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FOREWORD
By T.S. BROWN

QNI of the outstanding historical works of modern times’, ‘a classic’
nndd, *a vital work of synthesis’ are some of the accolades lavished on Marc
Much's Feudal Society. In his foreword to the first edition of the English
translation, published in 1961, Professor Michael Postan could describe
the work as ‘the standard international treatise on feudalism’ and launch
Into a spirited eulogy of Bloch’s scientific approach (‘positivistic and
ritional in the proper sense of the terms’), of his broad concept of
lvudalism and of his commitment to the study of mentalities and the
whole human environment’.! The work had an impact on the medieval-
Ist, the non-historical specialist, the student, and the general reader
which is unparalleled by any other work on the Middle Ages.

Bloch’s status as the doyen of modern medievalists was not, of course,
lounded solely on Feudal Society (the second volume of which first
appeared in 1940). He had previously built up a formidable reputation for
hix carly monographs on French rural life and for a wide range of studies
un topics as varied as the decline of ancient slavery and the miracle-
working powers of the Capetian kings. His wider concern for history was
reflected in his founding, together with Lucien Febvre, of the enormously
influential periodical Annales d’ Histoire Economique et Sociale and by
his authorship of the stimulating but incomplete treatise ‘Apologie pour
I'l listoire ou Métier d’ Historien’.2 Both before, and after, his execution
by the Gestapo on 16 June 1944, Bloch’s standing rested on his actions as
well as his writings: he was revered as a colleague, teacher, and friend,
und was passionately concerned with his beloved France and her struggles
in his own day. La Société Féodale was widely seen as the culmination of
his work as a medievalist, and the publication of the English translation in
1961 gave its author the cult-status in the English-speaking world which
he had long enjoyed in France.?

Since then, however, the iconoclasts have been at work. A reaction has
sct in against Bloch’s concept of feudalism, and Feudal Society has been
compared unfavourably with some of his earlier work. New historical
movements, such as ‘metahistory’ and ‘cliometrics’, have condemned the
work of the Annales school as flawed and old-fashioned, and there has
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FOREWORD

been a powerful backlash on the part of advocates of ‘narrative’ and
‘descriptive’ history against the broad analytical approach associated witly
the Annales tradition.* To decide whether this reappraisal merely reflecty
the seesaw of historical fashion, or whether Feudal Society deserves to be]
seen as a historical museum-piece because of outdated research and|
methodology, one must examine in detail the criticisms that have bee
levelled.

I

Many of the greatest admirers of Feudal Society are to be found outsid
the ranks of medieval historians, among writers on sociology, anthropol
ogy, literature, and even on modern history. Scholars in these fields hav
found the work useful as a lucid, accessible, and methodologicall
familiar survey of the institutions of the medieval West. This adulatio
has produced a reaction of professional exclusiveness on the part of some
historians. The American medievalist Bryce Lyon wrote in 1963: °
learned cult has developed around La Société Féodale . . . because socia
scientists and scholars of allied disciplines have found in it familiar an
cherished concepts which to them make history meaningful’.>

Certainly one may suspect that some of these non-historians hav
confined their reading to Bloch’s general survey in Part VIII, but Bloc
should be commended for helping to build bridges between disciplines,
rather than blamed for the excesses and misapprehensions of those in
other scholarly areas who have followed, or distorted, his views. Similarly
Marxist historians have often invoked Bloch’s study because they regard
his wide-ranging definition of feudalism as compatible with their own, but
it would be singularly inappropriate to tar Bloch’s work with a Marxist
brush; Bloch never mentions Marx in his study, and loathed the rigidities
and dogmas of such theory, although he admits his admiration for the
power of Marx’s social analysis. Unjust or not, however, such an associa-
tion may have been a factor in a recurring criticism levelled against
Bloch’s work: that ‘he became too intrigued by collective mentalities and
phenomena’, and that he lacked concern with individual personalities.6

One abrupt change in historical fashion which has particularly affected
the standing of Feudal Society, is an abrupt waning of historians’ enthusi-
asm for the term ‘feudalism’ over the last quarter of a century. To a quite
remarkable extent its use has become confined to Marxists and historians
of later medieval and Eastern Europe: for example, the author of arg
excellent recent study on early medieval France avoided its use com
pletely.” The attack on the term has been on two fronts: first, tha]
definitions of the term are so diverse that it has become useless and|
confusing: and second that it represents an artificial construct whos
imposition on the medieval past only serves to distort reality.® Eve
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historians who are prepared to continue using the term have questioned
Bloch’s approach in key respects, and inevitably, half a century of active
rescarch has given rise to major changes of emphasis and interpretation.

II

l.et us start our examination of the various criticisms with the concept
ol feudalism. Bloch had no doubts that he was dealing with a distinct
social formation largely held together by feudal ties. Hence his classic
delinition:

A subject peasantry; widespread use of the service tenement (i.e. the
fief) instead of a salary . . .; supremacy of a class of specialized
warriors; ties of obedience and protection which bind man to man and,
within the warrior class, assume the distinctive form called vassalage;
fragmentation of authority — leading inevitably to disorder; and, in the
midst of all this, the survival of other forms of association, family and
State . . . —such then, seem to be the fundamental features of Euro-
pean feudalism.9 '

It is also clear, however, that Bloch had certain reservations about the
term. In his Apologie he admitted that it had ‘emotional overtones’, that
its convenience could lead to anachronism, and that, ‘nearly every
historian uses the word as he pleases’.!? In Feudal Society he admits that
the term ‘has sometimes been interpreted in ways so different as to be
almost contradictory’ concedes that it was an abstraction devised by
cighteenth-century political theorists to denote a particular state of
society, and grants that the term was ‘ill-chosen’. Nevertheless, he
concludes that ‘the mere existence of the word attests the special quality
which men have instinctively [my italics] recognized in the period’ which it
denotes.!! Bloch justified his use of such terms on the grounds that they
were abstractions essential to scientific enquiry.12

In his original foreword to Feudal Society, Postan offered a spirited
defence of Bloch’s use of the term. While granting that the use of
portmanteau formulae to sum up the essentials of a social system could
lure scholars ‘into the worst pitfalls of the nominalist heresy, and . . .
cncourage them to endow their terms with real existence, . . . or to
construct edifices of historical argument out of mere semantic conceits’,
he argued that

the same dangers are inherent in all general terms. If pressed consis-
tently this objection . .. would hold good against such humdrum
concepts as war, peace, state, estate, class, industry, agriculture.
Indeed without generalized terms not only history but all intelligent
discourse would be impossible.13
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There are weaknesses in Bloch’s argument, and in Postan’s defence,
which critics have pointed out. But the fact remains that Bloch was
neither an etymologist nor philosopher of language aiming at pure
semantic precision. He often reveals impatience with such an approach
and admits that such a term is a mere ‘symbol’, there only to assist in the
analysis. As Michael Wallace-Hadrill pointed out in a perceptive review:

The truth seems . . . to be that Bloch, an empiricist, accepted feudal-
ism as a label descriptive of the society that intrigued him, and waslittle
concerned to waste time justifying the adequacy of that label.!4

Despite the impression given by some critics, Bloch was not seeking to
erect feudalism into a universally valid term. Each historian has to use
such terms as practical aids to enquiry: ‘the private languages of his-
torians will never . . . constitute the language of history’.!3

I11

The question that should rather be uppermost, is whether Bloch’s
treatment of ‘feudal society’ is valid as an empirical tool of research. Over
the years, commentators (including Postan in his 1961 foreword) have
contrasted Bloch’s ‘large and loose’ definition with a narrower definition
advocated by other historians, especially British and German legal and
political specialists: Postan characterized this concept as ‘the legal or
customary principles embodied in the feudum as the universal principle of
military organization . . . [i.e.] baronial and knightly contracts of ser-
vice’, and castigated it as unhelpful as an intellectual tool, valid only for
‘pedagogical purposes’ (a distinction between research and ‘scholastic
rigour’ which few teachers would accept).!¢ Nevertheless, such a narrow
‘legal’ definition has obtained widespread acceptance, and received its
clearest formulation in ‘Qu’est-ce que la féodalité’, the classic treatise
published by the Belgian historian Frangois Ganshof in 1944. Ganshof
saw feudalism as:

a body of institutions creating and regulating the obligations of obedi-
ence and service — mainly military service —on the part of a free man
(the vassal) towards another free man (the lord) and the obligations of
protection and maintenance on the part of the lord with regard to his
vassal.l7

But does Ganshof’s overall view of feudal society differ that radically
from that of Bloch? Ganshof in fact admitted that ‘feudalism may be

conceived as a form of society possessing well-marked features’ and

proceeded to define them along lines little different from those of Bloch,
although he chose to deal with feudalism in the narrow, technical sense
and not with the structure of society or the state because of the brevity of
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his work. '8 One major difference lay in Ganshof’s view of justice: to him
there was nothing in the relationships of feudalism, whether considered
[1om the personal or from the property standpoint, which required that a
vansal receiving investure of a fief should necessarily have the profits of
jurisdiction within it, nor even that he should exercise such jurisdiction on
hehalf of the lord or of higher authority.’ Nevertheless Ganshof went on
to admit that ‘powers of jurisdiction were . . . closely bound up with
(eudal relationships’.!? Bloch’s position was in practice little different.
I is carefully nuanced chapter on judicial institutions brings out the ad
hoe nature of much ‘feudal’ jurisdiction and the persistence of other
jurisdictions in the hands of the king, counts, and the Church. Moreover
Cinnshof himself admitted that ‘the fief, if not the corner-stone, was at
lcast the most important element in the graded system of rights over land
which this type of society involved’.20

It has been argued that, while the fief may have played a key role in
ocial relations in the upper echelons of society, Bloch was mistaken in
according it a dominant role in lord-peasant relations. Bloch did after all
ilentify ‘a subject peasantry’ as ‘one of the fundamental features of
I uropean feudalism’.2! But in fact Bloch did not consider the seigneurial
tie as an integral part of feudal relations. In his Apologie he considered it
urbitrary to equate the complex of dependent ties characteristic of a
warrior aristocracy with a type of peasant subjection which was not only
very different by nature but had arisen much earlier, lasted much longer,
and was far more widespread throughout the world’.22 Bloch was not
concerned with the origins or economic role of the seigneurie but its place
within feudal society, i.e. the extent to which it was a source of power and
wealth for the aristocracy. (Note here that Manyon’s translation of
seigneurie by ‘manor’ is sometimes misleading, suggesting as it does, a
kind of precise estate organization with a bipartite division between
demesne and peasant holdings and the enforcement of labour services.)

Much of the criticism of Bloch’s treatment of feudalism is therefore
unjust or misdirected. Bloch was concerned to explain the diverse forces
which articulated relationships within medieval Western society, in which
the fief undoubtedly played a central role, and employed ‘feudal’ as a
convenient label, rather than as a Weberian ideal-type, an abstraction
into which historical processes can @ﬁé&.“

v

Other, more narrowly methodological, criticisms of Bloch’s work have
been made, some more valid than others. One accusation, that he
focused his work excessively on Northern France, does not stand up. He
included a ‘general survey of Europe’ in Chapter XIII, (including a
section on ‘French diversity’) and covered England and Germany in his
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discussions of servitude and monarchical power in Chapters XIX and
XXXI. Every historian has to work outwards from a foundation area
where he has expert knowledge, and it cannot be denied that there was a
diffusion of major feudal institutions from Northern France to areas as
diverse as Spain, England, the Holy Land, and Norman Sicily. Criticism,
of Bloch’s devotion to comparative approaches in history is similarly
unjustified. Here it has to be remembered that Bloch was a pioneer and
could only make a few tantalizing analogies with Japanese developments
on the page and a half which he devoted to ‘a cross-section of comparative
history’. Since then the subject has mushroomed, with numerous studies
of ‘feudalism’ as practised on all continents and at all periods of history.
While it may be argued the quality achieved in this relatively new branch
of historical study has not, so far, matched the quantity, Bloch can hardly
be blamed for its deficiencies.??

Two other criticisms are perhaps more valid. It has been pointed out
that there is little sympathetic or revealing treatment of individuals in
Feudal Society, compared, for example, with Sir Richard Southern’s
masterly The Making of the Middle Ages, and that the work lacks the
immediate closeness with physical, economic, and social reality evident
most noticeably in his brilliant early work, Les Caractéres originaux de
I'Histoire rurale frangaise.?* But this is to ask the impossible of a wide-
ranging synthesis of human relations over more than four centuries, an
enquiry into states of mind and customs of life.

Arguably the greatest weakness of Bloch’s work lies in his handling of
chronology. It has been aptly remarked that Bloch’s approach gave him
‘une optique favorisant la synchronie’.25 His impatience with what he
regarded as historians’ misguided infatuation with ‘the idol of origins’
emerges in his Apologie, most vividly in his approval of the Arab proverb
‘Men resemble their times more than they do their fathers’.2¢ In addition,
Bloch believed that each period had its own ‘creative force’. Whatever
the historiographical objections to this view, (and they are compelling) it
had an unfortunate effect on the treatment of various themes in Feudal
Society. Its pages on the early development of vassalage, for example, are
nebulous and indecisive, and his invocation of the ninth-century invoca-
tions as a deus ex machina which gave rise to an entirely new society is
hardly satisfactory. It has to be admitted, however, that the chronological
straitjacket was partly imposed by the requirements of Henri Berr’s
series, L’Evolution de I’ Humanité, in which Feudal Society appeared.

v

This brings us to some of the areas in which recent research has
modified Bloch’s interpretations. Following the views of his friend Henri
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Pirenne, Bloch tended to assume that Roman institutions had effectively
tisuppeared by the ninth century, and that the pre-Viking period was
lominated by narrowly Germanic societies. Much more emphasis would
now be placed on the survival of an institutional and cultural Ro-
manitas.?” Similarly the economic backdrop of the Carolingian period is
1w seen as more\l;tgzz_a\n} than Bloch realized.28 Many of the elements
within feudal relations, and also the social forces which gave them birth,
W¢ NOW seen as existing as early as the Merovingian period.? Simul-
tnncously there has been a reassessment of the impact of the ninth-
ventury invasions on European society: rather than a major dislocating
lotee, they have come to be seen as relatively short-lived in their impact,
o1 il the most, a catalyst accelerating developments already under way in
the Carolingian body politic.3 Bloch’s view that feudalism had a swift
Inith will no longer stand; its elements emerged fitfully over a long period
ind their coalescence was well under way in the early Carolingian period.
Most scholars would now also question Bloch’s view of the close
iclationship between kindred and vassalage. While he argued that ‘the
ielationships of personal dependence . . . [were] a sort of substitute for,
ot complement to, the solidarity of the family’®!, many would regard
these horizontal and vertical relationships as essentially distinct. The
vxtensive recent research in the prosopography of the early medieval
nristocracy has suggested that family ties, while changing in some re-
spects, remained very strong, and that in some respects aristocratic clans
showed increased solidarity and cohesion as a result of a switch to
patrilineal inheritance and hereditary tenure of lands and offices in
specific areas.32 Moreover, in these spheres where the activities of the kin
declined, such as the pursuit of vendetta, the relevant role was taken
over, not by feudal ties, but by royal authority. On this same theme,
despite Bloch’s admission that the concept of the state never completely
Jisappeared, he can be justifiably accused of underestimating the con-
tinued importance of royal prestige and public authority, which had
previously existed with a fragmentation of administration and which re-
¢merged so strongly in what he termed ‘the second feudal age’.?3
Students of ninth- and tenth-century France have stressed that in many
arcas authority resided in territorial principalities, whose power was
originally based on the public bannum delegated by the Carolingians and
where authority remained essentially public. In the wake of Georges
Duby’s influential study on the Maconnais, published in 1953, further
1esearch has suggested that in many areas feudalism did not emerge until
independent castellans became dominant in the eleventh century, and
that then it was imposed on existing structures.34 Whereas Bloch postu-
luted the rise in the invasion period of a new social group of increasingly
powerful knights, recent investigations into the ‘feudal’ nobility have
revealed a much greater level of continuity within the Carolingian
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aristocracy. The knights were still relatively lowly in the eleventh century
and it was only gradually that some kind of fusion occurred, as the nobles
began to ‘hijack’ the increasingly influential ethos of the knightly group.33
Having concluded his introduction by remarking that he would be
content if his book made its readers ‘hungry to learn . . . and above all to
enquire’, Bloch would have been delighted to find his conclusions cor-
rected by new research. Not only has Feudal Society served as the
stimulus for half a century of lively research, but such was his own
awareness of the complex issues, that the preoccupation of recent studies
are usually at least anticipated in his work, and often the end resul
represents a change of emphasis rather than outright direction.36

VI

Although some of Bloch’s views have inevitably been invalidated by
more recent research, much of the work’s contacts and approach have
retained their value. One section stands out as having received near-
universal praise from scholars: that is Part II, Bloch’s discussion of ‘The
Environment: Conditions of Life and Mental Climate’. Not only does this
section display the author’s ‘global’ and ‘psychological’ approach to social
questions to best effect, but it reveals his astonishing familiarity with the
literature of the time and his intuitive grasp of the mentalités of medieval
man. But even here major pieces of the mental jigsaw are strangely
absent, partly perhaps a result of Bloch’s Jewish upbringing. His lack of
understanding of the element which contributed most to the cohesion of
Western society, its Christian faith, is evident in the paltry five and a half
pages which he allotted to ‘the religious mentality’, where belief is very
narrowly viewed in terms of fear of God’s imminent judgment.3’

Elsewhere great insights are offered, but not always developed as fully
as one would wish. Particularly fruitful is Bloch’s notion of ‘the two ages
of feudalism’, since the early age of informal, direct man-to-man relations
stemming from simple practical need contrasts sharply with the position
after the mid-eleventh century when the relationship was formalized,
legally circumscribed and transformed into a literary and cultural com-
monplace, while its functional importance was being restricted by new
social and political developments. Curiously Bloch never fully develops
this suggestive distinction, preferring to discuss it largely in terms of the
different economic conditions in each period.

" Ttis less in his interpretations than in his approach, however, that the
enduring value of Bloch’s work lies. The breadth of his horizons remains
astounding, and his trailblazing readiness to make use of the widest
possible range of techniques, some of them derived from other disci-
plines, later found a worthy academic home in the programme of the 6¢
Section of the Ecole pratique des Hautes Etudes in Paris. His debt to
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sowiologists, such as Durkheim, gave him a sociological approach, re-
fectedin the emphasis which he placed on definitions of social groups and
the i relations with the overall social structure. Most of his concerns have
lweome standard among present-day historians — to some extent we are
ill $lochians now — but one only needs to read the narrowly political or
lvpul preoccupations of most historians of the twenties and thirties to
ipreciate the refreshing originality of Bloch’s approach.

Much of the breadth and vitality of Bloch’s approach stems from the
vinphasis which he placed on teaching. But other qualities stand out in
I vudal Society which make it an invaluable teaching tool, notably the
vlanity and vigour of its writing and its driving intellectual passion, posing
ijtiestions and then formulating solutions and approaches which are both
predise and honest. These qualities, combined with his sheer range of
knowledge and empathy with his subject place Feudal Society on a par
with Sir Richard Southern’s Making of the Middle Ages as the finest
mtroductory guides to medieval society and culture. It remains a better
tentbook’ than most textbooks.

A critic wrote in 1962 that ‘few medievalists will learn much that is new
lrom Feudal Society’ .38 Certainly it is not the perfect study of the Middle

\pes, nor is it the theoretical treatise or the handbook to comparative

history which some detractors and admirers have portrayed it. It is a
peisonal and often impressionistic picture, full of a master scholar’s
insights into the broadest aspects of a whole society, and as such it
duvservedly remains a classic of historical writing.
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INTRODUCTION

GENERAL SCOPE OF THE INQUIRY

OONLY within the last two centuries or so could the words ‘Feudal
fioclety’, as the title of a book, have conveyed an idea of what the book was
nhout, Yet the adjective itself is a very old one. In its Latin form, feodalis,
It dates from the Middle Ages. The French noun féodalité, feudalism,
though of more recent origin, goes back at least to the seventeenth century.
Wt for a long time both these words were used only in a narrowly legal
swne, The fief (feodum) was, as we shall see, a form of real property, and
Jtodal was therefore understood as meaning ‘that which concerns the fief”
(this was how the French Academy defined it); and féodalité might mean
¢ither ‘the quality peculiar to a fief” or the obligations incident to such
tenure, The French lexicographer, Richelet, in 1630, described these terms
w1 ‘lawyers’ jargon’—not, be it noted, historians’ jargon. When did it first
oceur to anyone to enlarge their meaning so as to designate a state of
sovlety? Gouvernement féodal and féodalité are used in this sense in the
lLottres Historiques sur les Parlemens, published in 1727, five years after
the death of their author, the Comte de Boulainvilliers.! This is the earliest
example that I could find, after fairly extensive research. Perhaps one day
another inquirer will be more fortunate. Until this happens, however, this
slrange man Boulainvilliers, at once the friend of Fénelon and the trans-
Intor of Spinoza, above all an impassioned apologist of the nobility whom
he believed to be descended from Germanic chieftains—a sort of prototype
Clobineau with less enthusiasm and more learning—may be regarded as
having a presumptive claim to be the inventor of a new historical classifica-
tion. For that is what it really amounts to, and in the study of history there
have been few stages so decisive as the moment when ‘Empires’, dynasties,
famous periods identified with some great name—in a word, all the old
arbitrary divisions born of a monarchical and oratorical tradition—began
(o give place to another system of classification, based on the observation
of social phenomena.

It was however a more celebrated writer who first gave wide currency
to this conception and to the terminology that expressed it. Montesquieu

! Histoire de I'ancien gouvernement de la France avec XIV Lettres Historiques sur les
Parlemens ou Etats-Généraux. The Hague, 1727. The fourth letter is entitled Détail du
Qouvernement féodal et de I'établissement des Fiefs (1, p. 286) and contains (p. 300) this

sontence: ‘Je me suis étendu dans I’extrait de cette ordonnance, la croyant propre a
tonner une idée exacte de 'ancienne féodalité’.
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had read Boulainvilliers. The vocabulary of the lawyers, moreover, held
no terrors for him: was not the literary language of France to emerge fron
his hands greatly enriched with the gleanings of the Bar? If he seems to
have avoided the term féodalité, which was doubtless too abstract for hig
taste, it was unquestionably he who convinced the educated public of hig
time that the lois féodales were the distinguishing marks of a particulag
period of history. From the French the words, along with the idea, spread
to the other languages of Europe, being in some cases merely transcribedg
and in others translated, as with the German word for feudalism, LeAnwese
At length the French Revolution, in its revolt against what remained of thg
institutions but lately christened by Boulainvilliers, completed the populaj
diffusion of the name which he, with entirely opposite sentiments, hag
conferred upon them. ‘The National Assembly’, declares the famou]
decree of the 11th August 1789, ‘totally abolishes the feudal régime’. Ho
could one thenceforth deny the reality of a system which it had cost s
much to destroy?*

Nevertheless, it must be admitted that the word feudalism, which was tg
have so great a future, was very ill-chosen, even though at the time th¢
reasons for adopting it appeared sound enough. To Boulainvilliers and
Montesquieu, living in an age of absolute monarchy, the most striking
characteristic of the Middle Ages was the parcelling out of sovereignty
among a host of petty princes, or even lords of villages. It was this char
acteristic that they meant to denote by the term feudalism, and when the
spoke of fiefs they were referring sometimes to territorial principalities
sometimes to manors. But not all the manors were in fact fiefs, nor werd
all the fiefs principalities or manors. Above all, it may be doubted whethe
a highly complex type of social organization can be properly designated
either by concentrating on its political aspect only, or—if “fief” be under
stood in its narrowest legal sense—by stressing one particular form of real
property right among many others. But words, like well-worn coins, in the
course of constant circulation lose their clear outline. In the usage of the
present day, ‘feudalism’ and ‘feudal society’ cover a whole complex of ideas
in which the fief properly so called no longer occupies the foreground
Provided that he treats these expressions merely as labels sanctioned by
modern usage for something which he has still to define, the historian may
use them without compunction. In this he is like the physicist who, if
disregard of Greek, persists in calling an ‘atom’ something which he spend
his time in dividing.

It is a question of the deepest interest whether there have been othel
societies, in other times and in other parts of the world, whose socia]

! Among the French people whose buttonholes are today adorned with a red ribbot
or rosette, how many know that one of the duties imposed on their order by its firs
constitution of the 19th May 1802 was ‘to combat . . . any enterprise tending to re
establish the feudal régime?’
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Miuctures in their fundamental characteristics have sufficiently resembled
that of our Western feudalism to justify us in applying the term ‘feudal’ to
them us well. This question will turn up again at the end of this book, but
it In not the subject of our present study. The feudalism which we shall
#llompt to analyse here is that to which the name was first applied. Apart
Irom some problems of origin or of later developments, the inquiry will be
vonfined to that period of our history which extends roughly from the
middle of the ninth century to the first decades of the thirteenth; and it will
I reatricted to western and central Europe. The reasons for the choice of
ilntes will become clear in the course of the work itself, but the geographi-
¢al limits seem to call for a brief explanation.

Ancient civilization was centred about the Mediterranean. ‘I believe
ihat the earth,” wrote Plato, ‘is very large and that we who dwell between
the pillars of Hercules and the river Phasis live in a small part of it about
the sea, like ants or frogs about a pond.’”* These same waters remained
through many centuries the axis of the Roman world, even after conquest
sntended that world. A senator from Aquitania could make his career on
the shores of the Bosporus; he could own vast estates in Macedonia. The
proat fluctuations of prices that shook the Roman economy were felt from
the Huphrates to Gaul. Without the grain of Africa, the existence of
Imperial Rome is as little conceivable as Catholic theology without the
Alrican Augustine. On the other hand, anyone crossing the Rhine found
himsclf at once in a strange and hostile land, the vast territory of the
Burbarians.

Now, on the threshold of the period that we call the Middle Ages, two
far-ranging movements of peoples had destroyed this equilibr um—there
I8 no need at present to inquire how far it had already been shaken from
within—and replaced it by a very different pattern of peoples. The first of
these was the Germanic invasions; the second, the Moslem conquests.
Ihe Germans penetrated the greater part of the countries formerly
included in the western section of the Roman Empire, and the territories
occupied by them became united, sometimes through subjection to the
wme political régime, but always and in any case by the common mental
habits and social customs of the invaders. Little by little, the small Celtic
groups in the British Isles were linked up with this Romano-Germanic
society and more or less assimilated to it. North Africa, on the other hand,
was to follow an entirely different course. The counter-offensive of the
Berber tribes had prepared the breach with Rome: Islam completed it.
Klsewhere, on the shores of the Levant, the victories of the Arabs had
{solated the former East Roman Empire in the Balkans and Anatolia and
transformed it into the Greek Empire. Difficulties of communication, a dis-
tinctive type of social and political structure, and a religious mentality and

1 Phaedo, 109b.
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ecclesiastical organization very different from those of Latin Christianit
combined to cut off this Empire more and more from the Christian§
communities of the West. The West, it is true, exercised a wide influenc
among the Slav peoples in the eastern parts of Europe, among some of
whom it introduced not only the Catholic form of Christianity, but alsa
Western modes of thought and even certain Western institutions; but, noné
the less, the societies which were linguistically Slavonic evolved, for the
‘most part, on quite independent lines.

Hemmed in by these three blocs, Mohammedan, Byzantine, and Slay,
and ceaselessly engaged in pushing forward its ever-changing frontiers, the
Romano-Germanic world was itself by no means homogeneous. Di
ferences arising from their different backgrounds had deeply marked the
various societies of which it was composed, and had lasting effects. Even
where the points of departure were almost identical, the lines of develop
ment might subsequently diverge. Yet, however pronounced these dif
ferences may have been, how can we fail to recognize, over and above thern
the predominant quality of a common civilization—that of the West?
in the following pages where the phrase ‘Western and Central Europe
might have been expected, we say simply ‘Europe’, this is not merely tgf
avoid the repetition of cumbersome adjectives. What does it matter, afte
all, how the name and its limits were defined in the old artificial geography
with its “five parts of the world’? All that counts is its human significance
European civilization arose and flowered, until in the end it covered thé
face of the earth, among those who dwelt between the Tyrrhenian, the
Adriatic, the Elbe, and the Atlantic Ocean. It had no other homeland. The
eighth-century Spanish chronicler who, after their victory over Islam, styled
‘Europeans’ the Franks of Charles Martel, had already dimly perceived
this. So, some two hundred years later, had the Saxon monk, Widukind]
who, when Otto the Great had driven back the Hungarians, enthusiastic
ally hailed him as the liberator of ‘Europe’.! In this sense of the word—§
and it is the richest in historical content—Europe was a creation of thé
early Middle Ages. It was already in being at the beginning of the feuda
age proper.

The term ‘feudalism’, applied to a phase of European history within the}
limits thus determined, has sometimes been interpreted in ways so dif-
ferent as to be almost contradictory, yet the mere existence of the word
attests the special quality which men have instinctively recognized in thd
period which it denotes. Hence a book about feudal society can be lookeg
on as an attempt to answer a question posed by its very title: what are th¢
distinctive features of this portion of the past which have given it a clain]
1o be treated in isolation? In other words, what we are attempting here i
to analyse and explain a social structure and its unifying principles. 4

1 M.G.H., Auctores Antiquissimi, XI, p. 362; Wi‘dukind, 1, 19.
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slmilar method—if in the light of experience it should prove fruitful —
flght be employed in other fields of study, under a different set of limiting
sonditlons. I hope that what is undeniably new in the present enterprise
will make amends for the defects of execution.

I'he very magnitude of the inquiry, so conceived, has made it necessary
1o dlvide the material. The first book will describe the social background
genernlly and the growth of those bonds of interdependence between men
which, more than anything else, gave the feudal structure its special
¢haracter. The second book will be concerned with the development of
wwinl classes and the organization of governments. It is always difficult to
divide up a living organism. Yet the final differentiation of the old social
vlanses, the emergence of a new class, the bourgeoisie, and the resuscitation
ol the authority of the State after long eclipse, coincided with the time
when the most specifically feudal characteristics of Western civilization
hugan to disappear; and this explains why, though no strictly chrono-
loglcal division has seemed possible, the first book is concerned above all
with the birth of feudal society, the second with the way it developed,
extended and declined.

But the historian is in no sense a free man. Of the past he knows only
»o much as the past is willing to yield up to him. What is more, when the
wibject he is attempting to cover is too vast to allow him to examine
personally all the sources, he is conscious of being constantly frustrated in
hix Inquiry by the limitations of research. No survey will be made here of
those paper wars in which scholars have sometimes engaged. History, not
historians, is my concern. But whatever may be the reasons for them I
resolved never to conceal the gaps or uncertainties in our knowledge.
In this I felt I should run no risk of discouraging the reader. On the
contrary, to impose an artificial rigidity on a branch of knowledge which is
essentially one of movement—that would be the way to engender boredom
und indifference. One of the men who have gone furthest in the under-
itanding of medieval societies, the great English jurist Maitland, said that a
historical work should make its readers hungry—hungry to learn, that is,
and above all to inquire. If this book does that, I shall be well content.!

1 Every historical work, if it happens to be addressed to a relatively large public,
sonfronts its author with a practical problem of the most difficult kind—the problem of
references. Justice perhaps required that the names of all the learned works but for
which this book would not exist be set out in full array at the foot of each page. At the
1iak of being thought ungrateful, I decided to leave such references, for the most part,
lo the bibliography at the end of the book. I have, however, made it a rule never to cite
un original source without affording every student with a little experience the means
of finding the passage referred to and verifying my interpretation of it. If the reference
In not given, the reason is that the information given in my text, supplemented by well-
arranged tables in the publication in which the document appears, makes it easy to find.

Where these are lacking, a note serves as a pointer. In a court of justice, after all, the
status of the witnesses is much more important than that of counsel.
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PART 1
I'he Environment: The Last Invasions




I
MOSLEMS AND HUNGARIANS

1 EUROPE INVADED AND BESIEGED

V1) sec before you the wrath of the Lord breaking forth. . . . There is
iianight but towns emptied of their folk, monasteries razed to the ground
i given to the flames, fields desolated. . . . Everywhere the strong oppres-
wih the weak and men are like fish of the sea that blindly devour each
ither * Thus, in 909, the bishops of the province of Rheims assembled at
I'touly. The literature of the ninth and tenth centuries, the charters, and the
ieliherations of councils are full of such lamentations. When all allowance
s been made both for exaggeration and for the pessimism natural to
iwliglous orators, we are forced to see in this incessantly recurring theme,
sipported as it is by so much contemporary evidence, the proof of a
state of affairs regarded as intolerable even in those days’k_Certainly itwas a
fwriod when those who were capable of observing and making comparisons,
the slergy in particular, felt themselves to be living in a hateful atmosphere
ol disorder and violence. Feudalism was born in the midst of an infinitely
iroubled epoch, and in some measure it was the child of those troubles
themselves. But some of the causes which helped to create or maintain this
ilisorderly environment were altogether foreign to the internal evolution of
luropean societies. Forged several centuries earlier in the fiery crucible of
the Germanic invasions, the new civilization of the West, in its turn,
wemed like a citadel besieged—indeed more than half overrun. It was
itacked from three sides at once: in the south by the devotees of Islam,
Arabs or their Arabized subjects; in the east by the Hungarians; and in the
north by the ScandinaviansAK

2 THE MOSLEMS

Ol the enemies just enumerated, Islam was certainly the least dangerous,
#lthough one would hesitate to speak of its decline. For a long period
nelther Gaul nor Italy, among their poor cities, had anything to offer which
npproached the splendour of Baghdad or Cordova. Until the twelfth
ventury the Moslem world, along with the Byzantine world, exercised a
true economic hegemony over the West: the only gold coinage still cir-
vulating in our part of Europe came from Greek or Arab mints, or at least
3
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—Ilike more than one of the silver coinages too—were copies of their
productions. And if the eighth and ninth centuries witnessed the final
breakdown of the unity of the Caliphate, the various states which at that
time arose from the wreckage remained formidable powers. But thereafter
it was much less a question of invasions properly so-called than of frontier
wars. Let us leave aside the East, where the emperors of the Amorian and
Macedonian dynasties (828-1056) painfully and valiantly set themselves
to reconquer Asia Minor. Western societies came into collision with the
Islamic states on two fronts only.

First, southern Italy. This region was, as it were, the hunting-ground of
the sovereigns who ruled over the ancient Roman province of Africa—the |
Aghlabite emirs of Kairouan, succeeded, at the beginning of the tenth
century, by the Fatimite caliphs. The Aghlabites had wrested Sicily little by
little from the Greeks who had held it since Justinian’s time and whose last
stronghold, Taormina, fell in 902. Meanwhile the Arabs had gained a foot-
ing in the peninsula. Across the Byzantine provinces of the south they
threatened the semi-independent cities of the Tyrrhenian coast and the
little Lombard principalities of Campania and of the Beneventino, which
were more or less dependencies of Constantinople. At the beginning of the
eleventh century they could still carry their raids as far as the Sabine
mountains. One band, which had made its stronghold in the wooded
heights of Monte Argento, very close to Gaeta, could only be destroyed, in
915, after twenty years of marauding. In 982, the young ‘emperor of the
Romans’, Otto II, set out to conquer southern Italy. Though Saxon by
origin, he considered himself nevertheless to be the heir of the Caesars, in
Italy as elsewhere. He committed the surprising folly, so often repeated in
the Middle Ages, of choosing the summer season as the time for taking to
these scorching regions an army accustomed to entirely different climates,
and on the 25th July he encountered the Moslem bands on the east coast of
Calabria and suffered a most humiliating defeat.

The Moslem peril continued to press heavily on these regions till, in the
eleventh century, a handful of adventurers from Normandy routed both
Byzantines and Arabs, Uniting Sicily with the southern part of the penin-
sula, the vigorous state which they eventually created was destined both to
bar for ever the path of the invaders and to act as an inspired intermedi
between the Latin and Islamic civilizations. On Italian soil the struggle
against the Saracens, which had begun in the ninth century, continued for
a long time—with small and fluctuating territorial gains on either side. But
in relation to Christendom as a whole, it was only a remote territory that
was at issue.

The other field of conflict was in Spain. There, it was for Islam no longer
a question of raids for plunder or temporary annexations; populations of
Mohammedans lived there in great numbers and the states founded by the
Arabs had their centres in the country itself. At the beginning of the tenth

4
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ventury the Saracen bands had not yet completely forg.otten the way over
the Pyrenees. But these long-distance raids were becor.nu'lg more and more
Infrequent. Starting from the extreme north, the Christian reconquest, in
wplte of many reverses and humiliations, slowly Progresseq. In Galicia and
on those plateaux of the north-west which the emirs and caliphs of Cordova,
ontublished too far to the south, had never held with a very firm hand, the
little Christian kingdoms, sometimes divided, sometimes united gnder a
single ruler, moved forward to the region of the Douro from the middle of
the cleventh century; the Tagus was reached in 1085, At the foot of the
Pyrenees, on the other hand, the course of the Ebro, altl_lough SO near,
remained for a long time Moslem; Saragossa fell only in 1118. These
struggles, though they did not by any means preclude more peaceful
relations, were as a rule interrupted only by brief truces, an'd they stamped
the Spanish societies with a character of their own. With the Europe
‘beyond the passes’ they had scarcely any dealings, save in so far as they
lurnished its nobility—especially from the second half _°f the eleventh
ventury—with the opportunity for brilliant, profitable and pious a'dventures,
while at the same time providing its peasants with th? opportunity of sett-
ling on the unoccupied lands at the pressing invitation of Span'lsh kings
and nobles. But along with the wars properly so-called went piracy and
brigandage, and it was chiefly through these that the Saracens contributed
to the general disorder of the West. _ o

From an early date the Arabs had been salloFs. Fror.n their lairs in
Africa, Spain, and especially the Balearics, their corsairs attacked the
western Mediterranean. Nevertheless, in these waters, traversed by only a
very few ships, the trade of pirate in the true sense of the wo.rd hadnot beep
very profitable. In the mastery of the sea, the Saracens—like tl_1e Scandi-
navians in the same period—saw above all the means of reaching coasts
whence they could carry out profitable raids. From 842 they went up th‘e
Rhone as far as the approaches of Arles, plundering both banks on their
way. The Camargue at that time was their normal base. But soon an
accident was to procure them not only safer }}cadquarters, but also the
possibility of extending their ravages very considerably.

At a date not precisely ascertained, probably somewherc. about 890, a
small Saracen vessel coming from Spain was driven by the w1nd§ on to the
coast of Provence, on the outskirts of the present town of Saint-Tropez.
Its crew hid themselves during the day, then at nightfall em?rged and
massacred the inhabitants of a neighbouring village. Mountainous and
wooded—it was called at that time the land of ash-tree:s (fré‘nes),. or
‘Freinet’ *—this secluded place was easy to defend. Like Fhelr compatriots
of Monte Argento in Campania, at the same period, this band of Arabs

i i i isti illage of La
* The memory of this name is preserved in the name of the existing villag
Garde-Freinet.r]};ut the citadel of the Saracens was situated on the sea-coast and was not,
therefore, at La Garde, which is inland. 5
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fortified themselves on a height, in the midst of thickets of thorns, ang
summoned their comrades to join them. Thus was created a most dangeroy
nest of robbers. With the exception of Fréjus, which was pillaged, it does ng
seem that the towns, protected as they were by their walls, were direg
victims. But in the neighbourhood of the coast the country districts wer
appallingly devastated. The brigands of Le Freinet also took numerou
prisoners whom they sold in the Spanish markets.

Moreover, they were not slow to carry their incursions well inland. Very

few in number, they seem to have been reluctant to face the risks of the
Rhone valley, relatively populous and, protected by fortified cities o
castles. But the Alpine massif made it possible for small bands of practise
mountaineers to steal far forward, from one range of mountains to anothef
from thicket to thicket, and coming as they did from the Sierras of Spaif
or the mountainous Maghreb, these Saracens were, in the words of a monl
of Saint-Gall, ‘real goats’. Moreover, the Alps, in spite of appearanced
were not to be despised as a field for raids. Nestling in their midst wer¢
fertile valleys, on which it was easy to descend without warning from thg
surrounding mountains. Such a valley was Graisivaudan. Here and therd]
abbeys stood forth, ideal objectives for the raider. (Above Susa, thd
monastery of Novalesa, whence most of the monks had fled, was sacked
and burned as early as 906.) Best of all, there journeyed through the passej
small parties of travellers, merchants, or even pilgrims on their way to
Rome to pray at the tombs of the Apostles. What could be more tempting
than to ambush them on the road? As early as 920 or 921, some Angloj
Saxon pilgrims were battered with stones in a defile, and from then on sucH
crimes were of frequent occurrence. The Arab djichs or armed bands werd
not afraid to venture astonishingly far north. In 940, we find them in the
neighbourhood of the upper Rhine valley and in the Valais, where they
burned the famous monastery of Saint-Maurice d’Agaune. About the
same time, one of their detachments riddled with arrows the monks of
Saint-Gall as they walked peacefully in procession round their churchy
This band, at any rate, was dispersed by the little group of defenders whonj
the abbot hurriedly gathered together; a number of prisoners, brought intqy
the monastery, heroically allowed themselves to die of starvation.

To police the Alps or the Provencal countryside was beyond the poweg
of contemporary states. There was no other remedy than to destroy the
lair at Le Freinet. But here a new obstacle arose. It was practically impos§
sible to lay siege to this citadel without cutting it off from the sea, whencd
it received its reinforcements. Now, neither the kings of this region—in thg
west, the kings of Provence and Burgundy, in the east, the king of Italy—]
nor their counts had fleets at their disposal. The only skilled sailors among
the Christians were the Greeks who, however, occasionally turned theid
skill to account, just as the Saracens did, by taking to piracy. (It was Greel
pirates who plundered Marseilles in 848.) On two occasions, in 931 and
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042, the Byzantine fleet appeared off the coast of Pe Freinet; on the second
al least, and probably on the previous occasion alslo, they hgd been
summoned by the king of Italy, Hugh of Arles, who h.ad important interests
In Provence. Nothing was achieved on either occasion. What is more, in
942, Hugh changed sides, even while the struggle was in progress, planning
{0 make the Saracens his allies and with their aid to close the Alpine routes
apninst the reinforcements which one of his_rivals for the LO{nbard crown
wus awaiting. Then in 951 Otto the Great, king of East Franma—Germa_ng
ol today—made himself king of the Lombards. His purpose was to buil
up in central Europe and even as far as Italy a power like that_ of tt}e Carol-
ingians, a Christian power and a promoter of peace. Regarding l}lmself as
the heir of Charlemagne whose imperial crown he was to assume in 962, he
helieved it to be his mission to put an end to the depredations of the
Snracens. First trying the diplomatic approach, he sought to persuade the
enliph of Cordova to order his people to evacuate Le Frelnet._ThF:n he
formed the project of leading an expedition himself, ‘but never carrlcc} it out.
Meanwhile, in 972, the marauders made the mistake of' capturing too
illustrious a prize. On the route of the Great Saint Bern.ard, in the valley of
the Dranse, the abbot of Cluny, Maieul, while returning 'from Italy, was
nmbushed and taken to one of those mountain refuges whlf:h the Sarace'ns
lrequently used when they were not able to get bacl'c to their base. He"w als
onlyreleased in return for a heavy ransom paid by his monks. NO\iV Maieul,
who had reformed so many monasteries, was the_: revereq frlen‘dt the
director of conscience and, if one may venture to say it, the saint familier of
many kings and barons; notably of William, count of .Provence. Tbe la}ttcr
overtook on their way back the band who had committed the. sacrilegious
outrage and inflicted on them a severe defeat; then,A gathering together
under his command a number of nobles from the Rhone Yalley, to wl}om
were to be distributed subsequently the lands brought b:ack into .culflvatlon,
he launched an attack against the fortress of Le Freinet. This time, the
sitadel fell.
ut'all’clll?s ffor the Saracens was the end of large-scale brigandage on lz'md,
though naturally the coastline of Provence, like th.at of Italy, remam(]a(d
exposed to their outrages. Even in the eleventh century we find the monks
of Lérins actively engaged in buying back Chr1§t1ans whom Arab p_lrleclite;
had captured and taken to Spain; in 1178 a raid near Marseilles yie ;31
many prisoners. But the cultivation of the fields could l.)e resumed in the
coastal and sub-alpine regions of Provence, and the Alp.me routes beca{ne
again neither more nor less safe than any othgrs traversing the moqqtami‘
of Europe. Moreover, on the Mediterranean 1tself,'thef merchant cities o11
Italy, Pisa, Genoa and Amalfi, had since the beginning of the elevfent
century passed over to the offensive. They chased the Moslems from
Sardinia, and even hunted them down in the ports of the Maghreb ( r;)];n
1015) and of Spain (in 1092). Thus thc;y began to clean up those seas on the
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secur.ity of Vflhich their trade was so largely dependent. It was only a
relative security, but until the nineteenth century the Mediterranean was,
not to know anything better.

3 THE HUNGARIAN ASSAULT

Like the Huns before them, the Hungarians or Magyars had appeared in
Eqrope almost without warning, and at an early date the writers of the
Ml.ddle Ages, who had learned to know them only too well, showed a
naive astonishment that the Roman writers should not have mentioned|
them. Their early history is in any case much more obscure than that of the
Hur'ls, for the Chinese sources which, well before the Western records
beg{n, enable us to follow the trail of the ‘Hiung-Nu’, are silent on the
subject of Magyars. It is certain that the new invaders also belonged to the
peculiar and highly characteristic world of the nomads of the Asiatig
steppes: peoples often of very diverse languages, but astonishingly alike in
their manner of life, because of the similarity of their surroundings; horse<
bref:ders and warriors, living on the milk of their mares or the fruits of
their hunting and fishing; natural enemies especially of the agriculturalistg
on the fringes of their territory. In its basic structure, the Magyar speech,
belongs to the linguistic type called Finno-Ugrian; the idioms to which it is
closest today are those of certain aboriginal peoples of Siberia. But in the
course of its wanderings the original ethnic stock had been mixed with
numerous Turkish-speaking elements and had received a strong imprint
from the civilizations of that group.!

As early as 833 we find the Hungarians, whose name appeared then for
the first time, disturbing the settled populations—the Khanate of the
Khazars and the Byzantine colonies—in the neighbourhood of the sea of
Azov: Soon, they are threatening at any moment to cut the Dnieper route
at this time an extremely active commercial highway by which, frorr;
portage to portage and from market to market, the furs of the North, the
honey and wax of the Russian forests, and the slaves bought on all sides
went to be exchanged against the merchandise or gold of Constantinople
or Asia. But new hordes—the Petchenegs—starting out after them from
beyond the Urals, harassed them unceasingly. The road to the south was
successfull.y barred to them by the Bulgarian empire. Thus driven back
one of their groups preferred to bury itself in the steppe further to the east’
but the greater number crossed the Carpathians in about 896, to sprea(i
over the plains of the Tisza and the middle Danube.

These vast areas, so often ravaged by invasion since the fourth century,
formed at that time on the map of Europe a sort of enormous blank patch,

! The very name Hungarian is probably Turkish. The same perhaps i
) G . true, at least
in one of its elements, of the name Magyar, which e te v r i
originally to ouly o ke, gyar, which seems moreover to have been applied
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Walitudes’ is the word used to describe them by the chronicler Regino of
¥yiim, though it is not necessary to take the expression too literally. The
\uiled populations which had formerly had important settlements in these
jejilons, or had merely passed through them, had in all probability left
hehind small groups of stragglers. Above all, a great many Slav tribes had
ly ilegrees infiltrated there. But settjement unquestionably remained very
Jpitec: witness the almost complete recasting of the geographical nomen-
(sture, including that of the rivers, after the arrival of the Magyars.
) urthermore, after Charlemagne had crushed the Avar power, there was
i longer any solidly organized state capable of offering serious resistance
i the invaders. Their only opponents were some chiefs of the Moravian
jwople who a short time before had succeeded in establishing in the north-
wist corner a tolerably strong principality, already officially Christian—
{he first attempt, in fact, to form a genuine, purely Slav state. The attacks
ol the Hungarians destroyed it once and for all in 906.

I'rom this moment, the history of the Hungarians took a new turn. It is
snrcely possible any longer to speak of them as nomads in the strict sense
ol the word, since they now had a permanent settlement in the plains
which today bear their name. But from there they sallied forth in bands
wver the surrounding countries: not, however, to conquer territories. Their
uole purpose was to plunder and return loaded with booty to their perma-
pont location. The decline of the Bulgarian empire after the death of the
{nr Simeon (927) opened the way to Byzantine Thrace, which they
plundered on several occasions. The West, much less well defended, had a
apecial attraction for them, and they came into contact with it at an.early
date.

As long ago as 862, before they had even crossed the Carpathians, a
Hungarian expedition had penetrated as far as the borders of Germany.
Later on, some of these men had been engaged as auxiliaries by the king of
that country, Arnulf, in one of his wars against the Moravians. In 899,
their hordes swooped down on the plain of the Po; the following year, on
Bavaria. From this time onward, scarcely a year passed in which the annals
of monasteries in Italy and Germany, and soon afterwards Gaul, did not
record, sometimes of one province, sometimes of another: ‘ravages by the
Hungarians’. Northern Italy, Bavaria and Swabia were especially afflicted;
all the region on the right bank of the Enns, where the Carolingians had
established frontier commands and distributed lands to their abbeys, had
lo be abandoned. But the raids extended well beyond these limits. The
radius covered would confound one’s imagination, if one did not take into
account the fact that the long pastoral journeys to which the Hungarians
were formerly accustomed in the open steppe and which they continued
to practise in the more restricted circle of the Danubianpuszta had been a
wonderful apprenticeship. The nomadism of the herdsman of the steppes

-who was already a robber as well—was a preparation for the nomadism

9




FEUDAL SOCIETY

of the bandit. Towards the north-west, Saxony—that is to say the vag
territory which extended from the Elbe to the middle Rhine—was attacke
as early as 906, and from then on was repeatedly ravaged. In Italy, the
Hungarian hordes drove on as far as Otranto. In 917, they penetrated, b}
way of the Vosges forest and the Saales pass, to the rich abbeys groupdf
about the Meurthe. From that time onwards, Lorraine and northern Gay
became one of their familiar hunting-grounds. Thence they ventured intg
Burgundy and even south of the Loire. Men of the plains, they were neven
theless not afraid to cross the Alps if the need arose. It was ‘by the deviol
ways of these mountains’ that, coming from Italy, they descended in 924
upon the district of Nimes.

They did not always avoid battles against organized forces, and in thes
engagements they met with varying success. Nevertheless they preferred 2
a rule to glide rapidly across country: true savages, whom their chief
drove to battle with blows of the whip, but redoubtable soldiers, skilful i
flank attacks, relentless in pursuit and resourceful in extricating themselvd
from the most difficult situations. Perhaps they needed to cross a river, 0
the Venetian lagoon. They hurriedly made boats of skins or of wood. Af
their halting places they set up their tents—the kind used by the people of
the steppes; or they entrenched themselves in an abbey abandoned by it§
monks and from that point assailed the surrounding country. Artful a
savages, provided when necessary with intelligence by the ambassadof
whom they sent on ahead, less to parley than to spy, they had very quickf§
penetrated the rather clumsy artifices of Western policy. They kept theng
selves informed about interregna, which were particularly favourable ta
their incursions, and they were able to profit by the dissensions among the
Christian princes to place themselves at the service of one or other of the
rivals.

Sometimes, following the normal practice of bandits in every age, they
demanded sums of money from the conquered populations in return fop
sparing their lives; from some they even exacted a regular tribute: Bavarj
and Saxony were obliged for several years to submit to this humiliatiof
But these methods were scarcely practicable save in the territories borde
ing on Hungary itself, and elsewhere they simply killed and robbed out
rageously. Like the Saracens, they seldom attacked fortified towns; whet
they ventured to do so, they usually failed, as they had done under th¢
walls of Kiev in the early days of their expeditions in the region of th¢
Dnieper. The only important city they captured was Pavia. They werf
especnally dreaded by the villages and the monasteries, frequently isolatef
in the country districts or situated in the suburbs of towns, outside th
walls. Above all, they seem to have been bent on taking prisoners, care
fully choosing the best, and sometimes, among a whole population put tg
the sword, sparing only the young women and the very young boys—{
serve their needs and their pleasures, no doubt, but mostly to be sold. On
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ouecasion, they had no compunction about selling this human cattle even in
the markets of the West, where not all the customers were of a mind to be
[nstidious over the nature of their purchases; in 954 a girl of noble family,
cnptured in the outskirts of Worms, was put up for sale in the city.! More
olten these unfortunates were dragged as far as the Danubian regions, to
he offered to Greek traders.

4 END OF THE HUNGARIAN INVASIONS

Mcanwhile, on the 10th of August 955, the king of East Francia, Otto the
Gireat, who had received intelligence of a raid on southern Germany,
nttacked the returning Hungarian band on the banks of the Lech. After a
bloody battle he was victorious, and was able to press home his advantage.
I'hc marauding expedition thus dealt with was destined to be the last. On
the confines of Bavaria hostilities were henceforth limited to border war-
lure. Soon, in accordance with the Carolingian tradition, Otto reorganized
the frontier commands. Two marches were created : one in the Alps, on the
Mur; the other, further north, on the Enns. The latter, soon to acquire the
name of the eastern command-—Ostarrichi, from which Austria is derived

rcached the forest of Vienna as early as the end of the tenth century, and
the Leitha and Morava towards the middle of the eleventh.

Brilliant though it was and despite its resounding moral effect, an
Inolated feat of arms like the battle of the Lechfeld would clearly not have
sufliced to put an end to the raids. The Hungarians, whose own territory
had not been touched, were far from having undergone such a crushing
defeat as the Avars had earlier at the hands of Charlemagne. The defeat of
one of their bands, of which several had already been likewise vanquished,
would have been powerless to change their mode of life. The truth is that,
[rom about 926, their long-distance raids, though furious as ever, were
none the less becoming more infrequent. In Italy, without battle, they also
ceased after 954. In the south-east, from 960 on, the incursions into Thrace
dwindled to modest little freebooting ventures. There is no doubt at all that
this was the result of a number of deep-seated causes which had by degrees
become effective.

The long forays across western Europe, carrying on an ancient traditional
behaviour, had not always been ultimately profitable. The hordes created
[rightful havoc as they passed, but it was hardly possible for them to load
themselves with enormous quantities of booty. The slaves, who must have
followed on foot, always tended to slow down their movements, and
moreover could not easily be prevented from escaping. The sources often
speak of fugitives: an instance was that parish priest from the neighbour-
hood of Rheims who, forced to accompany his captors as far as Berry,
gave them the slip one night, remained hidden in a swamp for several days

! Lantbertus, Vita Heriberti, c. 1in M.G.H., SS., 1V, p. 741.
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and finally succeeded in getting back to his village, bursting with the tale
of his adventures.! For the removal of treasure, the wagons, moving along
the wretched tracks of the time and traversing hostile territories, provided
a means of transport much more cumbersome and much less reliable than
the ships of the Northmen did on the fine rivers of Europe. The devastated
fields often gave insufficient fodder for the horses: the Byzantine general§
well knew that ‘the great obstacle encountered by the Hungarians in thein
wars resulted from lack of pasturage’.? On their journeys the bands were
obliged to fight many a battle; and even if victorious, they returned
decimated by this guerilla warfare. Disease also fought against them.
Bringing to a close in his annals (which he compiled from day to day) his
account of the year 924, the cleric Flodoard of Rheims joyfully records the
news, just received, that the majority of the pillagers of the Nimes regioq
had succumbed to a ‘plague’ of dysentery. As time went on, moreover, thg
fortified towns and castles increased in number, breaking up the opet
spaces which alone were really favourable to raiders. Finally, from abouff
the year 930, the continent had become practically free from the nightmarg
menace of the Northmen, so that thenceforth kings and nobles had theis
hands free to turn against the Hungarians and to organize a more methods
ical resistance. Looking at the situation from this aspect one sees that the&
decisive importance of Otto’s work lay much less in his splendid victory of:
the Lechfeld than in his creation of the marches.

Many motives therefore came into play to turn the Magyar people away]
from a type of enterprise which was undoubtedly yielding less and less in
profit and costing more and more in lives. But the influence of thesd
motives could not have been so effective had not Magyar society itself been
undergoing important changes.

On this point, unfortunately, the sources fail us almost completely. Likg
so many other nations, the Hungarians began to keep annals only afteg
their conversion to Christianity and Latin culture. We gain the impressiof]
nevertheless that agriculture little by little took its place by the side of
stock-raising: a slow metamorphosis, in any case, and one which involved
for a long time modes of life intermediate between the true nomadism of tha
pastoral peoples and the absolute stability of the communities of agrig
culturalists pure and simple. In 1147, the Bavarian bishop, Otto of Freising]
when on crusade, descended the Danube and was able to observe the
Hungarians of his own day. Their huts of reeds (more rarely of wood) were
used as shelter only during the cold season: ‘in the summer and autumn,
they lived in tents.” This is the same alternation which a little earlier an
A-rab geographer noted among the Bulgars of the Lower Volga. The
villages—very small affairs—were movable. Some time after the introg
duction of Christianity, between 1012 and 1015, a synod decreed that

1 Flodoard, Annales, 937.

* Leo, Tactica, XVIII, 62.
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villages must not move too far away from their churches. If they did so,
they were obliged to pay a fine and ‘return’.?

So, in spite of everything, the practice of extended raids disappeared.
Above all, there is no doubt that solicitude for the harvests ran counter to
the great summer migrations that brigandage involved. Favoured perhaps
by the absorption of foreign elements—Slav tribes that had long all but
veased to be nomadic, and captives coming from the old rural civiliza-
tions of the West—these modifications in the Magyar mode of life were
In harmony with profound political changes.

We perceive dimly, among the early Hungarians, above the little
rocieties united by blood-relationship actual or reputed, the existence of
Inrger but not very stable groupings: ‘the battle once ended,” wrote the
Emperor Leo the Wise, ‘they disperse to their clans (yew)) and tribes
(vAde)’. It was a type of organization rather similar, on the whole, to that
uill to be found at the present day in Mongolia. As far back as the sojourn
of the Magyar people in the region to the north of the Black Sea, an attempt
had been made, in imitation of the Khazar state, to set above all the chiefs
of the hordes a ‘Great Lord’ (such is the name employed by both the
Greek and Latin sources). The leader elected was a certain Arpad. From
then on, although it would be quite inaccurate to speak of a unified state,
the Arpad dynasty clearly regarded itself as destined for leadership. In the
second half of the tenth century it succeeded, not without a struggle, in
establishing its power over the entire nation. Populations which were
settled, or which moved about only in the interior of a restricted territory,
were easier to subdue than nomads devoted to a life of constant roving. The
work of stabilization seems to have been complete when in 1001, Vaik, a
prince descended from Arpad, took the title of king.?

A rather loose association of plundering and roving hordes had been
transformed into a state firmly rooted in its own soil, after the fashion of
the kingdoms or principalities of the West—indeed to a large extent in
imitation of them. As so often the fiercest conflicts had not prevented con-
tact between civilizations, and the more advanced had influenced the more
primitive.

The influence of Western political institutions had, moreover, been
accompanied by a deeper penetration involving the whole outlook of the
people; when Vaik proclaimed himself king, he had already received
baptism under the name of Stephen, which the Church has preserved for
him by ranking him among its saints. Like all the vast religious ‘no man’s
land’ of eastern Europe, from Moravia to Bulgaria and Russia, pagan
Hungary had from the first been disputed by two teams of evangelists, each

1K. Schiinemann, Die Entstehung des Stidtewesens in Siidosteuropa, Breslau, n.d.,
. 18-19, .
PP‘ On the somewhat obscure circumstances of the establishment of the Hungarian
kingdom, cf. P. E. Schramm, Kaiser, Roin und Renovatio, I, 1929, p. 153 et seq.
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of which represented one of the two great systems, from that time quitg
clearly distinguishable, into which Christianity was divided: that of Byzany
tium and that of Rome. Hungarian chiefs got themselves baptized at
Constantinople, and monasteries observing the Greek rite subsisted in
Hungary till well on into the eleventh century. But the Byzantine missions,
which came from too great a distance, were destined finally to be eclipsed
by their rivals.

Initiated in the royal houses by marriages in which the desire for
rapprochement was manifest, the work of conversion was actively carried
on by the Bavarian clergy. Bishop Pilgrim in particular, who from 971 to 999
occupied the see of Passau, made this his concern. He conceived of Passau
as playing for the Hungarians the same rdle of missionary metropolis as
Magdeburg was to play for the Slavs beyond the Elbe, and Bremen for the
Scandinavian peoples. Unfortunately, unlike Magdeburg and Bremeny
Passau was only a simple bishopric, a suffragan diocese of Salzburg. Did
that make any difference ? The bishops of Passau, whose diocese had really
been founded in the eighth century, regarded themselves as the successors of
those who, from the time of the Romans, had had their see in the fortified
burg of Lorch, on the Danube. Yieldingto the temptation to which so many
of his cloth on every hand were succumbing, Pilgrim caused a series of false
bulls to be fabricated, by which Lorch was recognized as the metropolitan

see of ‘Pannonia’. All that remained was to reconstitute this ancient
_ province. Around Passau, which would break all ties with Salzburg, and |
resume its pretended ancient rank, would be grouped, as satellites, the new
bishoprics of a Hungarian ‘Pannonia’. However, neither the popes nor the -

emperors could be persuaded to give their consent,

As for the Magyar princes, even if they felt ready for baptism they were

yet firmly resolved not to be dependent on German prelates. Asmissionaries
and later as bishops, they preferred to appoint Czech priests or even
Venetians; and when about the year 1000 Stephen organized the eccle-
siastical hierarchy of his state, it was placed, by papal consent, under the

authority of its own metropolitan. After his death, the struggles for the

succession, though they temporarily restored some prestige to certain chiefs
who had remained pagan, did not in the end seriously affect his achieve-
ments. Ever more deeply penetrated by Christianity, provided with a

crowned king and an archbishop, the latest arrival among the peoples of |

‘Scythia’ had—in the words of Otto of Freising—finally renounced the
tremendous raids of former days to shut itself up within the henceforth
unchanging horizon of its fields and pastures. Wars with the sovereigns
of neighbouring Germany remained frequent. But it was the kings of two
settled nations who thenceforward confronted each other.

1 The history of the ethnological map of ‘extra-feudal’ Europe does not here concern
us directly. It may be noted nevertheless that the settlement of the Hungarians in the
Danubian plain ended by cutting the Slav bloc in two.
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IT
THE NORTHMEN

1 GENERAL CHARACTER OF THE SCANDINAVIAN INVASIONS

'ROM the time of Charlemagne, all the populations of Germanic speech
living to the south of Jutland, being thenceforward Christians and incor-
porated in the Frankish kingdoms, came under the influence of Western
civilization. But farther to the north lived other Germans who had pre-
rerved their independence and their own traditions. Their speech, differing
among themselves, but differing much more from the idioms of Germany
properly so-called, belonged to another of the branches that sprang
originally from the common linguistic stock; we call this today the
Scandinavian branch. The contrast between their culture and that of their
more southerly neighbours had been clearly marked after the great
migrations which, in the second and third centuries of our era, had almost
depopulated the German lands along the Baltic and about the mouth of the
Elbe and thus removed many intermediate and transitional elements.
These natives of the far north formed neither a mere sprinkling of tribes
nor yet a single nation. The following groups were distinguishable: the
Danes, in Scania, on the islands, and, a little later, on the peninsula of Jut-
land; the Gotar whose memory is preserved today in the names of the
Swedish provinces of Oester- and Vestergdtland;* the Swedes, round the
shores of lake Milar; finally, the various peoples who, separated by vast
stretches of forest, by partly snowbound wastes and icy tracts, but united
by a common sea, occupied the valleys and coasts of the country which was
soon to be called Norway. Nevertheless there was a sufficiently pronounced
family likeness among these groups, doubtless the result of much in.ter-
mingling, for their neighbours to attach a common label to them. Since
nothing seems more characteristic of the foreigner—a being by nature
mysterious—than the direction from which he appears to spring forth, the
Germans on the hither side of the Elbe formed the habit of saying simply:
‘men of the North’, Nordman. It is a curious thing that this word, despite
its outlandish form, was adopted unaltered by the Roman populations of
Gaul; either because, before they came into direct contact with ‘the savage

1 The relationship of these Scandinavian Gotar to the Goths, whose rdle was so con-
siderable in the history of the Germanic invasions, poses a difficult problem on which the

specialists are far from agreement.
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nation of the Northmen’, its existence had been revealed to them b
reports emanating from the border provinces; or, more probably, beca
the common people had first heard the name used by their leaders—ro
officials most of whom, at the beginning of the ninth century, were descend
from Austrasian families and normally spoke the Frankish tongue. Mor
over, the use of the term was strictly confined to the continent. Th
English either tried to the best of their ability to distinguish among thi
different peoples, or simply designated them collectively by the name of on
of them, the Danes, with whom they had most to do.*

Such were the ‘pagans of the North’ whose incursions, suddenly launch
about the year 800, were destined for nearly a century and a half to afflic
the West. We today are naturally better able to place the raids of th
‘Northmen’ in their historical setting than were the look-out men, searchi
the seas with their eyes and trembling when they descried the prows of th
enemy ships, or the monks busy in their scriptoria recording the acts o
pillage. Seen in their true perspective, the raids seem to us but an episode
a particularly blood-stained one, it is true—of a great human adventure:
those far-ranging Scandinavian migrations which at about the same timey
from the Ukraine to Greenland, were creating so many new commercial
and cultural ties. But the task of showing how, by those epic achievementd
of peasants and merchants as well as of warriors, the horizon of Europeaf
civilization was enlarged is not within the scope of the present work; we
are here concerned with the ravages and conquests of the Northmen in
the West only in so far as they constituted a leavening element in feudal
society.

Thanks to the burial customs of the Northmen, we can form an exact
idea of their fleets, for a ship concealed under a mound of earth was the
chosen tomb of a chief. Modern excavations, mainly in Norway, have
brought to light several of these ship-burials: ceremonial boats, it is true,
intended for peaceful movement from fiord to fiord rather than for voyages
to distant lands, yet capable at need of very long journeys; a vessel
copied exactly from one of them—the Gokstad boat—was able in the
twentieth century to cross the Atlantic from shore to shore. The ‘lon;
ships’, which spread terror in the West, were of an appreciably different;
type—not so different, however, but that the evidence of the burials,
supplemented by documentary evidence, enables us to reconstruct their
appearance without much difficulty. They were deckless boats, master-
pieces of joinery by a race of craftsmen in wood, and in their skilfully pro-
portioned lines worthy of a great seafaring people. A little more than 65
feet long as a rule, they could either be propelled by oars or sailed, and each
carried an average of forty to sixty men, no doubt closely packed. The

* The ‘Northmen’ to whom records of Anglo-Saxon origin sometimes give prominence

are—according to the usage even of the Scandinavian texts; Norwegians, as distinct
from Danes stricto sensu.
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apecd of these vessels, judging by the model constructed from the Gokstad
find, was easily as much as ten knots. They were of shallow draugm—not
much more than three feet; a great advantage when they left the high seas
und ventured into the estuaries or even up the rivers.!

I‘or, to the Northmen, as to the Saracens, the waters were only a path-
wuy to the plunder of the land. Although they did not d.lsda.u.l at times to
leurn from Christian renegades, they possessed a sort of intuitive river lor'e
of their own, becoming so quickly familiar with the complexities of this
means of travel that, as early as 830, a contingent had escorted the arch-
bishop Ebbo from Rheims on his flight from his emperor. The prows -of
their ships moved forward among intricate networks of tr1b1'1tar.1es with
innumerable windings, favourable to surprise attack. Navigating the
Scheldt, they got as far as Cambrai; on the Yonne, as far as Sens; on the
lure, as far as Chartres; on the Loire, they reached Fleury, well upstrejam
from Orleans. Even in Britain, where the waterways beyond the tidal
reaches are much less favourable to navigation, the Ouse was neverthelgss
uble to convey Northmen as far as York, and the Thames and one of its
tributaries as far as Reading. If sails or oars could not be used, they
resorted to towing. Often, in order not to overlqad the ships, a detachment
would follow by land. Sometimes the water might be too shallt.)w.for.tltlle
ship to approach the banks, or perhaps in orfier to carry out a raid it might
be necessary to follow a shallow river, and in §uch cases small t?oats were
launched from the ships. To turn the fortiﬁcatu?ns barring the river route,
a portage would be improvised; this was done 1n'888 an-d 890, in ord;lr to
by-pass Paris. Over towards the east, in the Russian plains, the Scan m;—
vian merchants had had long experience in these .alternatxons between the
navigation and the portaging of ships from one river to another or along-
mdl:[ﬁﬁ:ﬁ;r, these marvellous sailors had no.fear of tl.1e land—of land
routes or land battles. When necessary they did not hesitate to leave ths
river to set out in pursuit of plunder; like those who in ?70 followa.l
through the forest of Orleans, along the track§ left by the vehicles, the ;1;3].11
of the monks of Fleury as they fled from their gbbey on t1'1e banks o . t;
Loire. Increasingly they learnt to use horses (this for their journeys rtath:

than for fighting) which they usually obtained from the very dlstrtl‘ch lrseys
were plundering. Thus, in 866, they rounded up a great numbgr }) 1 Onder
in East Anglia. Sometimes they transported them from or;e fiel Lof p uthe

to another; in 885, for example, from France to Englam_i. In this \ya);, ¢ ey
became more and more independent of the waterways: in 864, t(';)r msfan a;
they abandoned their ships on the Charente, and ventured as a1;f :

Clermont d’ Auvergne, which they captured: Capab_le now of n30v-1rt1§ swwcr)é
overland, they were better able to take their enemies by surPrlse,h eyelws
also very skilful at constructing earthworks and defending thems .

1 See Plate 1. 2 Asser, Life of King Alfred, ed. W. H. Stevenson, 1904, c. 66.
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What is more—and they were superior in this respect to the Hungarian,
horsemen—they knew well how to attack fortified places. By 888 the list of
the towns which in spite of their ramparts had succumbed to the assault of
the Northmen was already long: among them were Cologne, Rouen,
Nantes, Orleans, Bordeaux, London and York, to mention only the most
famous. The truth is that, leaving aside the part sometimes played by the
element of surprise, as at Nantes, captured on a feast-day, the old Roman
walls were by no means always well maintained, still less were they always
resolutely defended. When at Paris, in 888, a handful of energetic men put
the fortifications of the Cité in order and found the heart tofight, this town,
which in 845 had been sacked after being almost abandoned by its
inhabitants, and which on two subsequent occasions appears to have
suffered the same fate, for once put up a successful resistance.

The raids were profitable. The terror which they inspired in advance was
not less so. Some communities (for instance, as early as 810, certain
Frisian groups), recognizing that the government was incapable of defend-

ing them, and some isolated monasteries, had from the first begun to buy

immunity. Later the sovereigns. themselves grew accustomed to this
practice: for a sum of money they would obtain from the marauders the
promise to discontinue their ravages, at least for the time being, or to turn
towards other prey. In West Francia, Charles the Bald had set the example
in 845; in 864 it was followed by Lothar II, king of Lorraine; and in East
Francia, in 882, it was the turn of Charles the Fat. Among the Anglo-
Saxons, the king of Mercia paid for immunity, perhaps as early as 862; as
did the king of Wessex, certainly, in 872. It was in the nature of such ran-
soms t0 act as a perpetual lure and in consequence to be repeated almost
indefinitely. Since the princes were obliged to collect the necessary sums
from their subjects and, above all, from their churches there finally
developed a regular drain of Western wealth in the direction of Scandinavia.
Today, among so many reminders of those heroic ages, the museums of the
North preserve in their glass cases surprising quantities of gold and silver:
largely the proceeds of commerce, no doubt; but much of it also, as the
German priest Adam of Bremen remarked, ‘“fruits of brigandage’. It is a
striking fact that these precious metals stolen or received as tribute some-
times in the form of coins, sometimes as jewellery of the Western type,
should usually have been refashioned into trinkets conforming to the
taste of their new owners—evidence of a civilization singularly sure of
itself. ‘
Prisoners were also carried off, and unless they were afterwards bought
back, transported overseas. Thus, a little after 860, black prisoners rounded
up in Morocco were sold in Ireland. Finally, these warriors of the North
were men of strong and brutal sensual appetites, with a taste for bloodshed

' H. Shetelig, Les origines des invasions des Normands (Bergens Museums Arbog,
Historisk—antigkvarisk rekke, nr. 1), P. 10.
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and destruction, which manifested itself at times in great 01‘1tbrcaks par-
inking of madness, when violence no longer knew any restraint: one such
nceasion was the famous orgy in 1012, during which the Arch.bxshop of
Cunterbury, whom till then his captors had carefully gugrded with an eye
lo ransom, was pelted to death with the bones of_‘ the animals eaten at the
hanquet. Of an Icelander who had campaigned in the West the saga tells
un that he was surnamed ‘the children’s man’, because he refused tollmpale
children on the point of his lance, ‘as was the custom among I}ls com-
punions’.t All this sufficiently explains the terror spread by the invaders
wherever they went.

2 FROM RAID TO SETTLEMENT

Nevertheless, since the time when the Nortbmen had pillaged their first
monastery on the Northumbrian coast (793), and had <_:ompelled Charle-
magne hurriedly to organize the defence of the Frank.lsh littoral on the
Channel (800), the nature and scope of their enterprises had gradually
undergone a considerable change. The earliest raids, hmlte_d to northern
shores—the British Isles, the low-lying country bordering .the great
northern plain, the cliffs of Neustria—had been seasonal affairs carrle.d
out in fine weather by small bands of ‘Vikings’. The etymology of t_hls
word is disputed.? But that it stood for a pursuer of profitable ?qd warlike
ventures is not in doubt, and no more is the fact that the Viking bands
were generally constituted, in disregard of family or national ties, expregsly
for the enterprise itself. Only the kings of Denmark, heads of a state with
at least a rudimentary organization, were alread_y, on thf:xr southern
frontiers, attempting genuine conquests—though indeed without much
success. - .
Then, very rapidly, the radius of Viking activity expanded. The ships
fared as far as the Atlantic and farther still towards the south. As early as
844, certain ports of western Spain had been visited by the p1.rates..In 859
and 860, it was the turn of the Mediterranean. The Balearics, Pisa, the
Lower Rhéne were reached, and the valley of the Arno was penetrated as
far up as Fiesole. This Mediterranean inroad was, however, to be the only
one of its kind. Not that distances frightened the discoverers of Iceland and
Greenland. Did not the Barbary corsairs in the seventeenth century
venture in the opposite direction to within sight of Saintonge, nay, even as

! Landndmabok, cc. 303, 334, 344, 379. )
’"II"\Z:) p‘:?rzzipal interpretations have been advanced. Some scholars derive the word

inavian vik, bay; others see in it a derivative of the common Germanic
fvr;c[:]rrtlggnshizn: town or market)f (Cf. the Low-German Weichbild,_urban law, and a great
number of place-names, such as Norwich in England, or Brunswick—Braunschweig—in
Germany.) In the former case, the Viking would have taken his name from the bays
where he lurked waiting to attack; in the lagter, frpm the towns which he sometimes
frequented as a peaceful merchant and sometimes pillaged. No ope so far has been able
to furnish a decisive argument for one theory or the other.
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far as the banks of Newfoundland? But the truth is that the seas of
southern Europe were too well guarded by the Arab fleets.

On the other hand, the raids ate farther and farther into the body of the
continent and into Great Britain. No diagram is more eloquent than the
wanderings of the monks of Saint-Philibert, with their relics. The abbey
had been founded in the seventh century on the island of Noirmoutier—an
abode well suited to monks, so long as the sea remained more or less free
from marauders, but one which became extremely dangerous when the
first Scandinavian ships appeared in the Bay. A little before 819, the monks
had a refuge built on the mainland, at Dées, on the shore of the Lac de
Grandlieu. Soon they formed the habit of going there every year from the
beginning of spring and remaining there until the bad weather towards the
end of autumn seemed to afford a safe barrier against their seafaring
enemies, so that the church on the island could once more be opened for the
divine offices. Nevertheless, in 836, Noirmoutier, continually devastated and
experiencing growing difficulties in supplying itself with food, was judged
to be no longer tenable, and Dées, formerly only a temporary refuge, was
raised to the status of a permanent establishment, while farther to the rear
a little monastery recently acquired at Cunauld, upstream from Saumur,
served thenceforward as a position on which to fall back. In 858 a further
retreat was necessary, and Dées, still too near the coast, had in its turn to
be permanently abandoned in favour of Cunauld. Unfortunately this site
on the easily navigable Loire had not been judiciously chosen. By 862 the
monks had judged it necessary to move away from the river to Messay in

"Poitou—only to realize, after about ten years, that they were still perilously

close to the sea. This time the entire extent of the Central Massif did not
seem too great a protective barrier, and in 872 or 873 the monks fled to
Saint-Pourgain-sur-Sioule. Even there, however, they could not remain for
long, and eventually the fortified town of Tournus, on the Sadne, still
farther to the east, was the asylum where, from 875, the saintly community,
after so many weary journeys, finally found the ‘place of tranquillity’ of
which a royal charter speaks.?

These long-distance expeditions of the Northmen naturally required an
organization very different from that which had served for the lightning
raids of earlier days. In the first place, they called for much larger forces.
The small bands, each grouped about a ‘sea king’, united by degrees until
true armies came into being; an example is the ‘Great Host’ (magnus
exercitus) which, having been formed on the Thames, and then—after
plundering the Flemish coast—reinforced by the adhesion of several iso-
lated bands, ravaged Gaul atrociously from 879 to 892, to return at last
and disband on the coast of Kent. Above all it became impossible to
return every year to the North, and accordingly the Vikings took to the

! R. Poupardin, Monuments de I'histoire des abbayes de Saint-Philibert, 1905, with the

Introduction, and G. Tessier, Bibliothéque de I’Ecole des Chartes, 1932, p. 203.
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practice of wintering between two campaigns in the country which they had
chosen as a hunting-ground. This they did in Ireland from about 835; in
Giaul for the first time at Noirmoutier in 843; and in the Isle of Thanet, at
the mouth of the Thames, in 851. They had first established themselves on
the coasts, but soon they were not afraid to penetrate far into the interior.
Often they entrenched themselves on a river island, or they settled down
somewhere within easy reach of a stream. For these protracted visits some
of them brought over their wives and children. In 888, the Parisians could
hear from their ramparts female voices in the enemy camp, chanting the
dirge of the dead warriors. Despite the terror inspired by these nests of
brigands, from which fresh raids were constantly launched, some natives
would venture into the winter quarters to sell their produce, so that the
robbers’ den for the moment became a market. Buccaneers still, but by
now half-sedentary buccaneers, the Northmen were getting ready to
become conquerors of the soil.

Everything indeed disposed the simple bandits of former days to such an
evolution. These Vikings, who were attracted by the opportunities for
plunder that the West afforded, belonged to a race of peasants, black-
smiths, wood-carvers and merchants, as well as warriors. Drawn from their
homes by the love of gain or adventure, sometimes forced into this exile by
family feuds or rivalries between chieftains, they none the less felt behind
them the traditions of a society with a fixed framework. It had been after
all as colonists that the Scandinavians had settled in the islands, from the
Faroes to the Hebrides, and as colonists again, true reclaimers of virgin
territory, that from 870 onwards they carried out the great ‘taking up of
the land’, the Landndma of Iceland. Accustomed to mixing commerce
with piracy, they had created round the Baltic a whole ring of fortified
markets, and the common characteristic of the early principalities founded
by various chieftains during the ninth century at either end of Europe—in
Ireland round Dublin, Cork and Limerick; in Kievian Russian along the
stages of the great river-route—was that they were essentially urban,
dominating the surrounding territory from a town selected as centre.

It is necessary at this point to pass over the history, interesting though it
is, of the colonies established in the western isles: the Shetlands and Ork-
neys, which were annexed from the tenth century to the kingdom of Norway
and were only to pass to Scotland at the very end of the Middle Ages (1468);
the Hebrides and Man, which till the middle of the thirteenth century con-
stituted an autonomous Scandinavian principality; and the coastal king-
doms of Ireland, which after their expansion had been checked at the
beginning of the eleventh century did not finally disappear till about a
century later, under the impact of the English conquest. In these lands
situated at the extreme edge of Europe, it was with the Celtic societies that
Scandinavian civilization clashed. Here the account of the settlement of the

Northmen will be confined to the two great ‘feudal’ countries: the old
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Frankish state and Anglo-Saxon Britain. Although between these two
territories—as among the neighbouring isles—human intercourse cons
tinued, and the war-bands always crossed the Channel or the Irish Sea
with ease, while the leaders, if disappointed by a reverse on one shorey
habitually turned to seek better fortune on the opposite coast, it will none
the less be necessary, for the sake of greater clarity, to examine the two
fields of conquest separately.

3 THE SCANDINAVIAN SETTLEMENTS: ENGLAND

Their first wintering on British soil in 851 initiated the Scandinavians’ new
policy of settling there permanently. From that time on, their bands,
working more or less in relays, never let go their prey. Of the Anglo-Saxon
states some, whose kings had been killed, disappeared: such were Deira, on
the east coast, between the Humber and the Tees; and East Anglia, between
the Thames and the Wash. Others, like Bernicia in the extreme north and
Mercia in the centre, survived for some time, although much reduced in
size and placed under a sort of protectorate. Only Wessex, which extended
at that time over the whole of southern England, succeeded in preserving its

independence, .though not without bitter fighting in campaigns made
illustrious from 871 by the clear-sighted and patient heroism of King

Alfred.

A finished product of that Anglo-Saxon civilization which, more success-
fully than any other in the barbarian kingdoms, had managed to weld
together in an original synthesis the contributions of contrasted cultural
traditions, Alfred, the scholar-king, was also a soldier-king. He succeeded
(c. 880) in conquering what still remained of Mercia, which was thus
withdrawn from Danish influence, although in the same period it became
necessary to abandon to the invader by regular treaty the whole of the
eastern part of the island. Yet it should not be supposed that this im-
mense territory, roughly bounded on the west by the old Roman road
from London to Chester, formed at that time a single state in the hands of
the conquerors. Scandinavian kings or ‘jarls’, with here and there, no
doubt, a petty Anglo-Saxon chieftain, like the successors of the princes of
Bernicia, divided up the country, being sometimes united among them-
selves by various bonds of alliance or subordination, and sometimes
at odds with each other. Elsewhere small aristocratic republics were
set up, similar to those of Iceland. Fortified boroughs had been constructed
which served as strong-points as well as markets for the various ‘armies’,
now become sedentary; and since it was necessary to provide sustenance
for the troops arrived from overseas, land had been distributed among the
warriors. Meanwhile, on the coasts, other bands of Vikings continued their
pillaging. Is it surprising that, towards the end of his reign, his memory still
burdened with so many scenes of horror, Alfred, translating the picture of
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ihe Golden Age in the Consolation of Boethius, could not refrain from
alding this touch to the original: ‘in those days one never heard tell of
ships armed for war’?* - .
I'hc state of anarchy prevailing in the Danish part of the island explains
{he fact that from 899 the kings of Wessex, who alone in the whole of
Miituin disposed of extensive territorial power and relatively large re-
syurces, were able to undertake the reconquest of the country. Their
vampaigns were based on a network of fortifications they had gradually
vonstructed. From 954, after an extremely bitter struggle, they succeeded
in getting their authority recognized as supreme over all the territory
previously occupied by the enemy. This certainly did not mean, however,
{hat the traces of Scandinavian settlement were effaced. It is true that a
fow jarls, with their followers, had more or less voluntarily taken to the sea
agein. But most of the former invaders stayed where they were: the
loaders retained their authority under the royal hegemony, and the rank
nnd file kept their lands. ' o
Meanwhile, profound political changes were at work in Scandlnayla
itself. Above the chaos of small tribal groups, real states were being
consolidated or established: states as yet very unstable, torn by innumer-
nble dynastic conflicts and ceaselessly engaged in war with ee}ch other, yet
capable, at least spasmodically, of formidable concentrations of Fhelr
forces. Alongside Denmark, where the royal power had grown consider-
ably by the end of the tenth century; alongside the kingdom of the Swedes,
which had absorbed that of the Gotar, there now stretched the latest-born
of the northern monarchies, created initially in the relatively open and
fertile lands about Oslo fjord and Lake Mjosen. This was the kingdom of
the ‘north way’ or, as the English say, Norway: the very name, a simple
matter of location and without any ethnic implications, signifying .the
unified authority which had been imposed by degrees on the particula'rfsm
of peoples once quite distinct. The rulers of these more powerful political
unities were still familiar with the Viking’s way of life. As young men,
before their accession, they had roamed the sea; later, if some reverse com-
pelled them to flee for the time being before a more fortunate rival, they set
off again on the great adventure. Is it not understandable that, once having
been in the position to order substantial levies of men and ships over an
extensive territory, they should again have cast their eyes towards the sea to
seck, beyond the horizon, the opportunity for new conquests?‘ .
When from 980 on the incursions into Britain were once more mtensﬂ'ied,
it is characteristic that we should soon find at the head of the principal
bands two pretenders to Scandinavian thrones: one to that of Norway, the
other to that of Denmark. Both subsequently became kings. The Nor-
wegian, Olaf Tryggvason, never returned to the island. The Dane, on the
other hand, Sweyn Fork-Beard, did not forget the way back. He seems to

1 King Alfred’s Old English Version 02f3Boethius, ed. W. J. Sedgefield, § XV.
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have been recalled in the first instance by one of those feuds which a
Scandinavian hero could not renounce without dishonour. In his absenceg
the pillaging expeditions had continued under other leaders, and Ethelredg
king of England, decided that there was no better way to defend himsel
against the marauders than by taking some of them into his serviceg
To oppose Vikings to Vikings in this way was an old game that had been
practised on several occasions by the princes of the continent, but in mos§
cases with very limited success.
Experiencing in his turn the faithlessness of his ‘Danish’ mercenarieg]
Ethelred, on the 13th November 1002 (St. Brice’s Day), revenged himself on
them by ordering the massacre of all those within reach. According to a
later tradition, which it is impossible to verify, the victims included Sweyn§
own sister. From 1003 onwards the king of Denmark was burning Englislj
towns, and thenceforward war almost incessantly ravaged the country
continuing till after the death of both Sweyn and Ethelred. In the early dayg
of the year 1017, the last representatives of the house of Wessex having
taken refuge in Gaul or having been sent by the Danish conquerors into the
distant country of the Slavs, the ‘wise’ of the land—that is to say, the
assembly of the great nobles and bishops—acknowledged Sweyn’s son,
Cnut, king of all the English.
This was not a simple matter of a change of dynasty. At the time of his
accession to the English throne, Cnut was not yet king of Denmark, whera
one of his brothers reigned; but he became so two years later. Subsequentlfj
he conquered Norway, and at least attempted to establish his power over
the Slavs and Finns beyond the Baltic, as far as Esthonia. It was natural that
the freebooting expeditions by sea should be succeeded by attempts to
found a maritime empire. England figured in this enterprise as the most
westerly province. It was on English soil that Cnut chose to pass the whole
of the last period of his life, and it was to the English clergy that he readily
appealed to organize the missionary churches of his Scandinavian domi-~
nions. The son of a heathen king, perhaps converted late in life, Cnut him-
self was devoted to the Roman Church; he was a founder of monasteries,a
religious-minded and moralizing legislator in the manner of Charlemagne,
Thus he was in full accord with his subjects in Britain when, faithful to the
example of several of his Anglo-Saxon predecessors, he made his pilgrimage
to Rome in 1027, ‘for the redemption of his soul and the salvation of his
peoples’. He was present at the coronation of the greatest sovereign of the
West, the Emperor Conrad II, king of Germany and Italy; he also met the
king of Burgundy, and as a good son of a people who had always been
merchants as well as warriors, he contrived to obtain from these gate-
keepers of the Alps profitable exemptions from tolls for the merchants of
England. But it was from the Scandinavian countries that he derived the
major part of the forces with which he held the great island. ‘Aale caused
this stone to be erected. He levied taxes for King Cnut in England. God
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rest his soul.’ Such is the inscription in runic characters which today can
still be read on a funeral stele, near a village in the Swedish province of
Upland.! This state, centred about the North Sea, was a cross-roads where
many different currents of civilization met. Officially it was Christian,
despite the presence in its various territories of numerous elements still
pagan or very superficially Christianized; and through the channel of
Christianity it was accessible to the influence of the ancient literatures.
Finally, it was a blend of the native traditions of the Scandinavian peoples
with the heritage of Anglo-Saxon civilization, itself at once Germanic and
Latin.

Perhaps it was about this time, but more probably a little earlier, that in
Northumbria, which was peopled with former Vikings, an Anglo-Saxon
poet, putting into verse old legends of the country of the Gotar and the
Danish islands, composed the Lay of Beowulf, full of the echoes of an epic
vein still completely pagan. As further evidence of the play of opposing
influences, this strange and sombre poem with its fabulous monsters is
preceded in the manuscript in which it has been transmitted to us by a
letter from Alexander to Aristotle, and followed by a fragment translated
from the Book of Judith.?

But this remarkable state had always been rather loosely knit. Communi-
cations over such great distances and by turbulent seas involved many
risks. For some it must have been disquieting to hear Cnut declare in the
proclamation which in 1027, on his way from Rome to Denmark, he
addressed to the English: ‘I intend to come to you, once my eastern realm
is pacified . . . as early this summer as I am able to procure myself a fleet.’
The parts of the empire from which the sovereign was absent had to be
entrusted to viceroys, who were not invariably loyal. After the death of
Cnut the union which he had created and maintained by force fell to
pieces. Norway having finally seceded, England, as a separate kingdom,
was first allotted to one of his sons, then for a brief period reunited to
Denmark. Finally in 1042, it was once more a prince of the house of
Wessex, Edward, later called ‘the Confessor’, who was acknowledged king.

Meanwhile, the Scandinavian inroads on the coasts had not completely
ceased, nor had the ambitions of the northern chiefs been quenched as yet.
Bled white by so many wars and pillagings, disorganized in its political and
ecclesiastical structure, troubled by the dynastic rivalries of the nobles, the
English state was plainly no longer capable of more than a feeble resistance.

1QOskar Montelius, Sverige och Vikingafiderna visternt (Sweden and the Viking
Expeditions in the West)in Antikvarisk Tidskrift, XXI, 2, p. 14 (several other examples).

2 Klaeber’s edition, 1928, furnishes a guide to the enormous literature relating to the
poem. The date is in dispute, the linguistic evidence proving singularly difficult to inter-
pret. The opinion advanced in the text seems to me to tally with historical probabilities:
of. L. L. Schiicking, Wann entstand der Beowulf? in Beitrige zur Gesc<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>