
Unwinding the secret of the Dark Sovereign's passing: Well known middle age knight was probable 

killed by jungle fever or IBS in 1376 - and NOT by ongoing loose bowels as recently suspected, 

concentrate on claims 

The Dark Ruler was presumptive successor to the English high position before his demise, and is 

proclaimed as the best English trooper ever to have lived. 

The sovereign, who was the oldest child and main beneficiary of Edward III, has been known as The 

Dark Ruler since the sixteenth century due to the slaughter and is as yet attacked in a quarters in 

France right up to the present day. 

 

He was battling in battles from the age of 16 and acquired a ruthless standing, which might have 

prompted his moniker. 

 

His passing in 1376 has been the subject of much interest to history specialists, as it prompted a time 

of huge shakiness in Britain. 

 

That is on the grounds that his dad, Ruler Edward III, kicked the bucket only one year after the fact, 

and the crown was then given to his 10-year-old child Richard. 

 

Ruler Richard II controlled until 1399, when his cousin Henry Bolingbroke, who he had excluded, 

attacked Britain. 

 

Henry dismissed the Ruler prior to delegated himself, and Richard is remembered to have been 

famished to death in imprisonment. 

 

In this way started more than hundred years of agitation in the nation, including the Conflicts of the 

Roses and the ascent of the Tudors. 

 

While Edward the Dark Sovereign drove numerous a fight during the Hundred Years' Conflict, what 

began when he was a kid, he was rarely truly harmed. 

 

All things considered, he is said to have endured with a serious, persistent sickness for quite a long 

time, which he at last surrendered to matured 45. 

 

The sovereign is remembered to have gotten this sickness soon after the 1367 Clash of Nájera in 

Spain, as it was referenced in a sonnet composed by the envoy of John Chandos - an English warlord 

and the ruler's dear companion. 



 

But since another narrative recommends that 80% of his military died from 'diarrhea and different 

illnesses', many have proposed that this was likewise Sovereign Edward's reason for death, explicitly 

the amoebic structure. 

 

Otherwise called amoebiasis, this digestive disease was normal in middle age Europe, and 

accompanied side effects of the runs, stomach torment, weight reduction and laziness. 

 

It can likewise cause long haul, dangerous difficulties, as inside scarring, digestive ulceration and 

outrageous aggravation or distension of the entrail. 

 

Chandos Envoy's sonnet additionally portrayed the Dark Sovereign as 'lying wiped out in his bed' not 

long before the Attack of Limoges in 1370. 

 

Nonetheless, two yeas later, Sovereign Edward partook in his last military mission to the alleviation 

of Thouars in France. 

A student of history excused the Dark Ruler for a slaughter that occurred over a long time back, in 

the wake of finding it was really dedicated by wrathful French fighters. 

 

Edward of Woodstock's standing was discolored by the record of a French writer who said he 

requested the slaughter of 3,000 honest individuals in the French town of Limoges during the 

Hundred Years Battle among Britain and France. 

Edward of Woodstock was Britain's pre-famous military pioneer during the primary period of the 

Hundred Years War which ran from 1337 to 1453. 

 

In 1346, matured only 16, he won his prods at Crecy where the French respectability were 

obliterated by English longbowmen. 

 

After a decade, he drove the unfathomably dwarfed English to triumph at the Skirmish of Poitiers 

that constrained the caught French lord John II to bow to the details of a settlement which denoted 

the pinnacle of Britain's strength in the contention. 

 

As ruler of Aquitaine he governed over a lot of region in south-western France and held court at 

Bordeaux. He kicked the bucket on June 8, 1376 subsequent to experiencing diarrhea. 

 



Mr Jones, 62, of South London, said: 'Edward is one of our extraordinary legends who motivated 

everyone around him to battle and accomplished sensational military triumphs. 

 

'His standing was discolored by Froissart's record of the sack of Limoges which I have forever been 

dubious of on the grounds that it appeared to be bizarre. 

 

'The sovereign was an extreme fighter yet an exceptionally devout man. 

In any case, proof arose in 2017 recommending the sovereign, who was the leader of Aquitaine in 

south-western France, didn't structure the slaughter during the sack of Limoges on September 19, 

1370. 

 

As a matter of fact, it was the French powers who butchered 3,000 of their kinsmen since they 

opened the doors of Limoges to give the English access. 

 

The captivating discoveries are in a history of the ruler by military antiquarian Michael Jones who 

says he needs to 'eliminate an unjustifiable blemish on the sovereign's standing'. 

 

A provocative record by French writer Jean Froissart of the sack of Limoges depicted the 

'unpredictable' killing of everyone who had hurled themselves before the sovereign and asked for 

benevolence yet whose supplications were disregarded. 

A provocative record by French writer Jean Froissart of the sack of Limoges portrayed the 

'unpredictable' killing of everyone who had hurled themselves before the sovereign and asked for 

leniency yet whose requests were disregarded. 

 

He composed: 'The English got through the fundamental door and begun to kill the occupants, 

unpredictably - as they had been requested to. 

 

'It was something horrible. Everyone cast themselves kneeling down before the ruler, asking for 

leniency, yet he was so overwhelmed with outrage and an all-consuming craving for vengeance, that 

he paid attention to nobody. 

 

'All were put to the sword, any place they were found. 

 

'There was not that day in Limoges any heart so solidified, nobody had of even the slightest bit of 

pity, who was not profoundly impacted by the occasions occurring before them. 

 



'As many as 3,000 residents were executed that day.' 

 

Be that as it may, Mr Jones has analyzed chronicles in Limoges and Paris and uncovered convincing 

new proof which raises questions about Froissart's rendition of occasions. 

 

The disclosure of a letter the sovereign composed three days after the catch of the city contains no 

notice of a discount butcher of occupants. 

 

Moreover, the record of a nearby writer has become exposed who seen a collection of residents 

advance toward the principal door, raise the pennant of France and Britain in a set up sign and 

excursion it open. 

 

Countless individuals in Limoges were steady of the ruler who had administered over them for the 

beyond 10 years and believed that nothing should do with the city's tricky minister Jean de Cros who 

coordinated the French re-taking of Limoges the earlier month. 

 

The minister spread the talk that the ruler had passed on from an unexpected disease in a bid to 

convince his kindred priests to oblige John the Duke of Berry's (sibling of Charles V of France) French 

powers. 

 

Urgently, Mr Jones has uncovered records relating to a claim between two traders of Limoges held in 

the Paris Parlement (court) on July 10, 1404 which uncover that as English soldiers overwhelmed 

into the city, the rankled French post killed those occupants who let them in. 

 

The declaration concerned the opponent inquirers' reasonableness to hold imperial office and the 

statement alluded to the litigant's dad, Jacques Bayard, who with a group of other destitute 

individuals permitted the ruler's fighters into Limoges. 

 

His dad 'conveyed the standard of the English to the primary entryway, where he was caught by the 

commander of the (French) post, who then guillotined him'. 

 

Hence, the post terminated the houses around them and withdrew towards the diocesan's castle. 

 

Following the sack of Limoges, the ruler embraced a placating tone which Mr Jones contends is 

totally in conflict with somebody who evidently requested the slaughter of 3,000 individuals. 

 



The ruler expressed: 'because of the conspiracy of their diocesan, the ministry and occupants of the 

refer to (in Limoges) experienced egregious misfortunes to their bodies and assets, and persevered 

through much difficulty. 

 

'We don't wish to see them further rebuffed as accessories to this wrongdoing, when the 

shortcoming lay with the diocesan and they didn't have anything to do with it. 

 

'We subsequently announce them exculpated and quit of all charges of resistance, injustice and 

relinquishment.' 

 

Edward of Woodstock was Britain's pre-famous military pioneer during the primary period of the 

Hundred Years War which ran from 1337 to 1453. 

 

In 1346, matured only 16, he won his prods at Crecy where the French honorability were obliterated 

by English longbowmen. 

 

After a decade, he drove the immensely dwarfed English to triumph at the Clash of Poitiers that 

constrained the caught French ruler John II to bow to the provisions of a settlement which denoted 

the pinnacle of Britain's strength in the contention. 

 

As ruler of Aquitaine he managed over a lot of domain in south-western France and held court at 

Bordeaux. He passed on June 8, 1376 subsequent to experiencing diarrhea. 

 

Mr Jones, 62, of South London, said: 'Edward is one of our incredible legends who propelled people 

around him to battle and accomplished remarkable military triumphs. 

 

'His standing was discolored by Froissart's record of the sack of Limoges which I have forever been 

dubious of in light of the fact that it appeared to be unusual. 

 

'The ruler was an extreme hero however an exceptionally devout man. 

 

'The more I took a gander at Froissart's record, the more it didn't make any sense. 

 

'My intuition, trailed by documented research, has painted a totally different story of what occurred. 

 



'Froissart doesn't appear to have at any point visited Limoges and his record was very likely 

whimsical. 

 

'The Ruler had settled on a strategy of pardon towards those towns that had moved their 

faithfulness to the French, the majority of Limoges had remained steadfast and was all the while 

waiting for himself and the rest of been fooled into conceding the duke of Berry's soldiers by a trick. 

 

'The residents, who were friendly with the ruler, were enraged when they figured out they had been 

deluded about his demise and given the English access. 

 

'Froissart's affection for a decent story drove him to design sections of his set of experiences - to just 

make things up. 

 

'His profoundly hued record of the sack of Limoges has held influence in our creative mind for a 

really long time. 

 

'The time has come to eliminate this inappropriate blemish on Edward's standing and reestablish 

one of our 


