
HOMMAGE TO SAVERIO MURATORI 
TRANSLATING FROM 

"TAVOLA 8: DIDASCALIA" 

The following writings form the eighth chapter of 
a set of lectures about the birth and growth - up 
to the present - of the western oecumene. This 
expression means the organism of lands, peo
ples and cultures that, starting in the third mil
lennium BC near the eastern corner of the 
Mediterranean Sea, spread over the world to 
cover Europe, a part of Asia and the Americas .. 
With the word "organism" we state that the figu
re laid down on the world 's surface has one or 
many centres , a distribution of weights (or mas
ses) and a sum of intercourses between mas
ses and centers that keeps them together and 
determines the hierarchies and the events of 
the whole; that this whole is a reality, that its 
components (or inhabitants) are similar, think 
more or less in the same way, have similar 
customs and lives. In short, that this great orga
nism is living and has a soul like an individual 
person; and we call it "Territory," oecumenical 
territory. 
The historical period this chapter refers to starts 
at the end of Vllth and ends in the Xllth century. 
It marks the actual birth of Europe, that became 
itself and no longer just a side of the 
Mediterranean Sea; and, becoming itself, it 
generated the present diversity of peoples' iden
tities. The following phase, or step, in the life of 
the oecumene was the rotation of the whole 
western system around the Atlantic axis and the 
birth of American colonization. Consequently the 
Mediterranean Sea, former core of the system, 
was transformed into a border. Such is our pres
ent oecumenic appearance. 
The way a territory forms, nourishes itself and 
grows was stated by Saverio Muratori in the 
Appendix to the book "Civilta e Territorio" 
(Civilization and Territory) . Saverio Muratori was 
an architect and his territorial theory - like all his 
thought - has to be read as architecture; namely 
the figure of the oecumene, being the result of 
the meeting of human efforts and physical con
ditions, is like a great building, an everlasting 
work-in-progress whose marks are settlements, 
routes, borders and buildings. "Table 8," which 
the chapter refers to, shows the shape of this 
building at the time when the birth of a northern 
core gave substance to the European side and 
filled it with organized structures. It also shows 
the struggle that the former (ancient Roman, 
imperial) system sustained to keep the balance, 
saving its preeminence. The table does not 
show its failure . Chapter 8 is therefore a sort of 
caption and has to be read having Table 8 befo
re one's eyes. 

HOMAGE TO SAVERIO MURATORI 

Translating from "tavola 8: didascalia" 
Here is an eminently European chart, where we 
examine the intercourses between the 
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European centre and an eccentric one that ori
ginates in reaction to Islam and, aiming to repla
ce it, radiates around the North Sea basin and 
slides toward the West. 
From the area between the lower Rhine and the 
Meuse, where the first capital cities of the new 
basin originate, one can have a view of the 
whole oecumene spanning from Spain to the 
Far East; a view covered over, and integrated 
with , the central and original Roman one. Here 
is the Holy Roman Empire, a melting of the 
North and Rome with the basic acknowledge
ment that what is Roman and renewed in a 
Christian way is, for this reason only, imperial 
and oecumenical. The label comes from the 
centre but the content, the matter, the conse
quent action pertains to the new, peripheral 
focus. A twofold , or rather, a double-headed 
organism springs up; namely a double life pos
sibility, a double way of checking , a double view. 
And , being a double view, it is also a stereosco
pic and stereometrical one, with an unusual 
power of discerning. But it is also a germ of 
rebellion aiming to conquer the leadership and 
upset the oecumenical features. 
Table 8 explains how this system succeeds the 
Islamic one and which sort of troubles develop 
during the succession. It is better to state the 
structural features of this event facing the oecu
mene as a system of two physical masses ( cen
ter and eccentric) linked by an axis; we could then 
understand the passage from Islam to the Holy 
Roman Empire as a counterclockwise rotation of 
about 120° of the axis, having Rome as its centre. 
The eccentric's shifting is a defensive action of 
maintenance of the oecumenical system. The 
creation of a civil eccentric illuminates a pro
cess into which the eccentric, at first vivifying, 
tends to take the place of the main centre and 
stir up abnormal developments: here the neces
sity of a new antagonist focus with the conse
quent shift of the axis. And we begin to under
stand that some law rules the angle of shifting -
a rule that marries the shape of earth's surface 
together with local historical features. 
The new focus does not have to be the opposite 
of the former, nor to saturate it entirely, otherwi
se their sum results in nothing and all the vital 
perspectives of the system will be exhausted in 
one blow: because static balances are not vital 
but bring death to the terms and to the whole. A 
new displacement is then necessary, saturating 
in such a way that a further civil possibility can 
survive: so the system grows rich at every 
release because every impulse, every imprint 
by the eccentric, every new view, fractional but 
inner to the system, staggers the former one 
and makes it possible for their non-deciduous 
elements to survive. 
We suppose that the number of releases is 
greater than two but less than four. Every direc-



tion involves its perpendicular, and forms a 
"system" - being a system composed of several 
di rections with their perpendiculars. As a matter 
of fact, it is always possible to reduce four direc
tions to two couples and those to the couple for
med by one main direction and its perpendicu
lar (this has systematically been done by the 
Romans in squaring up the whole of their world 
and reducing every local problem to a right
angled couple of directions). From another point 
of view, we can reasonably believe that the 
number of possibilities (or directions) has to be 
the lowest necessary to avoid the levelling, 
namely the reduction to only one argument and 
its contrary (perpendicular). This lowest number 
is three. 
In Table 8 we trace a triangle whose centre is 
Rome, and whose vertices are the subsequent 
eccentrical focuses, the bisecting lines are the 
axes connecting with the centre and in sequence 
perform the role of main axes of the system. To 
the axis that links Antioch (and Baghdad) with 
Rome follows that linking Rome with the Bran
denburg region; and, to this one, the axis con
necting Rome and the Spanish area will follow: 
Let us now examine the Rome-North system: it 
is represented by a theoretical axis of the trian
gle and a real axis Rome-Aquisgrana (in late 
Carolingian times the imperial area shifts 
toward Ethe East - in German countries -
without covering the vertex). 
Therefore two points of view and two visions. 
We must not believe that two opposite princi
ples , leading to undissolvable clashes between 
Germany and Italy, Empire and Papacy, Gothic 
and Humanism, existed; every vision contains 
the other or, better, we have a view-of-the
moment that acts and determines conduct and 
civil behaviour but is - just for its historicity - a 
relative one; and another vision that stands on 
the borders, always emerging in the blank spa
ces of history, which ends up asserting itself in 
the historical perspective. Both visions have 
proper historical and geographical terms and 
view the world in their own ways. Let us call the 
former Gothic and northern, typical of that 
moment, and the latter Roman, lasting, basic 
and unitary. 
Every vision is divided into three parts. Namely, 
every vision has a unitary idea of the oecumene 
and of its overriding order, the Empire; a view of 
the two centres and of their intercourse (every 
centre has the consciousness of the reciprocal 
disposal and of the sense of the connecting 
bond; and the consciousness of the difference 
between its own and former times and looks at 
this difference as a difference of civilization); a 
view of the outward world. We have, in sum, a 
Gothic and a Roman version of the way of lea
ding the Empire, a Gothic and a Roman version 
of North-Centre intercourses and of respective 
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roles, a Gothic and a Roman view of the East. 
Unitary Gothic is the vision of the Empire of 
Frederick the First (Barbarossa, Red-beard) 
and of Frederick the Second - this one nearer to 
the heart of the system, more clever in the com
prehension of southern features , cultural multi
plicity (remember the Emperor's friendship with 
Muslims) , and Mediterranean universality, more 
idealistic and romantic (recall the frederician 
plans in Southern Italy - the castles , Altamura -
seen and understood through ridges , intellec
tualistically, as we could do today). Unitary 
Roman is the vision of the ecclesiastic Empire 
held by Gregory VII, Innocent Ill , Boniface VIII: 
centred on pontifical supremacy above all 
souls, namely the equality of all consciences. 
The Gothic vision of the two centres and their 
intercourse derives from the starvations of con
tinental Europe in the black centuries , contra
sting with the relative well-being of 
Mediterranean countries; it identifies y itself in 
the Gothic soul , transalpine lands and hard chi
valrous soldiery: lit ooks at the Roman centre as 
a muddled set of Roman and Byzantine 
remains, mild climated , supple and shining. The 
corresponding Roman vision is aware of the 
existence of more cardinal points besides 
North, namely of its own centrality and of the 
instrumentality of the Gothic world , useful but 
also dangerous: therefore the political conduct 
dividing and opposing French and Germans 
about goods and properties, unifying about the 
Crusades; fostering and subsiding Italian com
munal independences (Guelph) , especially in 
the Po Valley; and the bold practice - totally 
temporal - of excommunication. 
The Gothic vision of the external (other) world 
consists of the West-East dichotomy and is sub
stantially expansionist: we are the West, the 
East is what we are not and what must become 
ours. Yet, founded on the imperial division 
between Rome and Byzantium, it infers that, 
since Byzantium is eastern, Rome is the West 
and Christianity that includes Rome is western 
and crusader, opposed to a heretical , heathen 
East. Here then the Crusades as a western 
thrust of subjugation of the East (without favou
ring Byzantium), the German thrust to the East 
with the rural and commercial colonization of 
Salties and Slavonians, the muddling up of 
southern and western , the overlapping of two 
world edges that open to the outside the 
northern and heathen East, the Baltic and the 
Slavonian lands, to become an open field for 
Teutonic colonialism. 
The Roman vision is, on the contrary, centripe
tal and stabilizing: East is always Byzantium 
(also after the Turks) , Islam is obviously to the 
South , the West is Spain and the centre Rome; 
the rusades are also the Spanish and Teutonic 
ones, thus balancing the expansions of the ver-



tices of the triangle. The elements that the 
Gothic world muddles (for excess of personali
zation) are , in Rome, correctly ordered with the 
sense of the system and lively memory of its ori
gins: the Papacy always looks at Spain as an 
instrument of re-balancing Gothic thrusts as 
well as, in Cato's and Scipio's times, Spain was, 
together with Gaul , a successful antihellenistic 
balancing tool. 
This foreword is useful for understanding the 
system's metamorphoses. 
The Islamic East - Syria, Mesopotamia, Iran -
shows a substantial unity in spite of its political 
crushing. Civil and commercial unity is extended 
to Egypt, strengthened by Saladin and the 
Mamelukes and, chiefly, by new interchanges 
with the revived European West, thus orienting 
itself toward the mercantilism from India and 
China. The African West has a new unity and 
Spain also under the Almohades: but always fil
ling the ancient web of poles and trails and, chie
fly, owing to the African confinement into which 
western Europe has constrained Islamic Spain 
after the Christian capture of the Ebro Valley. 
Now the European West is the cause and con
dition of Islamic politics just as, in the past, 
Islam was the condition for European growth. 
Europe is the new reality, where the ·more signi
ficant changes in the road's web are visible. Not 
only in Italy, where the Po Valley structure 
(always on a Roman basis) gains strength as 
the connection of Rome with transalpine lands, 
but in the very body of Europe, following the 
ancient trails of the continental axis, the alpine 
north-Piedmont routes, the coastal Baltic route. 
The Christian oecumene expands along the 
continent: westward it recovers central and 
northern Spain , eastward it reaches the Volga 
River and the city of Vladimir, the new born 
Moscovitsia. 
It is true that the basis of such an expansion is 
- always - the Roman web of communications 
but also that there are many meaningful chan
ges, the greatest being the linear West-East 
expansion that makes physically visible the 
birth of Europe, the flow of goods, men and 
faiths toward new lands, when Eastern Europe 
was very similar to American West in the nine
teenth century. 
All this , thanks to the birth of the Northern Sea 
focus. But it cannot do without Rome: A strong 
meridional attraction exists to to keep account 
of, to understand some system's anomalies. 
First, the most evident: Paris. The roads from 
East - the Baltic coastal innervating the lands of 
Teutonic Order and the Hansa cities up to 
Antwerp; the continental axis, connecting the 
heart of Russia (Moscow, Vladimir, Nijinsky 
Novgorod) with Prague, Leipzig , Frankfurt; the 
Alpine Piedmont that, from the low Volga and 
Kiev, nourishes Leopolis and Cracow and inner-
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vates the Austrian Danube - do not go on 
steadfastly, beyond France, in the bunch of 
Roman roads of Spain but all together are con
centrated in a focus - Paris - which works as a 
chiasma involving the whole plain from the 
Rhine to the Garonne. 
Why does Paris exist? Its causes are not the 
two Seine islands (in the same way that the pre
sence of the Isola Tiberina did not cause 
Rome). In Roman times Durocortorum (Reims) 
had the radiality and importance of Paris: a 
junction where the roads coming from Italy and 
the Rhone valley went on irradiating the "limes 
renanus; " and, certainly, Paris has locally repla
ced Durocortorum as an eastern collector. 
Nevertheless, not even its function as eastern 
collector explains the presence of Paris; why 
the choice of its site? Because Paris is also a 
knot for the South-North routes, connecting the 
Rhone to Flanders, to the Seine outlet, to the 
Channel ports leading to England; because 
England is there which , with its territorial weight, 
extends our continent north and makes Paris -
somewhat outlying and also a northern a site -
a barycentric cross-junction. 
No more, then , a linear element but a cross
centre where orthogonal interests meet; a shif
ted pole replacing Aquisgrana, the Seine repla
cing the Rhine. In this way France finds a cen
ter of its own ranged in a European chain which 
evidences the plugging in of its territory into the 
new continental framework; as wall as 
Lugudunum witnessed, with its location, the fit
ting of Gallia into the Mediterranean context 
(but the natural and independent French territo
ry centre is the Auvergne and, perhaps, the 
Gergovia itself). 
The Rhine is in a borderland situation, between 
the Seine basin (westward) and the rising 
German constellation (eastward) . It is a limes 
having an international personality, a sort of 
ridge rising over the surrounding basin pro
blems: it is actually evident, in Table 8, that the 
route connecting the Rhine basin to Rome 
(through Como-Gotthard) stands between a 
North-South French axis (through the Valle 
d' Aosta) and a German one (through the 
Brenner) , separate ways for two nationalities 
that melt in the Rhine axis. Rome happily 
exploited such apartition . 
It is also evident that France possesses only 
one convergence while Germany has many: a 
unitary destiny opposed to a divided one, as 
history shall demonstrate. The presence of 
Paris will give a quite western accent to the 
Rome-North system, the western (French) way 
will grow in importance while the eastern 
(German) one will decline. 
Let us begin with the Normans. They not only 
invaded Northern France but also gave it its 
present features and functions: because it will 



be remembered that Francs were mainly 
between the Meuse and the Rhine, while 
Norman invasions (around 1000 BC) steadily 
shifted the nation's centre westward. That shall 
be confirmed one century later, when William 
the Conqueror will bind together England and 
the Continent under the aegis of the Normans. 
Normans are Vikings, the bold sailor lords of the 
North Sea; from their point of view, one under
stands why they preferred the western border of 
their basin and liked to ensure its entrance - the 
Channel. As seamen (it is written) they reached 
southern Italy and gave it the political unity that 
survived until 1859; but isn't it more probable 
that, instead of a chance landing, the Norman 
foot in southern Italy could be a dot of a pene
tration trajectory in the Mediterranean Sea 
coming from England, through the Aquitanic 
corridor (the Toulouse County) or the 
Burgundy? This policy (the subject of the 
Hundred Years War) was perhaps anticipated 
by the Normans, and characterized every 
further Anglo-French move towards the centre 
of the system. 
Let us continue with the Crusades: chiefly they 
are a Franco-Norman phenomenon. In modern 
times, we have numbered them - first , second, 
third .... . - as several , subsequent and well scan
ned expeditions; but, in the XI Ith , XI I Ith and 
XIVth centuries, every solar year some western 
lord , with his people, took the Cross and went 
westward to fight the Moors. Where was 
"Outremer", the set of Catholic kingdoms 
(Cyprus, Armenia , Antioch, Edessa, 
Jerusalem), a bold and steady Franco-Norman 
dominion, although the political melting with 
Turks, Armens and Mameluks ended in a full 
levantinization (a fate similar to that of Israel , 
Anglo-German dominion under levantinization). 
Certainly, not all Crusaders are French or 
Flemish or people from Toulouse as were 
Geoffrey, Boemund, Baldwin , Walter or Hugh; 
the Germans also have their share of 
Crusaders and we see the Great Frederick 
Redbeard die in Cilicia, the Second Frederick 
conquer Jerusalem for Christendom, Henry VI 
weave the capture of Byzantium and the foun
dation of the Latin Empire (with the help of 
Venice, which made the best business deal in 
its life). Neither did the Crusades always start 
from the Channel or from Burgundy, make a 
stop in Sicily and, from here, jump to the Near 
East; Christian ~ungary offers the earth-and
water ways of the Danube Valley, best loved by 
Germans, from the unfortunate (anti-Semitic) 
crusade of Emich von Leisingen (1096). 
But the Crusades of the Germans are (let us 
say) atypical , marked by the imperial sign , 
aimed at the great solemn questions of imperial 
rule: take an example from the Fourth, giving 
the "final solution" to Byzantine problems. There 
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is, in short, a German form that cannot do 
without facing entirely all the problems in an 
indigestible way; and a more hasty one, 
western and Frankish , that comes steadily to 
the point - the possession of Southern Italy, the 
Epirus, Greece, Syrian coasts, the Holy Land . 
This is the typical crusader's manner (aggressi
ve and ruinous) that the Christian West adopted 
in dealing with the delicate Byzantine-Islamic 
balances. 
It was not simply a war but mainly an economic 
aggression. Florence, Pisa, Genoa, Venice and 
Ragusa were the true winners; Genoa and 
Venice developed an unequalled sea power. 
Venice , Byzantium's daughter, flourished over 
its mother's ruins and became the first-in-the
world in trade, power and luxury: it stood as the 
highest expression of the city-state and only the 
strength of national states (in 1509, at 
Agnadello) could defeat it. After the Fourth 
Crusade it possessed the Adriatic Sea, control
led the Apulian ports , Epyrus, Morea, 
Bosphorus, Dardanells, Candia, Cyprus and 
(through financial power) the markets of 
Flanders, Bavaria and Silesia. Genoa, more 
akin to the Frankish vision , sided with the legiti
mate Byzantine monarchs: after their restaura
tion it became the lord of the Black Sea - a quiet 
Genoan lake, until the Turks took it. 
It is useless to underline that the seafaring cities 
accompany the Crusaders everywhere, beco
me their armed hand; and that the unanimous 
push direction is the NW-SE, through western 
France, Tyrrhenian ports , southern Italy and 
Morea - the one-the Normans traced in the past. 
Let us go on with the flowering of Languedocian 
culture - the poems of chivalry, the troubadour 
songs - that finds a territorial casting into the 
borders of Langue d'oc - north to Limousin and 
Anjou , south, well within the Mediterranean 
Sea, as the linguafranca of western sailors -
and in the power of the Earls of Toulouse and 
the Dukes of Aquitaine . That is the home of 
Albigensian heresy; but not the native land of 
the Patarines or Catharists, nor the country 
where they multiplied (more in Italy: and is not 
the same Franciscan movement a pauper here
sy as well?) , but the site that Rome found suita
ble to hit heresy and western power at the same 
time, looking for the oecumenic re-balance - the 
swift to the axis. 
As a late product of Languedocian culture we 
mention Angevin clout in southern Italy, that 
superseded the Swabian one. A pontifical trick, 
of course; a switch (as others, from Norman 
times on) in the Rome-North interchange rou
tes; on the attendance of the affairs of the oecu
menic community led by Rome; but also a vic
tory of the western party, so far definitive as rati
fied by the pope's approval. A signal that Rome 
was by now accepting the withdrawal of the 
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German Empire as support for Unity and was 
ready to accept an exchange with a Western 
one; with all due reservation being fully aware 
that the West, because of its nature, was (and 
is) not unitary. But it was the lesser of evils, for
ced (as it was) to choose between this empire 
and the other, also too unitary. 
The Church's dealings in southern Italy are also 
meaningful , very different from the one with the 
North. Here the blossoming of communal auto
nomies and economic powers; there the alter
nation of European feudatories. The southern 
countries play, in those times, a more northern 
role than the northern ones and Rome is well 
aware of that and was lord in dealing with it: 
Frenchmen, Englishmen and Germans had to 
pass by the South to acquire silk, spices, 
Aristotle 's books and otherworldly salvation; in 
the South they had to stay to possess oecume
ne. The more they are Northerners, the more 
they have to settle southward , owing to a sort of 
geographical retaliation. When the awkward 
Swabians appear too ltalianized, then their 
replacement with Angevins becomes useful; 
when the Angevins press Italy with a chain run
ning from Edinburgh to St. John of Acri and 
Costantinople , here the necessity to replace 
them with Aragoneses and to enervate the 
French power inward with the Sicilian Vespers 
and the One Hundred Years War. 
Let us end with Catalans and Aragonese, the 
last act of western play; because, shifting 
further to the West, they will again become cen
tral when Aragon becomes Spain (or better, at 
least in the beginning, Spain will make itself 
Aragon). 
Aragon means Aragon + Catalonia, namely 
present-day Catalonia where Barcelona is the 
second Spanish capital and first in the 
Mediterranean Sea, wealthy, politically liberal 
and secessionist, always opposed to the 
Castilian centre ; in those times the word Aragon 
was mainly a dynastic label. From the thirteenth 
century on , Aragon was the first of the 
Mediterranean powers: it seized the Tunisian 
coasts, Sicily, Sardinia, Epyrus, Athens and 
(finally) Naples ; the "Almugavares" of 
"Companya Catalana" hideously raped 
Costantinople and the Bosphorus coasts. This 
Aragon deals only late with the Iberian question 
but when it does, marrying into the Castilian 
dynasty, it becomes the engine of all of world 
history. 
By now the trajectory of western penetration 
into the oecumene's heart is very evident: it 
starts from Normandy and Aquitaine, goes to 
Provence or the Gulf of Lyon , jumps into Sicily 
to go on towards the Epyrus or the Syrian coa
sts. Without stopping: once more Roma_n 
shrewdness is evident (or oecumenic defence) 
to keep the French-Norman-Aragonese push 
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far away from the pontifical seat, rising in Italy 
not higher than the Garigliano and the Pescara 
lines. The merely instrumental esteem of 
Southern Italy held by Rome is only too true; on 
the other hand we see a function of the Church 
State - to avoid invasions from the South (the 
Vth and VII Ith Allied Armies in the last war) - that 
Guicciardini or Machiavelli ignored. 
Also evident is the unprincipled, supple and 
cunning stewardship that Rome exercized in 
favour of the centrality of the oecumenic 
system. The same aim is pursued northward by 
favouring and subsidizing the growing power of 
communal and lordship autonomies; in the anti
German operation , stated in the souls of the 
Alpine and Po Valley populations. So Rome 
keeps its balance in the middle of a couple of 
jaws - Frenchmen southward , Germans 
northward - in a supranational care and interest, 
making use of the essential provinciality of both 
in a seesaw of "Fourberies de Scapin" - thus 
strengthening their own oecumene's embodi
ment, the earthly projection of the ecclesiastical 
corpus. 
When the North (the true one) portrays the 
East, it looks at it with German eyes and turns 
to Poland, to the Baltic countries and to Russia. 
The German counterweights to French expan
sionism in the Mediterranean Sea are the Order 
of Teutonic Knights, East German colonization 
and the Hanseatic League. This was natural 
and easy: while the East does not have new 
land to expand (with the exception of Spanish 
Reconquista: but was it western?) , Germany 
had eastward a full continent to launch over. 
All German attempts to slope southward were 
systematically beaten: the true obstacle of the 
Empire was the Empire itself, the imperial idea. 
The Holy Roman Empire and Eastern Empire 
truly conflicted on the eastern side, and the con
flict was fatal to both. The Germans' blunder 
(today as well) is in the too seriously taking up 
of the imperial and dynastic role handed down 
by Charlemagne: the imperial seat had to be 
between the Rhine and the Oder, the Emperor's 
appointment had to be a Palatine Counts' affair 
(ever more German) , the bishop's appointment 
under the Emperor's care. It is obvious that so 
passionate an engagement was feared by 
Rome, well aware of its provinciality; much 
more feared by Byzantium (and its successors) 
that, with the same awareness, added the very 
sharp consciousness of own frailty. Therefore 
all earthly German-Imperial descents along the 
Balcan peninsula have been blocked - bloody 
conquests instead of approaching marches, as 
if the true infidels were the Orthodox believers -
and all the maritime ones were swallowed up by 
the Westerners, Franks or maritime republics. 
Consequently Outremer had a strongly Fankish 
character; and German politics in the East 



Mediterranean Sea were only antibyzantine, up 
to Costantinople's capture in 1204, the crow
ning achievement of Henry the Fourth. 
But it is more correct to see in this play the clash 
between two imperial usurpers, the old one 
(byzantine) and the newcomer (the German): to 
the advantage of the only correct titular, the 
Roman one. This is Renaissance history. 
From the Germans' point of view, converted 
orthodoxes had to be fought as well as the 
pagans from Prussia, Samogitia and Curlandia, 
and the Baltic coasts supplied a precious set of 
bases to effect this. On the Baltic bottom 
(where, later, St. Petersburg was founded) 
stands the Russia of Pskov and Novgorod, the 
northern line of Chinese caravan routes and the 
roads (along the Dniepr) connecting the Russia 
of Kiev (unlike the Russia of Novgorod) and the 
Black Sea and Byzantium: those were the pro
cu rement roads of the Vareghi (Vikings) of the 
imperial guard of Byzantium. Given the deadly 
affinity of the two Empires, it is easy to under
stand how Germany was interested in the Baltic 
Sea. Here then a Knight Order (or better, two: 
the Teutonics and the Swordsmen), born to pro
tect the Holy Sepulchre, is diverted to fight a dif
ferent war against quite different infidels: a sec
ond Crusader Kingdom is founded in the North , 
wider than the first (but on deserted lands) , that 
tries to fight and capture the Russian merchant 
cities. 
The eastward migration of German peasants 
begins in the Vllth century and turns south befo
re, to Eastern Germany after, to present-day 
Hungary, Poland and Rumania in the end; and, 
of course, to the Teutonic Order lands. First on 
the Main, the lands around Passau, the lands of 
the middle Danube, around Ratisbon and on the 
lsar: fields and fortresses, because the peasant 
fo llows the armies that fight the Avarians and 
Hungarians. At the beginning of the Xth century 
the migration invades the Bohemian Wald , the 
Wiener Wald and the Enns, reaches the low
lands, the Morava River, touches the Styria, fills 
up the upper Drava valley, settles patches of 
Slovenia and Carinzia. Eastward (after the XI Ith 
century, namely after a well-stiffened war con
quest) , for the first time fills up the area between 
the Elbe and Saale, in the second the area 
between the upper Main and the Weser, toward 
the Thuringian Wald; after some stops the 
Holstein , the Mecklemburg, the Brandenburg 
and the whole course of the Elbe. The Silesian 
migration begins in the first half of the Xlllth 
century, filling up the Oder valley, the Sudeti 
and the Erzgebirge; the Neumarkt is created, 
having Frankfurt on the Oder as its capital city. 
In the end the expansion moves on to Eastern 
Prussia, following the Teutonic Knights . 
Slavonian peoples react (when possible) crea
ting political formations and colonization flows: 
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thus we witness the birth of Bohemia, Poland 
and Latvia. German communities import and 
spread law and economy that leave a mark on 
the development af the new countries; the colo
nizing push is given again and again up to the 
intensive immigration ordered by Frederick the 
Great and the ones following the first partition of 
Poland (1772) . The spread of nationalistic prin
ciples will everywhere cause to arise the incu
rable problem of minorities, and the German
Slavic borders, patched with mixed communi
ties, shall become the springs of innumerable 
calamities. 
Such history persists in our times . It is the tale 
of the birth and practice of Eastern states - or, 
better, of the northern approach to Eastern 
European countries, stiffened in the relatively 
ephemeral state enterprises of our knowledge. 
We see independent Latvia and Poland first 
unified, afterwards shared out and vanished, 
just like the Baltic, Bohemian and Moravian 
peoples. From the Elbe westward, up to hyper
borean and rarefied Russia, we find peoples 
that only provisionally achieve statehood; a 
magmatic structure bubbling with irreducible 
nationalisms (Ukrainian , Polish , Bohemian , 
Finnish} over which foreign organizing drafts 
are applied - first the feudal ones, the more akin 
to; secondly the democratic ones - by a 
northern European culture that had borrowed 
them badly from the Mediterranean world. 
From Northern Europe Russia has the look of a 
last headline of communication systems that , 
mile after mile , stretch eastward. We can collect 
those systems into three arteries - northern, 
central and southern - innervating the great 
continental lowland. 
The southern artery links the middle-Danube to 
Cracow and Leopoli , namely with the outer slo
pes of the Carpathian chain , from where Vistula 
and Oder northward, Siret, Dnestr and Bug 
southward flow down; and where the echos of 
two basin civilization - Baltic and Eusine - meet. 
Here is the first continental hinge (or zip) 
between Europe and Asia: a noticeable break, 
over which Poland's historical foundations rest. 
The artery goes on to link westward a new civil 
basin , the Ukrainian one, innerved by the Dnepr 
riverway connecting Cernigov and Kiev to 
Kerson and the Greek civilization of the Black 
Sea; it ends at the boundaries of the lower 
Volga, enlivened by rising streams from Azov 
and by reminders of the ancient Bosphorus 
kingdom. 
The central artery starts from Nurnberg, the 
German heart, or maybe farther, from the upper 
Rhine or the Helvetic highlands, let us say the 
Rhone: and goes to the centre of the Bohemian 
basin , collecting point towards the lower Elbe 
(namely Dresden, Liepzig , Hamburg, Lubeck) 
of the products of the pannonic lowland, the 



Carpatian bow and the lower Danube. It moves 
on toward Warsaw, joint capital of the Vistula, 
Lithuania and Polish states; at the end it sets off 
on the continental ridge passing alongside the 
great Pripyat swamps and going to the Volga's 
and Oka's basin cities - Kaluga, Kula, Riazan , 
Vladimir, Moscow - frontier cities , from a 
western point of view. 
The northern artery is the axis of expansion of 
the Teutonic Knights, where inner capitals are 
founded - Kulm, Wenden, Dorpat - and coastal 
ones as well: Reval , Pernau, Riga, Konigsberg, 
Memel, Elbing, Danzig, Stettino. This road fol
lows westward to Friesland and Flanders, tou
ching Hamburg, Lubeck and Bremen; so hem
ming by land the sea trails of the northern basin. 
The Hanseatic League is for the German Empire 
(namely the eastern part of the North country) 
what Genoa and Pisa are for the Franks (the 
western part; taking away Venice, always tied to 
German lands in some way) ; it works for the 
northeast push as well as the Italian sea cities 
work for the southeast one. It has a noticeable 
political (and when necessary, wartime) weight, 
nevertheless it keeps its commercial skill up to its 
end, due to the birth of Atlantic traderoutes. It is 
settled from London to Bruges and Novgorod, 
from Koln to Stockholm but its main axis is the 
Baltic Sea, where lumber, furs, Chinese silk 
coming from Russia and Scandinavia cross 
England and Flanders wools and fabrics , wheat, 
handcrafts from France and Italy. 
The Hansa reminds us of a typical feature of 
that time, the economic one. The Gothic world -
no matter if western , eastern or southern - is 
always bound to quantities, serial , often pletho
ric and inflated: having found a value scale - the 
Romanesque one - repeats it again and again 
in search of linguistic variations. It muddles up 
quality and quantity and, trying its best, grows 
extraordinarily in territories, demography, pro
ducts and income. The growth depends on spe
cial ization; and to the increase of conveyances, 
because specialization is differentiated localiza
tion by similar productions - English and 
Flemish wools and pastures and open fields , 
Brussels flax spinning and macerating-vats -
while consumers are everywhere and get dres
sed for cold and hot weather. An increase in 
exchanges comes up that stirs up loans and 
credits, with the birth of great movable wealth: 
thus are formed the patrimonies of the Medici 
and Fugger houses. 
The elective tool of this economistic vision is the 
city as market and service; country people (pro
portionally more than today) are seen in a pro
ductive light only, as labourers producing goods 
to trade with and consume. The G.othic city 
embodies the functionalistic image of the city 
and, therefore, has to be decidedly differentia
ted from the Italian medieval city that raises the 
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standard of ethical-political independence, of 
being a self-state - in a word , municipal values. 
It must be said that the greater plenty of 
aspects, due to the nearness to the system's 
centre, makes the individuality of Italian cities 
exist; while Northern Europe (Gothic) cities dif
ferentiate themselves by the economic factors 
of their territory only (the greater part of misun
derstandings and mistakes of our town-plan
ning practice is caused by the prejudice that 
every city is the same); and that such a vision of 
the city joins up with Gothic civilization where
ver it flourishes, in Italy too - although as a 
developing phase only, to be replaced by the 
Renaissance - while the true Gothic world 
keeps its cities in our days as well. 
The most important northern cities are commer
cial capitals (Antwerp, Cologne, Hamburg, 
Lubeck, Danzig) or great fairs (Leipzig , 
Champaigne and the Rhineland cities, Frankfurt 
on the Oder); many are the great English fairs, 
mainly on the eastern plain , the most 
Romanized - London, Portsmouth, Winchester, 
Stamford, Boston. The uneven distribution of 
fairs and commercial cities is noticeable: the 
first are disposed along the three axes of the 
Mediterranean Sea-North system, starting from 
the Gothicised Po Valley (leaving out the Italian 
peninsula, except for Senigallia) towards the 
Champagne and Seine mouth , toward 
Rhineland and toward Saxony; the second, on 
the contrary, on the Teutonic and crusader 
fronts , namely on the northern and southern 
wings of the eastern border. This one a very 
Gothic (namely economistic and aggressive) 
placing; more spontaneous, immediate, the 
other fit to local scale and the single organism. 
Thus we have examined the Gothic world and 
Gothic vision. Let us remember the outstanding 
points: splitting into western and eastern trunks; 
aggressive militancy of both , revealed in a cen
tripetal motion of the western trunk (that gene
rates the knot of Paris , the Norman penetration, 
the Crusades, the Languedocian civilization, 
the Angevin and Aragonese politics) and in a 
centrifugal eastern motion (that generates the 
Baltic and East German cities, the German 
colonization of Slavic lands, the Teutonic Order 
territories) ; economic sectionalism producing 
great quantitative processes (demographical 
ones, for instance). Western prevalence in the 
North of the Mediterranean Sea; several local 
reactions of the Roman system; linked syste
matic change of the Italian territory that 
"northerns itself" (namely becomes more 
European or more feudal) in southern countries 
and municipal izes itself (in a Gothic climate) in 
northern and central ones. 
The last point is very noticeable because it has 
two ways of being interpreted: as a Gothic 
action or as an oecumemic - Roman - reaction. 



One can say that southern feudalization is due 
to Norman attendance and the Crusades' push , 
and that the communal blooming is only sha
ring the general economic progress after the 
Xlth century; or (as we do) that the popish 
reckoning favoured the Norman settlement in 
Southern Italy to fight Byzantium and Islam and 
the strength of northern Communes to contrast 
the German-Imperial aims. Such doubleness is 
explicable with the double stereoscopic view, 
from centre and eccentric, stated in the opening 
of this article: actually, all the events of this 
phase are doubly interpretable. 
It is difficult to imagine a more northern history 
than the formation of the German-Baltic states: 
nevertheless the Teutonic Order territories are 
one of three crusader states (on three triangle 
vertices) fed faith and works from the Roman 
centre. We underline the number three; one for 
every vertex: oecumenicity mainly rests on that 
- the symmetrical distribution of the crusader 
states, at East, at West and at North - and sec
ondarily only on the protagonism of Rome. 
Th ree hotbeds do exist, where Christiendom is 
engaged in a religious war, and they have very 
val id local reasons to exist - local , namely not 
on ly religious. But it seems very noticeable that 
the Church strengthens from inside such rea
sons, giving them a unitary and higher sense. 
Also the chronological order of the three reli
gious wars is oecumenic: they follow one 
another in a counterclockwise direction from 
East to North and from North to West. If we con
sider (rightly, I believe) that the first 
Reconquista - up to the birth of the Leon and 
Castile kingdoms, with Santiago de Compostela 
temporarily playing the role of the Vatican - had 
on ly a local value the eastern Crusade, oecu
menic Western endeavour, comes first and 
stops having any oecumenic echo after the birth 
of the Latin Eastern Empire; the Teutonic Order 
fo llows, being effective up to the fall of 
Tannenberg (after which the Polish-Lithuanian 
power rises): last comes the Spanish victory 
with the union of Castile and Aragon , the bani
shment of the Moors and Hebrews, Charles 
Vth's empire. If we connect religious fronts to 
territorial spreads we note that the Crusaders' 
front matches the South-Eastern Islamic expan
sion, the Teutonic front matches the Eastern
European one, the Spanish front matches the 
Americas; that the holy war's engagement, mili
tary and religious at the same time, is in the first 
case consequent, in the second contemporary, 
in the third preceding territorial spread. That 
shows the growth of oecumenic awareness and 
the conforming of reason to history in parallel to 
the conversion of Gothic Style into the 
Renaissance and Baroque. 
Let us stay in Eastern Europe. The northern 
route's web that, from the Elbe to the Volga, 
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innervates the great Polish, Ukrainian and 
Russian plains seems rooted to the territory 
from its origin ; nevertheless we often forget that 
this world was, first and unitarily, saturated by 
Byzantine penetration and, later only, spl it into a 
western half German-penetrated and an 
eastern half Byzantinized and Mongol-besie
ged. It is interesting to remark that the (let us 
say) European penetration goes on following 
the parallels while the Byzantine one goes fol
lowing the meridians; the first radiates from the 
German rivers , the second from the Black Sea 
and the Bosphorus. 
The more western of Byzantine axes reaches 
the Elbe (from Byzantium) passing by 
Carpathians, Buda and Prague; the second 
links present Odessa with Danzig ascending 
the Dnestr and descending the Oder; the third 
links Cherson with the outh of the Neva (St. 
Petersburgh); the fourth connects Crimea and 
lower Don with the middle Volga and the com
mercial cities of Baltic Russia - Pskov and 
Novgorod. Parallel basins have thus been crea
ted that, before only hearing of Rome, knew 
Byzantium: the Bohemian basin , Leopoli and 
Cracow and present Silesia, Kiev and the 
Ukraine, Minsk and Bielorussia, the Oka cities 
with Vladimir and Moscow, the Volga cities with 
Riazan , Kazan , Saratov. Those are worlds that 
pre-existed - and resisted - German thrust. The 
route web by parallels has developed linking 
latitudinally capital cities and boundary poles 
pertaining to such worlds: but we must remem
ber that capitals and poles localized (in archaic 
times) where the converging ways to Pontus 
Eusinus (traced by the appeal of Helladic, 
Hellenic and Hellenistic civilizations) crossed 
the continental ridge routes. 
Now, if memory servs us right, Byzantium is a 
constitutor pole of a Mediterranean system, 
born (as we have seen) in connection with the 
Balkanic secondary ridge (splitting the imperial 
Roman figure). No wonder then if we put it to 
the Mediterranean genesis of Eastern Europe -
truly impervious to German penetration, extin
guishing Napoleon's and Hitler 's fury. 
Byzantium is settled on the Eastern triangle ver
tex, where the system gathers the eastern aims 
of the Southern (Antioch , Baghdad) and 
Northern part (the same Byzantium's) : from this 
point of view the system looks like Eastern 
Europe. This vision anticipates and grounds the 
European one, that prevails only after Peter the 
Great, when Mmediterranean mouthways were 
obstructed by Turkish power. 
Here is the product of a following eccentric's 
swift that, if also parallel to us and our times, 
doesn't warrant its longevity. 
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