalties to admiral and had engaged the renowned 
Frederick and to his old Siciiian _ *lies. For Gcnoese sailor Conrad d’Oria. Frederick 
over a year he wavered, fighting valiantly and d’Oria learnt of James’s intentions and 
in the Sicilian cause and yet at the same put to sea together from Messina with a 
time Harking to try to bring Frederick fleet of forty Sicilian galleys in an axempt to 
around to accept James’s solutions. Only smash the invasion at sea before it could 
when all hope of doing so was lost, and when cvcr land in Sicily. However, James and 
Frederick had become so cstrangcd from Lauria outpaced them and made landfall at 
him that his position had become untcnablc, St Marco di Val Dcmonc near Cape Orlando 
did Lauria yield to James’s blandishments. before they could be intercepted. When 
Already on 16 January 1296 James had Frederick arrived on 3 July, he found 
offered him restoration of all his honours if Lauria’s fleet beached in a defensive posi- 
he wou.d return to Aragonese service (Finkc tion, stern to the shore, just as Lauria had 
1908: no. 23). In January 1297 hc left Sicily himself found the Proveqals at Malta 
for good in the train ofQucen Constance and seventeen years earlier. But Lauria was not 
accompanied her to Rome for the marriage to be so easily lured out of his superior 
of her daughter Violantc to Robert of tactical position as they had been. For the 
Calabria, Charles II’s son and heir (Speciale first time in his career he had all the ad- 
I727 : ~01s. 991-2). She also had despaired of vantages on his side. While James was 
Frederick’s cause by this time. In Rome technically in command of the tleet, it is 
Lauria changed sides. On 2 April 1297 clear that he did not interfere with the 
James confirmed his appointment as admiral handling of it by his, by now famous, 
of Cal.donia, Valencia, and Sicily, The admiral. Frederick, on the other hand, in- 
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cxprirncrd as hr was, foolishly usurped the 
conduct of his Sirilian fletst from thr cx- 
pcri~nccd d’<)ria. Morc*ovc*r, hc- wa caught 
in ;I difficult txtiral situation, of which 
,Jam(*s ;~ncl Iatria must have brcn only 
IOO wdl awarc~. In or&r to smash thr in- 
vaion hc had to attack. Hc could not allow 
the- landing IO br romplctcd hrcausc if hc 
did w h(* would then hc forced to return to 
lM4n;l to try tn rnc*c-t thr invasion on Id 
.md would havr to Ic~c Lauria’s fleet 
tmtouchcd. Hc hat1 indTicient rcsnurc(-s to 

maintain his fleet on station off Cape 
Orlando and at the same time raise u land 
force large enough to attack the invaders 
from the land. Returning to Mcssina would 
have takrn time and would have enabled 
thr Aragonrsc and Angcvins to consolidate 
their position on land bcforc Fredcrick could 
collect forces and march to oppose them. 
The moment that he had decided to sztil from 
Mcssina tcJ oppose the invasion at sea, 
Fredcrick had committed himself to attack- 
ing. RUI now hc found himsclfoutnumbcrcd 
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and with his enemy in a secrore defensive 
msition which. as was shown in the case of 
ae Provenqal ‘position at Malta, gave the 
latter all the advantages. Moreover, having 
effected his landing and knowing that Fred- 
crick had either to attack or to aliow the 
invasion to become consolidated, Lauria 
had no incentive at all to abandon his 
position of strength. 
That Frederick’s position was strategically 

weak is indicated by his manoeuvrings as 
reported by Niccolo Speciale. On 3 July 
he launched a disorganized preliminary 
assault (nam~andi ordincm aspcrnantes) on the 
Aragonese which was easily beaten off (1727 : 
col. 1000). A report on the battle written by 
James a!ierwards says that at this stage the 
Aragoncsr-Angcrin fleet could not move 01~: 
to attack the Sicilians because of contrary 
winds (Finke 19OS:no. 43), but Lauria would 
hardly have wished to do so in any case. 
Frederick then stood off to wait for re- 
inforcements: eight galleys from Mazara 
de1 Vallo which he knew to be on their way 
from the west and to have passed Cefalti. 
Lauriat position was impregnable, Specialc 
reports, enhanced by his galleys being con- 
nc*cted (1, the shore (cum ratibus il!is rcligatis 
ad fifora) (1727: col. MOO). Manfroni in- 
terprets this as indicating that Lauria had 
built f l y in g b rid g e s fro m his gallcyr’ sterns 
to the beachesalthough it may mean ncr more 
than that they were secured to the shore by 
cables or that they had thci: landing bridges 
lowered (see Fig. 3). Not even if Frcdcrick 
had had the renowned Gcnocse and Vene- 
tians with him could he have hoped to pre- 

a position, rays Specialr vail against such 
(1727: col. 1000). 
These preliminaries occupied the aftcr- 

noun of 3 July until nightldl. Frederick 

was then forced to pass a stormy night at 
sea while Lauria and his crews sent it in s 
relative comfort ashore. During the evening 
and the night James disembarked his horses, 
sick, non-combatants, and supplies and re- 
inforced the galleys with garrisons brought 
in from castles in the Val Demone. Bv dawn 
they must have been stripped to tie bare 
bones of maximum combat efficiency. On 
4 July, after the arrival of the galteys from 
Cefalh, Frederick attacked. Laurie had his 
fleet still in the shallows in a defensive 
position drawn up in the traditionai crescent 
moon formation with the galley! bridled 
together. The Sicilians also came in in a 
brYdi( d crescent mmn formation and the 
battle seems to have opened at a distance 
with a missile exchange which labted for a 
considerable time and during which the 
oarsmen on their cxposcd benches suffered 
heavily on both sides. Since Lauria’s fleet 
was still in the shallows and presumably 
could use its anchors as well as its oarsmen 
to maintain station, and therefore could 
have kept the latter under cover to some 
rxtcnt, and since Lauria as usual had the 
considerable i+dvantage at this stage. of the 
battle of his Catalan crossbowmen, we may 
assume that the Sicilians Fuffercd more 
heavily in the missile exchange. Late in the 
day one of Frederick’s captains, Gombaldus 
de Intcnciis, cut his galley free from the 
bridles and attacked Lauria’s line. Engaging 
onr galley at the prow, he was immediately 
surrounded by the two on either side. The 
remaining Sicilian galleys then came in 
after him with Frederick himself unsuccess- 
fully trying to board James’s flagship. For 
about three hours a general m216e raged 
until de lntenciis was killed and a reserve 
squadron of six fast galleys which Lauria 
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had stationed apart (perhaps out of sight 
arouni! the cape) attacked the Sicilians 
from the rear. This tactic, also used by 
Lauria at the Gulf of Naples in 1284 and 
perhaps at Las Hormigas in 1285, broke 
the Sicilian resistance. Six galleys fled and 
then, when, according to Speciale, Frederick 
himself was knocked unco&cious. his nobles 
drcided to get him away and another 
twclvc galleys escaped. The rest were sur- 
rounded and captured (1727: col. 1004). 
Ptolomey of Lucca, howcvcr, says that 
Frcdrrick did not lose consciousness and 
thal hr himsclfgavc the ordrr to flee (I 727b: 
tol. 1303). This latter is morr probable 
since in a letter 10 Messina announcing and 
explaining the defcAt Fredcrick made no 
.Ittrmpt to avoid responsibility for the flight. 
Hr did not mention being knocked un- 
conscious and attributed his dcfcat 10  a 
disorganized attack which prcvcntcd all the 
Sicilian galleys engaging in the final m&Se 
(. . . accidenat, quid tam galea in qua eramus, 

mullae galeae nosttae, . . . sic intra seipsas 

involntae et impeditae Jhelunt, qucid aliqua 

cpwrum contra pledictas galeas hostium pugnare 

non potuit.) (Anonymous I7 I7 : col. 53; Lunig 
173.5: cols. 4.51 4). This bccm\ to f i t  britt-r 
rhc scenario which ought to  have rcsuhrd 
horn dc Inicnciis’s prcmaturc thrust ai  the 
:\l;lgollcsc~-Angcvin lint and from the dis- 
clrganizcd ; IM;I U I~  d thr galleys which fol- 
Ioticd him. Sixtrcn 10 cightcrn of his galleys 
\\crc- caprured, Frrdrrick said. Thr real 
twxpcd (Anonymous I7 I7 : cols. 52- 3; 
Sl)ccialr 1727: ~01s. LOO@4; Villani 1857: 
179; &minelli 1902:91 ; Manfroni 1902: 
I 79 - 82 ; Finkr I9!!6). 

I I  m; ty  well have been that Jamrs in Ih  

.dltjwcd his brother to c~apc. Writing to 
Jamc-\ in I301 ( Lauria rrmindrd him that 

before Cape Orlando Jams% had wanted 
to avoid battle and leave Sicily but that he, 
Lauria. had wnuaded him that to do so 
would -be agAnst 

1908: no. 
the honour of his house 
73). In the same year 

James’s procuratz at Rome, Gerald dc 
Albalato, writing to James, rcportcd it as 
Bonifacc VIII’s bclicfthat Lauria had made 
contact with Frederick at Cape Orlando, 
promising him much, and that he would 
only have done so with James’s authority 
(Finkc 1908: no, 71). James seems to have 
bern reluctant to givi battlc lo his own 
brother and when the moment of his defeat 
came, hc apparently 1c.t him rscapr. A 
private lcttcr written by Natalis Raynrrius, a 
jurist, to one of Jamrs’s scribes, dacl*d 
29 August 1299, reports :I lcttcr of Lauria’s 
to thr pope in which hc claimrd Ihal 
Frc-dc-rick cc td have* bcrn capture-d had 
Jamrs so wishrd (, . . scripsit pipe, quod si 

dominus t ex voluisset, Fredericus Jiuk~et captus.) 

(Fink< 1908: no. 47). This theory that 
Lauria would have captured Frrdcrick hut 
w.tz prc-vc*nrcd from doing .so by Ji1mc.s is alro 
supported by Villani, Ptolomq of I.u c c x , 
and Frrrcuo Viccntino (Villani 1857 : ! 79, 
Pu~lomcy of Lucca I727b: Sol. 1303; 
ViwnGno 1726: cot\. 959. 60). 

During rhc Ibllowing winter, Frrdc*rick man- 
iIg’.d t 0 C O ~ l t i l i I l  yuitr ri lai ly thr Angcvin in- 
v ; l s i o m  of  Sicily. Although huriil wii.z in- 
volvcd in thcsc campaigns by land and 
distinguished him&’ :IS usual, hr did not 
h‘lvc the ovc-rail command and was not 
abIt* to prcvmt thcsir collapse-. On I Novem- 
b1.r 1299, i I t  Falconaria in wcstcrn Sicily, 
Frc*dt*rick’s ~ucccss was assurc*d when he 
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annihilated an invasion force under Charles 
H’s fourth son, Philip of Taranto, which 
had been landed at Cape Lilibco from forty 
galicys. After this disaster Lauria returned 
to Naples to gather reinforcements. Mran- 
while Frederick had entrusted the rccon- 
stitution of the Sicilian fleet to d*Oria who, 
by the following spring, had succeeded in 
collecting twenty-seven Sicilian galleys and 
five more Ghibcllinc onrs from Ccnoa. 
After Cape Orlando James had returned to 
Aragon, taking with him the Aragoncsc 
army and prcsumahly a considerable pro- 
portion of the Aragoncsr fleet to transport it. 
Although hc left some galleys with Lauria, 
the lattrr must have ken far more drpmd- 
cnt on squadrons from thr Rcgno than he 
had been to this point. There seems little 
doubt that the quality of the Angevin crews 
was no bcttrr now than it ever had been 
and although they now had a naval genius 
to lead and train them, Lauria probably 
rc*nosc*d littlc conlidrncr in them. Onlv this 
explains his subscqucnt timidity. 

In Iatr May or early Junr 1300 

I 

d*Oria 
took the* ofinsivc. Hc cruised up thr coast 
of the Principato and into the Gulf of 
N;tplc*s wht-rc he Found Lauria with a flrrt 
of forty gaallcys safe in the haven of Naples 
ha&our. For thr first and only time in his 
caret-r Laurie rcfuscd battIc when chal- 
icngcd. Givtn that his gcct of forty already 
outnumbrrc~d d’oria’s thirty-two gallrys, 
this decision can only bt* c*xpl;tincd by lack of 
confide-ncr in the crews. Although hc had 
bcatcn the Sicilians at Cap? Orlando, thr 
battlt* had bcrn long and hard and hr had 
had the i~dvantagt*s of i t  markrd superiority 
in numbers, Cat&n C r~ J s!h I J WIII c v I, and his 
almttgavitrs, His numcricd superiority w.u 
now only slight and hc almost certainly had 

few Catalan crossbowmen and almugavan,. 
Hc also had a very healthy respect for th- 
bellicosity of his battle-hardened old Sicilian 
allies. Rather than accept the challenge, he 
chose to wait for the arrival of an expected 
squadron of twelve more galleys from Apulia 
(Speciale 1727 :col. 1024). D’Oria withdrew 
to the islands offshore to ravage them, a 
tactic which Lauria himself had used suc- 
cessfully in 1284 and 1287 to excite Angevin 
passions and draw them out to battle. But 
on this occasion the tactic misfired for in the 
absence ofthc Sicilians the Apulian squadron 
was able to creep into Naples, probably 
coming into the gulf between Capri and 
Point Campanella and hugging the south 
shore around past Sorrcnto and Castcl- 
lamarc to Naples. After thr arrival of a 
further scvcn galleys of the Crnorsc Gurlf 
family of the Grimaldi, bitter cucmics of the 
d’Orias, Lauria obviously considcrrd that 
his fleet had been sufficiently stiff&cd to 
cope with the Sicilians (Sprcialc 1727: col. 
1025). Hr came o u t  t o  give battlr, catching 
them off the island ofZannonc in thr Pontinc 
group (Finke 1922: no. 88). 

The Sicilians wrrr now caught in a very 
difficult tactical position. They wcrc badly 
outnumbered, and faced a fleet for whose 
commander, if not crews, they no doubt 
had very great rcspcct. Wiser heads amongst 
thrm, headed by Palmcrio Abbas, urged 
rctrcat to Sicily. But, as was so often the case 
in the middle ages in similar circumstances, 
the bcllicosc faction prevailed by attacking 
their opponmts with stinging accusations, 
of cowardice no doubt. Once committed bv 
the decision of his council 
d’Oria dccidcd to chance all 

I 

of captains, 
on an assault 

on Lauria’s flagship and a quick capture of 
the Angcvin standards; the same principle 
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of;itta~k thilt Lauria h;d USC~ iit the Battle 
OF the Count*. Lauria, howrvc-r, liustratcd 
the plan by prcvcnting d’oria’s gallry grap- 
pling with his own. What Spc=cialc*‘s tc-xt 
hccms to say i\ that hc* avoided mcrting 
d’Oria’s galley at the prow and h-t it slide 
past his own hram until its prow and beak 
w(*r(* IIVI with his own stq m (. . , ilk quidem 

occur.wm cofrlta venien1i.t ptoh’e aslu devilnns, 

/IPI a~jdus~ris gubernnntorem Conradi puppim ab 

ir&erio)i parle reliquil.) (1727: col. 1025). 
From high on his own poop Lauria could 
look down on the low forccastlc and beak of 
d’oria’s gallcy whcrc the marines wcrc 
massed ready to board and could easily beat 
thrm oft: Sincr Ior the moment at lcast it 
was not Lauriu’s intention to board d’0ria.s 
flagship, it did not matter that his own prow 
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was similarly exposed to fire from d’Oria5 
poop. No doubt, however, his own crew 
would have suffered horribly from d’Oria’s 
archers and events after the battle indicate 
that this was so, for Lauria cut off the hands 
of the Genoese crossbowmen on d’0ria.s 
galley and then blinded them for good 
measure. With the latter’s bold thrust frus- 
trated, the Sicilians were quickly sur- 
rounded; perhaps the more easily since 
Speciale reports that the five Ghibelline 
Genoese galleys held back awaiting the 
turn of events. One of the Sicilian captains, 
Benincasa de Eustachio, was keen on keeping 
spoils and captives taken from one of 
Lauria’s galleys captured in the first clash 
and Bed, followed by six others. The rest 
of the Sicilians fought on until overcome. 
Eventually only d’oria’s flagship held out 
and he was then induced to surrender by a 
threat to set fire to it (Speciale 1727: col. 
1025). According to various recensions of 
the Bolognrsc chronicles between eighteen 
and twenty-nine Sicilian galleys were cap- 
turned (Chron. Bon. 191 I :256-T). PtoIomey 
of Lucca and the anonymous Sicilian chron- 
icle put it at twenty-eight (Ptolomey of 
Lucca 1727b: col 1303; Anonymous 1717: 
col. 56). In a letter to James, Charles II said 
that Lauria had captured twenty Sicilian 
gailc*ys (Finke 1922: no. 88). For ;,I1 intents 
and purposes the Sicilian first way r.iminatcd 
from the war. 

Afknafh 

The Sicilian fleet may hevr been hors de 

comba! but the Sicilians themselves were not. 
The Anc;evin invasbns of Sicily all failed in 
the tc*cth of detcvrmined resistance and on 
31 August 1302 a peace was signed between 

the exhausted combatants at Caltabellotta. 
Under the terms of the peace all vassals 
were to lose any fiefs they had held of either 
monarch against whom they had rebelled. 
Only two exceptions were made and one of 
these was Roger of Lauria. He was allowed 
to retain one of his Sicilian fiefs, Caste1 
d’Aci, and at Catania in the royal palace 
he knelt and paid homage to Frederick for 
it. Shortly afterwards he returned to Aragon 
where he spent the rest ofhis life in the service 
of James II, mainly in command of ex- 
peditions against Muslim North Africa. He 
died on I7 January 1305 as prince of Djcrba 
and Kcrkrma, count of Malta and GOZO, 
admiral of Valcncia, Catalonia, and Naples, 
lord of many towns and castles in Valencia 
and Aragon, and baron of Acerno and lord 
of many places in Calabria. He was buried in 
the monastery of Santa Crocc in Catalonia 
at the fret of his beloved master Pctcr III. 
In 1889, as a result of pcrsistcnt rumours 
that the tomb was empty, it was opened and 
Lauria’s remains were found in-a hrokcn 
coffin of exquisitely carved crystal or glass 
(Anonymous 1889:31 I - 12; Vccchi 1876: 
~154; Mir.ieri Riccio 1863:21; Dufourcq 
,966:428-9; Laurcnza 1934: no. 66). 
Without a doubt the most successful. the 

most feared, and the most influential war- 
rior of his generation, Roger of Lauria 
descr res to bc ranked amongst the most 
outstanding war leaders of the middle ages. 
.b a naval commander hc has no rival in 
medieval history, not even amongst the 
Genocrc and Venetians. His fame in his 
own time has been obscured by the un- 
clcservcdly minor place accorded to the War 
of the Vc~pers by modern historians and by 
the implicit belief in modern naval history 
that galley warfare required little skill. 
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When one searches for the factors which 
lay behind Lauria’s phenomenal success 
they seem to lie in two areas: on the one 
hand the superior qualities and bellicosity 
of his crews and marines, at least fin the 
first four battlcs, and on the other his own 
genius as a fighting admiral. Personally 
brave, daring, and highly skilled in combat 
he undoubtedly shared those qualities with 
many other commanders of his day, both 
amongst his own forces and in the ranks of 
his enemies. What differentiated him from 
the rest was his grasp of strategy and tactics 
and a unique ability to handle galley fleets 
a\ integrated units, mastering the diffictilt 
logistical problems associated with Mrdi- 
terrancan galley warfare in the nexus be- 
tween land and sea. 

Lauria’s fleets had n o ; t d v ; m t ;g v  a\ re- 
gitrds the galleys thrmselvcs. Roth PrO- 
venc.tls and Regnicolae could build galleys 
equally a\ seaworthy as those of Sicily and 
Catalonia. There i> no evidetlce anywhere in 
the sources for naval warfare in the Mediter- 
ranean in the thirteenth century that any bel- 
ligerent had an advantage in ship design. 
Where Laura’s strength lay was in his crews. 
At Ie,tat unul Cape Orlando, where for the 
first time hc hitd to face CL Noel* crossbo\r- 
men, his ovin Catalan crossbowmen wert 
undoubtedly supcriot to anything the 
Angevins possessed. At the same time his 
.drnugm,;tr\ proved their .uperiority over 
mailed knight\ a\ marines in n.~vaI w,trfarc* 
time and time again. Their agility, skill. and 
lirority more than compensated for the 
armour and swords of the knights. And, 
fin.tlly, the Sicilian rrews who provided the 
oarsmen For the fleets in his first four battles 
were highly motivated by the struggle of 
Sicily for freedom from the h,ttcd Angcvin 

rule. Their counterparts, whether Regni- 
colae or Provenqal, did not match their 
enthusiasm. When the galleys clashed in the 
final stages of battle and the oarsmen joined 
in the mi%e, the motivation of the Sicilians 

must have counted for much. All this was 
changrd, of course, at Cape Orlando and 
Ponza. At Cape Orlando Lauria still had the 
almugavars and Catalan crossbowmen (al- 
though Frederick also had considerable 
numbers of them) but at Ponza hc probably 
had few of either. That he was then able 
to extract sufftcirnt from his Rrgnicolar 
crews to triumph over Sicilian motivation, 
the renowned Cmoesr crossbowmen, and 
the considerable abilities of Conrad d’Oria 
as an admiral is the measure of his genius. 

If Lauria had good raw material in his 
crews to work with, nevertheless cvcry indi- 
cation is that wh.:t hc w.u itbh* to achicvc 
with it wasquitc unusual. His tacticson c*vrry 
occasion can he shown to have been carefully 
clcsigned to maximize his own strengthr and 
minimize those of his enemy. At Malt;t and 
the Rattle of the Counts in p;trticular ht. 
manoeuvred to take greatest advantage 
from his crossbowmrti ;d almugavars. At 
.Malta, the G u lf Of SapIt~~, La4 f&migas. 
and Cape O rl a n d o h v  m ;ld c  \k i l fu l u w  o f 

t hr ;d m u g; w a rs’ ; t b i l i t y  t o m a n o c u vr c  and 
fight at night. Rut because they wore no 
armour he kept them undc*r cover during the 
preliminary mi4lc cxchangc*. \Yr know he 
clid w at Malta and may presume aI\0 at 
the other battIcs. Whereas in other fleets it 
Was common for oarzmcn. sailor\, and 
archer\ IO perform different functions al- 
tc*rtnttely, the uw of /et& being the mtRt 
obvious example of the practice, in Lauria’s 
fleti*ts the various functions were strictly 
delimited 20 that each bec;tmc* specialists 
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highly skilled and effective in thrir own 
task. At the Battle of the Counts the almu- 
gavars were even designated specific tasks, 
being singled out for each no doubt accord- 
ing to their individual abilities. 

Where Lauria’s greatest genius seems to 
have lain, however, was in handling his 
fleets as disciplined intpgrated units. All 
medieval commanders had trouble with 
bellicose subordinates w6nt to launch thcm- 
scives prcmaturcly into thr fray in search of 
honour and glory and who, more often than 
not, reduced to naught the most carefully 
dcsigncd battle stratcbgics. But, with the 
rxccption of William ‘f’rara at the Battle of 
the Counts, Lauria controlled this tendency. 
In all his battles, with the rxcrption of Las 
Hormigas, hr maintained his crrscnt moon 

formation thnJughout the prrliminary stages 
of tb.* battlc and then whrn the time to 
cnqapc did comr, moved all his galleys into 
attack together. His discipline over his 
cap!;t;na seems to have been quite remark- 
itblc* for the middle .~gt*s. ~h & J IT C J V c r, he W;IZ 
ablr l o  handle his flc.rts as units in vq 
dificult situations. M’hcrc*ss thc*ir pursuit Of 
Lauria at the G u lf o f T a p ir\ and p c rh i(p . 
the* Battlr of the Counts threw the Angrvin 
flc*c*ts h l l J  disarray, Laurie managed to 
have his wholc fleet prctcsnd to flc*r bcl& 
thcem and then turn into an ordcrrd bitt:lc’ 
front. So mean accomplishment ! At rhc 
Gulf 0;’ Sap& Las Hormigas, and Cape 
Orlando hc &J practisrd deception to lure 
the. c*ncmy into thinking that he had either a . . hupcrlorl(y or an inferiority of numbrrs. 
C o n c rid in g iI s q u a dro n in  r c s c rv c  t 6 b c  

t h ro w n in t o t h e  b a t t I c  ;L I ;I critical stage, so 
p c J p ul a v a tactic in l cditcrrancan galley 
warfare, w a s used 10 great d k c l i l t  t h e  Gulf 
of !%lp h a n d Cape Orlando. Finally, Laurie 

made skilful USC of the sea and land tiexus, 
either denying its advantages to the enemy 
as at Malta, the Gulf of Naples, and the 
Battle of the Counts, or taking maximum 
advantage of it himself as at Cape Orlando 
and perhaps at Las Hormigas. 

Lauria’s victories all had major signifi- 
caner. Malta did not remove Charles 1’2, 
Provencal subjects from the war but it did 
climinatc them as a major front-line strike 
force capable of contesting the seas with the 
Aragoncsc-Sicilian fleet. The Gulf of Naples 
took the heart out of the Rcgnicolac and 
from that point on their support for their 
Angcvin masters was ncvcr enthusiastic. 
L a s Hormigas smashed thr crusade against 
Aragon. The Battlc of the Counts destroyed 
thr flowrr of thr French chivalry which had 
come south to support thr Angcvin c a u w . 

Cape Orlando was inconclusive not in itself 
but brcausr the Angcvin forcrs wcrc in- 
capable of following it up by land. Ponza 
eliminated the Sicilian f&t from the war 
and meant that Frederick had to make 
peace rvrntually. It would not br unfair to 
concludr that by his own individual cnrrgics 
and abilities Rogrr of Lauria closely in- 
flucnccd thr coursr and outcome of the 
M’.lr of the Sicl!i:m Vc\pcrs. 

J\“oles 

’ F;lbbric.r di gArr. Hibliotwa N;tzion.dr, Firrnzr 

MS. Magliabecchiana, c1as.x 19. p&o 7. See a l s o  

Guilmariin 1974:67 and Pryor 1983. 
2 Sanudo 161157: Scicndum quad itt MCCXC 
.rnno Domini, qua4 in omnibw gAci* qwc tram- 
frvtabant pw m.w. duo in bnnco rcmign wmigabant: 
pwtmodum prr~picaciorr~ homiw\, cognovcrunt 
quad IW* pu w w  rrmigarc wmigca wprr quolibrt 
prwdictorum, qua-i omnr, ad pr.wwn\ hoc utuntur. 
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