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Abstract

The overall objective of this assignment is to determine the deciding factor or potential factors at The Battle of Agincourt. This assignment will be written and constructed in a way to grab the attention of all audiences regardless of experience, background or knowledge. This assignment will analyse various subjects, such as the era it took place, personnel involved and factors entering the battle with additional psychological and strategical advantages the English had over the French before and during the battle itself. All of this will be backed up with reliable sources and assumptions based on research, before concluding and providing some of the factors that led the English to go on and defeat the French.
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1.Introduction

In this assignment the writer will be analysing and determining the deciding factors that impacted The Battle of Agincourt on the 25th of October 1415 when King Henry’s men defeated the vastly more populated French army and won the battle [1].
However, as this was so long ago there is limited resource and many areas up for assumption. We can think of history to be like a puzzle, we have several facts which represent pieces, shown in the evidence that has survived over a set period and several missing pieces that can represent the gaps and areas in which assumptions will be made.
The writer has a background in engineering and will rely upon his own assumptions and the literature of those historians who have done some great research into the subject area. This will start to build a picture for the reader and allow them to have their own interpretation, The picture below (see figure 1) represents the subjective nature of this subject area and will acknowledge that not everyone will see the same picture (Do you see a rabbit, duck or both?). However, the writer has used various literature sources and their engineering judgment to come up with the most credible methodology and outcome, all claims and evidence are backed up or explained in this assignment.


[image: ]
(Figure 1- Do you see a rabbit or duck? Represents the subjective nature of some areas history)


2.Background

Before delving into the battle itself its good to gain an understanding into some of the relevant history of the two countries and why they came to a head for the readers understanding. In a short summary;

2.1 King Phillip VI’s France and King Edward III’s England

It was during the 100 year war between the French and English over the righfull owner of the French Throne, this is a paradox statement due to the war actually lasting 116 years (1337-1453) [2]. King Phillip VI of France confiscated the Duchy of Aquitaine (see figure 2), a territory located in the South of France from King Edward III and the English [3]. 


[image: A map of france with pink and black text
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(Figure 2- Duchy of Aquitaine, Located in the South of France)

King Edward III and his Englishman were disapproving of this move from the French and took this act of power as an insult, they began sailing along the English Channel from Southampton to Cherbourg(reference) to claim what they thought was rightfully theirs. The English were successful in doing so dominating various French Armies most famously in the Battle of Crécy (1346) and the Battle of Poitiers (1356) [4]. Ultimately claiming large parts of French soil (see figure 3) before returning to England, in their eyes the rightful owners of the French Throne. 
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(Figure 3- The pathway King Edward III and his Englishmen claimed before returning the rightful owners of the French throne)

2.2 Time and illness
Despite the English successfully claiming the French throne it wasn’t long before the French began to instil their land and began to repopulate. Over time it was inevitable, the English returned to their homeland to reap the rewards of the victory with their families. Also, a mass amount of the English population was wiped out by ‘The Black Death’ – essentially the COVID 19 in it’s day, the plague took out more people than any war or epidemic ever could at that time [5]. This was however convenient for the French nation to use this anomaly to gain back the land which was once theirs.

2.3 King Henry V x King Charles VI 
As we move further down the timeline to the 21st of March 1413, King Henry V was announced the new King of England and was hungry to make a name for himself and England which was an overlooked country at the time [6]. 
France was suffering during this time, going through a Civil War. The monarchy was under question and King Charles VI for spending his ancestor’s wealth and taxpayers’ money on explicit activities for his uncle’s leisure who ultimately took advantage of the unstable King [7].
King Henry V saw this as an opportunity to stake his claim, defeating a large country in Europe would massively gain his credibility and truly make a name for himself and his people. He would also be able to reclaim the land the England had won just a few decades before and continue the legacy his grandfathers had started.

2.4 Demands

King Henry V set out a list of demands for King Charles VI to gain back the French Throne:

· He demanded the treaty of Brétigny to be reinstated giving England the ownership of Normandy, Brittany etc [8]. 
· A ransom for John II that was outstanding from Edward III days,
· The hand in marriage with Charles IV daughter and 2 million crowns (£450 million in today's money).


[image: John II of France - Wikipedia]
(Figure 4 - John II of france)

In return:
· King Charles IV would renounce himself the owner of the French throne.




Unsurprisingly the offer was denied, and King Charles VI was appalled by the offer presented, he significantly reduced the demands and sent King Henry V an insulting offer in return.
With both Kings furious with each and no agreement put in place it was King Henry V who decided to take things further. Obtaining money from the taxpayer to produce an army fit and ready to conquer France like previously done before. 













3.Personality 

It is important to analyse the personality of the two Kings as it gives a good insight into the type of people they are and what they represented for each country going into a critical battle and ultimately a major factor in the outcome. 
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(Figure 5- King Henry V (on the left) King Charles VI (on the right))
King Charles VI
· A figurehead
· Labelled Insane and incapable,
· People Turned against him,
· Under Immense pressure.

King Henry V
· Ruthless but effective leader
· Hungry to make an impression,
· Admired by French writers,
· Under immense pressure.










As highlighted in the table’s above, King Henry V was a ruthless but effective leader, he demanded respect from all his peers and didn’t back down from any challenge. This was shown in his willingness to make a name for himself and country by standing up to the French and fighting in the battle himself. Despite being described as extremely emotionless and unwelcoming at times, he came across as brave, loyal and an honourable fighter. This is justified in the French writing at the time, with some sources highlighting the respect and admiration they had for the man. Ultimately King Henry V found a nation weak and drifting, and after nine years it was a powerhouse in Europe [9].

As described in the table above, King Charles VI was regarded as a figurehead, this was justified in that he took the reigns and burden of being a King at just 11 years old. In his later years he gained a reputation and was labelled insane. Most notably thinking he was made of glass and avoided anyone touching him in case he shattered- he done this by wrapping up in expensive and thick materials. He was a very ill man at the time of battle and was unable to attend. He was very much taking advantage off; the young leader was swindled by his uncles for money and power. After spending a large fortune of his inheritance, he decided to raise the taxes to make up for the financial loss that his lifestyle of debauchery cost him. This did not go down well, and the people of France completely turned against him [10].

In comparison there is no doubt which King you would rather running your country, in research King Henry V was undoubtedly the frontrunner. Despite the points currently highlighted showing a complete contrast in personality it must be said that both Kings did have one thing in common and that was to deliver. They were both under immense pressures from their people via a Civil War or the use of taxpayer’s money, it was make or break for each King.



4. Build Up

As King Henry and his men crossed the English Channel into France, they set up Harfleur, a small commune in France. However, the people of Harfleur did not back down and posed a massive problem for the English. Despite King Henry’s men eventually overpowering the area It was at a cost. Their numbers were massively reduced due to deaths and injury from battle, and dysentery which is a gastrointestinal disease. Its causes include bacterial or parasitic infections. Symptoms include diarrhoea, fever, nausea, vomiting, weight loss and stomach cramps caused by the water and food consumed [11].
This forced the English to head for Calais a port city in the Pas-de-Calais for reinforcements, the route took can be shown in Figure. The French, aware of the reduced numbers of the English and knew this was there chance to pounce, eventually running into King Henry’s men in Agincourt.
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(Figure 6- The route King Henry V took in his voyage of France)





5. French Strategy 

[image: A group of people in armor
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(Figure 7- French Armour)
With the clear number advantage in favour of the French, with some sources suggesting 60,000-100,000 French fighters in comparison to the 6,000 Englishmen and Welsh bowmen who participated. This has been since proven wrong due to the financial records suggesting that there was around 12,000 French that day, 9,000 being a combination of men at arms, horseman and handymen, with a further 3,000 bowmen who will not be considered in this report due to them not being utilised in the battle. 
The French also relied heavily on their advanced armour, both covering the men and horses, the steel shielding was far superior to what the English had or even considered at that time. 
The strategy was clear, attack. Overrun the English with numbers and rely on the heavy armour to protect them and their horses [12].


5.1 English Strategy

The English depleted knew they had to play to their advantage. They couldn’t fight man to man combat as the French outnumbered their men at arms, at a ratio of around 6:1 and they would be destined to lose. However, the English still had a mass of talented bowman with around 5:1 of their army consisting of them.  
The idea was clear and some of the tactics used on the day were,
· To use wooden stakes (Figure 8) to stop the French cavalry attacking the bowmen and rushing them,
·  Due to the adverse weather on that day the English intelligently used this to their advantage. By forcing the French into muddy terrain (Figure 9) using arrows and causing the heavy armour to counteract and be difficult to move in the mud,
· The English have highly skilled bowmen, but this translates to their combat skills as they were highly trained in that time, they would be able to use their handy skills with various bladed weapons (Figure 10) especially with the lack of movement from the French in the mud.
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(Figure 8- Wooden stakes)
[image: A muddy road with a puddle of water
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(Figure 9- Muddy Terrain)
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(Figure 10- Medieval Blade)

6. Longbow and the Bodkin Arrow
The Strategy adopted by the English was brilliant in theory and would be the best option considering their limited numbers and playing to their strengths. However, for this to work it would rely heavily on the performance of the Longbow and Bodkin Arrow.

In calculation (shown in Appendix 1) it can be said the Energy dissipated from the arrow considering the speed of momentum of horse to be around 167J, however this suggest that it wouldn’t penetrate as it would require 320J to penetrate. In Krupp methodology (See Appendix 2) it suggests that the arrow would only penetrate around 2.7mm of the 3mm steel [13].
The writer is basing these calculations on information based on today. It isn’t clear what kind of performance the specific bow and arrow would have made then, the effectiveness of the armour and how much protection it offered. None of these would be credible claims. So, for the purpose of integrity of the report and information available the writer will consider the bow and arrow to have had a high possibility to be able to Penetrate, Injure and Kill the French soldiers. 







7. Mindset 

[image: Yes, Shakespeare Really Did Write Shakespeare]
(Figure 11- Shakespeare)
As King Henry V cried out his famous ‘St Crispin’s Day’ speech, it was the French who were laughing there way to the battlefield almost gloating and anticipating the almost foreseen victory due to the numbers advantage.

“We few, we happy few, we band of brothers;
For he to-day that sheds his blood with me
Shall be my brother; be he ne’er so vile..”
(A quote from ‘St Crispin’s day’ in Shakespeare’s Henry V)

It was clear the English had nothing to lose..and the French thought they couldn’t lose.

8. The Battle of Agincourt 

On the 25th of October 1415 the battle commenced,

· The French began their charge using their first wave of Horsemen, represented in the arrows below, 
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· The English bowmen began firing their arrows (around 250,000) represented in the red circles, the blue circle representing where the men at arms would be below,
[image: A map of a battle
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· As the arrows force the horsemen to follow the V pathway into the muddy terrain shown below,
[image: A screenshot of a video game
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· As the French were forced to retreat or move into the mud bath this gave the English an opportunity to use a ‘pinch’ technique, hitting the French from both sides with Bladed weapons,
[image: A screenshot of a video game

Description automatically generated]

The onslaught continued, the French couldn’t move effectively with the heavy armour holding them down and their horses trampling over one another out of fear and injury. The French leaders saw this onslaught and called a halt to the further two waves off attack and eventually admitted defeat to King Henry V and his men, they had won.

9. Conclusion
As we analyse the key aspects of the report and conclude on ‘The deciding factors in The Battle of Agincourt. There are many aspects, but the writer has broken it down to 3 of the key aspects:

1. Leadership 

King Henry V was a man of great belief. He took a group of men into a battle with little to no chance of winning and prevailed. This shows the contrast of leadership with King Charles VI, who wasn’t present and was at the heart of his countries demise.

2. Strategy 

The English completely counteracted the French approach. The counterpunch of the Longbow arrow and Bodkin arrow to the horsemen and manipulating them into the V trap creating a pathway to their death was a strategy to be acknowledged. It was impressive and it was undoubtedly down to many factors for its success, such as the muddy field, bowmen and the French playing into their plan.

3. Complacency

The French thought they had already one. There are sources that highlight the French going to the English camp the night before the battle to heckle and make fun. This came back to haunt them with the inevitable outcome.



In conclusion we can break it down to the 3 aspects as highlighted above. There are many areas we don’t know about that day however from the report there is 3 areas that are clear. The French lacked leadership, the English outwitted and ultimately outfought the French on the 25th of October 1415.



[image: Battle of Agincourt]
(Figure 12- English Prevailing)




10.Appendices

Appendix 1:
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Appendix 2:
[image: A paper with writing on it

Description automatically generated]
KRUPP formula:
Where B is the thickness of armour penetrated in decimetres, V is the velocity of the shell on impact, P is the mass of the projectile, and D is the projectile calibre. K is a resistance constant, which represents the quality of the armour and the capacity of the shell to penetrate it.
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