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PREFACE

In introducing the student to the history of the development of European culture, the problem
of proportion has seemed to me, throughout, the fundamental one. Consequently I have
endeavored not only to state matters truly and clearly but also to bring the narrative into
harmony with the most recent conceptions of the relative importance of past events and
institutions. It has seemed best, in an elementary treatise upon so vast a theme, to omit the
names of many personages and conflicts of secondary importance which have ordinarily found
their way into our historical text-books. I have ventured also to neglect a considerable number of
episodes and anecdotes which, while hallowed by assiduous repetition, appear to owe their place
in our manuals rather to accident or mere tradition than to any profound meaning for the student
of the subject.

The space saved by these omissions has been used for three main purposes. Institutions under
which Europe has lived for centuries, above all the Church, have been discussed with a good deal
more fullness than is usual in similar manuals. The life and work of a few men of indubitably first-
rate importance in the various fields of human endeavor—Gregory the Great, Charlemagne,
Abelard, St. Francis, Petrarch, Luther, Erasmus, Voltaire, Napoleon, Bismarck—have been
treated with care proportionate to their significance for the world. Lastly, the scope of the work
has been broadened so that not only the political but also the economic, intellectual, and artistic
achievements of the past form an integral part of the narrative.

I have relied upon a great variety of sources belonging to the various orders in the hierarchy of
historical literature; it is happily unnecessary to catalogue these. In some instances I have found
other manuals, dealing with portions of my field, of value. In the earlier chapters, Emerton's
admirable Introduction to the Middle Ages furnished many suggestions. For later periods, the
same may be said of Henderson's careful Germany in the Middle Ages and Schwill's clear and
well-proportioned History of Modern Europe. For the most recent period, I have made constant
use of Andrews' scholarly Development of Modern Europe. For England, the manuals of Green
and Gardiner have been used. The greater part of the work is, however, the outcome of study of a
wide range of standard special treatises dealing with some short period or with a particular
phase of European progress. As examples of these, I will mention only Lea's monumental
contributions to our knowledge of the jurisprudence of the Church, Rashdall's History of the
Universities in the Middle Ages, Richter's incomparable Annalen der Deutschen Geschichte im
Mittelalter, the Histoire Générale, and the well-known works of Luchaire, Voigt, Hefele, Bezold,
Janssen, Levasseur, Creighton, Pastor. In some cases, as in the opening of the Renaissance, the
Lutheran Revolt, and the French Revolution, I have been able to form my opinions to some extent
from first-hand material.

My friends and colleagues have exhibited a generous interest in my enterprise, of which I have
taken constant advantage. Professor E.H. Castle of Teachers College, Miss Ellen S. Davison, Dr.
William R. Shepherd, and Dr. James T. Shotwell of the historical department of Columbia
University, have very kindly read part of my manuscript. The proof has been revised by my
colleague, Professor William A. Dunning, Professor Edward P. Cheyney of the University of
Pennsylvania, Dr. Ernest F. Henderson, and by Professor Dana C. Munro of the University of
Wisconsin. To all of these I am much indebted. Both in the arduous preparation of the manuscript
and in the reading of the proof my wife has been my constant companion, and to her the volume
owes innumerable rectifications in arrangement and diction. I would also add a word of gratitude
to my publishers for their hearty cooperation in their important part of the undertaking.

The Readings in European History, a manual now in preparation, and designed to accompany
this volume, will contain comprehensive bibliographies for each chapter and a selection of
illustrative material, which it is hoped will enable the teacher and pupil to broaden and vivify
their knowledge. In the present volume I have given only a few titles at the end of some of the
chapters, and in the footnotes I mention, for collateral reading, under the heading "Reference,"
chapters in the best available books, to which the student may be sent for additional detail.
Almost all the books referred to might properly find a place in every high-school library.



J.H.R.

CoLuMBIA UNIVERSITY,
January 12, 1903.

CONTENTS

CHAPTER PAGE
I THE HisToricaL PoINT oF VIEW 1

II WESTERN EUROPE BEFORE THE BARBARIAN INVASIONS 8

111 THE GERMAN INVASIONS AND THE BREAK-UP OF THE ROMAN EMPIRE 25

IAY) TuE RiSE oF THE Papacy 44

\Y THE MoNKs AND THE CONVERSION OF THE GERMANS 56

VI CHARLES MARTEL AND PIPPIN 67

VII CHARLEMAGNE 77
VIII THE DisrRUPTION OF CHARLEMAGNE'S EMPIRE 92

X FeEupALISM 104

X THE DEVELOPMENT OF FRANCE 120

XI ENGLAND IN THE MIDDLE AGES 133

XII GERMANY AND ITALY IN THE TENTH AND ELEVENTH CENTURIES 148
XIII Tue ConrLIcT BETWEEN GREGORY VII AND HENRY IV 164
XIV ToE HOHENSTAUFEN EMPERORS AND THE POPES 173

XV TuaeE CRUSADES 187

XVI TuE MEeDIEVAL CHURCH AT ITS HEIGHT 201
XVII HERESY AND THE FRIARS 216
XVIII TuaE PeEOPLE IN COUNTRY AND TOWN 233
XIX TuaE CULTURE OF THE MIDDLE AGES 250
XX Tuae HunDRED YEARS' WAR 277
XXI THE Pores AND THE COUNCILS 303
XXII THE ITALIAN CITIES AND THE RENAISSANCE 321
XXIII EuropPE AT THE OPENING OF THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY 354
XXIV GERMANY BEFORE THE PROTESTANT REVOLT 369
XXV MARTIN LUTHER AND HIS REVOLT AGAINST THE CHURCH 387
XXVI CoOURSE OF THE PROTESTANT REVOLT IN GERMANY, 1521-1555 405
XXVII THE PROTESTANT REVOLT IN SWITZERLAND AND ENGLAND 421
XXVIII TuE CatHoLic REFORMATION—PHILIP IT 437
XXIX THE THIRTY YEARS' WAR 465
XXX STRUGGLE IN ENGLAND FOR CONSTITUTIONAL (GOVERNMENT 475
XXXI TuE AscenpeENcY oF France UNDER Louis XIV 495
XXXII Rise oF Russia aND Prussia 509
XXXIII THE ExpansioN oF ENGLAND 523
XXXIV TuE EvE oF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION 537
XXXV TuaE FrRENcH REvoLUTION 558
XXXVI THE FirsT FRENCH REPUBLIC 574
XXXVII NAPOLEON BONAPARTE 592
XXXVIIL EuroPE AND NAPOLEON 606
XXXIX EuroreE AFTER THE CONGRESS OF VIENNA 625
XL THE UNIFICATION OF ITALY AND GERMANY 642

XLI EurorE or To-pAY 671
LisT or Books 689
INDEX 691

LIST OF MAPS

PAGE
1 The Roman Empire at its Greatest Extent 8-9
2 The Barbarian Inroads 26-27
3 Europe in the Time of Theodoric 31
4 The Dominions of the Franks under the Merovingians 37
5 Christian Missions 63
6 Arabic Conquests 71


https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_1
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_8
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_25
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_44
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_56
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_67
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_77
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_92
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_104
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_120
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_133
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_148
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_164
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_173
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_187
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_201
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_216
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_233
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_250
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_277
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_303
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_321
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_354
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_369
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_387
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_405
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_421
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_437
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_465
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_475
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_495
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_509
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_523
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_537
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_558
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_574
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_592
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_606
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_625
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_642
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_671
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_689
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_691
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_8
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_26
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_31
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_37
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_63
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Page_71

7 The Empire of Charlemagne 82-83

8 Treaty of Verdun 93

9 Treaty of Mersen 95

10 Fiefs and Suzerains of the Counts of Champagne 113

11 France at the Close of the Reign of Philip Augustus 129

12 The Plantagenet Possessions in England and France 141

13 Europe about A.p. 1000 152-153

14 Italian Towns in the Twelfth Century 175

15 Routes of the Crusaders 190-191

16 The Crusaders' States in Syria 193

17 Ecclesiastical Map of France in the Middle Ages 205

18 Lines of Trade and Mediseval Towns 242-243

19 The British Isles 278-279

20 Treaty of Bretigny, 1360 287

21 French Possessions of the English King in 1424 294

22 France under Louis XI 298-299

23 Voyages of Discovery 349

24 Europe in the Sixteenth Century 358-359

25 Germany in the Sixteenth Century 372-373

26 The Swiss Confederation 422

27 Treaty of Utrecht 506-507

28 Northeastern Europe in the Eighteenth Century 513

29 Provinces of France in the Eighteenth Century 539

30 Salt Tax in France 541

31 France in Departments 568-569

32 Partitions of Poland 584

33 Europe at the Height of Napoleon's Power 614-615

34 Europe in 1815 626-627

35 Races of Austro-Hungary 649

36 Europe of To-day 666-667

FULL-PAGE ILLUSTRATIONS
I PAGE FROM AN ILLUMINATED MANUSCRIPT Frontispiece
II Facape oF RHEIMS CATHEDRAL Ff:;g 264
III INTERIOR OF EXETER CATHEDRAL Facing 266
bage
v BronzE STATUES OF PHiLIP THE GOOD AND CHARLES THE BoLD AT Facing 300
INNSBRUCK page
\% BronzE DooRrs oF THE CATHEDRAL AT Pisa
VI GHIBERTI'S DOORS AT FLORENCE } 342-343
VII GiotTo's MADONNA

VIII Hory FamiLy BY ANDREA DEL SARTO } 346-347

INTRODUCTION TO THE HISTORY OF WESTERN EUROPE

CHAPTER 1

THE HISTORICAL POINT OF VIEW

1. History, in the broadest sense of the word, is all that we know about
everything that man has ever done, or thought, or hoped, or felt. It is the
limitless science of past human affairs, a subject immeasurably vast and
important but exceedingly vague. The historian may busy himself deciphering

hieroglyphics on an Egyptian obelisk, describing a mediaeval monastery, enumerating the Mongol
emperors of Hindustan or the battles of Napoleon. He may explain how the Roman Empire was
conquered by the German barbarians, or why the United States and Spain came to blows in 1898,
or what Calvin thought of Luther, or what a French peasant had to eat in the eighteenth century.
We can know something of each of these matters if we choose to examine the evidence which still

The scope of
history.

[Pg 1]
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exists; they all help to make up history.

The present volume deals with a small but very important portion of the
history of the world. Its object is to give as adequate an account as is possible in | Object of this
one volume of the chief changes in western Europe since the German | volume.
barbarians overcame the armies of the Roman Empire and set up states of their
own, out of which the present countries of France, Germany, Italy, Austria, Spain, the
Netherlands, and England have slowly grown. There are, however, whole libraries upon the
history of each of these countries during the last fifteen hundred years, and it requires a volume
or two to give a tolerably complete account of any single important person, like St. Francis,
Cromwell, Frederick the Great, or Napoleon. Besides biographies and general histories, there are
many special treatises upon the Church and other great institutions; upon the literature, art,
philosophy, and law of the various countries. It is obvious, therefore, that only a very few of the
historical facts known to scholars can possibly find a place in a single volume such as this. One
who undertakes to condense what we know of Europe's past, since the times of Theodosius and
Alaric, into the space of six hundred pages assumes a very grave responsibility. The reader has a
right to ask not only that what he finds in the book shall be at once true and clearly stated, but
that it shall consist, on the whole, of the most important and useful of all the things which might
have been selected from the well-nigh infinite mass of true things that are known.

We gain practically nothing from the mere enumeration of events and dates. The student of
history wishes to know how people lived; what were their institutions (which are really only the
habits of nations), their occupations, interests, and achievements; how business was transacted
in the Middle Ages almost without the aid of money; how, later, commerce increased and
industry grew up; what a great part the Christian church played in society; how the monks lived
and what they did for mankind. In short, the object of an introduction to mediseval and modern
European history is the description of the most significant achievements of western civilization
during the past fifteen hundred years,—the explanation of how the Roman Empire of the West
and the wild and unknown districts inhabited by the German races have become the Europe of
Gladstone and Bismarck, of Darwin and Pasteur.

In order to present even an outline of the great changes during this long period, all that was
exceptional and abnormal must be left out. We must fix our attention upon man's habitual
conduct, upon those things that he kept on doing in essentially the same way for a century or so.
Particular events are important in so far as they illustrate these permanent conditions and
explain how the western world passed from one state to another.

We must learn, above all, to study sympathetically institutions and beliefs
that we are tempted at first to declare absurd and unreasonable. The aim of the | We should study
historian is not to prove that a particular way of doing a thing is right or wrong, | the past
as, for instance, intrusting the whole government to a king or forbidding | sympathetically.
clergymen to marry. His object is to show as well as he can how a certain
system came to be introduced, what was thought of it, how it worked, and how another plan
gradually supplanted it. It seems to us horrible that a man should be burned alive because he
holds views of Christianity different from those of his neighbors. Instead, however, of merely
condemning the practice, we must, as historical students, endeavor to see why practically every
one in the thirteenth century, even the wisest and most tender-hearted, agreed that such a
fearful punishment was the appropriate one for a heretic. An effort has, therefore, been made
throughout this volume to treat the convictions and habits of men and nations in the past with
consideration; that is, to make them seem natural and to show their beneficent rather than their
evil aspects. It is not the weakness of an institution, but the good that is in it, that leads men to
adopt and retain it.

2. It is impossible to divide the past into distinct, clearly defined periods and

prove that one age ended and another began in a particular year, such as 476,
or 1453, or 1789. Men do not and cannot change their habits and ways of doing
things all at once, no matter what happens. It is true that a single event, such as
an important battle which results in the loss of a nation's independence, may
produce an abrupt change in the government. This in turn may encourage or
discourage commerce and industry and modify the language and the spirit of a
people. Yet these deeper changes take place only very gradually. After a battle
or a revolution the farmer will sow and reap in his old way, the artisan will take

Impossibility of
dividing the past
into clearly
defined periods.

All general
changes take
place gradually.

up his familiar tasks, and the merchant his buying and selling. The scholar will
study and write and the household go on under the new government just as they did under the
old. So a change in government affects the habits of a people but slowly in any case, and it may
leave them quite unaltered.

The French Revolution, at the end of the eighteenth century, was probably the most abrupt
and thoroughgoing change in the habits of a nation of which we have any record. But we shall
find, when we come to study it, that it was by no means so sudden in reality as is ordinarily
supposed. Moreover, the innovators did not even succeed in permanently altering the form of
government; for when the French, after living under a monarchy for many centuries, set up a
republic in 1792, the new government lasted only a few years. The nation was monarchical by
habit and soon gladly accepted the rule of Napoleon, which was more despotic than that of any of
its former kings. In reorganizing the state he borrowed much from the discarded monarchy, and
the present French republic still retains many of these arrangements.

[Pg 2]

[Pg 3]

[Pg 4]



This tendency of mankind to do, in general, this year what it did last, in spite The uni
. . . . . € unity or
of changes in some one department of life,—such as substituting a president for Bonin ot
a king, traveling by rail instead of on horseback, or getting the news from a | pistory.
newspaper instead of from a neighbor,—results in what is called the unity or
continuity of history. The truth that no abrupt change has ever taken place in all the customs of a
people, and that it cannot, in the nature of things, take place, is perhaps the most fundamental
lesson that history teaches.

Historians sometimes seem to forget this principle, when they claim to begin and end their
books at precise dates. We find histories of Europe from 476 to 918, from 1270 to 1492, as if the
accession of a capable German king in 918, or the death of a famous French king in 1270, or the
discovery of America, marked a general change in European affairs. In reality, however, no
general change took place at these dates or in any other single year. It would doubtless have
proved a great convenience to the readers and writers of history if the world had agreed to carry
out a definite programme and alter its habits at precise dates, preferably at the opening of each
century. But no such agreement has ever been adopted, and the historical student must take
things as he finds them. He must recognize that nations retain their old customs while they adopt
new ones, and that a portion of a nation may advance while a great part of it stays behind.

3. We cannot, therefore, hope to fix any year or event which may properly be
taken as the beginning of that long period which followed the downfall of the | Meaning of the
Roman state in western Europe and which is commonly called the Middle Ages. | term ‘Middle
Beyond the northern and western boundaries of the Roman Empire, which | Ages.’
embraced the whole civilized world from the Euphrates to Britain, mysterious
peoples moved about whose history before they came into occasional contact with the Romans is
practically unknown. These Germans, or barbarians, as the Romans called them, were destined to
put an end to the Roman Empire in the West. They had first begun to make trouble about a
hundred years before Christ, when a great army of them was defeated by the Roman general,
Marius. Julius Ceesar narrates, in polished Latin, familiar to all who have begun the study of that
language, how fifty years later he drove back other bands. Five hundred years elapsed, however,
between these first encounters and the founding of German kingdoms within the boundaries of
the Empire. With their establishment the Roman government in western Europe may be said to
have come to an end and the Middle Ages to have begun.

Yet it would be a great mistake to suppose that this means that the Roman civilization
suddenly disappeared at this time. As we shall see, it had gradually changed during the centuries
following the golden age of Augustus, who died a.p. 14. Long before the German conquest, art
and literature had begun to decline toward the level that they reached in the Middle Ages. Many
of the ideas and conditions which prevailed after the coming of the barbarians were common
enough before,—even the ignorance and want of taste which we associate particularly with the
Middle Ages.

The term Middle Ages is, then, a vague one. It will be used in this volume to mean, roughly
speaking, the period of nearly a thousand years that elapsed between the opening of the fifth
century, when the disorder of the barbarian invasions was becoming general, and the fourteenth
century, when Europe was well on its way to retrieve all that had been lost since the break-up of
the Roman Empire.

It used to be assumed, when there was much less interest in the period than
there now is, that with the disruption of the Empire and the disorder that | The 'dark ages.'
followed, practically all culture perished for centuries, that Europe entered
upon the "dark ages." These were represented as dreary centuries of ignorance and violence in
marked contrast to the civilization of the Greeks and Romans on the one hand, and to the
enlightenment of modern times on the other. The more careful studies of the last half century
have made it clear that the Middle Ages were not "dark" in the sense of being stagnant and
unproductive. On the contrary, they were full of movement and growth, and we owe to them a
great many things in our civilization which we should never have derived from Greece and Rome.
It is the purpose of the first nineteen chapters of this manual to describe the effects of the
barbarian conquests, the gradual recovery of Europe from the disorder of the successive
invasions, and the peculiar institutions which grew up to meet the needs of the times. The
remaining chapters will attempt to show how mediaeval institutions, habits, and ideas were
supplanted, step by step, by those which exist in Europe to-day.
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THE ROMAN EMPIRE AT ITS GREATEST EXTENT

CHAPTER 11

WESTERN EUROPE BEFORE THE BARBARIAN INVASIONS

4. No one can hope to understand the Middle Ages who does not first learn
something of the Roman Empire, within whose bounds the Germans set up their | Extent of the
kingdoms and began the long task of creating modern Europe. Roman Empire.

At the opening of the fifth century there were no separate, independent states in western
Europe such as we find on the map to-day. The whole territory now occupied by England, France,
Spain, and Italy formed at that time only a part of the vast realms ruled over by the Roman
emperor and his host of officials. As for Germany, it was still a region of forests, familiar only to
the barbarous and half-savage tribes who inhabited them. The Romans tried in vain to conquer
this part of Europe, and finally had to content themselves with keeping the German hordes out of
the Empire by means of fortifications and guards along the Rhine and Danube rivers.

The Roman Empire, which embraced southern and western Europe, western
Asia, and even the northern portion of Africa, included the most diverse peoples | Great diversity of
and races. Egyptians, Arabs, Jews, Greeks, Germans, Gauls, Britons, Iberians,— | races included
all alike were under the sovereign rule of Rome. One great state embraced the | Within the
nomad shepherds who spread their tents on the borders of Sahara, the | Empire.
mountaineers in the fastnesses of Wales, and the citizens of Athens, Alexandria,
and Rome, heirs to all the luxury and learning of the ages. Whether one lived in York or
Jerusalem, Memphis or Vienna, he paid his taxes into the same treasury, he was tried by the
same law, and looked to the same armies for protection.

Remains of a Roman Aqueduct, now used as a Bridge, near Nimes,
Southern France

At first it seems incredible that this huge Empire, which included African and | g 1o hich held
Asiatic peoples as well as the most various races of Europe in all stages of | ¢ Empire
civilization, could have held together for five centuries instead of falling to | together.
pieces, as might have been expected, long before the barbarians came in
sufficient strength to establish their own kingdoms in its midst. When, however, we consider the
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bonds of union which held the state together it is easy to understand the permanence of the
Empire. These were: (1) the wonderfully organized government which penetrated to every part of
the realm and allowed little to escape it; (2) the worship of the emperor as the incarnation of the
government; (3) the Roman law in force everywhere; (4) the admirable roads and the uniform
system of coinage which encouraged intercommunication; and, lastly, (5) the Roman colonies and
the teachers maintained by the government, for through them the same ideas and culture were
carried to even the most distant parts of the Empire.

Let us first glance at the government and the emperor. His decrees were
dispatched throughout the length and breadth of the Roman dominions; | The Roman
whatsoever pleased him became law, according to the well-known principle of | government
the Roman constitution. While the cities were permitted some freedom in the | attempted to
regulation of their purely local affairs, the emperor and his innumerable and | regulate
marvelously organized officials kept an eye upon even the humblest citizen. The | €Veything.
Roman government, besides maintaining order, administering justice, and defending the
boundaries, assumed many other responsibilities. It watched the grain dealers, butchers, and
bakers; saw that they properly supplied the public and never deserted their occupation. In some
cases it forced the son to follow the profession of his father. If it could have had its way, it would
have had every one belong to a definite class of society, and his children after him. It kept the
unruly poorer classes quiet in the towns by furnishing them with bread, and sometimes with
wine, meat, and clothes. It provided amusement for them by expensive entertainments, such as
races and gladiatorial combats. In a word, the Roman government was not only wonderfully
organized, so that it penetrated to the utmost confines of its territory, but it attempted to guard
and regulate almost every interest in life.

Every one was required to join in the worship of the emperor because he
stood for the majesty of the Roman dominion. The inhabitants of each province | The worship of
might revere their particular gods, undisturbed by the government, but all were | the emperor.
obliged as good citizens to join in the official sacrifices to the deified head of the
state. The early Christians were persecuted, not only because their religion was different from
that of their fellows, but because they refused to offer homage to the image of the emperor and
openly prophesied the downfall of the Roman state. Their religion was incompatible with what
was then deemed good citizenship, inasmuch as it forbade them to express the required
veneration for the government.

As there was one government, so there was one law for all the civilized world.
Local differences were not considered; the same principles of reason, justice, | The Roman law.
and humanity were believed to hold whether the Roman citizen lived upon the
Euphrates or the Thames. The law of the Roman Empire is its chief legacy to posterity. Its
provisions are still in force in many of the states of Europe to-day, and it is one of the subjects of
study in our American universities. It exhibited a humanity unknown to the earlier legal codes.
The wife, mother, and infant were protected from the arbitrary power of the head of the house,
who, in earlier centuries, had been privileged to treat the members of his family as slaves. It held
that it was better that a guilty person should escape than that an innocent person should be
condemned. It conceived humanity, not as a group of nations and tribes, each with its peculiar
institutions and legal customs, but as one people included in one great empire and subject to a
single system of law based upon reason and equity.
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A Fortified Roman Gateway at Treves

Magnificent roads were constructed, which enabled the messengers of the
government and its armies to reach every part of the Empire with incredible
speed. These highways made commerce easy and encouraged merchants and
travelers to visit the most distant portions of the realm. Everywhere they found the same coins
and the same system of weights and measures. Colonies were sent out to the confines of the
Empire, and the remains of great public buildings, of theaters and bridges, of sumptuous villas
and baths at places like Treves, Cologne, Bath, and Salzburg indicate how thoroughly the
influence and civilization of Rome penetrated to the utmost parts of the territory subject to her
rule.

Roads and public
works.

The government encouraged education by supporting at least three teachers
in every town of any considerable importance. They taught rhetoric and oratory | The same culture
and explained the works of the great writers. The Romans, who had no marked | throughout the
literary or artistic ability, had adopted the culture of the Greeks. This was | Roman Empire.
spread abroad by the government teachers so that an educated man was pretty
sure to find, even in the outlying parts of the great Empire, other educated men with much the
same interests and ideas as his own. Everywhere men felt themselves to be not mere natives of
this or that land but citizens of the world.

During the four centuries from the first emperor, Augustus, to the barbarian
invasions we hear of no attempt on the part of its subjects to overthrow the | Loyalty to the
Empire or to secede from it. The Roman state, it was universally believed, was | Empire and
to endure forever. Had a rebellious nation succeeded in throwing off the rule of | conviction that it
the emperor and establishing its independence, it would only have found itself | Was eternal.
outside the civilized world.

5. Just why the Roman government, once so powerful and so universally
respected, finally became unable longer to defend its borders and gave way | Reasons why the
before the scattered attacks of the German peoples, who never combined in any | Empire lost its
general alliance against it, is a very difficult question to answer satisfactorily. | Power to defend
The inhabitants of the Empire appear gradually to have lost their energy and | itself against the
self-reliance and to have become less and less prosperous. This may be Germans.
explained partially at least by the following considerations: (1) the terrible system of taxation,
which discouraged and not infrequently ruined the members of the wealthier classes; (2) the
existence of slavery, which served to discredit honest labor and demoralized the free
workingmen; (3) the steady decrease of population; (4) the infiltration of barbarians, who
prepared the way for the conquest of the western portion of the Empire by their fellow-
barbarians.

It required a great deal of money to support the luxurious court of the
emperors and their innumerable officials and servants, and to supply "bread | Oppressive
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and circuses" for the populace of the towns. All sorts of taxes and exactions | taxation.
were consequently devised by ingenious officials to make up the necessary
revenue. The crushing burden of the great land tax, the emperor's chief source of income, was
greatly increased by the pernicious way in which it was collected. The government made a group
of the richer citizens in each of the towns permanently responsible for the whole amount due
from all the landowners within their district. It was their business to collect the taxes and make
up any deficiency, it mattered not from what cause. This responsibility and the weight of the
taxes themselves ruined so many landowners that the government was forced to decree that no
one should desert his estates in order to escape the exactions. Only the very rich could stand the
drain on their resources. The middle class sank into poverty and despair, and in this way the
Empire lost just that prosperous class of citizens who should have been the leaders in business
enterprises.

The sad plight of the poorer laboring classes was largely due to the terrible
institution of slavery which prevailed everywhere in ancient times. So soon as | Slavery.
the Romans had begun to conquer distant provinces the number of slaves
greatly increased. For six or seven centuries before the barbarian invasions every kind of labor
fell largely into their hands in both country and town. There were millions of them. A single rich
landholder might own hundreds and even thousands, and it was a poor man that did not have
several at least.

Land was the only highly esteemed form of wealth in the Roman Empire, in
spite of the heavy taxes imposed upon it. Without large holdings of land no one | The villa.
could hope to enjoy a high social position or an honorable office under the
government. Consequently the land came gradually into the hands of the rich and ambitious, and
the small landed proprietor disappeared. Great estates called villas covered Italy, Gaul, and
Britain. These were cultivated and managed by armies of slaves, who not only tilled the land, but
supplied their master, his household, and themselves with all that was needed on the plantation.
The artisans among them made the tools, garments, and other manufactured articles necessary
for the whole community, or "family," as it was called. Slaves cooked the food, waited on the
proprietor, wrote his letters, and read to him. To a head slave the whole management of the villa
was intrusted. A villa might be as extensive as a large village, but all its members were under the
absolute control of the proprietor of the estate. A well-organized villa could supply itself with
everything that it needed, and found little or no reason for buying from any outsider.

Quite naturally, freemen came to scorn all manual labor and even trade, for

these occupations were associated in their minds with the despised slave.
Seneca, the philosopher, angrily rejects the suggestion that the practical arts
were invented by a philosopher; they were, he declares, "thought out by the
meanest bondman."

Slavery did more than bring manual labor into disrepute; it largely
monopolized the market. Each great household where articles of luxury were in
demand relied upon its own host of dexterous and efficient slaves to produce
them. Moreover, the owners of slaves frequently hired them out to those who
needed workmen, or permitted them to work for wages, and in this way brought
them into a competition with the free workman which was fatal to him.

It cannot be denied that a notable improvement in the condition of the slaves
took place during the centuries immediately preceding the barbarian invasions.
Their owners abandoned the horrible subterranean prisons in which the farm
hands were once miserably huddled at night. The law, moreover, protected the
slave from some of the worst forms of abuse; first and foremost, it deprived his
master of the right to kill him. Slaves began to decrease in numbers before the

German invasions. In the first place, the supply had been cut off after the Roman armies ceased
to conquer new territory. In the second place, masters had for various reasons begun to

emancipate their slaves on a large scale.

The freed slave was called a freedman, and was by no means in the position
of one who was born free. It is true that he was no longer a chattel, a mere
thing, but he had still to serve his former master,—who had now become his

patron,—for a certain number of days in the year. He was obliged to pay him a part of his

earnings and could not marry without his patron's consent.

Yet, as the condition of the slaves improved, and many of them became
freedmen, the state of the poor freeman only became worse. In the towns, if he
tried to earn his living, he was forced to mingle with those slaves who were
permitted to work for wages and with the freedmen, and he naturally tended to
sink to their level. In the country the free agricultural laborers became coloni, a
curious intermediate class, neither slave nor really free. They were bound to the
particular bit of land which some great proprietor permitted them to cultivate
and were sold with it if it changed hands. Like the mediseval serf, they could not

Slavery brings
labor into
disrepute.

Competition of
slaves fatal to the
freeman.

Improved
condition of the
slaves and their
emancipation.

The freedman.

The coloni.

Resemblance
between the
coloni and the
later serfs.

be deprived of their fields so long as they paid the owner a certain part of their crop and worked
for him during a period fixed by the customs of the domain upon which they lived. This system
made it impossible for the farmer to become independent, or for his son to be better off than he.
The coloni and the more fortunate slaves tended to fuse into a single class; for the law provided
that, like the coloni, certain classes of country slaves were not to be taken from the field which
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they had been accustomed to cultivate but were to go with it if it was sold.[1]

Moreover, it often happened that the Roman proprietor had a number of dependents among
the less fortunate landowners in his neighborhood. These, in order to escape the taxes and gain
his protection as the times became more disorderly, surrendered their land to their powerful
neighbor with the understanding that he should defend them and permit them to continue during
their lifetime to cultivate the fields, the title to which had passed to him. On their death their
children became coloni. This arrangement, as we shall find, serves in a measure to explain the
feudalism of later times.

When a country is prosperous the population tends to increase. In the Roman
Empire, even as early as Augustus, a falling off in numbers was apparent, which | Depopulation.
was bound to sap the vitality of the state. War, plague, the evil results of
slavery, and the outrageous taxation all combined to hasten the depopulation; for when it is hard
to make a living, men are deterred from marrying and find it difficult to bring up large families.

In order to replenish the population great numbers of the Germans were
encouraged to settle within the Empire, where they became coloni. Constantine | Infiltration of
is said to have called in three hundred thousand of a single people. Barbarians | Germans into the
were enlisted in the Roman legions to keep out their fellow-Germans. Julius | Empire.
Caesar was the first to give them a place among his soldiers. The expedient
became more and more common, until, finally, whole armies were German, entire tribes being
enlisted under their own chiefs. Some of the Germans rose to be distinguished generals; others
attained important positions among the officials of the government. In this way it came about
that a great many of the inhabitants of the Roman Empire were Germans before the great
invasions. The line dividing the Roman and the barbarian was growing indistinct. It is not
unreasonable to suppose that the influx of barbarians smoothed the way for the break-up of the
western part of the Empire. Although they had a great respect for the Roman state, they must
have kept some of their German love of individual liberty and could have had little sympathy for
the despotism under which they lived.

6. As the Empire declined in strength and prosperity and was gradually
permeated by the barbarians, its art and literature fell far below the standard of | Decline of
the great writers and artists of the golden age of Augustus. The sculpture of | literature and art.
Constantine's time was far inferior to that of Trajan's. Cicero's exquisitely
finished style lost its charm for the readers of the fourth and fifth centuries, and a florid, inferior
species of oratory took its place. Tacitus, who died about a.n. 120, is perhaps the latest of the
Latin authors whose works may be ranked among the classics. No more great men of letters
arose. Few of those who understand and enjoy Latin literature to-day would think of reading any
of the poetry or prose written after the beginning of the second century.

During the three hundred years before the invasions those who read at all did
not ordinarily take the trouble to study the classics, but relied upon mere | Reliance upon
collections of quotations; and for what they called science, upon compendiums | mere
and manuals. These the Middle Ages inherited, and it was not until the time of | compendiums.
Petrarch, in the fourteenth century, that Europe once more reached a degree of
cultivation which enabled the more discriminating scholars to appreciate the best productions of
the great authors of antiquity, both Greek and Latin.[2]

In spite of the general decline of which we have been speaking, the Roman
world appeared to be making progress in one important respect. During the | Preparation for
first and second centuries a sort of moral revival took place and a growing | Christianity.
religious enthusiasm showed itself, which prepared the way for the
astonishingly rapid introduction of the new Christian religion. Some of the pagan philosophers
had quite given up the old idea which we find in Homer and Virgil, that there were many gods,
and had reached an elevated conception of the one God and of our duty toward Him. "Our duty,"
writes the philosopher Epictetus at the end of the first century, "is to follow God, ... to be of one
mind with Him, to devote ourselves to the performance of His commands." The emperor Marcus
Aurelius (d. 180) expresses similar sentiments in his Meditations,[3] the notes which he wrote for
his own guidance. There was a growing abhorrence for the notorious vices of the great cities, and
an ever-increasing demand for pure and upright conduct. The pagan religions taught that the
souls of the dead continued to exist in Hades; but the life to come was believed to be a dreary
existence at best.

Christianity brought with it a new hope for all those who would escape from
the bondage of sin, of which the serious-minded were becoming more and more | Promises of
conscious. It promised, moreover, eternal happiness after death to all who | Christianity.
would consistently strive to do right. It appealed to the desires and needs of all
kinds of men and women. For every one who accepted the Gospel might look forward in the next
world to such joy as he could never hope to experience in this.

The new religion, as it spread from Palestine among the Gentiles, was much
modified by the religious ideas of those who accepted it. A group of Christian | Christianity and
philosophers, who are known as the early fathers, strove to show that the | paganism tend to
Gospel was in accord with the aspirations of the best of the pagans. In certain | merge into one
ceremonies the former modes of worship were accepted by the new religion. | @rother.

From simple beginnings the church developed a distinct priesthood and an
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elaborate service. In this way Christianity and the higher forms of paganism
tended to come nearer and nearer to each other as time went on. In one sense,
it is true, they met like two armies in mortal conflict; but at the same time they tended to merge
into one another like two streams which had been following converging courses. At the
confluence of the streams stands Boethius (d. about 524), the most gifted of the later Roman
writers. His beautiful book, The Consolation of Philosophy, was one of the most popular works
during the Middle Ages, when every one believed that its author was a Christian.[4] Yet there is
nothing in the book to indicate that he was more than a religious pagan, and some scholars doubt
if he ever fully accepted the new religion.

Boethius.

7. We learn from the letters of St. Paul that the earliest Christian
communities found it necessary to have some organization. They chose certain | The primitive, or
officers, the bishops—that is to say, overseers—and the presbyters or elders, | apostolic, church.
but St. Paul does not tell us exactly what were the duties of these officers.
There were also the deacons, who appear to have had the care of the poor of the community. The
first Christians looked for the speedy coming of Christ before their own generation should pass
away. Since all were filled with enthusiasm for the Gospel and eagerly awaited the last day, they
did not feel the need of an elaborate constitution. But as time went on the Christian communities
greatly increased in size, and many joined them who had little or none of the original fervor and
spirituality. It became necessary to develop a regular system of church government in order to
control the erring and expel those who brought disgrace upon their religion by notoriously bad
conduct.

A famous little book, The Unity of the Church, by Bishop Cyprian (d. 258)
gives us a pretty good idea of the Church a few decades before the Christian | The 'catholic', or
religion was legalized by Constantine. This and other sources indicate that the | universal, church.
followers of Christ had already come to believe in a "Catholic"—i.e., a universal
—Church which embraced all the communities of true believers wherever they might be. To this
one universal Church all must belong who hoped to be saved.[5]

A sharp distinction was already made between the officers of the Church,
who were called the clergy, and the people, or laity. To the clergy was | Organization of
committed the government of the Church as well as the instruction of its | the church before
members. In each of the Roman cities was a bishop, and at the head of the | Constantine.
country communities, a priest (Latin, presbyter), who had succeeded to the
original elders (presbyters) mentioned in the New Testament. Below the bishop and the priest
were the lower orders of the clergy,—the deacon and sub-deacon,—and below these the so called
minor orders—the acolyte, exorcist, reader, and doorkeeper. The bishop exercised a certain
control over the priests within his territory. It was not unnatural that the bishops in the chief
towns of the Roman provinces should be especially influential in church affairs. They came to be
called archbishops, and might summon the bishops of the province to a council to decide
important matters.

In 311 the emperor Galerius issued a decree placing the Christian religion
upon the same legal footing as paganism. Constantine, the first Christian | The first general
emperor, carefully enforced this edict. In 325 the first general council of | council, 325.
Christendom was called together under his auspices at Nicaea. It is clear from | Position of the
the decrees of this famous assembly that the Catholic Church had already | Bishop of Rome
assumed the form that it was to retain down to the present moment, except that | 4Wrind this
there is no explicit recognition of the Bishop of Rome as the head of the whole period.
church. Nevertheless, there were a number of reasons—to be discussed later—why the Bishop of
Rome should sometime become the acknowledged ruler of western Christendom. The first of the
Roman bishops to play a really important part in authentic history was Leo the Great, who did not
take office until 440.[6]

Constantine's successors soon forbade pagan practices and began to issue
laws which gave the Christian clergy important privileges. In the last book of | The Church in the
the Theodosian Code, a great collection of the laws of the Empire, which was | Theodosian Code.
completed in 438, all the imperial decrees are to be found which relate to the
Christian Church and the clergy. We find that the clergy, in view of their holy duties, were
exempted from certain onerous offices and from some of the taxes which the laity had to pay.
They were also permitted to receive bequests. The emperors themselves richly endowed the
Church. Their example was followed by rulers and private individuals all through the Middle
Ages, so that the Church became incredibly wealthy and enjoyed a far greater income than any
state of Europe. The clergy were permitted to try certain cases at law, and they themselves had
the privilege of being tried in their own church courts for minor criminal offenses. This last book
of the Code begins with a definition of the Trinity; and much space is given to a description of the
different kinds of unbelievers and the penalties attached to a refusal to accept the religion of the
government.[7]

In these provisions of the Theodosian Code the later mediseval Church is
clearly foreshadowed. The imperial government in the West was soon | The Church
overthrown by the barbarian conquerors, but the Catholic Church conquered | survives the
and absorbed the conquerors. When the officers of the Empire deserted their | Empire.
posts the bishops stayed to meet the on-coming invader. They continued to
represent the old civilization and ideas of order. It was the Church that kept the Latin language
alive among those who knew only a rude German dialect. It was the Church that maintained some
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little education in even the darkest period of confusion, for without the ability to read Latin its
services could not have been performed and its officers could not have carried on their
correspondence with one another.

8. Although the Roman Empire remained one in law, government, and culture
until the Germans came in sufficient force to conquer the western portions of it, | The Eastern
a tendency may nevertheless be noticed some time before the conquest for the | Empire.
eastern and western portions to drift apart. Constantine, who established his
supremacy only after a long struggle with his rivals, hoped to strengthen the vast state by
establishing a second capital, which should lie far to the east and dominate a region very remote
from Rome. Constantinople was accordingly founded in 330 on the confines of Europe and Asia.[8]
This was by no means supposed to destroy the unity of the Empire. Even when Theodosius the
Great arranged (395) that both his sons should succeed him, and that one should rule in the West
and one in the East, he did not intend to divide the Empire. It is true that there continued to be
thereafter two emperors, each in his own capital, but they were supposed to govern one empire
conjointly and in "unanimity." New laws were to be accepted by both. The writers of the time do
not speak of two states but continue to refer to "the Empire," as if the administration were still in
the hands of one ruler. Indeed the idea of one government for all civilized mankind did not pass
away but continued to influence men during the whole of the Middle Ages.

Although it was in the eastern part of the Empire that the barbarians first got a permanent
foothold, the emperors at Constantinople were able to keep a portion of the old possessions of the
Empire under their rule for centuries after the Germans had completely conquered the West.
When at last the eastern capital of the Empire fell, it was not into the hands of the Germans, but
into those of the Turks, who have held it since 1453.

There will be no room in this volume to follow the history of the Eastern Empire, although it
cannot be entirely ignored in studying western Europe. Its language and civilization had always
been Greek, and owing to this and the influence of the Orient, its culture offers a marked
contrast to that of the Latin West, which was adopted by the Germans. Learning never died out in
the East as it did in the West, nor did art reach so low an ebb.

For some centuries after the disruption of the Roman Empire in the West, the

capital of the Eastern Empire enjoyed the distinction of being the largest and
most wealthy city of Europe. Within its walls could be found the indications of a
refinement and civilization which had almost disappeared in the Occident. Its
beautiful buildings, its parks and paved streets, filled the traveler from the West

Constantinople
the most wealthy
and populous city
of Europe during
the early Middle

with astonishment. When, during the Crusades, the western peoples were
brought into contact with the learning and culture of Constantinople they were
greatly and permanently impressed by them.

Ages.

General Reading.—For an outline of the history of the Roman Empire during
the centuries immediately preceding the barbarian invasions, see Botsrorp, History
of Rome, WEst, Ancient History to the Death of Charlemagne, Mygrs, Rome: Its
Rise and Fall, or Morey, Outlines of Roman History,—all with plenty of references
to larger works on the subject. The best work in English on the conditions in the
Empire upon the eve of the invasions is D, Roman Society in the Last Century of
the Western Empire (Macmillan, $2.00). HarcH, The Influence of Greek Thought
upon the Christian Church (Williams & Norgate, $1.00), and Renan, The Influence
of Rome on the Development of the Catholic Church (Williams & Norgate, $1.00),
are very important for the advanced student. The best of the numerous editions of
Gibbon's great work, The Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, which covers the
whole history of the Middle Ages, is that edited by Bury (The Macmillan Company,
7 vols., $14.00).

CHAPTER III

THE GERMAN INVASIONS AND THE BREAK-UP OF THE ROMAN EMPIRE

9. Previous to the year 375 the attempts of the Germans to penetrate into the

Empire appear to have been due to their love of adventure, their hope of
enjoying some of the advantages of their civilized neighbors, or the need of new
lands for their increasing numbers. And the Romans, by means of their armies,
their walls, and their guards, had up to this time succeeded in preventing the
barbarians from violently occupying their territory. But suddenly a new force

The Huns force
the Goths into the
Empire. Battle of
Adrianople, 378.

appeared which

thrust the Germans out upon the weakened Empire. The Huns, a Mongolian folk from central
Asia, swept down upon the Goths, who were a German tribe settled upon the Danube, and forced
a part of them to seek shelter across the river, within the boundaries of the Empire. Here they
soon fell out with the imperial officials, and a great battle was fought at Adrianople in 378 in
which the Goths defeated and slew the emperor, Valens. The Germans had now not only broken
through the boundaries of the Empire, but they had also learned that they could defeat the
Roman legions. The battle of Adrianople may, therefore, be said to mark the beginning of the
conquest of the western part of the Empire by the Germans. For some years, however, after the

[Pg 23]

[Pg 24]

[Pg 25]


https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26042/pg26042-images.html#Footnote_8_8

battle of Adrianople the various bands of West Goths—or Visigoths, as they are often called—
were induced to accept the terms offered by the emperor's officials and some of the Goths agreed
to serve as soldiers in the Roman armies.
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THE BARBARIAN INROADS

Before long one of the German chieftains, Alaric, became dissatisfied with the | o, .\ .
treatment that he received. He collected an army, of which the nucleus | gome 410.
consisted of West Goths, and set out for Italy. Rome fell into his hands in 410
and was plundered by his followers. Alaric appears to have been deeply impressed by the sight of
the civilization about him. He did not destroy the city, hardly even did serious damage to it, and
he gave especial orders to his soldiers not to injure the churches or take their property.[9]

Alaric died before he could find a satisfactory spot for his people to settle
upon permanently. After his death the West Goths wandered into Gaul, and then | West Goths settle
into Spain, which had already been occupied by other barbarian tribes,—the | in southern Gaul
Vandals and Suevi. These had crossed the Rhine into Gaul four years before | and Spain.
Alaric took Rome; for three years they devastated the country and then
proceeded across the Pyrenees. When the West Goths reached Spain they quickly concluded
peace with the Roman government. They then set to work to fight the Vandals, with such success
that the emperor granted them a considerable district (419) in southern Gaul, where they
established a West Gothic kingdom. Ten years after, the Vandals moved on into Africa, where
they founded a kingdom and extended their control over the western Mediterranean. Their place
in Spain was taken by the West Goths who, under their king, Euric (466-484), conquered a great
part of the peninsula, so that their kingdom extended from the Loire to the Straits of Gibraltar.[10]

It is quite unnecessary to follow the confused history of the movements of the
innumerable bands of restless barbarians who wandered about Europe during | General
the fifth century. Scarcely any part of western Europe was left unmolested; | dismemberment

even Britain was conquered by German tribes, the Angles and Saxons. ?it}llle Empire in
ifth century.

To add to the universal confusion caused by the influx of the German tribes,
the Huns, the Mongolian people who had first pushed the West Goths into the
Empire, now began to fill western Europe with terror. Under their chief, Attila,
—"the scourge of God," as the trembling Romans called him,—the savage Huns
invaded Gaul. But the Roman inhabitants and the Germans joined against the
invaders and defeated them in the battle of Chalons, in 451. After this rebuff | Battle of Chalons,
Attila turned to Italy. But the impending danger was averted. Attila was induced | #21-
by an embassy, headed by Pope Leo the Great, to give up his plan of marching
upon Rome. Within a year he died and with him perished the power of the Huns, | Founding of
who never troubled Europe again. Their threatened invasion of Italy produced | Venice.
one permanent result however; for it was then that fugitives from the cities of
northeastern Italy fled to the sandy islets just off the Adriatic shore and founded the town which
was to grow into the beautiful and powerful city of Venice.[11]

Attila and the
Huns.

10. The year 476 has commonly been taken as the date of the "fall" of the
Western Empire and of the beginning of the Middle Ages. What happened in | The ‘fall' of the
that year was this. Since Theodosius the Great, in 395, had provided that his | Empire in the
two sons should divide the administration of the Empire between them, most of | West, 476.
the emperors of the West had proved weak and indolent rulers. The barbarians
wandered hither and thither pretty much at their pleasure, and the German | pdoacer.
troops in the service of the Empire amused themselves setting up and throwing
down puppet emperors. In 476 the German mercenaries in the Roman army demanded that a
third part of Italy be given to them. On the refusal of this demand, Odoacer, their leader,
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banished the last of the western emperors (whose name was, by the irony of fate, Romulus
Augustus the Little) to a villa near Naples. Then Odoacer sent the insignia of empire to the
eastern emperor with the request that he be permitted to rule Italy as the emperor's delegate,

thus putting an end to the line of the western emperors.[12]

It was not, however, given to Odoacer to establish an enduring German
kingdom on Italian soil, for he was conquered by the great Theodoric, the king
of the East Goths (or Ostrogoths). Theodoric had spent ten years of his early
youth in Constantinople and had thus become familiar with Roman life. Since
his return to his people he had been alternately a dangerous enemy and an
embarrassing friend to the eastern emperor. The East Goths, under his
leadership, had harassed and devastated various parts of the Eastern Empire,

Theodoric
conquers
Odoacer and
establishes the
kingdom of the
East Goths in
Italy.

and had once threatened the capital itself. The emperor had repeatedly
conciliated him by conferring upon him various honors and titles and by making large grants of
money and land to his people. It must have been a great relief to the government when Theodoric
determined to lead his people to Italy against Odoacer. "If I fail," Theodoric said to the emperor,
"you will be relieved of an expensive and troublesome friend; if, with the divine permission, I
succeed, I shall govern in your name and to your glory, the Roman Senate and that part of the
Empire delivered from slavery by my victorious arms."

The struggle between Theodoric and Odoacer lasted for several years, but Odoacer was finally
shut up in Ravenna and surrendered, only to be treacherously slain a few days later by
Theodoric's own hand (493).[13]

The attitude of the East Goths toward the people already in possession of the
land and toward the Roman culture is significant. Theodoric put the name of the | The East Goths in
eastern emperor on the coins that he issued and did everything in his power to | Italy.
insure the emperor's approval of the new German kingdom. Nevertheless,
although he desired that the emperor should sanction his usurpation, Theodoric had no idea of
being really subordinate to Constantinople.

Interior of a Church at Ravenna, built in Theodoric's Time

The invaders appropriated one third of the land for themselves, but this was done with
discretion and no disorder appears to have resulted. Theodoric maintained the Roman laws and
institutions, which he greatly admired. The old offices and titles were retained, and Goth and
Roman lived under the same Roman law. Order was restored and learning encouraged. In
Ravenna, which Theodoric chose for his capital, beautiful buildings that date from his reign still
exist.

On his death in 526, Theodoric left behind him an admirably organized state,
but it had one conspicuous weakness. The Goths, although Christians, were | The East Goths
unorthodox according to the standard of the Italian Christians. They had been | were Arian
converted by eastern missionaries, who taught them the Arian heresy earlier | heretics.
prevalent at Constantinople. This doctrine, which derived its name from Arius, a
presbyter of Alexandria (d. 336), had been condemned by the Council of Niceea. The followers of
Arius did not have the same conception of Christ's nature and of the relations of the three
members of the Trinity as that sanctioned at Rome. The East Goths were, therefore, not only
barbarians,—which might have been forgiven them,—but were guilty, in the eyes of the orthodox
Italians, of the unpardonable offense of heresy. Theodoric himself was exceptionally tolerant for
his times. His conviction that "we cannot command in matters of religion because no one can be
compelled to believe against his will," showed a spirit alien to the traditions of the Roman Empire
and the Roman Church, which represented the orthodox belief.

11. While Theodoric had been establishing his kingdom in Italy with such
enlightenment and moderation, what is now France was coming under the | The German
control of the most powerful of the barbarian peoples, the Franks, who were to | kingdoms of
play a more important role in the formation of modern Europe than any of the | Theodoric's time.
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other German races. Besides the kingdoms of the East Goths and the Franks, the West Goths had
their kingdom in Spain, the Burgundians had established themselves on the Rhone, and the
Vandals in Africa. Royal alliances were concluded between the reigning houses of these nations,
and for the first time in the history of Europe we see something like a family of nations, living
each within its own boundaries and dealing with one another as independent powers. It seemed
for a few years as if the process of assimilation between Germans and Romans was going to make
rapid progress without involving any considerable period of disorder and retrogression.

BCALE OF MILES
20

Map of Europe in the Time of Theodoric

But no such good fortune was in store for Europe, which was now only at the | ;. ... .
beginning of the turmoil from which it was to emerge almost completely | 1 atin literature.
barbarized. Science, art, and literature could find no foothold in the shifting
political sands of the following centuries. Boethius,[14] whom Theodoric put to -
death (in 524 or 525) for alleged treasonable correspondence with the emperor, | Boethius.
was the last Latin writer who can be compared in any way with the classical
authors in his style and mastery of the language. He was a scholar as well as a poet, and his
treatises on logic, music, etc., were highly esteemed by following generations.

Theodoric's distinguished Roman counselor, Cassiodorus (d. 575), to whose
letters we owe a great part of our knowledge of the period, busied himself in his | Cassiodorus and
old age in preparing text-books of the liberal arts and sciences,—grammar, | his manuals.
arithmetic, logic, geometry, rhetoric, music, and astronomy. His manuals were
intended to give the uninstructed priests a sufficient preparation for the study of the Bible and of
the doctrines of the Church. His absurdly inadequate and, to us, silly treatment of these seven
important subjects, to which he devotes a few pages each, enables us to estimate the low plane to
which learning had fallen in Italy in the sixth century. Yet his books were regarded as standard
treatises in these great fields of knowledge all through the Middle Ages. So medieseval Europe
owed these, and other text-books upon which she was dependent for her knowledge, to the
period when Latin culture was coming to an end.

A long period of gloom now begins. Between the time of Theodoric and that
of Charlemagne three hundred years elapsed, during which scarcely a writer | Scarcely any
was to be found who could compose, even in the worst of Latin, a chronicle of | writers in
the events of his day.[15] Everything conspired to discourage education. The | western Europe
great centers of learning—Carthage, Rome, Alexandria, Milan—were partially | during the sixth,
destroyed by the barbarians or the Arabs. The libraries which had been kept in S.evﬁn;h’ and
the temples of the gods were often annihilated, along with the pagan shrines, by elghth centurles.
Christian enthusiasts, who were not sorry to see the heathen literature disappear with the
heathen religion. Shortly after Theodoric's death the eastern emperor withdrew the support
which the government had hitherto granted to public teachers and closed the great school at
Athens. The only important historian of the sixth century was the half-illiterate Gregory, Bishop
of Tours (d. 594), whose whole work is unimpeachable evidence of the sad state of intellectual
affairs. He at least heartily appreciated his own ignorance and exclaims, in incorrect Latin, "Woe
to our time, for the study of letters has perished from among us."

12. The year after Theodoric's death one of the greatest of the emperors of
the East, Justinian (527-565), came to the throne at Constantinople.[16] He | Justinian destroys
undertook to regain for the Empire the provinces in Africa and Italy that had | the kingdoms of
been occupied by the Vandals and East Goths. His general, Belisarius, | the Vandals and
overthrew the Vandal kingdom in northern Africa in 534, but it was a more the East Goths.
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difficult task to destroy the Gothic rule in Italy. However, in spite of a brave defense, the Goths
were so completely defeated in 553 that they agreed to leave Italy with all their movable
possessions. What became of the remnants of the race we do not know. They had been too few to
maintain their control over the mass of the Italians, who were ready, with a religious zeal which
cost them dear, to open their gates to the hostile armies of Justinian.

The destruction of the Gothic kingdom was a disaster for Italy. Immediately
after the death of Justinian the country was overrun anew, by the Lombards, the | The Lombards
last of the great German peoples to establish themselves within the bounds of | occupy Italy.
the former Empire. They were a savage race, a considerable part of which was
still pagan, and the Arian Christians among them appear to have been as hostile to the Roman
Church as their unconverted fellows. The newcomers first occupied the region north of the Po,
which has ever since been called Lombardy after them, and then extended their conquests
southward. Instead of settling themselves with the moderation and wise statesmanship of the
East Goths, the Lombards chose to move about the peninsula pillaging and massacring. Such of
the inhabitants as could, fled to the islands off the coast. The Lombards were unable, however, to
conquer all of Italy. Rome, Ravenna, and southern Italy continued to be held by the Greek
empire. As time went on, the Lombards lost their wildness, accepted the orthodox form of
Christianity, and gradually assimilated the civilization of the people among whom they lived.
Their kingdom lasted over two hundred years, until it was overthrown by Charlemagne.

13. None of the German peoples of whom we have so far spoken, except the
Franks, ever succeeded in establishing a permanent kingdom. Their states were | The Franks; their
overthrown in turn by some other German nation, by the Eastern Empire, or, in | importance and
the case of the West-Gothic kingdom in Spain, by the Mohammedans. The | their method of
Franks, to whom we must now turn, were destined not only to conquer most of | conduest.
the other German tribes but even to extend their boundaries into districts inhabited by the Slavs.

When the Franks are first heard of in history they were settled along the lower Rhine, from
Cologne to the North Sea. Their method of getting a foothold in the Empire was essentially
different from that which the Goths, Lombards, and Vandals had adopted. Instead of severing
their connection with Germany and becoming an island in the sea of the Empire, they conquered
by degrees the territory about them. However far they might extend their control, they remained
in constant touch with the barbarian reserves behind them. In this way they retained the warlike
vigor that was lost by the races who were completely surrounded by the enervating influences of
Roman civilization.

In the early part of the fifth century they had occupied the district which constitutes to-day the
kingdom of Belgium, as well as the regions east of it. In 486, seven years before Theodoric
founded his Italian kingdom, they went forth under their great king, Clovis (a name that later
grew into Louis), and defeated the Roman general who opposed them. They extended their
control over Gaul as far south as the Loire, which at that time formed the northern boundary of
the kingdom of the West Goths. Clovis then enlarged his empire on the east by the conquest of
the Alemanni, a German people living in the region of the Black Forest.[17]

The battle in which the Alemanni were defeated (496) is in one respect important above all the
other battles of Clovis. Although still a pagan himself, his wife was an orthodox Christian convert.
In the midst of the conflict, as he saw his line giving way, he called upon Jesus Christ and
pledged himself to be baptized in His name if He would help the Franks to victory over their
enemies. He kept his word and was baptized together with three thousand of his warriors. His
conversion had the most momentous consequences for Europe. All the other German peoples
within the Empire were Christians, but they were all Arian heretics; and to the orthodox
Christians about them they seemed worse than heathen. This religious difference had prevented
the Germans and Romans from inter-marrying and had retarded their fusion in other ways. But
with the conversion of Clovis, there was at least one barbarian leader with whom the Bishop of
Rome could negotiate as with a faithful son of the Church. It is from the orthodox Gregory of
Tours that most of our knowledge of Clovis and his successors is derived. In Gregory's famous
History of the Franks, the cruel and unscrupulous king appears as God's chosen instrument for
the extension of the Catholic faith.[18] Certainly Clovis quickly learned to combine his own
interests with those of the Church, and the alliance between the pope and the Frankish kings was
destined to have a great influence upon the history of western Europe.

To the south of Clovis' new acquisitions in Gaul lay the kingdom of the Arian West Goths, to the
southeast that of another heretical German people, the Burgundians. Gregory of Tours reports
him as saying: "I cannot bear that these Arians should be in possession of a part of Gaul. Let us
advance upon them with the aid of God; after we have conquered them let us bring their realms
into our power." So zealous was the newly converted king that he speedily extended his power to
the Pyrenees, and forced the West Goths to confine themselves to the Spanish portion of their
realm. The Burgundians became a tributary nation and soon fell completely under the rule of the
Franks. Then Clovis, by a series of murders, brought portions of the Frankish nation itself, which
had previously been independent of him, under his scepter.

14. When Clovis died in 511 at Paris, which he had made his residence, his four sons divided
his possessions among them. Wars between rival brothers, interspersed with the most horrible
murders, fill the annals of the Frankish kingdom for over a hundred years after the death of
Clovis. Yet the nation continued to develop in spite of the unscrupulous deeds of its rulers. It had

no enemies strong enough to assail it,
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and a certain unity was preserved in | conversion of

spite of the ever-shifting distribution of | Clovis, 496, and
territory among the members of the royal | its consequences.
house.[19]

The Frankish kings succeeded in | Conquests of [Pg 37]
extending their power over pretty nearly | €loVis-
all the territory that is included to-day in
France, Belgium, and the Netherlands, as | Character of
well as over a goodly portion of western | Frankish history.
Germany. By 555, when Bavaria had
bec.ome tljilqutary to the Frankish rulers, Extent of the
their dominions extended from the Bay of | grankish
Biscay to a point east of Salzburg. | kingdoms in the
Considerable districts that the Romans | sixth century.
had never succeeded in conquering had
been brought into the developing civilization of western
Europe.
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The Dominions of the Franks under the Merovingians

As a result of the divisions of the Frankish lands, fifty years after the death of | . . - cp o
Clovis three Frankish kingdoms appear on the map. Neustria, the western | grankish territory
kingdom, with its center at Paris or Soissons, was inhabited mainly by the older | into Neustria,
Romanized people among whom the Franks had settled. To the east was | Austrasia, and et 1]
Austrasia, with Metz and Aix-la-Chapelle as its chief cities. This region was | Burgundy.
completely German in its population. In these two there was the prophecy of the
future France and Germany. Lastly, there was the old Burgundian realm. Of the Merovingian
kings, as the line descended from Clovis was called, the last to rule as well as reign was Dagobert
(d. 638), who united the whole Frankish territory once more under his scepter.

A new danger, however, threatened the unity of the Frankish kingdom,
namely, the aspirations of the powerful nobles. In the earliest accounts which | The Frankish
we have of the Germans there appear to have been certain families who enjoyed | nobility.
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a recognized preéminence over their companions. In the course of the various conquests there
was a chance for the skillful leader to raise himself in the favor of the king. It was only natural
that those upon whom the king relied to control distant parts of the realm should become
dangerously ambitious and independent.

Among the positions held by the nobility none was reputed more honorable
than those near the king's person. Of these offices the most influential was that | The Mayors of
of the Major Domus, or Mayor of the Palace, who was a species of prime | the Palace.
minister. After Dagobert's death these mayors practically ruled in the place of
the ,Merovingian monarchs, who became mere "do-nothing Kkings,"—rois| g, indation of the
fainéants, as the French call them. The Austrasian Mayor of the Palace, Pippin | power of
of Heristal, the great-grandfather of Charlemagne, succeeded in getting, in | Charlemagne's
addition to Austrasia, both Neustria and Burgundy under his control. In this way | family, the so-
he laid the foundation of his family's renown. Upon his death, in 714, his task of | called
consolidating and defending the vast territories of the Franks devolved upon his | Carolingians.
more distinguished son, Charles Martel], i.e., the Hammer.[20]

15. As one looks back over the German invasions it is natural to ask upon
what terms the newcomers lived among the old inhabitants of the Empire, how | Fusion of the
far they adopted the customs of those among whom they settled, and how far | barbarians and
they clung to their old habits? These questions cannot be answered very | the Roman
satisfactorily; so little is known of the confused period of which we have been | PoPulation.
speaking that it is impossible to follow closely the amalgamation of the two races.

Yet a few things are tolerably clear. In the first place, we must be on our
guard against exaggerating the numbers in the various bodies of invaders. The | The number of
writers of the time indicate that the West Goths, when they were first admitted | the barbarians.
to the Empire before the battle of Adrianople, amounted to four or five hundred
thousand persons, including men, women, and children. This is the largest band reported, and it
must have been greatly reduced before the West Goths, after long wanderings and many battles,
finally settled in Spain and southern Gaul. The Burgundians, when they appear for the first time
on the banks of the Rhine, are reported to have had eighty thousand warriors among them. When
Clovis and his army were baptized the chronicler speaks of "over three thousand" soldiers who
became Christians upon that occasion. This would seem to indicate that the Frankish king had no
larger force at this time.

Undoubtedly these figures are very meager and unreliable. But the readiness with which the
Germans appear to have adopted the language and customs of the Romans would tend to prove
that the invaders formed but a small minority of the population. Since hundreds of thousands of
barbarians had been assimilated during the previous five centuries, the great invasions of the
fifth century can hardly have made an abrupt change in the character of the population.

The barbarians within the old empire were soon speaking the same
conversational Latin which was everywhere used by the Romans about them.[21]| Contrast between
This was much simpler than the elaborate and complicated language used in | spoken and
books, which we find so much difficulty in learning nowadays. The speech of the | written Latin.
common people was gradually diverging more and more, in the various
countries of southern Europe, from the written Latin, and finally grew into French, Spanish,
Italian, and Portuguese. But the barbarians did not produce this change, for it had begun before
they came and would have gone on without them. They did no more than contribute a few
convenient words to the new languages.

The Germans appear to have had no dislike for the Romans nor the Romans for them, except as
long as the Germans remained Arian Christians. Where there was no religious barrier the two
races intermarried freely from the first. The Frankish kings did not hesitate to appoint Romans to
important positions in the government and in the army, just as the Romans had long been in the
habit of employing the barbarians. In only one respect were the two races distinguished for a
time,—each had its particular law.

The West Goths in the time of Euric were probably the first to write down
their ancient laws, using the Latin language. Their example was followed by the | The Roman and
Franks, the Burgundians, and later by the Lombards and other peoples. These | the German law.
codes make up the "Laws of the Barbarians," which form our most important
source of knowledge of the habits and ideas of the Germans at the time of the invasions.[22] For
several centuries following the conquest, the members of the various German tribes appear to
have been judged by the laws of the particular people to which they belonged. The older
inhabitants of the Empire, on the contrary, continued to have their lawsuits decided according to
the Roman law. This survived all through the Middle Ages in southern Europe, where the
Germans were few. Elsewhere the Germans' more primitive ideas of law prevailed until the
thirteenth or fourteenth century. A good example of these is the picturesque mediseval ordeal by
which the guilt or innocence of a suspected person was determined.

The German laws did not provide for the trial, either in the Roman or the
modern sense of the word, of a suspected person. There was no attempt to | Medieeval trials.
gather and weigh evidence and base the decision upon it. Such a mode of
procedure was far too elaborate for the simple-minded Germans. Instead of a regular trial, one of
the parties to the case was designated to prove that his assertions were true by one of the
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following methods: (1) He might solemnly swear that he was telling the truth and get as many
other persons of his own class as the court required, to swear that they believed that he was
telling the truth. This was called compurgation. It was believed that the divine vengeance would
be visited upon those who swore falsely. (2) On the other hand, the parties to the case, or persons
representing them, might meet in combat, on the supposition that Heaven would grant victory to
the right. This was the so-called wager of battle. (3) Lastly, one or other of the parties might be
required to submit to the ordeal in one of its various forms: He might plunge his arm into hot
water, or carry a bit of hot iron for some distance, and if at the end of three days he showed no ill
effects, the case was decided in his favor. He might be ordered to walk over hot plowshares, and
if he was not burned, it was assumed that God had intervened by a miracle to establish the right.
[23] This method of trial is but one example of the rude civilization which displaced the refined
and elaborate organization of the Romans.

16. The account which has been given of the conditions in the Roman
Empire, and of the manner in which the barbarians occupied its western part, | The task of the
makes clear the great problem of the Middle Ages. The Germans, no doubt, | Middle Ages.
varied a good deal in their habits and spirit. The Goths differed from the
Lombards, and the Franks from the Vandals; but they all agreed in knowing nothing of the art,
literature, and science which had been developed by the Greeks and adopted by the Romans. The
invaders were ignorant, simple, vigorous people, with no taste for anything except fighting and
bodily comfort. Such was the disorder that their coming produced, that the declining civilization
of the Empire was pretty nearly submerged. The libraries, buildings, and works of art were
destroyed and there was no one to see that they were restored. So the western world fell back

into a condition similar to that in which it had been before the Romans conquered and civilized it.
[24]

The loss was, however, temporary. The barbarians did not utterly destroy what they found, but
utilized the ruins of the Roman Empire in their gradual construction of a new society. They
received suggestions from the Roman methods of agriculture. When they reached a point where
they needed them, they used the models offered by Roman roads and buildings. In short, the
great heritage of skill and invention which had been slowly accumulated in Egypt, Phoenicia, and
Greece, and which formed a part of the culture which the Romans diffused, did not wholly perish.

It required about a thousand years to educate the new race; but at last
Europe, including districts never embraced in the Roman Empire, caught up | Loss caused by
once more with antiquity. When, in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, first | the coming of the
Italy, and then the rest of Europe, awoke again to the beauty and truth of the | barbarians
classical literature and began to emulate the ancient art, the process of | Fegained during
educating the barbarians may be said to have been completed. Yet the Middle | Middle Ages.
Ages had been by no means a sterile period. They had added their part to the heritage of the
West. From the union of two great elements, the ancient civilization, which was completely
revived at the opening of the sixteenth century, and the vigor and the political and social ideals of
the Germans, a new thing was formed, namely, our modern civilization.

General Reading.—By far the most exhaustive work in English upon the
German invasions is HopckiN, [taly and her Invaders,—very bulky and costly (8
vols., $36.50). The author has, however, given some of the results of his work in
his excellent Dynasty of Theodosius (Clarendon Press, $1.50), and his Theodoric
the Goth (G.P. Putnam's Sons, $1.50). SErGceant, The Franks (G.P. Putnam's Sons,
$1.50), gives more than is to be found on the subject in either Emerton or Oman.

CHAPTER 1V

THE RISE OF THE PAPACY

17. While the Franks were slowly developing the strength which
Charlemagne employed to found the most extensive realm that has existed in | The greatness of
Europe since the Roman Empire, another government, whose power was far | the Church.
greater, whose organization was far more perfect, and whose vitality was
infinitely superior to that of the Frankish empire, namely, the Christian Church, was steadily
extending its sway and establishing the foundations of its later supremacy.

We have already seen how marvelously the Christian communities founded by the apostles and
their fellow-missionaries multiplied until, by the middle of the third century, writers like Cyprian
came to conceive of a "Catholic," or all-embracing, Church. We have seen how Constantine first
made Christianity legal, and how his successors worked in the interest of the new religion; how
carefully the Theodosian Code safeguarded the Church and the Christian clergy, and how harshly
those were treated who ventured to hold another view of Christianity from that sanctioned by the
government.[25]

We must now follow this most powerful and permanent of all the institutions of the later
Roman Empire into the Middle Ages. We must stop a moment to consider the sources of its
power, and then see how the Western, or Latin, portion of Christendom fell apart from the
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Eastern, or Greek, region and came to form a separate institution under the longest and
mightiest line of rulers that the world has ever seen, the Roman bishops. We shall see how a
peculiar class of Christians, the monks, developed; how they joined hands with the clergy; how
the monks and the clergy met the barbarians, subdued and civilized them, and then ruled them
for centuries.

The tremendous power of the Church in the Middle Ages was due, we may be
sure, to the way in which it adapted itself to the ideas and needs of the time; for | Sources of the
no institution can flourish unless it meets the wants of those who live under it. Church's power.

One great source of the Church's strength lay in the general fear of death and
judgment to come, which Christianity had brought with it. The Greeks and | Contrast between
Romans of the classical period thought of the next life, when they thought of it | pagan and
at all, as a very uninteresting existence compared with that on this earth. One | Christian ideas.
who committed some signal crime might suffer for it after death with pains
similar to those of the hell in which the Christians believed. But the great part of humanity were
supposed to lead in the next world a shadowy existence, neither sad nor glad. Religion, even to
the devout pagan, was mainly an affair of this life; the gods were to be propitiated with a view to
present happiness and success.

Since no satisfaction could be expected in the next life, it was naturally deemed wise to make
the most of this one. The possibility of pleasure ends—so the poet Horace urges—when we join
the shades below, as we all must do soon. Let us, therefore, take advantage of every harmless
pleasure and improve our brief opportunity to enjoy the good things of earth. We should,
however, be reasonable and temperate, avoiding all excess, for that endangers happiness. Above
all, we should not worry uselessly about the future, which is in the hands of the gods and beyond
our control. Such were the convictions of the majority of thoughtful pagans.

Christianity opposed this view of life with an entirely different one. It laid
persistent emphasis upon man's existence after death, which it declared | Other-worldliness
infinitely more important than his brief sojourn in the body. Under the influence | of mediaeval
of the Church this conception of life had gradually supplanted the pagan one in | Christianity.
the Roman world, and it was taught to the barbarians. The other-worldliness
became so intense that thousands gave up their ordinary occupations and pleasures altogether,
and devoted their entire attention to preparation for the next life. They shut themselves in lonely
cells; and, not satisfied with giving up most of their natural pleasures, they inflicted bodily
suffering upon themselves by hunger, cold, and stripes. They trusted that in this way they might
avoid some of the sins into which they were prone to fall, and that, by self-inflicted punishment in
this world, they might perchance escape some of that reserved for them in the next. As most of
the writers and teachers of the Middle Ages belonged to this class of what may be called
professional Christians, i.e., the monks, it was natural that their kind of life should have been
regarded, even by those who continued to live in the world, as the ideal one for the earnest
Christian.

The barbarians were taught that their fate in the next world depended largely
upon the Church. Its ministers never wearied of presenting the momentous | The Church the
alternative which faced every man so soon as this fleeting earthly existence | one agent of
should be over,—the alternative between eternal bliss and perpetual, | salvation.
unspeakable physical torment. Only those who had been duly baptized could
hope to reach heaven; but baptism washed away only past sins and did not prevent constant
relapse into new ones. These, unless their guilt was removed through the instrumentality of the
Church, would surely drag the soul down to perdition.

The divine power of the Church was, furthermore, established in the eyes of
the people by the miraculous works which her saints were constantly | Miracles a source
performing. They healed the sick and succored those in distress. They struck | of the Church's
down with speedy and signal disaster those who opposed the Church or treated | Power.
her holy rites with contempt. To the reader of to-day the frequency of the
miracles recorded in medieeval writings seems astonishing. The chronicles and biographies are
filled with accounts of them, and no one appears to have doubted their common occurrence.[26]

18. The chief importance of the Church for the student of mediaeval history
does not lie, however, in its religious functions, vital as they were, but rather in | The Church and
its remarkable relations to the civil government. At first the Church and the | the Roman
imperial government were on a friendly footing of mutual respect and support. | government.
So long as the Roman Empire remained strong and active there was no chance
for the clergy to free themselves from the control of the emperor, even if they had been disposed
to do so. He made such laws for the Church as he saw fit and the clergy did not complain. The
government was, indeed, indispensable to them. It undertook to root out paganism by destroying
the heathen shrines and preventing heathen sacrifices, and it harshly punished those who
refused to accept the teachings sanctioned by the Church.

But as the barbarians came in and the great Empire began to fall apart, there
was a growing tendency among the churchmen in the West to resent the | The Church
interference of rulers whom they no longer respected. They managed gradually | begins to seek
to free themselves in large part from the control of the civil government. They | independence.
then proceeded themselves to assume many of the duties of government, which
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the weak and disorderly states into which the Roman Empire fell were unable to perform
properly. In 502, a church council at Rome declared a decree of Odoacer's null and void, on the
ground that no layman had a right to interfere in the affairs of the Church. One of the bishops of
Rome (Pope Gelasius I, d. 496) briefly stated the principle upon which the Church rested its
claims, as follows: "Two powers govern the world, the priestly and the kingly. The first is
indisputably the superior, for the priest is responsible to God for the conduct of even the
emperors themselves." Since no one denied that the eternal interests of mankind, which devolved
upon the Church, were infinitely more important than those matters of mere worldly expediency
which the state regulated, it was natural for the clergy to hold that, in case of conflict, the
Church and its officers, rather than the king, should have the last word.

It was one thing, however, for the Church to claim the right to regulate its
own affairs; it was quite another for it to assume the functions which the Roman | The Church
government had previously performed and which our governments perform to- | begins to perform
day, such as the maintenance of order, the management of public education, the | the functions of
trial of lawsuits, etc. It did not, however, exactly usurp the prerogatives of the | government.
civil power, but rather offered itself as a substitute for it when no efficient civil
government any longer existed. For there were no states, in the modern sense of the word, in
western Europe for many centuries after the final destruction of the Roman Empire. The
authority of the various kings was seldom sufficient to keep their realms in order. There were
always many powerful landholders scattered throughout the kingdom who did pretty much what
they pleased and settled their grudges against their fellows by neighborhood wars. Fighting was
the main business as well as the chief amusement of the noble class. The king was unable to
maintain peace and protect the oppressed, however anxious he may have been to do so.

Under these circumstances, it naturally fell to the admirably organized Church to keep order,
when it could, by threats or persuasion; to see that sworn contracts were kept, that the wills of
the dead were administered, and marriage obligations observed. It took the defenseless widow
and orphan under its protection and dispensed charity; it promoted education at a time when few
laymen, however rich and noble, pretended even to read. These conditions serve to explain why
the Church was finally able greatly to extend the powers which it had enjoyed under the Roman
Empire, and why it undertook functions which seem to us to belong to the state rather than to a
religious organization.

19. We must now turn to a consideration of the origin and growth of the
supremacy of the popes, who, by raising themselves to the head of the Western | Origin of papal
Church, became in many respects more powerful than any of the kings and | power.
princes with whom they frequently found themselves in bitter conflict.

While we cannot discover, either in the Acts of the Council of Niceea or in the

Theodosian Code, compiled more than a century later, any recognition of the
supreme headship of the Bishop of Rome, there is little doubt that he and his
flock had almost from the very first enjoyed a leading place among the Christian

Prestige of the
Roman Christian
community.

communities. The Roman Church was the only one in the West which could
claim the distinction of having been founded by the immediate followers of Christ,—the "two most
glorious apostles."

The New Testament speaks repeatedly of Paul's presence in Rome, and
Peter's is implied. There had always been, moreover, a persistent tradition, | Belief that Peter
accepted throughout the Christian Church, that Peter was the first Bishop of | was the first
Rome. While there is no complete documentary proof for this belief, it appears | Bishop of Rome.
to have been generally accepted at least as early as the middle of the second
century. There is, certainly, no conflicting tradition, no rival claimant. The belief itself, whether
or not it corresponds with actual events, is indubitably a fact, and a fact of the greatest historical
importance. Peter enjoyed a certain preéminence among the other apostles and was singled out
by Christ upon several occasions. In a passage of the New Testament which has affected political
history more profoundly than the edicts of the most powerful monarch, Christ says: "And I say
also unto thee, That thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will build my church; and the gates of
hell shall not prevail against it. And I will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven: and
whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth shall be bound in heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt loose
on earth shall be loosed in heaven."[27]

It was thus natural that the Roman Church should early have been looked
upon as the mother church in the West. Its doctrines were considered the | The Roman
purest, since they had been handed down from its exalted founders. When there | Church the
was a difference of opinion in regard to the truth of a particular teaching, it was | mother church.
natural that all should turn to the Bishop of Rome for his view. Moreover, the
majesty of the capital of the world helped to exalt its bishop above his fellows. It was long,
however, before all the other bishops, especially those in the large cities, were ready to accept
unconditionally the authority of the Bishop of Rome, although they acknowledged his leading
position and that of the Roman community.

We know comparatively little of the bishops of Rome during the first three
centuries of the Church's existence. Even as the undisputed heads of their | Obscurity of early
persecuted sect, they could not have begun to exercise the political influence | bishops of Rome.
which they later enjoyed, until Christianity had gained the ascendancy and the
power of the Empire had become greatly weakened.
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We are, however, much better instructed in regard to the Church of the
fourth and early fifth centuries, because the century following the Council of
Niceea was, in the history of church literature, what the Elizabethan era was in

Period of the
Church fathers.

that of England. It was the era of the great "fathers" of Christian theology, to
whom all theologians since have looked back as to the foremost interpreters of their religion.
Among the chief of these were Athanasius (d. 373), to whom is attributed the formulation of the
creed of the Orthodox Church as opposed to the Arians, against whom he waged unremitting
war; Basil (d. 379), the promoter of the monastic life; Ambrose, Bishop of Milan (d. 397); Jerome
(d. 420), who prepared a new Latin version of the Scriptures, which became the standard
(Vulgate) edition; and, above all, Augustine (354-430), whose voluminous writings have exercised
an unrivaled influence upon the minds of Christian thinkers since his day.

Since the church fathers were chiefly interested in matters of doctrine, they say little of the
organization of the Church, and it is not clear from their writings that the Bishop of Rome was
accorded as yet the supreme and dominating position which the popes later enjoyed.
Nevertheless, Augustine calls a contemporaneous Bishop of Rome the "head of the Western
Church," and almost immediately after his death one ascended the episcopal chair at Rome
whose ambition, energy, and personal bravery were a promise of those qualities which were to
render his successors the kings of kings.

With the accession of Leo the Great (440-461) the history of the papacy may,

in one sense, be said to have begun. At his instance, Valentinian III, the
emperor of the West, issued a decree in 445 declaring the power of the Bishop
of Rome supreme, by reason of Peter's merits and apostolic headship, and by
reason of the majesty of the city of Rome. He commanded that the bishops
throughout the West should receive as law all that the Bishop of Rome

Leo the Great,
440-461.

Decree of
Valentinian III.

sanctioned, and that any bishop refusing to answer a summons to Rome should
be forced to obey by the imperial governor. But a council at Chalcedon, six years later, raised
new Rome on the Bosphorus (Constantinople) to an ecclesiastical equality with old Rome on the
Tiber. The bishops of both cities were to have a co-superiority over all the other prelates. This
decree was, however, never accepted in the Western or Latin Church, which was gradually
separating from the Eastern or Greek Church whose natural head was Constantinople.[28]
Although the powers to which Leo laid claim were not as yet even clearly stated and there were
times of adversity to come when for years they appeared an empty boast, still his emphatic
assertion of the supremacy of the Roman bishop was a great step toward bringing the Western
Church under a single head.

Not long after the death of Leo the Great, Odoacer put an end to the western

line of emperors. Then Theodoric and his East Goths settled in Italy, only to be
followed by still less desirable intruders, the Lombards. During this tumultuous
period the people of Rome, and even of all Italy, came to regard the pope as

Duties that
devolved upon
the early popes.

their natural leader. The emperor was far away, and his officers, who managed
to hold a portion of central Italy around Rome and Ravenna, were glad to accept the aid and
counsel of the pope. In Rome the pope watched over the elections of the city officials and
directed in what manner the public money should be spent. He had to manage and defend the
great tracts of land in different parts of Italy which from time to time had been given to the
bishopric of Rome. He negotiated with the Germans and even directed the generals sent against
them.

20. The pontificate of Gregory the Great, one of the half dozen most
distinguished heads that the Church has ever had, shows how great a part the | Gregory the
papacy could play. Gregory, who was the son of a rich Roman senator, was | Great, 590-604.
appointed by the emperor to the honorable office of prefect. He began to fear,
however, that his proud position and fine clothes were making him vain and worldly. His pious
mother and his study of the writings of Augustine, Jerome, and Ambrose led him, upon the death
of his father, to spend all his handsome fortune in founding seven monasteries. One of these he
established in his own house and subjected himself to such severe discipline and deprivations
that his health never entirely recovered from them. He might, in his enthusiasm for monasticism,
have brought himself to an early grave if the pope had not commanded him to undertake a
difficult mission to Constantinople; there he had his first opportunity to show his great ability in
conducting delicate negotiations.

When Gregory was chosen pope (in 590) and most reluctantly left his
monastery, ancient Rome, the capital of the Empire, was already transforming | Ancient Rome
itself into medieseval Rome, the capital of Christendom. The temples of the gods | becomes
had furnished materials for the many Christian churches. The tombs of the | medieval Rome.
apostles Peter and Paul were soon to become the center of religious attraction
and the goal of pilgrimages from every part of western Europe. Just as Gregory assumed office a
great plague was raging in the city. In true medieeval fashion, he arranged a solemn procession
in order to obtain from heaven a cessation of the pest. Then the archangel Michael was seen over
the tomb of Hadrian[29] sheathing his fiery sword as a sign that the wrath of the Lord had been
turned away. With Gregory we leave behind us the history of the Rome of Ceesar and Trajan and
enter upon that of Innocent III and Leo X.

Gregory enjoyed an unrivaled reputation during the Middle Ages as a writer.
He is reckoned with Augustine, Ambrose, and Jerome as one of the four great
Latin "fathers" of the Church. His works show, however, how much less

Gregory's
writings.
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cultivated his period was than that of his predecessors. His most popular book

was his Dialogues, a collection of accounts of miracles and popular legends. It is hard to believe
that it could have been composed by the greatest man of the time and that it was designed for
adults. In his commentary on Job, Gregory warns the reader that he need not be surprised to find
mistakes in grammar, since in dealing with so high a theme a writer should not stop to make sure
whether his cases and tenses are right.[301

The Castle San Angelo, formerly the Tomb of the Emperor Hadrian

Gregory's letters show clearly what the papacy was coming to mean for e A
Europe when in the hands of a really great man. While he assumed the humble | ¢ icoman.
title of "Servant of the servants of God," which the popes still use, Gregory was
a statesman whose influence extended far and wide. It devolved upon him to govern the city of
Rome,—as it did upon his successors down to the year 1870,—for the eastern emperor's control
had become merely nominal. He had also to keep the Lombards out of central Italy, which they
failed to conquer largely on account of the valiant defense of the popes. These duties were
functions of the civil power, and in assuming them Gregory may be said to have founded the
temporal power of the popes.

Beyond the borders of Italy, Gregory was in constant communication with the
emperor, with the rulers of Austrasia, Neustria, and Burgundy. Everywhere he | Gregory's
used his influence to have good clergymen chosen as bishops, and everywhere | missionary
he watched over the interests of the monasteries. But his chief importance in | undertakings.
the history of the papacy is attributable to the missionary enterprises which he
undertook, through which the great countries which were one day to be called England, France,
and Germany were brought under the sway of the Roman Church and its head, the pope.

Gregory was, as we have seen, an enthusiastic monk, and he naturally relied chiefly upon the
monks in his great work of converting the heathen. Consequently, before considering his
missionary achievements, we must glance at the origin and character of the monks, who are so
conspicuous throughout the Middle Ages.

General References.—There is no satisfactory history of the mediaeval Church
in one volume. Perhaps the best short account in English is Fisuer, History of the
Christian Church (Charles Scribner's Sons, $3.50). MoELLEr, History of the
Christian Church, Vols. I-II (Swan Sonnenschein, $4.00 a vol.), is a dry but very
reliable manual with full references to the literature of the subject. Arzoc, Manual
of Universal Church History (Clarke, Cincinnati, 3 vols., $10.00), is a careful
presentation by a Catholic scholar. MiLman, History of Latin Christianity, although
rather old, is both scholarly and readable, and is to be found in most libraries.
GieseLER, Ecclesiastical History (5 vols., now out of print, but not difficult to
obtain), is really a great collection of the most interesting extracts from the
sources, with very little indeed from the author's hand. This and Moeller are
invaluable to the advanced student. Hatcu, Growth of Church Institutions
(Whittaker, $1.50), gives an admirably simple account of the most important
phases of the organization of the Church.

CHAPTER V

THE MONKS AND THE CONVERSION OF THE GERMANS

21. It would be difficult to overestimate the variety and extent of the

influence that the monks exercised for centuries in Europe. The proud annals of | Importance of the
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the Benedictines, Franciscans, Dominicans, and Jesuits contain many a | monks as a class.
distinguished name. The most eminent philosophers, scientists, historians,
artists, poets, and statesmen may be found among their ranks. Among those whose achievements
we shall study later are The Venerable Bede, Boniface, Abelard, Thomas Aquinas, Roger Bacon,
Fra Angelico, Savonarola, Luther, Erasmus,—all these, and many others who have been leaders
in various branches of human activity, were monks.

The strength of monasticism lay in its appeal to many different classes of
persons. The world became a less attractive place as the successive invasions of | Monasticism
the barbarians brought ever-increasing disorder. The monastery was the natural | appealed to many
refuge not only of the spiritually minded, but of those of a studious or | different classes.
contemplative disposition who disliked the life of a soldier and were disinclined
to face the dangers and uncertainties of the times. The monastic life was safe and peaceful, as
well as holy. Even the rude and unscrupulous warriors hesitated to destroy the property or
disturb the life of those who were believed to enjoy Heaven's special favor. The monastery
furnished, too, a refuge for the disconsolate, an asylum for the disgraced, and food and shelter
for the indolent who would otherwise have had to earn their living. There were, therefore, many
motives which helped to fill the monasteries. Kings and nobles, for the good of their souls, readily
gave land upon which to found colonies of monks, and there were plenty of remote spots in the
mountains and forests to tempt the recluse.

Monastic communities first developed on a large scale in Egypt in the fourth
century. Just as the Germans were winning their first great victory at | Necessity for the
Adrianople, St. Jerome was engaged in showing the advantages of the ascetic | regulation of
Christian life, which was a new thing in the West. In the sixth century | monastic life.
monasteries multiplied so rapidly in western Europe that it became necessary to
establish definite rules for the numerous communities which proposed to desert the ordinary
ways of the world and lead a peculiar life apart. The monastic regulations which had been drawn
up in the East did not answer the purpose, for the climate of the West and the temperament of
the Latin peoples differed too much from those of the Orient. Accordingly St. Benedict drew up,
about the year 526, a sort of constitution for the monastery of Monte Cassino, in southern Italy,
of which he was the head. This was so sagacious, and so well met the needs of the monastic life,
that it was rapidly accepted by the other monasteries and gradually became the "rule" according
to which all the western monks lived.[31]

The Rule of St. Benedict is as important as any constitution that was ever
drawn up for a state. It is for the most part natural and wholesome. It provides | The Rule of St.
that, since every one is not fitted for the ascetic life, the candidate for admission | Benedict.
to the monastery shall pass through a period of probation, called the novitiate,
before he is permitted to take the solemn and irrevocable vow. The brethren shall elect their
head, the abbot, whom they must obey unconditionally in all that is not sinful. Along with prayer
and meditation, the monks are to work at manual occupations and cultivate the soil. They shall
also read and teach. Those who were incapacitated for outdoor work were assigned lighter tasks,
such as copying books. The monk was not permitted to own anything in his own right; he pledged
himself to perpetual and absolute poverty, and everything he used was the property of the
convent. Along with the vows of obedience and poverty, he also took that of chastity, which
bound him never to marry. For not only was the single life considered more holy than the
married, but the monastic organization would, of course, have been impossible unless the monks
remained single. Aside from these restrictions, the monks were commanded to live rational and
natural lives and not to abuse their bodies or sacrifice their physical vigor by undue fasting in the
supposed interest of their souls. These sensible provisions were directed against the excesses of
asceticism, of which there had been many instances in the East.

The influence of the Benedictine monks upon Europe is incalculable. From
their numbers no less than twenty-four popes and forty-six hundred bishops and | The monks copy,
archbishops have been chosen. They boast almost sixteen thousand writers, | and so preserve,
some of great distinction. Their monasteries furnished retreats where the | the Latin authors.
scholar might study and write in spite of the prevailing disorder of the times.
The copying of books, as has been said, was a natural occupation of the monks. Doubtless their
work was often done carelessly, with little heart and less understanding. But, with the great loss
of manuscripts due to the destruction of libraries and the indifference of individual book-owners,
it was most essential that new copies should be made. Even poor and incorrect ones were better
than none. It was the monks who prevented the loss of a great part of Latin literature, which,
without them, would probably have reached us only in scanty remains.

The monks also helped to rescue honest manual labor, which they believed to
be a great aid to salvation, from the disrepute into which slavery had brought it | The monks aid in
in earlier times. They set the example of careful cultivation on the lands about | the material
their monasteries and in this way introduced better methods into the regions | development of
where they settled. They entertained travelers at a time when there were few or | Europe.

no inns and so increased the intercourse between the various parts of Europe.
[32]

The Benedictine monks, as well as later monastic orders, were ardent and
faithful supporters of the papacy. The Roman Church, which owes much to | The regular and
them, appreciated the aid which they might furnish and extended to them many | secular clergy.
of the privileges enjoyed by the clergy. Indeed the monks were reckoned as
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clergymen and were called the "regular" clergy because they lived according to a regula, or rule,
to distinguish them from the "secular" clergy, who continued to live in the world (saeculum) and
took no monastic vows.

The Church, ever anxious to maintain as far-reaching a control over its
subjects as that of the Roman Empire, whose power it inherited, could hardly | Monks and
expect its busy officers, with their multiform duties and constant relations with | secular clergy
men, to represent the ideal of contemplative Christianity which was then held in | supplement each
higher esteem than the active life. The secular clergy performed the ceremonies | °ther:
of the Church, administered its business, and guarded its property, while the
regular clergy illustrated the necessity of personal piety and self-denial. Monasticism at its best
was a monitor standing beside the Church and constantly warning it against permitting the
Christian life to sink into mere mechanical and passive acceptance of its ceremonies as all-
sufficient for salvation. It supplied the element of personal responsibility and spiritual ambition
upon which Protestantism has laid so much stress.

22. The first great service of the monks was their missionary labors. To these
the later strength of the Roman Church is in no small degree due, for the monks | The monks as
made of the unconverted Germans not merely Christians, but also dutiful | missionaries.
subjects of the pope. The first people to engage their attention were the
heathen Germans who had conquered the once Christian Britain.

The islands which are now known as the kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland
were, at the opening of the Christian era, occupied by several Celtic peoples of | Early Britain.
whose customs and religion we know almost nothing. Julius Ceesar commenced
the conquest of the islands (55 B.c.); but the Romans never succeeded in establishing their power
beyond the wall which they built, from the Clyde to the Firth of Forth, to keep out the wild Celtic
tribes of the North. Even south of the wall the country was not completely Romanized, and the
Celtic tongue has actually survived down to the present day in Wales.

At the opening of the fifth century the barbarian invasions forced Rome to
withdraw its legions from Britain in order to protect its frontiers on the | Saxons and
continent. The island was thus left to be gradually conquered by the Germans, | Angles conquer
mainly Saxons and Angles, who came across the North Sea from the region | Britain.
south of Denmark. Almost all record of what went on during the two centuries
following the departure of the Romans has disappeared. No one knows the fate of the original
Celtic inhabitants of England. It is unlikely that they were, as was formerly supposed, all killed or
driven to the mountain districts of Wales. More probably they were gradually lost among the
dominating Germans with whom they merged into one people. The Saxon and Angle chieftains
established petty kingdoms, of which there were seven or eight at the time when Gregory the
Great became pope.

Gregory, while still a simple monk, had been struck with the beauty of some
Angles whom he saw one day in the slave market of Rome. When he learned | Conversion of
who they were he was grieved that such handsome beings should still belong to | Britain.
the kingdom of the Prince of Darkness, and, had he been permitted, he himself
would have gone as a missionary to their people. Upon becoming pope he sent forty monks to
England from one of the monasteries that he had founded, placing a prior, Augustine, at their
head and designating him in advance as Bishop of England. The heathen king of Kent, in whose
territory the monks landed with fear and trembling (597), had a Christian wife, the daughter of a
Frankish king. Through her influence the monks were kindly received and were assigned an
ancient church at Canterbury, dating from the Roman occupation before the German invasions.
Here they established a monastery, and from this center the conversion, first of Kent and then of
the whole island, was gradually effected. Canterbury has always maintained its early
preéminence and may still be considered the religious capital of England.[33]

Ancient Church of St. Martin's, Canterbury

Augustine and his monks were not, however, the only Christians in the British
Isles. Britain had been converted to Christianity when it was a Roman province, | The Irish monks.
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and some of the missionaries, led by St. Patrick (d. about 469), had made their '
way into Ireland and established a center of Christianity there. When the Germans overran
Britain and reheathenized it, the Irish monks and clergy were too far off to be troubled by the
barbarians. They knew little of the traditions of the Roman Church and diverged from its customs
in some respects. They celebrated Easter upon a different date from that observed by the Roman
Church and employed a different style of tonsure. Missionaries from this Irish church were busy
converting the northern regions of Britain, when the Roman monks under Augustine began their
work in the southern part of the island.

There was sure to be trouble between the two parties. The Irish clergy, while
they professed great respect for the pope and did not wish to be cut off from the | Conflict between
rest of the Christian Church, were unwilling to abandon their peculiar usages | the Roman
and accept those sanctioned by Rome. Nor would they recognize as their | Church and the
superior the Archbishop of Canterbury, whom the pope had made the head of | [rish monks.
the British church. The pope, on his part, felt that it was all-important that these
isolated Christians should become a part of the great organization of which he claimed to be the
head. Neither party would make any concessions, and for two generations each went its own
way, cherishing a bitter hostility toward the other.

At last the Roman Church won the victory, as it so often did in later struggles.
In 664, through the influence of the king of Northumbria who did not wish to | Victory of Roman
risk being on bad terms with the pope, the Roman Catholic form of faith was | Church.
solemnly recognized in an assembly at Whitby, and the leader of the Irish
missionaries sadly withdrew to Ireland.
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Map of Christian Missions

The king of Northumbria, upon opening the Council of Whitby, said "that it was proper that
those who served one God should observe one rule of conduct and not depart from one another in
the ways of celebrating the holy mysteries, since they all hoped for the same kingdom of heaven."
That a remote island of Europe should set up its traditions against the customs sanctioned by the
rest of Christendom appeared to him highly unreasonable. This faith in the necessary unity of the
Church is one of the secrets of its strength. England became a part of the ever-growing territory
embraced in the Catholic Church and remained as faithful to the pope as any other Catholic
country, down to the defection of Henry VIII in the early part of the sixteenth century.

The consolidation of the rival churches in Great Britain was followed by a
period of general enthusiasm for Rome and its literature and culture. | Early culture in
Lindisfarne, Wearmouth, and other English monasteries became centers of | England.
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learning unrivaled perhaps in the rest of Europe. A constant intercourse was '
maintained with Rome. Masons and glassmakers were brought across the | 30 venerable
Channel to replace the wooden churches of Britain by stone edifices in the style | gege.

of the Romans. The young clergy were taught Latin and sometimes Greek.
Copies of the ancient classics were brought from the continent and reproduced. The most
distinguished man of letters of the seventh and early eighth centuries was the English monk
Beeda (often called The Venerable Bede, 673-735), from whose admirable history of the Church
in England most of our information about the period is derived.[34]

23. From England missionaries carried the enthusiasm for the Church back
across the Channel. In spite of the conversion of Clovis and the wholesale | Irish missionaries
baptism of his soldiers, the Franks, especially those farthest north, had been | on the continent.
very imperfectly Christianized. A few years before Augustine landed in Kent, St.
Columban, one of the Irish missionaries of whom we have spoken, landed in | g; columban and
Gaul. He went from place to place founding monasteries and gaining the | st Gal.
respect of the people by his rigid self-denial and by the miracles that he
performed. He even penetrated among the still wholly pagan Alemanni about the Lake of
Constance. When driven away by their pagan king, he turned his attention to the Lombards in
northern Italy, where he died in 615.[35] St. Gall, one of his followers, remained near the Lake of
Constance and attracted about him so many disciples and companions that a great monastery
grew up which was named after him and became one of the most celebrated in central Europe.
Other Irish missionaries penetrated into the forests of Thuringia and Bavaria. The German
church looks back, however, to an English missionary as its real founder.

In 718, about a hundred years after the death of St. Columban, St. Boniface,
an English monk, was sent by the pope as an apostle to the Germans. After four | St. Boniface, the
years spent in reconnoitering the field of his future labors, he returned to Rome | apostle to the
and was made a missionary bishop, taking the same oath of obedience to the | Germans.
pope that the bishops in the immediate vicinity of Rome were accustomed to
take. Indeed absolute subordination to the pope was a part of Boniface's religion, and he became
a powerful agent in promoting the supremacy of the Roman see.

Under the protection of the powerful Frankish mayor of the palace, Charles Martel, Boniface
carried on his missionary work with such zeal that he succeeded in bringing all the older
Christian communities which had been established by the Irish missionaries under the papal
control, as well as in converting many of the more remote German tribes who still clung to their
old pagan beliefs. His energetic methods are illustrated by the story of how he cut down the
sacred oak of Odin at Fritzlar, in Hesse, and used the wood to build a chapel, around which a
monastery soon grew up. In 732 Boniface was raised to the dignity of Archbishop of Mayence and
proceeded to establish, in the newly converted region, the German bishoprics of Salzburg,
Regensburg, Wirzburg, Erfurt, and several others; this gives us some idea of the geographical
extent of his labors.

After organizing the German church he turned his attention, with the hearty

approval of the pope and the support of the Frankish rulers, to a general | Boniface reforms
reformation of the church in Gaul. Here the clergy were sadly demoralized, and | the church in
the churches and monasteries had been despoiled of much of their property in | Gaul and brings it
the constant turmoil of the time. Boniface succeeded, with the help of Charles | into subjection to
Martel, in bettering affairs, and through his efforts the venerable church of | € PoPe-
Gaul, almost as old as that of Rome itself, was brought under the supremacy of the pope. In 748
the assembled bishops of Gaul bound themselves to maintain the Catholic unity of faith and
follow strictly the precepts of the vicar of St. Peter, the pope, so that they might be reckoned
among Peter's sheep.

General Reading.—The best history of the monks to be had in English is
MoNTALEMBERT, The Monks of the West from St. Benedict to St. Bernard (Longmans,
Green & Co., 6 vols., $15.00). The writer's enthusiasm and his excellent style make
his work very attractive. The advanced student will gain much from Tavror,
Classical Heritage of the Middle Ages (The Macmillan Company, $1.75), Chapter
VII, on the origin and spirit of monasticism. See also Harnack, Monasticism
(Scribners, 50 cents). The works on church history referred to at the end of the
preceding chapter all contain some account of the monks.

CHAPTER VI

CHARLES MARTEL AND PIPPIN

24. Just as the pope was becoming the acknowledged head of the Western
Church, the Frankish realms came successively under the rule of two great | Charles Martel,
statesmen, Charles Martel and his son Pippin the Short, who laid the foundation | Frankish mayor

of Charlemagne's vast empire. of the palace,
714-741.

The difficulties which Charles Martel had to face were much the same as
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those which for centuries to follow confronted the sovereigns of western DRSSl of
Europe. The great problem of the mediaeval ruler was to make his power felt | holding together
throughout his whole territory in spite of the many rich and ambitious officials, | a kingdom in the
bishops, and abbots who eagerly took advantage of all the king's weaknesses | early Middle
and embarrassments to make themselves practically supreme in their | Ages.
respective districts.

The two classes of officers of which we hear most were the counts (Latin,
comites) and the dukes (Latin, duces). A count ordinarily represented the king | Origin of counts
within the district comprised in an old municipality of the Empire. Over a | and dukes.
number of counts the king might place a duke. Both of these titles were
borrowed by the Germans from the names of Roman officials. While the king appointed, and
might dismiss, these officers when he pleased, there was a growing tendency for them to hold
their positions for life.

We find Charles fighting the dukes of Aquitaine, Bavaria, and Alemannia, each of whom was
endeavoring to make the territory which he was deputed to rule in the king's interest a separate
and independent country under his own supremacy. By successive campaigns against these
rebellious magnates, Charles succeeded in reuniting all those outlying districts that tended to
forget or ignore their connection with the Frankish empire.

The bishops proved almost, if not quite, as troublesome to the mayor of the
palace as the dukes, and later the counts. It is true that Charles kept the choice | Charles and his
of the bishops in his own hands and refused to give to the clergy and people of | bishops.
the diocese the privilege of electing their head, as the rules of the Church
prescribed. But when a bishop had once got possession of the lands attached to the bishopric and
exercised the wide powers and influence which fell to him, he was often tempted, especially if he
were a nobleman, to use his privileged position to establish a practically independent
principality. The same was true of the heads of powerful monasteries. These dangerous bishops
and abbots Charles deposed in wholesale fashion. He substituted his own friends for them with
little regard to the rules of the Church—for instance, he bestowed on his nephew the three
bishoprics of Paris, Rouen, and Bayeux, besides two monasteries. The new incumbents were,
however, no better than the old; they were, indeed, in spite of their clerical robes, only laymen,
who continued to fight and hunt in their customary manner.

The most famous of Charles' deeds was his decisive defeat of the advancing Mohammedans
who were pressing into Gaul from Spain. Before speaking of this a word must be said of the
invaders and their religion, for the Saracens, as the followers of Mohammed were commonly
called, will come into our story of western Europe now and then, especially during the Crusades.

25. Just as Gregory the Great was dying in Rome, leaving to his successors a
great heritage of spiritual and temporal influence, a young Arab in far-off Mecca | Mohammed, 571-
was meditating upon the mysteries of life and laying the foundation of a | 632.
religious power rivaling even that of the popes. Before the time of Mohammed
the Arabs had played no important part in the world's history. The scattered tribes were at war
with one another, and each worshiped its own gods, when it worshiped at all. But when the
peoples of the desert accepted Mohammed as their prophet and his religion as theirs, they
became an irresistible force for the dissemination of the new teaching and for the subjugation of
the world.

Mohammed came of a good family, but was reduced by poverty to enter the
employ of a rich widow, named Kadijah, who fell in love with him and became | The Hejira, 622.
his wife. She was his first convert and kept up his courage when few among his
fellow-townsmen in Mecca would believe in his visions or accept the teachings which he claimed
to receive direct from the angel Gabriel. Finally he discovered that his many enemies were
planning to kill him, so he fled to the neighboring town of Medina, where he had friends. His
flight (the Hejira), which took place in the year 622, was taken by his followers as the beginning
of a new era,—the year one, as Mohammedans reckon time. A war ensued between the people of
Mecca and those in and about Medina who supported Mohammed. It was eight years before he
reéntered Mecca, the religious center of Arabia, with a victorious army. Before his death in 632
he had received the adhesion of all the Arab chiefs, and his faith, Islam (which means submission
to God), was accepted throughout the Arabian peninsula.

Mohammed was accustomed to fall into a trance from time to time, after
which he would recite to his eager listeners the messages which he received | The Koran and
from Heaven. These were collected into a volume shortly after his death, and | the religion of
make up the Koran, the Bible of the Mohammedan.[36] This contains all the | Mohammed.
fundamental beliefs of the new religion, as well as the laws under which the
faithful were to live. It proclaims one God, "the Lord of the worlds, the merciful, the
compassionate," and Mohammed as his prophet. It announces a day of judgment in which each
shall receive his reward for the deeds done in the flesh, and either be admitted to paradise or
banished to an eternally burning hell. Those who die fighting for the sacred cause shall find
themselves in a high garden, where, "content with their past endeavors," they shall hear no
foolish word and shall recline in rich brocades upon soft cushions and rugs and be served by
surpassingly beautiful maidens. Islam has much in common with Judaism and Christianity. Jesus
even has a place in it, but only as one of the prophets, like Abraham, Moses, and others, who
have brought religious truth to mankind.
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The religion of Mohammed was simpler than that of the mediseval Christian Church. It
provided for no priesthood, nor for any elaborate rites and ceremonies. Five times a day the
faithful Mohammedan must pray, always with his face turned toward Mecca. One month in the
year he must fast during the daytime. If he is educated, he will know the Koran by heart. The
mosque is a house of prayer and the place for the reading of the Koran; no altars or images are
permitted in it.

Mohammed's successor assumed the title of caliph. Under him the Arabs
went forth to conquer the great territories to the north of them, belonging to | Mohammedan
the Persians and the Roman emperor at Constantinople. They met with | conquests.
marvelous success. Within ten years after Mohammed's death the Arabs had
established a great empire with its capital at Damascus, from whence the caliph ruled over
Arabia, Persia, Syria, and Egypt. In the following decades new conquests were made all along the
coast of Africa, and in 708 Tangier was taken and the Arabs could look across the Straits of
Gibraltar to Spain.[37]

Map of Arabic Conquests

The kingdom of the West Goths was in no condition to defend itself when a | 1. Arabs in
few Arabs and a much larger number of Berbers, inhabitants of northern Africa, Spain.
ventured to cross over. Some of the Spanish towns held out for a time, but the
invaders found allies in the numerous Jews who had been shamefully treated by their Christian
countrymen. As for the innumerable serfs who worked on the great estates of the aristocracy, a
change of landlords made very little difference to them. In 711 the Arabs and Berbers gained a
great battle, and the peninsula was gradually overrun by new immigrants from Africa. In seven
years the Mohammedans were masters of almost the whole region south of the Pyrenees. They
then began to cross into Gaul and took possession of the district about Narbonne. For some years
the duke of Aquitaine kept them in check, but in 732 they collected a large army, defeated the
duke near Bordeaux, advanced to Poitiers, where they burned the church, and then set out for
Tours.

Charles Martel at once sent out a summons to all who could bear arms and,
in the same year, met and repulsed the Mohammedans near Tours. We know | Battle of Tours,
very little indeed of the details of the conflict, but it is certain that the followers | 732.
of Mohammed retreated and that they never made another attempt to conquer
western Europe.

26. Charles was able, before his death in 741, to secure the succession to his
office of mayor of the palace for his two sons, Pippin and Carloman. The | Pippin and
brothers left the nominal king on the throne; but he had nothing to do, as the | Carloman.
chronicler tells us, "but to be content with his name of king, his flowing hair and
long beard; to sit on his throne and play the ruler, listening to the ambassadors | apqgication of
who came from all directions, and giving them the answers that had been | carloman.
taught him, as if of his own sovereign will. In reality, however, he had nothing
but the royal name and a beggarly income at the will of the mayor of the palace." The new
mayors had succeeded in putting down all opposition when, to the astonishment of every one,
Carloman abdicated and assumed the gown of a monk. Pippin took control of the whole Frankish
dominion, and we find the unusual statement in the Frankish annals that "the whole land enjoyed
peace for two years" (749-750).

Pippin now felt himself strong enough to get rid of the "do-nothing" king
altogether and assume for himself the nominal as well as the real kingship of | Pippin assumes
the Franks. It was, however, a delicate matter to depose even a quite useless | the crown with
monarch, so he determined to consult the head of the Church. To Pippin's query | the approbation
whether it was fitting that the Merovingian king of the Franks, having no | ©f the pope, 752.
power, should continue to reign, the pope replied: "It seems better that he who
has the power in the state should be king and be called king, rather than he who is falsely called
king."
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It will be noticed that the pope in no sense created Pippin king, as later writers claimed. He
sanctioned a usurpation which was practically inevitable and which was carried out with the
approbation of the Frankish nation. Raised on the shields of the counts and dukes, anointed by
St. Boniface, and blessed by the pope, Pippin became in 752 the first king of the Carolingian
family, which had already for several generations ruled the Franks in all but name.

This participation of the pope brought about a very fundamental change in
the theory of kingship. The kings of the Germans up to this time had been | A new theory of
military leaders selected, or holding their office, by the will of the people, or at | kingship.
least of the aristocracy. Their rule had had no divine sanction, but only that of
general acquiescence backed up by sufficient skill and popularity to frustrate the efforts of rivals.
By the anointing of Pippin in accordance with the ancient Jewish custom, first by St. Boniface and
then by the pope himself, "a German chieftain was," as Gibbon expresses, it "transformed into the
Lord's anointed." The pope uttered a dire anathema of divine vengeance against any one who
should attempt to supplant the holy and meritorious race of Pippin. It became a religious duty to
obey the king. He came to be regarded by the Church, when he had duly received its sanction, as
God's representative on earth. Here we have the basis of the later idea of monarchs "by the grace
of God," against whom, however bad they might be, it was not merely a political offense, but a
sin, to revolt.

27. The sanction of Pippin's usurpation by the pope was but an indication of the good feeling
between the two greatest powers in the West,—the head of the ever-strengthening Frankish state
and the head of the Church. This good feeling quickly ripened into an alliance, momentous for the
history of Europe. In order to understand this we must glance at the motives which led the popes
to throw off their allegiance to their ancient sovereigns, the emperors at Constantinople, and
turn for help to Pippin and his successors.

For more than a century after the death of Gregory the Great his successors

continued to remain respectful subjects of the emperor. They looked to him for
occasional help against the Lombards in northern Italy, who showed a
disposition to add Rome to their possessions. In 725, however, the emperor Leo
IIT aroused the bitter opposition of the pope by issuing a decree forbidding the
usual veneration of the images of Christ and the saints. The emperor was a

Controversy over
the veneration of
images and
pictures,—the so-
called
iconoclastic

thoughtful Christian and felt keenly the taunts of the Mohammedans, who held
all images in abhorrence and regarded the Christians as idolaters. He therefore
ordered all sacred images throughout his empire to be removed from the churches, and all
figures on the church walls to be whitewashed over. This aroused serious opposition even in
Constantinople, and the farther west one went, the more obstinate became the resistance. The
pope refused to obey the edict, for he held that the emperor had no right to interfere with
practices hallowed by the Church. He called a council which declared all persons
excommunicated who should "throw down, destroy, profane or blaspheme the holy images." The

controversy.

opposition of the West was successful, and the images kept their places.[38]

In spite of their abhorrence of the iconoclastic Leo and his successors, the
popes did not give up all hope that the emperors might aid them in keeping the
Lombards out of Rome. At last a Lombard ruler arose, Aistulf, a "son of
iniquity," who refused to consider the prayers or threats of the head of the
Church. In 751 Aistulf took Ravenna and threatened Rome. He proposed to
substitute his supremacy for that of the eastern emperor and make of Italy a
single state, with Rome as its capital. This was a critical moment for the

The popes and
the Lombards.

The pope turns to
the Franks for
aid.

peninsula. Was Italy, like Gaul, to be united under a single German people and
to develop, as France has done, a characteristic civilization? The Lombards had progressed so far
that they were not unfitted to organize a state that should grow into a nation. But the head of the
Church could not consent to endanger his independence by becoming the subject of an Italian
king. It was therefore the pope who prevented the establishment of an Italian kingdom at this
time and who continued for the same reason to stand in the way of the unification of Italy for
more than a thousand years, until he was dispossessed of his realms not many decades ago by
Victor Emmanuel. After vainly turning in his distress to his natural protector, the emperor, the
pope had no resource but to appeal to Pippin, upon whose fidelity he had every reason to rely. He
crossed the Alps and was received with the greatest cordiality and respect by the Frankish
monarch, who returned to Italy with him and relieved Rome (754).

No sooner had Pippin recrossed the Alps than the Lombard king, ever anxious
to add Rome to his possessions, again invested the Eternal City. Pope Stephen's | Pippin subdues
letters to the king of the Franks at this juncture are characteristic of the time. | the Lombards.
The pope warmly argues that Pippin owes all his victories to St. Peter and
should now hasten to the relief of his successor. If the king permits the city of the prince of the
apostles to be lacerated and tormented by the Lombards, his own soul will be lacerated and
tormented in hell by the devil and his pestilential angels. These arguments proved effective;
Pippin immediately undertook a second expedition to Italy, from which he did not return until the
kingdom of the Lombards had become tributary to his own, as Bavaria and Aquitaine already
were.

Pippin, instead of restoring to the eastern emperor the lands which the
Lombards had recently occupied, handed them over to the pope,—on exactly | Donation of
what terms we do not know, since the deed of cession has disappeared. In | Pippin.
consequence of these important additions to the former territories of St. Peter,
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the popes were thereafter the nominal rulers of a large district in central Italy, extending across
the peninsula from Ravenna to a point well south of Rome. If, as many writers have maintained,
Pippin recognized the pope as the sovereign of this district, we find here the first state that was
destined to endure into the nineteenth century delimited on the map of Europe. A map of Italy as
late as the year 1860 shows the same region still marked "States of the Church."

The reign of Pippin is remarkable in several ways. It witnessed the
strengthening of the kingly power in the Frankish state, which was soon to | Significance of
embrace most of western Europe and form the starting point for the | Pippin's reign.
development of the modern countries of France, Germany, and Austria. It
furnishes the first instance of the interference of a northern prince in the affairs of Italy, which
was destined to become the stumbling-block of many a later French and German king. Lastly, the
pope had now a state of his own, which, in spite of its small size, proved one of the most
important and permanent in Europe.

Pippin and his son Charlemagne saw only the strength and not the disadvantage that accrued
to their title from the papal sanction. It is none the less true, as Gibbon says, that "under the
sacerdotal monarchy of St. Peter, the nations began to resume the practice of seeking, on the
banks of the Tiber, their kings, their laws, and the oracles of their fate." We shall have ample
evidence of this as we proceed.

General Reading.—For Mohammed and the Saracens, GiLmaN, The Saracens
(G.P. Putnam's Sons, $1.50). Gibbon has a famous chapter on Mohammed and
another upon the conquests of the Arabs. These are the fiftieth and fifty-first of his
great work. See also Muir, Life of Mohammed (Smith, Elder & Co., $4.50).

CHAPTER VII

CHARLEMAGNE

28. Charlemagne is the first historical personage among the German peoples of whom we have
any satisfactory knowledge.[391 Compared with him, Theodoric, Charles Martel, Pippin, and the
rest are but shadowy figures. The chronicles tell us something of their deeds, but we can make
only the vaguest inferences in regard to their character and temperament.

The appearance of Charlemagne, as described by his secretary, so exactly
corresponds with the character of the king as exhibited in his great reign, that it | Charlemagne's
is worthy of attention. He was tall and stoutly built; his face was round, his eyes | personal
were large and keen, his nose somewhat above the common size, his expression | appearance.
bright and cheerful. Whether he stood or sat, his form was full of dignity; for the
good proportion and grace of his body prevented the observer from noticing that his neck was
rather short and his person somewhat too stout. His step was firm and his aspect manly; his voice
was clear, but rather weak for so large a body. He was active in all bodily exercises, delighted in
riding and hunting, and was an expert swimmer. His excellent health and his physical alertness
and endurance can alone explain the astonishing swiftness with which he moved about his vast
realm and conducted innumerable campaigns in widely distant regions in startlingly rapid
succession.

Charles was an educated man and one who knew how to appreciate and
encourage scholarship. When at dinner he had some one read to him; he | His education, his
delighted especially in history and in St. Augustine's City of God. He could | attitude toward
speak Latin well and understood Greek readily. He tried to learn to write, but | learning, and his
began too late in life and got no farther than signing his name. He called | Public spirit.
scholarly men to his court, took advantage of their learning, and did much
toward reéstablishing a regular system of public instruction. He was also constantly occupied
with buildings and other public works calculated to adorn and benefit his kingdom. He himself
planned the remarkable cathedral at Aix-la-Chapelle and showed the greatest interest in its
furnishings. He commenced two palaces of beautiful workmanship, one near Mayence and the
other at Nimwegen, in Holland, and had a long bridge constructed across the Rhine at Mayence.

The impression which his reign made upon men's minds grew even after his
death. He became the hero of a whole cycle of romantic but wholly unhistoric | The Charlemagne
adventures and achievements which were as devoutly believed for centuries as | of romance.
his most authentic deeds. In the fancy of an old monk in the monastery of St.
Gall,[401 writing of Charlemagne not long after his death, the king of the Franks swept over
Europe surrounded by countless legions of soldiers who formed a very sea of bristling steel.
Knights of superhuman valor formed his court and became the models for the chivalrous spirit of
the following centuries. Distorted but imposing, the Charlemagne of poetry meets us all through
the Middle Ages.

A study of Charlemagne's reign will substantiate our first impression that he was a truly
remarkable person, one of the greatest figures in the world's records and deservedly the hero of
the Middle Ages. To few men has it been given to influence so profoundly the course of European
progress. We shall consider him first as a conqueror, then as an organizer and creator of
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governmental institutions, and lastly as a promoter of culture and enlightenment.

29. It was Charlemagne's ideal to bring all the German peoples together into
one great Christian empire, and he was wonderfully successful in attaining his | Charlemagne's
end. Only a small portion of what is now called Germany was included in the | idea of a great
kingdom ruled over by Pippin. Frisia and Bavaria had been Christianized, and | Christian empire.
their native rulers had been induced by the efforts of Charlemagne's
predecessors and of the missionaries, especially Boniface, to recognize formally the overlordship
of the Franks. Between these two half-independent countries lay the unconquered Saxons. They
were as yet pagans and appear to have still clung to much the same institutions as those under
which they lived when the Roman historian Tacitus described them seven centuries earlier.

The Saxons occupied the region beginning somewhat east of Cologne and
extending to the Elbe, and north to where the great cities of Bremen and | The conquest of
Hamburg are now situated. The present kingdom of Saxony would hardly have | the Saxons.
come within their boundaries. The Saxons had no towns or roads and were
consequently very difficult to conquer, as they could retreat, with their few possessions, into the
forests or swamps as soon as they found themselves unable to meet an invader in the open field.
Yet so long as they remained unconquered they constantly threatened the Frankish kingdom, and
the incorporation of their country was essential to the rounding out of its boundaries.
Charlemagne never undertook, during his long military career, any other task half so serious as
the subjugation of the Saxons, and it occupied his attention for many years. Nine successive
rebellions had to be put down, and it was finally owing rather to the Church than to
Charlemagne's military prowess that the great task was brought to a successful issue.

Nowhere do we find a more striking example of the influence of the Church
than in the reliance that Charlemagne placed upon it in his dealings with the | Conversion of the
Saxons. He deemed it quite as essential that after a rebellion they should | Saxons.
promise to honor the Church and be baptized as that they should pledge
themselves to remain true and faithful vassals of the king. He was in quite as much haste to
found bishoprics and abbeys as to build fortresses. The law for the newly conquered Saxon lands,
issued sometime between 775 and 790, provides the same death penalty for him who "shall have
shown himself unfaithful to the lord king," and him who "shall have wished to hide himself
unbaptized and shall have scorned to come to baptism and shall have wished to remain a pagan."
Charlemagne believed the Christianizing of the Saxons so important a part of his duty that he
decreed that all should suffer death who entered a church by violence and carried off anything by
force, or even failed to abstain from meat during Lent.[41] No one, under penalty of heavy fines,
was to make vows, in the pagan fashion, at trees or springs, or partake of any heathen feasts in
honor of the demons (as the Christians termed the heathen deities), or fail to present infants for
baptism before they were a year old.

For the support of the local churches, those who lived in the parish were to give toward three
hundred acres of land and a house for the priest. "Likewise, in accordance with the mandate of
God, we command that all shall give a tithe of their property and labor to the churches and the
priests; let the nobles as well as the freemen, likewise the serfs, according to that which God
shall have given to each Christian, return a part to God."

These provisions are characteristic of the theory of the Middle Ages

according to which the civil government and the Church went hand in hand in
ordering and governing the life of the people. Defection from the Church was
regarded by the state as quite as serious a crime as treason against itself. While
the claims of the two institutions sometimes conflicted, there was no question in
the minds either of the king's officials or of the clergy that both the civil and

ecclesiastical government were absolutely necessary; neither class ever dreamed that they could

get along without the other.

Before the Frankish conquest the Saxons had no towns. Now, around the seat
of the bishop, or about a monastery, men began to collect and towns and cities
to grow up. Of these the chief was Bremen, which is still one of the most
important ports of Germany.

30. Pippin, it will be remembered, had covenanted with the papacy to protect
it from its adversaries. The king of the Lombards had taken advantage of
Charlemagne's seeming preoccupation with his German affairs to attack the city
of Rome again. The pope immediately demanded the aid of Charlemagne, who
prepared to carry out his father's pledges. He ordered the Lombard ruler to

Cooperation of
the civil
government and
the Church.

Foundation of
towns in northern
Germany.

Charlemagne
becomes king of
the Lombards.

return the cities that he had taken from the pope. Upon his refusal to do this, Charlemagne
invaded Lombardy in 773 with a great army and took Pavia, the capital, after a long siege. The
Lombard king was forced to become a monk, and his treasure was divided among the Frankish
soldiers. Charlemagne then took the extremely important step, in 774, of having himself
recognized by all the Lombard dukes and counts as king of the Lombards.
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THE EMPIRE OF CHARLEMAGNE

The considerable provinces of Aquitaine and Bavaria had never formed an Y

integral part of the Frankish realms, but had remained semi-independent under | g, yaria

their native dukes up to the time of Charlemagne. Aquitaine, whose dukes had | incorporated in
given Pippin much trouble, was incorporated into the Frankish state in 769. As | Charlemagne's
for the Bavarians, Charlemagne felt that so long as they remained under their | empire.

duke he could not rely upon them to defend the Frankish empire against the
Slavs, who were constantly threatening the frontiers. So he compelled the duke of Bavaria to
surrender his possessions, shut him up in a monastery, and proceeded to portion out the duchy
among his counts. He thus added to his realms the district that lay between his new Saxon
conquest and the Lombard kingdom.

31. So far we have spoken only of the relations of Charlemagne with the
Germans, for even the Lombard kingdom was established by the Germans. He | Foreign policy of
had, however, other peoples to deal with, especially the Slavs on the east (who | Charlemagne.
were one day to build up the kingdoms of Poland, Bohemia, and the vast
Russian empire) and, on the opposite boundary of his dominion, the Arabs in Spain. Against these
it was necessary to protect his realms, and the second part of Charlemagne's reign was devoted
to what may be called his foreign policy. A single campaign in 789 seems to have sufficed to
subdue the Slavs, who lay to the north and east of the Saxons, and to force the Bohemians to
acknowledge the supremacy of the Frankish king and pay tribute to him.

The necessity of insuring the Frankish realms against any new uprising of
these non-German nations led to the establishment, on the confines of the | The marches and
kingdom, of marches, i.e., districts under the military control of counts of the | margraves.
march, or margraves.[42]1 Their business was to prevent any hostile incursions
into the interior of the kingdom. Much depended upon the efficiency of these men; in many cases
they founded powerful families and later helped to disintegrate the Empire by establishing
themselves as practically independent rulers.

At an assembly that Charlemagne held in 777, ambassadors appeared before
him from certain disaffected Mohammedans. They had fallen out with the emir | Charlemagne in
of Cordoval43] and now offered to become the faithful subjects of Charlemagne | Spain.
if he would come to their aid. In consequence, he undertook his first expedition
to Spain in the following year. The district north of the Ebro was conquered by the Franks after
some years of war, and Charlemagne established the Spanish March.[44] In this way he began
that gradual expulsion of the Mohammedans from the peninsula which was to be carried on by
slowly extending conquests until 1492, when Granada, the last Mohammedan stronghold, fell.[45]

32. But the most famous of all the achievements of Charlemagne was his
reéstablishment of the Western Empire in the year 800. It came about in this | Charlemagne
wise. Charlemagne went to Rome in that year to settle a controversy between | crowned emperor
Pope Leo III and his enemies. To celebrate the satisfactory adjustment of the | by the pope.
dispute, the pope held a solemn service on Christmas day in St. Peter's. As
Charlemagne was kneeling before the altar during this service, the pope approached him and set
a crown upon his head, saluting him, amid the acclamation of those present, as "Emperor of the
Romans."

The reasons for this extraordinary act, which Charlemagne afterward

persistently asserted took him completely by surprise, are given in one of the
Frankish histories, the Chronicles of Lorsch, as follows: "The name of Emperor
had ceased among the Greeks, for they were enduring the reign of a woman
[Irene], wherefore it seemed good both to Leo, the apostolic pope, and to the

Charlemagne
merited the title
of emperor.
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holy fathers [the bishops] who were in council with him, and to all Christian men, that they
should name Charles, king of the Franks, as Emperor. For he held Rome itself, where the ancient
Ceesars had always dwelt, in addition to all his other possessions in Italy, Gaul and Germany.
Wherefore, as God had granted him all these dominions, it seemed just to all that he should take
the title of Emperor, too, when it was offered to him at the wish of all Christendom."

Charlemagne appears to have accepted gracefully the honor thus thrust upon him. Even if he
had no right to the imperial title, there was an obvious propriety and expediency in granting it to
him under the circumstances. Before his coronation by the pope he was only king of the Franks
and the Lombards; but his conquests seemed to entitle him to a more comprehensive designation
which should include his outlying dependencies. Then the imperial power at Constantinople had
been in the hands of heretics, from the standpoint of the Western Church, ever since Emperor
Leo issued his edict against the veneration of images. What was still worse, the throne had been
usurped, shortly before the coronation of Charlemagne, by the wicked Irene, who had deposed
and blinded her son, Constantine VI. The coronation of Charlemagne was, therefore, only a
recognition of the real political conditions in the West.[46]

The empire now reéstablished in the West was considered to be a
continuation of the Roman Empire founded by Augustus. Charlemagne was | Continuity of the
reckoned the immediate successor of Constantine VI, whom Irene had deposed. | Roman Empire.
Yet, in spite of this fancied continuity, it is hardly necessary to say that the
position of the new emperor had little in common with that of Marcus Aurelius or Constantine. In
the first place, the eastern emperors continued to reign in Constantinople for centuries, quite
regardless of Charlemagne and his successors. In the second place, the German kings who wore
the imperial crown after Charlemagne were generally too weak really to rule over Germany and
northern Italy, to say nothing of the rest of western Europe. Nevertheless, the Western Empire,
which in the twelfth century came to be called the Holy Roman Empire, endured for over a
thousand years. It came to an end only in 1806, when the last of the emperors, wearied of his
empty if venerable title, laid down the crown.

The assumption of the title of emperor was destined to make the German
rulers a great deal of trouble. It constantly led them into futile efforts to | The title of
maintain a supremacy over Italy, which lay without their natural boundaries. | emperor a source
Then the circumstances under which Charlemagne was crowned made it | of trouble to the
possible for the popes to claim, later, that it was they who had transferred the | German rulers.
imperial power from the old eastern line of emperors to the Carolingian house,
and that this was a proof of their right to dispose of the crown as they pleased. The difficulties
which arose necessitated many a weary journey to Rome for the emperors, and many unworthy
conflicts between the temporal and spiritual heads of Christendom.

33. The task of governing his vast and heterogeneous dominions taxed even
the highly gifted and untiring Charlemagne; it quite exceeded the capacity of | Charlemagne's
his successors. The same difficulties continued to exist that had confronted | system of
Charles Martel and Pippin,—above all a scanty royal revenue and over-powerful | government.
officials who were prone to neglect the interests and commands of their
sovereign. Charlemagne's distinguished statesmanship is nowhere so clearly seen as in his
measures for extending his control to the very confines of his realms.

His income, like that of all mediseval rulers, came chiefly from his royal
estates, as there was no system of general taxation such as had existed under | Charlemagne's
the Roman Empire. He consequently took the greatest care that his numerous | farms.
plantations should be well cultivated and that not even a turnip or an egg which
was due him should be withheld. An elaborate set of regulations for his farms is preserved, which
sheds much light upon the times.[47]

The officials upon whom the Frankish kings were forced to rely chiefly were
the counts, the "hand and voice of the king" wherever he could not be in person. | Origin of titles of
They were to maintain order, see that justice was done in their district, and | nobility.
raise troops when the king needed them. On the frontier were the counts of the
march, or margraves (marquises), already mentioned. These titles, together with that of duke,
still exist as titles of nobility in Europe, although they are no longer associated with
governmental duties except where their holders have the right to sit in the upper house of
parliament.

To keep the counts in order, Charlemagne appointed royal commissioners
(the missi dominici), whom he dispatched to all parts of his realm to investigate | The missi
and report to him how things were going in the districts assigned to them. They | dominici.
were sent in pairs, a bishop and a layman, so that they might act as a check on
one another. Their circuits were changed each year so that they should have no chance to enter
into conspiracy with the counts whom it was their special business to watch.[48]

The revival of the Roman Empire in the West made no difference in Charlemagne's system of
government, except that he required all his subjects above twelve years of age to take a new oath
of fidelity to him as emperor. He held important assemblies of the nobles and prelates each
spring or summer, where the interests of the Empire were considered. With the sanction of his
advisers, he issued an extraordinary series of laws, called capitularies, a number of which have
been preserved. With the bishops and abbots he discussed the needs of the Church, and above all
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the necessity of better schools for both the clergy and laity. The reforms which he sought to
introduce give us an opportunity of learning the condition in which Europe found itself after four

hundred years of disorder.

34. Charlemagne was the first important king since Theodoric to pay any
attention to book learning, which had fared badly enough since the death of
Boethius, three centuries before. About 650 the supply of papyrus had been cut
off, owing to the conquest of Egypt by the Arabs, and as paper had not yet been

The dark century
before
Charlemagne.

invented there was only the very expensive parchment to write upon. While this

had the advantage of being more durable than papyrus, its cost discouraged the multiplication of
copies of books. The eighth century, that immediately preceding Charlemagne's coronation, is
declared by the learned Benedictine monks, in their great history of French literature, to have
been the most ignorant, the darkest, and the most barbarous period ever seen, at least in France.
The documents of the Merovingian period often indicate great ignorance and carelessness on the
part of those who wrote them out.

Yet, in spite of this dark picture, there was promise for the future. It was
evident, even before Charlemagne's time, that the world was not to continue | The elements of
indefinitely in the path of ignorance. Latin could not be forgotten, for that was | learning
the language of the Church and all its official communications were in that | Preserved by the
tongue. The teachings of the Christian religion had to be gathered from the | Church.

Bible and other books, and the church services formed a small literature by

themselves. Consequently it was absolutely necessary that the Church should maintain some sort
of education in order to perform its complicated services and conduct the extensive duties which
devolved upon it. All the really efficient church officers, whatever their nationality, must have
been able to read the Latin classics, if they were so inclined. Then there were the compilations of
ancient knowledge already mentioned,[49] which, incredibly crude and scanty as they were, kept
up the memory of the past. They at least perpetuated the names of the various branches of
knowledge and contained, for example, enough about arithmetic and astronomy to help the
isolated churchman to calculate each year the date of Easter.

Charlemagne was the first temporal ruler to realize the serious neglect of
education, even among the clergy, and we have two interesting letters from | Two letters of
him, written before he was made emperor, relating to this subject. In one to an | Charlemagne's
important bishop, he says: "Letters have been written to us frequently in recent | respecting the
years from various monasteries, stating that the brethren who dwelt therein | Reglect of
were offering up holy and pious supplications in our behalf. We observed that f}?;“é?;;on among
the sentiments in these letters were exemplary but that the form of expression b
was uncouth, because what true devotion faithfully dictated to the mind, the tongue, untrained by
reason of neglect of study, was not able to express in a letter without mistakes. So it came about
that we began to fear lest, perchance, as the skill in writing was less than it should be, the
wisdom necessary to the understanding of the Holy Scriptures was also much less than was
needful. We all know well that, although errors of speech are dangerous, errors of understanding
are far more dangerous. Therefore, we exhort you not merely not to neglect the study of letters,
but with a most humble mind, pleasing to God, earnestly to devote yourself to study, in order that
you may be able the more easily and correctly to penetrate the mysteries of the Holy Scriptures."

In the other letter he says: "We have striven with watchful zeal to advance the cause of
learning which has been almost forgotten through the negligence of our ancestors; and by our
own example, we invite all those who can, to master the studies of the liberal arts. In this spirit,
God aiding us, we have already carefully corrected all the books of the Old and New Testaments,
corrupted by the ignorance of the copyists."
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It seemed to Charlemagne that it was the duty of the Church not only to look after the
education of its own officers but to provide the opportunity of at least an elementary education
for the people at large. In accordance with this conviction, he issued (789) an admonition to the
clergy to gather together the children both of freemen and serfs in their neighborhood and
establish schools "in which the boys may learn to read."[51]

It would be impossible to say how many of the innumerable abbots and
bishops  established schools in accordance with  Charlemagne's | Establishment of
recommendations. It is certain that famous centers of learning existed at Tours, | monastery
Fulda, Corbie, Orleans, and other places during his reign. Charlemagne further | schools and the
promoted the cause of education by the establishment of the famous "school of | ‘School of the
the palace" for the instruction of the sons of his nobles and of his own children. | P2lace-

He placed the Englishman, Alcuin, at the head of the school, and called distinguished men from
Italy and elsewhere as teachers. The best known of these was the historian, Paulus Diaconus,
who wrote a history of the Lombards, to which we owe most of what we know about them.

Charlemagne appears to have been particularly impressed with the constant danger of
mistakes in copying books, a task frequently turned over to ignorant and careless persons. After
recommending the founding of schools, he continues: "Correct carefully the Psalms, the signs
used in music, the [Latin] grammar, and the religious books used in every monastery or
bishopric; since those who desire to pray to God properly often pray badly because of the
incorrect books. And do not let your boys misread or miswrite them. If there is any need to copy
the Gospel, Psalter or Missal, let men of maturity do the writing with great diligence." These
precautions were amply justified, for a careful transmission of the literature of the past was as
important as the attention to education. It will be noted that Charlemagne made no attempt to
revive the learning of Greece and Rome. He deemed it quite sufficient if the churchmen would
learn their Latin well enough to read the missal and the Bible intelligently.

The hopeful beginning that was made under Charlemagne in the revival of education and
intellectual interest was destined to prove disappointing in its immediate results. It is true that
the ninth century produced a few noteworthy men who have left works which indicate acuteness
and mental training. But the break-up of Charlemagne's empire, the struggles between his
descendants, the coming of new barbarians, and the disorder caused by the unruly feudal lords,
who were not inclined to recognize any master, all conspired to keep the world back for at least
two centuries more. Indeed, the tenth and the first half of the eleventh centuries seem, at first
sight, little better than the seventh and eighth. Yet ignorance and disorder never were quite so
prevalent after, as they were before, Charlemagne.

General Reading.—The best life of Charlemagne in English is MowmBert, A
History of Charles the Great (D.C. Appleton & Co., $5.00). See also Hobgckin,
Charles the Great (The Macmillan Company, 75 cents), and West, Alcuin (Charles
Scribner's Sons, $1.00).

CHAPTER VIII

THE DISRUPTION OF CHARLEMAGNE'S EMPIRE

35. It was a matter of great importance to the world whether Charlemagne's
extensive empire was, after his death, to remain one or to fall apart. He himself | Louis the Pious
appears to have had no expectation that it would hold together, for in 806 he | succeeds
divided it up in a very arbitrary manner among his three sons. We do not know | Charlemagne.
whether he was led thus to undo his life's work simply because the older
tradition of a division among the king's sons was as yet too strong to permit him to hand down all
his possessions to his eldest son, or because he believed it would be impossible to keep together
so vast and heterogeneous a realm. However this may have been, the death of his two eldest sons
left only Louis, who succeeded his father both as king and emperor.

Louis the Pious had been on the throne but a few years before he took up the
all-important problem of determining what share each of his sons should have in | Partition of
the empire after his death. As they were far too ambitious to submit to the will | Charlemagne's
of their father, we find no less than six different partitions between the years | empire among
817 and 840. We cannot stop to trace these complicated and transient | the sons of Louis
arrangements, or the rebellions of the undutiful sons, who set the worst | he Pious.
possible example to the ambitious and disorderly nobles. On the death of Louis the Pious, in 840,
his second son, Louis the German, was in possession of Bavaria and had at various times been
recognized as ruler of most of those parts of the empire now included in Germany. The youngest
son, Charles the Bald, had all the western portion of the Frankish possessions, while Lothaire, the
eldest, had been designated as emperor and ruled over Italy and the district lying between the
possessions of the younger brothers. Charles and Louis promptly combined to resist the attempts
of Lothaire to assert his superiority as emperor, and defeated him at Fontenay (841). The treaty
of Verdun, which followed, is one of the most memorable in the history of western Europe.[52]
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Map of Treaty of Verdun

In the negotiations which led up to the treaty of Verdun there appears to | . oty R
have been entire agreement among the three parties that Italy should go to | g43 ’
Lothaire, Aquitaine to Charles the Bald, and Bavaria to Louis the German. The
real difficulty lay in the disposal of the rest of the empire. It seemed appropriate that the older
brother, as emperor, should have, in addition to Italy, the center of the Frankish dominions,
including the capital, Aix-la-Chapelle. A state of the most artificial kind, extending from Rome to
northern Holland, was thus created, which had no natural unity of language or custom. Louis the
German was assigned, in addition to Bavaria, the country north of Lombardy and westward to the
Rhine. As for Charles the Bald, his realm included a great part of what is France to-day, as well
as the Spanish March and Flanders.

36. The great interest of the treaty of Verdun lies in the tolerably definite appearance of a
western and an eastern Frankish kingdom, one of which was to become France and the other
Germany. In the kingdom of Charles the Bald the dialects spoken by the majority of the people
were derived directly from the spoken Latin, and in time developed into Provencal and French. In
the kingdom of Louis the German, on the other hand, both people and language were German.
The narrow strip of country between these regions, which fell to Lothaire, came to be called
Lotharii regnum, or kingdom of Lothaire.[53] This name was perverted in time into Lotharingia
and, later, into Lorraine. It is interesting to note that this territory has formed a part of the
debatable middle ground over which the French and Germans have struggled so obstinately
down to our own day.

We have a curious and important evidence of the difference of language just
referred to, in the so-called Strasburg oaths (842). Just before the settlement at | The Strasburg
Verdun, the younger brothers had found it advisable to pledge themselves, in an | oaths.
especially solemn and public manner, to support one another against the
pretensions of Lothaire. First, each of the two brothers addressed his soldiers in their own
language, absolving them from their allegiance to him should he desert his brother. Louis then
took the oath in what the chronicle calls the lingua romana, so that his brother's soldiers might
understand him, and Charles repeated his oath in the lingua teudisca for the benefit of Louis'
soldiers.[54] Fortunately the texts of both of these oaths have been preserved. They are
exceedingly interesting and important as furnishing our earliest examples, except some lists of
words, of the language spoken by the common people, which was only just beginning to be
written. Probably German was very rarely written before this time, as all who could write at all
wrote in Latin. The same is true of the old Romance tongue (from which modern French
developed), which had already drifted far from the Latin.
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Map of Treaty of Mersen

37. When Lothaire died (855) he left Italy and the middle kingdom to his | new divisions of
three sons. By 870 two of these had died, and their uncles, Charles the Bald and | the empire
Louis the German, did not hesitate to appropriate the middle kingdom and | corresponding to
divide it between them by the treaty of Mersen. Italy was left to Lothaire's only | France, Germany,
surviving son, together with the imperial crown, which was to mean nothing, | and Italy.

however, for a hundred years to come. The result was that, as early as 870,
western Europe was divided into three great districts which corresponded with startling
exactness to three important states of modern Europe, i.e., France, Germany, and Italy.

Louis the German was succeeded in the East-Frankish kingdom by his son,
Charles the Fat. In 884, owing to the death of the sons and the grandsons of | The empire
Charles the Bald, there was no one to represent his line except a child of five | temporarily
years. So the aristocracy of the West-Frankish kingdom invited Charles the Fat | reunited under
to become their king. In this way it came about that the whole empire of | Charles the Fat.
Charlemagne was reunited for two or three years under a single ruler.[55]

Charles the Fat was ill and proved an incompetent emperor, entirely unequal
to the serious task of governing and protecting his vast territories. His | Charles the Fat
weakness was especially shown in his pusillanimous treaties with the | and the
Northmen. When Paris was making an heroic defense against them under its | Northmen.
count, Odo, Charles, instead of marching at the head of an army to relieve it,
agreed to pay the invaders seven hundred pounds of silver if they would raise the siege. They
were then permitted to take up their winter quarters far inland, in Burgundy, where they
proceeded to burn and pillage at will.

This degrading agreement so disgusted the West-Frankish nobility that they
were glad to join a conspiracy set on foot by Charles' nephew, the brave Arnulf | Charles the Fat
of Carinthia, who had resolved to supplant his inefficient uncle. Charles was | deposed and
deposed and deserted by all his former supporters in 887. No one, except | succeeded by
Napoleon, has ever again succeeded in bringing the eastern, western, and | Armulf
southern parts of Charlemagne's empire under his control, even for a brief
period. Arnulf, although enjoying the title of emperor, could scarcely hope to be recognized as
king in all parts of the Frankish empire. Even nominal unity was no longer possible. As one of the
chronicles of the time puts it, "While Arnulf was frittering away his time, many little kingdoms
grew up."

In the West-Frankish territory the nobility of the northern part chose Odo, the
hero of the siege of Paris, as their king; but in the south another enterprising | Origin of the
nobleman, Count Boso of Vienne, succeeded in inducing the pope to crown him | kingdom of
king of a certain district on the Rhone which included Provence. Immediately | Burgundy, or
after Boso's death a large territory about the Lake of Geneva, which he had | Arles.
hoped to win for himself, became a separate kingdom under its own ruler. This
region and that which Boso ruled to the south were later united into the kingdom of Burgundy,
or, as it is often called, Arles.

Even before the deposition of Charles the Fat, many of the counts and other important
landowners began to take advantage of the weakness of their king to establish themselves as the
rulers of the districts about them, although they did not assume the title of king. In the East-
Frankish kingdom the various German peoples whom Charlemagne had managed to control,
especially the Bavarians and Saxons, began to revive their old national independence. In Italy the
disruption was even more marked than in the north.[57]

38. It is clear, from what has been said, that none of the rulers into whose
hands the fragments of Charlemagne's empire fell, showed himself powerful | Causes of
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and skillful enough to govern properly a great territory like that embraced in | disruption.
France or Germany to-day. The difficulties in the way of establishing a well-
regulated state, in the modern sense of the word, were almost insurmountable.
In the first place, it was well-nigh impossible to keep in touch with all parts of a
wide realm. The wonderful roads which the Romans had built had generally fallen into decay, for
there was no longer a corps of engineers maintained by the government to keep them up and
repair the bridges. In those parts of Charlemagne's possessions that lay beyond the confines of
the old Roman Empire, the impediments to travel must have been still worse than in Gaul and on

Poor roads.

the Rhine; there not even the vestiges of Roman roads existed.

In addition to the difficulty of getting about, the king had to contend with the
scarcity of money in the Middle Ages. This prevented him from securing the
services of a great corps of paid officials, such as every government finds
necessary to-day. Moreover, it made it impossible for him to support the
standing army which would have been necessary to suppress the constant
insubordination of his officials and of the powerful and restless nobility, whose
chief interest in life was fighting.

The disintegration of the Frankish empire was hastened by the continued
invasions from all sides. From the north—Denmark, Norway, and Sweden—
came the Scandinavian pirates, the Northmen.[58] They were skillful and daring
seamen, who not only harassed the coast of the North Sea, but made their way
up the rivers, plundering and burning towns inland as far as Paris. On the
eastern boundary of the empire the Germans were forced to engage in constant

Scarcity of money
for paying
government
officers and
maintaining
armies.

New invasions,—
the Northmen,
Slavs,
Hungarians, and
Saracens.

warfare with the Slavs. Before long the Hungarians, a savage race, began their terrible
incursions into central Germany and northern Italy. From the south came the Saracens, who had
got possession of Sicily (in 827), and terrorized southern Italy and France, even attacking Rome
itself.

39. In the absence of a powerful king with a well-organized army at his back,

each district was left to look out for itself. Doubtless many counts, margraves,
bishops, and other great landed proprietors who were gradually becoming
independent princes, earned the loyalty of the people about them by taking the
lead in defending the country against its invaders and by establishing fortresses

Growing power
and
independence of
the great landed
proprietor.

as places of refuge when the community was hard pressed. These conditions
serve to explain why such government as continued to exist during the centuries following the
deposition of Charles the Fat was necessarily carried on mainly, not by the king and his officers,
but by the great landholders. The grim fortresses of the mediseval lords, which appeared upon
almost every point of vantage throughout western Europe during the Middle Ages, would not
have been tolerated by the king, had he been powerful enough to destroy them. They plainly
indicate that their owners were practically independent rulers.

When the traveler in France or Germany comes upon the picturesque ruins of a mediaeval
castle, perched upon some rocky cliff, accessible from one side only, and commanding the
surrounding country, he cannot but see that those massive walls, with their towers and
battlements, their moat and drawbridge, were never intended as a dwelling place for the
peaceful household of a private citizen, but rather as the fortified palace of a ruler. We can
picture the great hall crowded with armed retainers, who were ready to fight for the proprietor
when he was disposed to attack a neighboring lord, and who knew that below were the dungeons
to which the lord might send them if they ventured to rebel against his authority.

In order to understand the position of the mediseval noble and the origin of feudalism we must
consider the situation of the great landowners. A large part of western Europe in the time of
Charlemagne appears to have been divided up into great estates, resembling the Roman villas.
Just how these originated we do not know. These estates, or manors, as they were called, were
cultivated mainly by serfs, who were bound to the land and were under the control of its
proprietor. They tilled such part of the estate as the owner reserved for his own particular use,
and provided for his needs and their own without the necessity of buying much from the outside.
When we speak of a medieeval landowner we mean one who held one or more of these manors,
which served to support him and left him free to busy himself fighting with other proprietors in
the same position as himself.[59]

It had been common even before Charlemagne's time to grant to monasteries and churches,
and even to individuals, an extraordinary privilege which exempted their lands from the presence
or visits of government officials. No public officer with the power to hear cases, exact fines,
obtain lodging or entertainment for the king and his followers when traveling about, or make
requisitions of any kind, was to enter the lands or villages belonging to the monastery or person
enjoying the immunity. These exemptions were evidently sought with a view to getting rid of the
exactions of the king's officials and appropriating the various fines and fees, rather than with the
purpose of usurping governmental prerogatives. But the result was that the monasteries or
individuals who were thus freed from the requisitions of the government were left to perform its
functions,—not, however, as yet in their own right, but as representatives of the king.[60] It is not
hard to see how those who enjoyed this privilege might, as the central power weakened, become
altogether independent. It is certain that a great many landowners who had been granted no
exemption from the jurisdiction of the king's officers, and a great many of the officers
themselves, especially the counts and margraves, gradually broke away altogether from the

control of those
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above them and | The landed
became the | proprietor and
rulers of the | the manor.
regions in which

they lived. Immunities.
The counts

Wel"? in a | Tendency to

particularly hereditary

favorable offices.

position to usurp
for their own benefit the powers
which they were supposed to
exercise for the king.
Charlemagne had chosen his
counts and margraves in most
cases from the wealthy and
distinguished families of his
realms. As he had little money, he
generally rewarded their services
by grants of estates, which only
served to increase their
independence. They gradually
came to look upon their office and
their land as private property, and
they were naturally disposed to
hand it on to their sons after
them. Charlemagne had been able
to keep control of his agents by
means of the missi. After his
- death his system fell into disuse
i and it became increasingly
difficult to get rid of inefficient or

Medieeval Fortress, showing Moat and Drawbridges rebellious officers.

Yet we must
not infer that the state ceased to exist altogether during the centuries of | Forces opposed
confusion that followed the break-up of Charlemagne's empire, or that it fell | to disruption, viz.,
entirely apart into little local governments independent of each other. In the | partial survival of
first place, a king always retained some of his ancient majesty. He might be | roval authority
weak and without the means to enforce his rights and to compel his more | 21 feudalism.
powerful subjects to meet their obligations toward him. Yet he was, after all, the king, solemnly
anointed by the Church as God's representative on earth. He was always something more than a
feudal lord. The kings were destined to get the upper hand before many centuries in England,
France, and Spain, and finally in Italy and Germany, and to destroy the castles behind whose
walls their haughty nobles had long defied the royal power.

In the second place, the innumerable independent landowners were held
together by feudalism. One who had land to spare granted a portion of it to | Feudalism.
another person on condition that the one receiving the land should swear to be
true to him and perform certain services,—such as fighting for him, giving him counsel, and
lending aid when he was in particular difficulties. In this way the relation of lord and vassal
originated. All lords were vassals either of the king or of other lords, and consequently all were
bound together by solemn engagements to be loyal to one another and care for one another's
interests. Feudalism served thus as a sort of substitute for the state. Private arrangements
between one landowner and another took the place of the weakened bond between the subject
and his king.

The feudal form of government and the feudal system of holding land are so different from
anything with which we are now familiar that it is difficult for us to understand them. Yet unless
we do understand them, a great part of the history of Europe during the past thousand years will
be well-nigh meaningless.[61]

CHAPTER IX

FEUDALISM

40. Feudalism was the natural outcome of the peculiar conditions which
prevailed in western Europe during the ninth and tenth centuries. Its chief | Feudalism the
elements were not, however, newly invented or discovered at that period but | outgrowth of
were only combined in order to meet the demands of the times. It will be well, | Prevailing
therefore, to consider briefly those customs in the later Roman Empire and | ¢onditions and
among the invading Germans which suggest (1) the habit of the mediaeval | 3Hier customs.
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landowner of granting his land to others in such a way that, while he retained the title, they
became, to most intents and purposes, the real owners; and (2) the relation of lord and vassal.

We have seen how, before the barbarian inroads, the small landowners in the
Roman Empire had often found it to their advantage to give up the title to their | Conditions of
land to more powerful neighboring proprietors.[62] The scarcity of labor was | landholding in
such that the new owner, while extending the protection of his name over the | the later Roman
land, was glad to permit the former owner to continue to till it, rent free, much | Empire.
as if it still belonged to him. With the invasions of the barbarians the lot of the
defenseless small landholder became worse. He had a new resource, however,
in the monasteries. The monks were delighted to accept any real estate which
the owner—for the good of his soul and to gain the protection of the saint to whom the monastery
church was dedicated—felt moved to turn over to them on the understanding that the abbot
should permit the former owner to continue to cultivate his fields. Though he no longer owned
the land, he still enjoyed its products and had only to pay a trifling sum each year in recognition
of the monastery's ownership.[631 The use, or usufruct, of the land which was thus granted by the
monastery to its former owner was called a beneficium. The same term was applied to the
numerous grants which churches made from their vast possessions for limited periods and upon
various conditions. We also find the Frankish kings and other great landowners disposing of their
lands in a similar fashion. The beneficium forms the first stage in the development of mediaeval
landowning.

The beneficium.

Side by side with the beneficium grew up another institution which helps to

explain the relation of lord and vassal in later times. Under the later Roman
Empire the freeman who owned no land and found himself unable to gain a
living might become the dependent of some rich and powerful neighbor, who
agreed to feed, clothe, and protect him on condition that he should engage to be
faithful to his patron, "love all that he loved and shun all that he shunned."[64]

The invading Germans had a custom that so closely resembled this Roman
one that scholars have found it impossible to decide whether we should
attribute more influence to the Roman or to the German institution in the

The origin of the
relationship of
lord and vassal.

The comitatus.

development of feudalism. We learn from Tacitus that the young German warriors were in the
habit of pledging their fidelity to a popular chieftain, who agreed to support his faithful followers
if they would fight at his side. The comitatus, as Tacitus named this arrangement, was not
regarded by the Germans as a mere business transaction, but was looked upon as honorable alike
to lord and man. Like the later relation of vassal and lord, it was entered upon with a solemn
ceremony and the bond of fidelity was sanctioned by an oath. The obligations of mutual aid and
support established between the leader and his followers were considered most sacred.

While there was a great difference between the homeless and destitute fellow

who became the humble client of a rich Roman landowner, and the noble young
German warrior who sat at the board of a distinguished military leader, both of
these help to account for the later feudal arrangement by which one person
became the "man," or faithful and honorable dependent, of another. When, after

Combination of
the comitatus and
the beneficium
produces feudal
land tenure.

the death of Charlemagne, men began to combine the idea of the comitatus with
the idea of the beneficium, and to grant the usufruct of parcels of their land on condition that the
grantee should be true, loyal, and helpful to them, that is, become their vassal, we may consider
that the feudal system of landowning was coming into existence.[65]

41. Feudalism was not established by any decree of a king or in virtue of any
general agreement between all the landowners. It grew up gradually and | Gradual
irregularly without any conscious plan on any one's part, simply because it | development of
seemed convenient and natural under the circumstances. The owner of vast | feudalism.
estates found it to his advantage to parcel them out among vassals who agreed
to accompany him to war, attend his court, guard his castle upon occasion, and | The fief.
assist him when he was put to any unusually great expense. Land granted upon
the terms mentioned was said to be "infeudated" and was called a fief. One who
held a fief might himself become a lord by granting a portion of his fief to a
vassal upon terms similar to those upon which he held of his lord or suzerain.[66]
This was called subinfeudation, and the vassal of a vassal was called a subvassal
or subtenant. There was still another way in which the number of vassals was | Vassal and
increased. The owners of small estates were usually in a defenseless condition, subvassal.
unable to protect themselves against the insolence of the great nobles. They
consequently found it to their advantage to put their land into the hands of a neighboring lord
and receive it back from him as a fief. They thus became his vassals and could call upon him for
protection.

Infeudation and
subinfeudation.

It is apparent, from what has been said, that, all through the Middle Ages, feudalism continued
to grow, as it were, "from the top and bottom and in the middle all at once." (1) Great landowners
carved out new fiefs from their domains and granted them to new vassals. (2) Those who held
small tracts brought them into the feudal relation by turning them over to a lord or monastery,
whose vassals they became. (3) Finally any lord might subinfeudate portions of his estate by
granting them as fiefs to those whose fidelity or services he wished to secure. By the thirteenth
century it had become the rule in France that there should be "no land without its lord." This
corresponded pretty closely to the conditions which existed at that period throughout the whole
of western Europe.
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It is essential to observe that the fief, unlike the beneficium, was not granted
for a certain number of years, or for the life of the grantee, to revert at his
death to the owner. On the contrary, it became hereditary in the family of the | ;. . cior of fiefs
vassal and passed down to the eldest son from one generation to another. So | andits
long as the vassal remained faithful to his lord and performed the stipulated | consequences.
services, and his successors did homage and continued to meet the conditions
upon which the fief had originally been granted, neither the lord nor his heirs could rightfully
regain possession of the land. No precise date can be fixed at which it became customary to
make fiefs hereditary; it is safe, however, to say that it was the rule in the tenth century.[67]

The hereditary

The kings and great nobles perceived clearly enough the disadvantage of losing control of their
lands by permitting them to become hereditary property in the families of their vassals. But the
feeling that what the father had enjoyed should pass to his children, who, otherwise, would
ordinarily have been reduced to poverty, was so strong that all opposition on the part of the lord
proved vain. The result was that little was left to the original and still nominal owner of the fief
except the services and dues to which the practical owner, the vassal, had agreed in receiving it.
In short, the fief came really to belong to the vassal, and only a shadow of his former
proprietorship remained in the hands of the lord. Nowadays the owner of land either makes some
use of it himself or leases it for a definite period at a fixed money rent. But in the Middle Ages
most of the land was held by those who neither really owned it nor paid a regular rent for it and
yet who could not be deprived of it by the original owner or his successors.

Obviously the great vassals who held directly of the king became almost
independent of him as soon as their fiefs were granted to them in perpetuity. | Subvassals of the
Their vassals, since they stood in no feudal relation to the king, escaped the | king not under
royal control altogether. From the ninth to the thirteenth century the king of | his control.
France or the king of Germany did not rule over a great realm occupied by
subjects who owed him obedience as their lawful sovereign, paid him taxes, and were bound to
fight under his banner as the head of the state. As a feudal landlord himself, he had a right to
demand fidelity and certain services from those who were his vassals. But the great mass of the
people over whom he nominally ruled, whether they belonged to the nobility or not, owed little to
the king directly, because they lived upon the lands of other feudal lords more or less
independent of him.

Enough has been said of the gradual and irregular growth of feudalism to make it clear that
complete uniformity in feudal customs could hardly exist within the bounds of even a small
kingdom, much less throughout the countries of western Europe. Yet there was a remarkable
resemblance between the institutions of France, England, and Germany, so that a description of
the chief features of feudalism in France, where it was highly developed, will serve as a key to
the general situation in all the countries we are studying.

42. The fief (Latin, feudum) was the central institution of feudalism and the
one from which it derives its name. In the commonest acceptance of the word, | The fief the
the fief was land, the perpetual use of which was granted by its owner, or | central institution
holder, to another person, on condition that the one receiving it should become | of feudalism.
his vassal. The one proposing to become a vassal knelt before the lord and
rendered him homagel68] by placing his hands between those of the lord and | Homage.
declaring himself the lord's "man" for such and such a fief. Thereupon the lord
gave his vassal the kiss of peace and raised him from his kneeling posture. Then the vassal took
the oath of fidelity upon the Bible, or some holy relic, solemnly binding himself to fulfill all his
duties toward his lord. This act of rendering homage by placing the hands in those of the lord and
taking the oath of fidelity was the first and most essential obligation of the vassal and constituted
the feudal bond. For a vassal to refuse to do homage for his fief when it changed hands, was
equivalent to a declaration of revolt and independence.

The obligations of the vassal varied greatly.[69] Sometimes homage meant no
more than that the vassal bound himself not to attack or injure his lord in honor | Obligations of the

or estate, or oppose his interests in any other manner. The vassal was expected
to join his lord when there was a military expedition on foot, although it was

vassal. Military
service.

generally the case that the vassal need not serve at his own expense for more

than forty days. The rules, too, in regard to the length of time during which a

Money fiefs.

vassal might be called upon to guard the castle of his lord varied almost
infinitely. The shorter periods of military service proved very inconvenient to the lord.
Consequently it became common in the thirteenth century for the king and the more important
nobles to secure a body of soldiers upon whom they could rely at any time, and for any length of
time, by creating money fiefs. A certain income was granted to a knight upon condition that the
grantee should not only become a vassal of the lord but should also agree to fight for him
whenever it was necessary.

Besides the military service due from the vassal to his lord, he was expected
to attend the lord's court when summoned. There he sat with other vassals to
hear and pronounce upon those cases in which his peers—i.e., his fellow-vassals
—were involved.[70] Moreover, he had to give the lord the benefit of his counsel
when required, and attend him upon solemn occasions. Under certain
circumstances vassals had to make money payments to their lord, as well as
serve him in person; as, for instance, when the fief changed hands through the death of the lord
or of the vassal, when the fief was alienated, when the lord was put to extra expense by the

Other feudal
obligations.

Money payments.
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necessity of knighting his eldest son or providing a dowry for his daughter, or when he was in
captivity and was held for a ransom. Lastly, the vassal might have to entertain his lord should the
lord come his way. There are amusingly detailed accounts, in some of the feudal contracts, of
exactly how often the lord might come, how many followers he might bring, and what he should
have to eat.

frfffr

i
-.,urﬁ’

A Medieeval Castle near Klagenfurt, Austria

There were fiefs of all kinds and of all grades of importance, from that of a Different classes
duke or count, who held directly of the king and exercised the powers of a | ;¢ fefs.
practically independent prince, down to the holding of the simple knight, whose
bit of land, cultivated by peasants or serfs, was barely sufficient to enable him to support himself
and provide the horse upon which he rode to perform his military service for his lord.

In order to rank as a noble in mediaeval society it was, in general, necessary
to be the holder of land for which only such services were due as were | The nobility.
considered honorable, and none of those which it was customary for the peasant
or serf to perform. The noble must, moreover, be a free man and have at least
sufficient income to maintain himself and his horse without any sort of labor.
The nobles enjoyed certain privileges which set them off from the non-noble classes. Many of
these privileges were perpetuated in France, and elsewhere on the continent, down to the time of
the French Revolution, and in Italy and Germany, into the nineteenth century. The most
conspicuous privilege was a partial exemption from taxation.

Their privileges.

It is natural to wish to classify the nobility and to ask just what was the
difference, for example, between a duke, a count, and a marquis. Unfortunately | Difficulty of
there was no fixed classification, at least before the thirteenth century. A count, | classifying the
for instance, might be a very inconspicuous person, having a fief no larger than | nobles.
the county of Charlemagne's time, or he might possess a great many of the
older counties and rank in power with a duke. In general, however, it may be said that the dukes,
counts, bishops, and abbots who held directly from the king were of the highest rank. Next to
them came an intermediate class of nobles of the second order, generally subvassals of the king,
and below these the simple knights.

43. The great complexity of the feudal system of land tenure made it
necessary for the feudal lords to keep careful registers of their possessions. | Feudal registers.
Very few of these registers have been preserved, but we are so fortunate as to
have one of the count of Champagne, dating from the early thirteenth century. This gives us an
idea of what feudalism really was in practice, and shows how impossible it is to make a
satisfactory map of any country during the feudal period.
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Fiefs and Suzerains of the Counts of Champagne

At the opening of the tenth century we find in the chronicles of the time an | 5 . o0 o
account of a certain ambitious count of Troyes, Robert by name, who died in | ,,ssessions of the
923 while trying to wrest the crown of France from Charles the Simple. His | ¢counts of
county passed to his son-in-law, who already held, among other possessions, the | Champagne
counties of Chateau-Thierry and Meaux. His son, in turn, inherited all three | typical of the
counties and increased his dominions by judicious usurpations. This process of | period.
gradual aggrandizement went on for generation after generation, until there
came to be a compact district under the control of the counts of Champagne, as they began to
call themselves at the opening of the twelfth century. It was in this way that the feudal states in
France and Germany grew up. Certain lines of feudal lords showed themselves able, partly by
craft and violence, and partly, doubtless, by good fortune, to piece together a considerable
district, in much the same way as we shall find that the king of France later pieced together
France itself.

The register referred to above shows that the feudal possessions of the
counts of Champagne were divided into twenty-six districts, each of which | The register of
centered about a strong castle. We may infer that these divisions bore some | the counts of
close relation to the original counties which the counts of Champagne had | Champagne
succeeded in bringing together. All these districts were held as fiefs of other | Hlustrates the
lords. For the greater number of his fiefs the count rendered homage to the ?gﬁille:;gt?jns
king of France, but he was the vassal of no less than nine other lords beside the )
king. A portion of his lands, including probably his chief town of Troyes, he held of the duke of
Burgundy. Chatillon, Epernay, and some other towns, he held as the "man" of the Archbishop of
Rheims. He was also the vassal of the Archbishop of Sens, of four other neighboring bishops, and
of the abbot of the great monastery of St. Denis. To all of these persons he had pledged himself to
be faithful and true, and when his various lords fell out with one another it must have been
difficult to see where his duty lay. Yet his situation was similar to that of all important feudal
lords.

The chief object, however, of the register was to show not what the count owed to others but
what his own numerous vassals owed to him. It appears that he subinfeudated his lands and his
various sources of income to no less than two thousand vassal knights. The purpose of the
register is to record the terms upon which each of these knights held his fief. Some simply
rendered the count homage, some agreed to serve him in war for a certain length of time each
year, others to guard his castle for specified periods. A considerable number of the vassals of the
count held lands of other lords, there being nothing to prevent a subvassal from accepting a fief
directly from the king, or from any other neighboring noble landholder. So it happened that
several of the vassals of the counts of Champagne held of the same persons of whom the count
himself held.

It is evident that the counts of Champagne were not contented with the
number of vassals that they secured by subinfeudating their land. The same | The infeudation
homage might be rendered for a fixed income, or for a certain number of | of other things
bushels of oats to be delivered each year by the lord, as for the use of land. So | than land.
money, houses, wheat, oats, wine, chickens, were infeudated, and even half the
bees which might be found in a particular forest. It would seem to us the simpler way to have
hired soldiers outright, but in the thirteenth century the traditions of feudalism were so strong
that it seemed natural to make vassals of those whose aid was desired. The mere promise of a
money payment would not have been considered sufficiently binding. The feudal bond of homage
served to make the contract firmer than it would otherwise have been.
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It is clear, then, that no such regular hierarchy existed as some historians have imagined,
beginning with the king and ending with the humblest knight included in the feudal aristocracy.
The fact that vassals often held of a number of different lords made the feudal relations infinitely
complex. The diagram on page 115, while it may not exactly correspond to the situation at any
given moment, will serve to illustrate this complexity.

44. Should one confine one's studies of feudalism to the rules laid down by
the feudal lawyers and the careful descriptions of the exact duties of the vassal | The feudal
which are to be found in the contracts of the period, one might conclude that | system
everything had been so minutely and rigorously fixed as to render the feudal | maintained only
bond sufficient to maintain order and liberty. But one has only to read a |bPYforce.
chronicle of the time to discover that, in reality, brute force governed almost everything outside
of the Church. The feudal obligations were not fulfilled except when the lord was sufficiently
powerful to enforce them. The bond of vassalage and fidelity, which was the sole principle of
order, was constantly broken and faith was violated by both vassal and lord.[71]

It often happened that a vassal was discontented with his lord and
transferred his allegiance to another. This he had a right to do under certain | The breaking of
circumstances, as, for instance, when his lord refused to see that justice was | the feudal bond.
done him in his court. But such changes were generally made merely for the
sake of the advantages which the faithless vassal hoped to gain. The records of the time are full
of accounts of refusal to do homage, which was the commonest way in which the feudal bond was
broken. So soon as a vassal felt himself strong enough to face his lord's displeasure, or realized
that the lord was a helpless minor, he was apt to declare his independence by refusing to
recognize the feudal superiority of the one from whom he had received his land.

We may say that war, in all its forms, was the law of the feudal world. War
formed the chief occupation of the restless aristocracy who held the land and | War the law of
exercised the governmental control. The inveterate habits of a military race, the | the feudal world.
discord provoked by ill-defined rights or by 