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Final Exam 
Question 1
The idea of chivalry was accepted in principle, by noblemen of various levels from at least the thirteenth towards fifteenth century. The idea signified, a logically defined set of thoughts and associated practices commonly understood and accepted and traditionally explained by historians. The other understanding was that the usual form of these set of ideas either were expected to promote a set of normative characteristics including associated types of behaviors, comprising of courage, respect and courtesy, particularly in regards to women.
Most historians thought that these set of ideas and practices were closely linked with the formally recognized status whose inhabitants had tolerated the title chevalier in both Middle and Old French including knights belonging to Middle English. The idea was thought to consist of loyalty, in a sense of obligation as well as honor for purposes of promoting the Catholic Church including its domain, but mostly minority members of their society. The phrase chivalry was predominantly used by Anglophone historians mainly to designate the social and moral code accredited to the noble knights during late middle Ages. Chivalry appeared to promote works that constantly subjugated historiography in the field of Anglophone towards early years of the 20th century including the influence of conventional speech including certain types of behaviors that unsurprisingly arose from it. Such a practice was most evidently expressed by Francis Warre-Cornish who was the Vice-Provost of Eton College. 
Question 3
The intention of developing code of the warrior was to warrior code tends to regulate and restrain actions of warriors. The codes did not only describe how warriors were to interrelate with their own warrior comrades, but also show how these warriors need to treat and perceive other members of their society including the people who they conquer as well as their enemies. Warrior codes therefore, establish boundaries regarding acceptable behavior of the warriors by distinguishing shameful acts from honorable acts. Achilles are expected to seek vengeance for the death of their friend, Patroclus, nevertheless when his fury forces him to mistreat the body of his arch nemesis, the gods are eventually angered by his actions. 
Through the chivalry codes, a medieval knight was expected to show mercy to any knight who gives in or surrenders during any battle. Considering the feudal Japan, the samurai are not allowed to approach or fight their opponents by means of stealth, rather the Samurai are expected to declare themselves in an open manner before engaging in a battle. In religious context, Muslim warriors charged to prosecute an aggressive jihad, were not permitted to employ certain types of weapons, such as fire, except and until such weapons are used by their enemies first.
Both Japanese and European warrior codes cited the importance of loyalty, honor, courage as well as obedience towards their superiors. In addition, they spoke strongly about honor and loyalty, particularly towards individuals of higher positions. Such behaviors and virtues were often emphasized by warriors since they were provided both land and income by their lords.
 	In comparison between the two codes, it was clear that warrior codes were taken seriously by the Japanese as compared to the Europeans. In fact, as opposed to the Europeans, the Japanese killed themselves in case they disobeyed their seniors. European warriors often disobeyed the code of chivalry such as by resulting to loot during battles or mistreating women by only allowing them to eat after they have eaten. In addition, the Europeans surrendered or backed out of battles, while the Japanese often killed themselves after losing a battle because they felt dishonored.     
Question 5
[bookmark: 1st][bookmark: 2nd][bookmark: 3rd]Feudal society was historically classified into three estates, typically equivalent to social classes. The church was the First Estate including the clergy who led people in prayers. Nobility was the Second Estate, particularly the knights who engaged in battles. During middle Ages, It was not unusual for aristocrats to move in the Church and therefore, move from the second towards the first estate. Peasantry were the Third Estate including all individuals, at least under the system of feudalism, who were tasked with food production, which supported and maintained those individuals who prayed as well as those who fought during battles.
 There is a need to note that the classes defined by the above-mentioned traditional estates were mainly gender specific. In this case, they are defined and explained what is done for a living by a man including the the social class into which such a man was born. As opposed to men, Women were categorized differently, yet, medieval women were born and raised into the third or second estate, and may ultimately belong to first estate category. Nonetheless, women were also classified based on three explicitly feminine estates being either a wife, virgin or a widow. The estate of women was established not by their profession but through their sexual activity, where they was expected to define their relationship with whom they slept with, used to or never slept with. 






