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AUTHOR'S PREFACE

(TO THE FRENCH EDITION)

HE quotations in the following pages are very numer-
ous: the majority in old French. In some cases they
have been shortened and the language and spelling

modernized. The bibliographies at the end of the chapters do
not pretend to completeness. The studies published on the
history of the Middle Ages are infinite in number. Only the
documents and works which have been most used are mentioned.
We have made great use of the works of our predecessors, and
especially those of our masters, Jacques Flach, Achille Luchaire,
Siméon Luce, and those of Messieurs Ch. V. Langlois, Emile
Méle, Joseph Bédier, and Alfred Coville. It is a pleasant duty
to express to them our gratitude and admiration.

Fz. F.-B.
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CHAPTER 1
CENTURIES OF ANARCHY

Ninth and tenth centuries. The Barbarian invasions. De-

struction of the towns. Impotence of the sovereign authority.

Civil struggles—Anarchy. Destruction of Roman civilization.
Absence of governance in society.

Dimly the records give a glimpse of a people scattered

and without guidance. The Barbarians have broken
through the ramparts. The Saracen invasions have spread in
successive waves over the South. The Hungarians swarm over
the Eastern provinces. “These strangers,” writes Richer,
“ gave themselves over to the most cruel outrages ; they sacked
town and village, and laid waste the fields. They burned
down the churches and then departed with a crowd of captives,
and no one said them nay.”

THE night of the ninth century . . . What is its course ?

The realm they have burnt, wasted, and spoilt,
Great numbers they carry off captive bound,
Little children and women of high birth,
Noblemen too with blows they drive off on foot.
(Ogier the Dane, v. 401.)

The Normans from the north penetrate by way of the rivers
to the very centre of France, “ skimming over the ocean like
pirates.” Chartres, in the heart of the realm, was wont to
take pride in its name, “ the city of stone,” urbs lapidum. The
Normans appear, and Chartres is sacked.

William le Breton boasts the antiquity and wealth of the
town of Autun ; but the Barbarians have scattered these riches
and its site is overgrown with weeds.

“The country is laid waste as far as the Loire,” says the
chronicler of Amboise, ““ so completely that where once were
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THE MIDDLE AGES

prosperous towns, wild animals now roam. The plain where
once the harvests ripened now knows only

¢The thistle and the sharp-thorned briar.””
(Virgil, Bucolics, v. 39.)

And Paris ? ““ What shall I say of her ? ” writes Adrevald.
“That town once resplendent in her wealth and glory, famed
for her fertile lands, is now but a heap of ashes.”

In the course of the ninth and tenth centurics all the towns
of France were destroyed. Can one imagine the slaughter and
plunder concentrated in such a statement ?

In the little country villages the houses crumble to dust,
the walls of the churches are full of cracks, their roofs gape
wide, the tabernacles are overgrown with weeds while ivy
clings to their capitals. The house of God has become a den
where foxes burrow and birds of prey have their nests, where
one may see the lidless eyes of the owl shine unblinking through
spiders’ webs.

Powerless to resist the invaders, many men-at-arms join
them. They plunder together, and as there is no longer
any supreme authority, private quarrels, of man against man,
family against family, of district against district, break out,
are multiplied, and never-ending. ‘“ And three men cannot
meet two without putting them to death.” * The statutes of
the sacred canons and the capitularies of our ancestors have
become void,” writes Carloman in his palace of Verneuil (March
884). Private wars become commmon. ““In the absence of a
central authority,” says Hariulf, *“ the stronger break out into
violence.” ‘“Men destroy one another like the fishes of the
sea ” (Council of Trosly).

There was nothing but attacks, rescues, captures, and re-
prisals, which one can picture from the story, told by Richer,
of a leader who was conducting his army over the land from
which the enemy drew his supplies. He ravaged it with such
fury that “ he did not leave even her cabin to a poor old woman
in her second childhood.”

There is no longer any trade, only unceasing terror. Fear-
fully men put up buildings of wood only. Architecture is no
more.
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CENTURIES OF ANARCHY

In the time of Charles the Great, and under his grcat
military power, it would have been possible to discern a society
in dissolution. And how much more was the disorder to
manifest itself afterwards. At the end of the tenth century
was there any remnant, ever so small, of the social, political,
and economic conditions established in Gaul by the Romans,
or even introduced after their time in rough fashion by the
Barbarians ?

Everything is changed. The monk Paul, who lived in the
eleventh century, speaks of a collection of charters, the most
ancient of which dated from the ninth century : “ What changes !
The rolls preserved in the archives of our abbey show that
the peasants of that time lived under customs which those of
to-day know no longer; even the words which they used are
not those of the present day.” And further on: “1 have
found the names of places, persons, and things changed since
that time to such a degree that not only have they disappcared,
but it is no longer possible to identify them ; far from having
preserved them, men do not even know them ” (Cariulary of
Saint-Pére).

The peasant has abandoned his ravaged fields to avoid the
violence of anarchy. The people have gone to cower in the
depths of the forests or in inaccessible regions, or have taken
refuge in the high mountains.

The ties which united the inhabitants of the country have
been burst asunder; customary and legal usage have broken
down. Society has no longer any governance.

Sources.—Chron. de Nithard, ed. Pertz, Scriptores, ii. 642-72 ; Chron.
de Nantes, ed. R. Merlet, Paris, 1896 ; Chron. des comies dAnjou, ed.
Halphen and Poupardin, 1913 ; Richeri historiarum hbri IV, ed. Waitz,
Scriptores rerum germanicarum in usum scholarum, 1877 ; Adrevald,
Miracles de S. Benou, ed. Duchesne, Haistorice Francorum scripiores, iii.
1661 ; Chron. & Hariulf, ed. Lot, 1894 ; Garin le Loherain, translated by
P. Paris (1862).

Historican Works.—Benj. Guérard, Prolégom au polyplique de I'abbé
Irminon, 1845 ; Fustel de Coulanges, Histoire des institutions de Pancienne
France, 1879-97, 8 vols. ; Jacq. Flach, Les Origines de Pancienne France,
1886-1917, 4 vols. ; L. Reynaud, Les Origines de linfluence francaise en
Allemagne (950-1150), 1913 ; Imbart de la Tour, Hisloire de lu nation
frangaise, edited by G. Hanotaux, tome iii., Histoire politique des origines
a 1515 (1921).
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The Family.

labour, and for armed defence.
family takes its place.

4

CHAPTER II
THE FORMATION OF FEUDAL FRANCE

The Family.—Social life is narrowed to the family. The motte
of earth and wood. The head of the family. Extension of the
family. The “Mesnie” (household). The Fief.—The household
in extending forms the fief. The baron is the head of a family.
Reciprocal duties of lord and vassal. Sentiments of devotion
and affection which unite them. The serfs. The stone keeps.
The feudal hierarchy. The Town.—The feudal castle is a work-
shop. Beginnings of trade. The castle is peopled by bourgeois.
Coucy. Construction of Ardres. Castles and towns at the end
of the eleventh century. Lords of towns. First communal
charters. Meilhan-en-Bazadais. The Lignages. The big towns
of the Middle Ages were formed by a union of fiefs. The com-
munal assembly. The King.—The French throne in the second
half of the tenth century. Rivalry between the descendants
of Charles the Great and those of Robert the Strong. Election
of Hugh Capet. He represents the feudal baron on the throne.
The King is the head of a family. The Queen directs the royal
ménage. Authority of the royal family. The great officers
personal servants of the sovereign. The royal household. The
resources of the Crown. The King as judge. Royalty the
pinnacle of the feudal hierarchy. The monarch has an
ecclesiastical character.

T is in the midst of this anarchy that the work of social
reconstruction is to be accomplished by the only organ-
ized force remaining 'ntact, under the only shelter which

nothing can overthrow, for it has its foundations in the human

heart : the family. In the midst of the storm the family
endures, grows stronger, and draws together.

Obliged to suffice to its own needs, it creates the

instruments necessary to it for agriculture and mechanical

The State no longer exists, the

Social life is confined to the fireside ;



FORMATION OF FEUDAL FRANCE

life in common is limited to the bounds of the house and its
surroundings, to its walls and enclosure.

It is a little society, near to but isolated from similar little
societies formed on the same model.

The French countryside has taken on again an aspect of
primitive wildness. Over the uncultivated lands spread virgin
forests—waste stretches where, nevertheless, here and there,
preferably on the heights, can be discerned modest groups of
habitations, each of which forms the domain of that little
State, the family, in which the germs of social life are preserved.
The family dwells in its domain, girt round with a stockade and
protected by ditches. The palisade is called the “ hericon ” ;
it is formed of thin stakes planted obliquely in the soil, with
the sharp, aggressive points blackened with fire. In the middle
of the enclosure is a mound, formed of the soil taken from the
ditches, on which is built a wooden structure, a tower, the
future keep. It is the residence of the master. In the enclosure
lives the family, including relatives, companions, and servants ;
there it dwells with its cattle, weapons mingling with the
instruments of labour. It has there dwelling-places, stables,
sheds, storehousecs, and barns.

Some of these wooden towers will still exist in the eleventh
century. The monk Aimoin, of Fleury-sur-Loire, was to describe
one of them. It stood at the Cour-Marigny, not far from Mon-
targis : ““The residence of Séguin was a wooden tower. In
the upper story dwelt Séguin with his family ; there he spent
his time, took his meals, and slept at night. In the lower part
was a storehouse where were kept all things needed for daily
life. The floor of the upper part, made of long planks shaped
with an axe, rested on arches.”

At the top of the tower, a “ guette,” or watchman, scans the
horizon. Near the top the tower is surrounded by a path for
patrol purposes. There is no opening from the ground up to the
first story, where there is an entrance door reached by a wooden
staircase, which can be quickly destroyed. The tower on its
mound, which dominates the exterior line of enclosure bounded
by a ditch, is itself immediately surrounded by a rampart
protected by another ditch, over which has been thrown a
drawbridge, also easily destructible. Finally, within the large
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THE MIDDLE AGES

enclosure a circular spol marked out by rough stones is reserved
for mectings held under the dircetion of the head of the family.

Bordering this group of ercctions are to be noticed embank-
ments of carth resembling fumuli; they are the graves of
ancestors, or of dead relatives. They are so arranged as to
serve as a first line of defence. All these structures are of
wood, except the mound proper, the banks and tumuli formed
of heaped-up earth.

Many ycars later, the historian of William the Marshall
was to mention one of these primitive mounds which remained
between Anet and Sorel (1180) : An old abandoned mound

Which was but poorly fashioned
Close girt by a palsade . . . (v. 3935.)

It was enclosed by a deep ditch. And even down to our
time there have remained in the Gironde, at the place called
la Tusque (Sainte-Kulalic d’Ambarés), some vestiges of these
erections, the humble beginnings of the castles of the Middle Ages.

The fortified mounds (moffes) increased rapidly in number
in France during the second half of the tenth eentury.  From
the beginning of the eleventh, mention is found of defensive
buildings of stone, erccted on high ground diflicult of approach
and proteeted by ravines or marshes ; nevertheless, the wooden
keeps, built in the tenth eentury, are to remain in great numbers
in the following century. They are to be repaired and kept up,
so that they will be found still in the time of Philip Augustus.

The marches were well defended,
¥From Bonsmoling to Arches
There was not stone or wooden
Castle which was not well garrisoned.
(Guillaume le Maréchal, v. 811.)

There lived the family, under the rule of its natural
head.

At the beginning of our history the head of the family
recalls the paterfamilias of ancient times. He commands the
group which surrounds him and bears his name ; he organizes
the common defence, apportions the labour according to
individual abilities and needs. He reigns—the word is in the
6



FORMATION OF FEUDAL FRANCE

texts—as absolute master. He is called “lord.” His wife,
the mother of the family, is called “ lady,” domina.

Within each of the fortified residences we have described,
are produced all things necessary for the support of those who
live there. These people make use on the spot of things which
they have made themselves. Exchanges are no longer made ;
and when these are resumed they will be made first of all
between immediate neighbours, from one ‘“ motte” to the
next. For the rest, Iife is simple: it is agricultural life without
movement. A man suffers, loves, works, and dies in the
place where he was born. The head of the family is at the
same time soldier and farmer, like the heroes of Homer. The
lands which he cultivates are grouped round his dwelling-place.
To make use of a term of the Economists, they are “ agglom-
erated > there.

The family, under the direction of its head, is able to build
its dwelling and to manufacture scythes and ploughs. In
the interior courtyard glow the forge fires, where arms are
fashioned on the loud anvil. The women weave and dye
stuffs.

The family has become for men a country—the documents
of the period call it patria. And each one loves it with an
emotion the more intense because he has it all round him.
He sees it live : he feels immediately its strength and beauty
and also its sweetness. It is for him a strong and cherished
armour, a necessary protection. Without the family, of which
he is one of the elements, he could not live.

Thus are formed the sentiments of solidarity which bind
the members of a family one to the other. The prosperity of
one will ensure that of his relatives; the honour of the one
will be the honour of the other, and consequently the shame
of one will fall on all the members of the “line.”

These sentiments are to grow strong and develop, and to
assume ever more power, in proportion as the family itself
develops and the work accomplished through and by the
family becomes more notable; when the “house” has been
built and the ‘““line” has spread. For the family thus con-
stituted is not to remain limited to father, mother, children,
and servants.

7



THE MIDDLE AGES

Already it has grown. The spirit of solidarity which binds
its different members together, strengthened by the necessities
of the time, keep the various branches joined to the trunk.
The younger sons and their offspring remain grouped round
the eldest and continue to receive from him a common guidance.
This family in the larger sense, which includes the younger
sons and their children, the cousins, the scrvants, and the
workmen attached to the house, takes the name of ““ mesnie ”
(ménage)—mesnie from the Latin mansionata, house. This
social group, sprung from the family and preserving its char-
acteristics, this “ greater” family, is destined to play a very
large part in the first period of our national history.

The ““mesnic” ncludes the fanuly, the relatives united
round the head of the prineipal branch, the servants, all those
who live round, for, and through the * house.”™ At the head
of the house is the lord, invested with the character of a patron,
paternal like the authority he wiclds. An old saying ran:
“ Like lord, like house 5 as we say now : Like father, like son.

The household (mesnie) includes the kinsmen and the most
faithful relatives by marriage. They are fed, reared, instructed
in work and soldiering with the nephews, children, and other
relatives. The spirit which prevails in the ** mesnie ” remains
strictly that of a family. In several provinees of France,
notably in Burgundy, in the cleventh and twelfth centuries
the word ““ mesnic ™ still means a house in the conerete sense.
Certain rights arc given in fief over some “‘ mesnies” in a
village.

In course of time, through the growth of the family and the
ties of a fictitious relationship which attaches to it many
strangers, the “ mesnie” comes to include a very important
group of men. The private “ mesnie ” which depends immedi-
ately on the lord will have become so numerous by the twelfth
century that its forces will suffice for a military expedition
when it is not a case of a “great war.” In feudal struggles
a “ mesnie ”* will be seen defending or taking a town. Lambert
d’Ardres, in the twelfth century, will speak of the “ infinite
multitudes ” who compose the great scigniorial ‘‘ mesnies.”
The brother of the Provost of Bruges, according to Galbert,
ruled over a ‘‘ mesnie ”’ of 8000 friends and relatives.

8



FORMATION OF FEUDAL FRANCE

The ““ mesnie > has its eyes fixed on its head, its lord. It
assists him with its counsels, it supports him in time of trouble ;
the strong men follow him in his expeditions.

United around their lord it 1s the duty of those who form
the ““ mesnie ” to love one another as members of one family,
so that indeed this reciprocal affection, deep and devoted,
which binds the members of the household (mesnie) gives it
its essential character. The members of a household ought
to have for their lord the affection which is shown to the head
of a family, and he on his side has the duty of loving, protecting,
and guiding them in all gentleness. In Raoul de Cambrai
the Count of Artois sees his men lying “in the sand.” The
enemy have killed them with their heavy spears. ‘ His house-
hold is there, dead, bleeding: with his right hand he blesses
them ; he mourns and weeps over them ; his tears run down
to his waist.”

The family, grown and organized into the ‘‘ mesnie,” has
its artisans and its labourers who act at the same time as
soldiers under the leadership of their head; it possesses a
moral organization, again under the dircction of the head of
the family. The members of this extended family are united
as a sort of corporation; they assist each other mutually ;
they have their tribunal, the tribunal of the lord, i.e. of the
head of the family; they have their customs, their manners,
their traditions; they have their flag—that is to say, their
watchword ; they have their banner, ““ the iron haft of which is
gilded over >’ ; they take one name, the name of their lord, of the
head of the family ; they form * such and such a household.”

The family, lasting through the generations, is destined
to assert its traditions, the qualities of which it will be proud,
heroism and honour. Several generations have gone by since
that brutal epoch when the family was the necessary refuge for
the individual, and yet all would still work, fight, and die for it.

It is the living cell from which France sprang.

¢

Sources.—Aimoin, Miracula S. Benedicti, ed. Mabillon ; 4cta Sanctorum
ord. S. Ben., iv. 856-90 ; La Changun de Guillelme, e¢d. Herm. Suchier,
Biblioth. normannica, 1911 ; Robert de Blois, Simmtliche Werke, Berlin,
1889-95, 8 vols. ; L’histoire de Guallaume le Maréchal, ed. P. Meyer, 1891~
1901, 3 vols. ; Montaiglon-Raynaud, Recueil des fabliauz, 1872-90, 6 vols.
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Historicat, Works.—Jacq. Flach, Les Origines de Uanc. France,
1886-1917, 4 vols. ; Karl Bucher, die Lnstehung der Folkswertschaft, 2nd
ed., 1898 ; Viollet-le-Due, Dictionnaire de U Architecture, 1851 -G8, 10 vols.
8vo, and Dictionnatre du Mobilier, 1868-75, 6 vols.

Messieurs Alfred and Maurice Croiset have given us the
following picture of ancient Greece at the beguning of its
. feudal period: *‘ The populations sought their

The Fiel. existence in the hard and obstinate labour of the
soil ; there was no active industry nor any great trade ; it was
a rough, poor life, servile and unquiet ; a life in which war was
frequent, and consequently there were incursions and pillag-
ings; cvery one bore arms.  Instead of open towns there were
fortified enclosures built of great stones and situated on the hills;
and there were war-leaders who defended the men of the fields
and gave them shelter behind their ramparts in times of danger.”

And such also is the picture which France offers us at the
end of the tenth century: “That was the time.” writes
Benjamin Guérard, “ when ecach one to seeure his own safety
fortificd and entrenched himself as best he could. The steeps
were inhabited ; the heights were crowned with towers and
forts ; the walls of the dwellings were furnished with turrets,
bristling with battlements and picreed with loopholes.  Ditehes
were dug and drawbridges poised ; the river-ways and defiles
were watched and defended ; roads were barred and com-
munications intercepted. At the end of the tenth eentury
cach person had his definite position; IFranee was covered
with fortified places and feudal haunts; everywhere socicty
watched and held itself in ambush.”

In these ““haunts” lived men, rude and valiant, who
engaged in war and the work of the fields. ** William of Pon-
thicu, sprung from the blood royal of France, had four sons.
The eldest loved only arms; the second eared only for the
chase ; the third gave himsclf to rustic labours, content to
store wheat in the barns, and his father gave to him in fief the
carldom of Saint-Paul ; as to the youngest, he devoted himself
to the breeding of cattle: his father allotted to him a terri-
tory of uneven ground, bristling with thickets, little woods,
and quick-set hedges, possessing pastures and marsh-lands "
(Lambert d’Ardres).

10
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Hariulf describes the country thus arranged, and it is
simply Ponthieu: “ The country is watered by rivers and
springs of fresh water ; it is wooded, offers pasturage for sheep,
and produces corn. The men there are warlike. No towns
are to be seen, only strong castles.”

Such was the French countryside at the beginning of the
feudal period.

The family has become the household (mesnie), and the
household develops and becomes the fief.

. For a ‘““stranger ” (forain) could enter into the household
of the lord by adoption. To be adopted is, according to the
Epitome of Saint-Gall, ad alium patrem se commendare, to put
oneself under the authority of another father; moreover,
contemporaries used the word familia to indicate the whole
number of persons joined under the authority of a feudal chief.

The baron—which word means ‘ master ”—at the head of
afiefis the head of a family. By this is undcrstood all his trusty
followers, his subjects, and it is well to ponder this expression.
The baron calls his subjects his kindred :

With you I will go and my great kindred :
Full twenty thousand in number shall we be.
(Oguer le Danois (the Dane), v. 4932.)

It is a family whose members are identified one with another,
like those of the same family when there is question of joy or
sorrow. ““ Yours will be the fault,” a vassal will say to his
lord, *“to me will fall the loss; and you will have part in it, for
the penalty goes to him who holds the lordship ; morcover, it
is for you to compensate me.”” The lord owes to his vassals
protection, help, the means of support. “ In hisland of Guines,”
says Lambert d’Ardres, ““ Count Arnoul gathered his subjects
round him and worked for their good ; he received them into
his house, into his family ; he took an interest in them and
married them on his land.” When the vassal dies the lord
takes charge of his widow ; if she is young, he busies himself
about marrying her again; he takes care of her children.
For the annalist who wrote the Chronicle of the Counts of Anjou,
Geoffrey of the Grey Tunic is the model baron (tenth and

11
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eleventh centuries): ‘“ He was skilled in war, where his arm
witnessed to his valour; lofty and calm, he gave rein to his
benevolence ; he loved giving ; a true cnemy to his enemices, he
was a true patron (patrocinabatur) to his own people : such is
the real baronial character.”

Thus the lord is the * patron ”” of his subject; this word also
is of the period. A man standing alone is lost in the storm :

Men without a lord have fallen badly.
(Chanson de Gudlaane, v. 289.)

On the other hand, the vassal is bound {o his suzerain by
the sentiments and duties of a son to a father; he ought to
serve him with love, follow him in war, take his advice in
important matters, obtain his consent when he gets married or
marries his children; he owes him affection, help, fidelity ;
and these sentiments —begotten by the fietitious relationship
created by the feudal tie, but inspired by the ties and sentiments
of the real family—are so strong, that they take precedence
over the obligations of kinship itsclf.

The old Duke Aymon ecncounters in Ardennes his four
sons who arc at war with his suzerain,  What is the vassal to
do ? betray his “ baron ™ by showing favour to the rebellion
of his children, or wring his paternal heart in taking arms
against them ¢

*“Alas 1” he erics, “ why have my sons not fled away ; why
do they oblige me to give them battle 77

And if my sons die, my heart shall be sad !
Count Hermenfroi encourases him in his resolution:

No man of your age, whose hairs are white
Should perjure himself, for son or for friend ;
Who to his lord a traitor is, his God denies.
“ By my head,” cried the Duke, “ I intend you well,
Never truce shall they have, defeat iy theirs.”
(Les Quatre fils Aymon, v. 2077.)

And the old man, with torture in his heart, sends heralds
to his children to announce himself their enemy.

Thus the fief is the “ house” grown larger, and some
thousands of fiefs are formed through the broad land. In
cach of them the baron brings together his own family, his
12



FORMATION OF FEUDAL FRANCE

near relatives, the children of the younger branches of his
family, then those who have come to place themselves and
their goods under his protection. The alods (alleus), that is
to say, the freeholds, disappear. They are lordless, and un-
resisting they die out.

Y And as this work of co-ordination and subordination is done
without ordered direction or uniform impulse, society is in
apparent confusion, but with the life and healthy verdure,
the fine disorder of the forest.

The fief includes those who have attached themselves to the
lord by subordinating their lands to him, and it includes those
whom the lord has attached to himself by a grant of land, or
again by a gift of money, by an office at his court, or by some
other benefit, some * honour ” which the beneficiary receives
from him in faith and homage. The new vassal, in exchange for
the concession granted by the lord, tenders to him an oath
of fidelity, placing his hands in his, after which the baron gives
him a handful of soil, a branch of a tree, a ball of turf, as a
symbol of the fief granted, field, wood, or meadow, and from
this moment the vassal, seized of the benefit which the suzerain
has given him, becomes his man and owes him his devotion
as the lord owes him his protection.

Such are the sentiments which are to make all the in-
habitants of a fief, united under the authority of their suzerain,
members of a little country. Moreover, we find the word
pairia used in documents to describe the whole of a fief, in-
habitants and land, just as it is also found describing the family
and the household (mesnie).

Within the fief, subject to the lord and his vassals, live
the serfs, the rural labourers attached to the soil, which they
The Serfs cultivate_ painfully. The serf is the manual

’ worker tied to the soil which he cannot leave. He
is not a soldier, and except at the call of his lord he has no right
to carry arms.

One sees serfs who have other serfs working under their
orders. Ior in servitude there are still degrees. The serfs
cannot marry without the consent of their lord. For that
matter, it was the same with the vassals and with the lord him-
self, who could not marry without the consent of the King :

18



THE MIDDLE AGES

a consequence of the family organization which formed the
whole State.

Serfdom replaced slavery proper at the time of the dis-
solution of the Carolingian Empire. Its origin is found in
what historians have called the *‘ appropriation of the soil,”
which persons of servile condition practised to their profit; as
in fact it was practised by persons immediately higher in the
social scale. It has not been sulliciently noticed that serfdom
constituted the lower stage of vassalshup. It might be compared
to a forced rent.

The coundition of the serfs, then beginning to improve, was
still very hard at the end of the tenth century. In 998 a
certain Stephen made a donation to the Abbey of Cluny in
expiation of his violence in having had the foot of one of hig
serfs cut off. .About the same time the Chureh declared the
penalty of excommunication against any person who should
have put a serf to death.  But let us not forget that if serfdom
tied the hard knot by which a man was bound to the soil, at
the same time it offered great advanlages in those rude
times to him who was subjeet to ity that if the soil held the
serf, the serf held the soil ; that if the serf was condemned to
toil on the land, at least his livelihood was there assured, and
that was for him, in those times of violent anarchy, & blessing.
Serfdom was not slavery. Its obligations were fixed. The
lord could not give orders at his pleasure. In a document of
the eleventh century we see some serfs refusing to cart clay
because they had never done it hefore.

The serf worked, certainly, for his lord ; but the lord granted
to him, as to all his *“ subjects,” assistance and protection. The
watchman, who acts sentinel at the top of the wooden tower,
has uttered a ery of fear; on the horizon savage bands or
enecmy foragers are ravaging the land. The castle opens its
doors to the poor labourer with his family, his beasts, his goods.

In years of famine the serf finds help with his lord, while
the free man of lowly condition dies of hunger. Between the
lord and the serf are repeated, in fact, those same sentiments
of unity, devotion, of reciprocal affection which we have noted
between. baron and vassals.

There is the beautiful story of Amis, in Amis et Amiles. A
14
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hideous leprosy devours the young knight. His wife spurns
him; at the hospital no one dares to approach him, but two
of his serfs follow him in his life of wandering; they tend
him as a mother does her child; they go so far as to beg for
him.

And there are other stories more touching still, which
remind one of that of the good vassal Renier, in Jourdain de
Blaye.

A traitor, Fromont, assassinates his lord, Girard de Blaye,
and tries to exterminate even to the last member this family,
whose chief he has slain. There remains a child, the only son,
whom Girard has confided to the care of one of his men, a
certain Renier, and his wife, Erembourc. Fromont hears of
it and calls on these brave folk to bring to him the son of Girard,
whom he would also kill. Renier and his wife deliver up their
own child, making him pass for that of their lord. The poet
paints the grief of the mother in making this bitter sacrifice :
“The mother sets out to give up her son to those who are
going to slaughter him. The child smiles, for he knows no evil.
The beautiful days of summer are coming, thought the mother,
and I shall climb up there to the walls. Thence I shall see the
children, the boys of his age; I shall see them playing with
shields, and bars, and tilts, struggling together and tumbling
over; and my heart will weep at it.”

The documents of the twelfth century show, more than
once, the peasants rising bodily in a spontaneous movement, to
deliver their lord when they have heard of his captivity.

It can be said of the French serfs of the Middle Ages what
the Comte de Ségur wrote of the Russian serfs in the eighteenth
century : “ Certain of always being fed, lodged, warmed by the
fruits of their labour or by their lords, sheltered from every
necd, they never felt the anguish of poverty or the fear of falling
into it.”> Add to that, security, so precious in those barbarous
centuries, for the tiller of the fields.

The serf, it is true, of himself possesses nothing; what he
has returns to his lord after his death ; but this harsh rule has
its corrective in the organization of * village houses >’ of which
the serfs form a part, “ mesnies ” like those of which we have
treated. The goods therein are handed down from generation
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to generation, arousing the interest of the workers in a common
prosperity. It is a collective personality which draws together
the members of the family, and is preserved in its successive
gencrations. The serf finds in it a stimulus to work and thrift.
He can sell, buy, realize privileges. And there can be seen
among the serfs wealthy men, influential men, *“rich men,”
as the expression then went.

The keep procures security for the members of the great
family ; it gives them independence. From its  imposing
The Keeps. hcxg‘p;[the massive tower p}'ot(:‘cts its own.

uon de Cambrai, Gautier and  Rigaut,
having no hope of taking the strong town of Lens, contented
themsclves with laying waste the surrounding country. . . .
This was the limit of their progress, for the lands of Knguerran
were too well defended (by the keep which Enguerran de Couey
had built and which the Bocehes have just eriminally destroyed)
for them to think of venturing there.”

From the middle of the eleventh century the wooden
“mottes ” become more important ; their walls rise higher,
their moats grow deeper.

The famous Chatcau du Puisct, deseribed by Suger, was
built in the twelfth century. It shows the transition between
the “ motte ” of the tenth century, built of carth and wood, and
the feudal castle, all of stone, of the twelfth cenutry.

The Chiteau du Puiset had a double circumvallation like
the “ mottes ” we have already described in outline. A first
enclosure is formed by a moat and a palisade ; but the second,
the interior boundary, is already formed by a stone wall, In
the centre is the castle mound on ground raised artificially, with
its tower still of wood.

The castle of the fendal lord is composed, then, essentially
of the keep, .e. a high tower - square in the eleventh and
twelfth centuries, round in the following centuries -- surrounded
by a vast enclosurd, palisade or rampart, bordered by a moat.
The keep was generally creeted on the highest point of the
seigniorial territory, sometimes, however, at a point considered
weak from the point of view of defence, in order to strengthen
it.  In the eleventh century the keep still serves as a residence
for the baron and his immediate relatives; in the twelfth
16
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century it is to be reserved for purely military purposes ; then,
quite close, within the same enclosure, the “ palace” will be
built as a residence for the seigniorial family.

We have just seen that the keep is generally built on an
eminence. A vast enclosure follows the declivity of the hill.
It is therefore on the lowest level and is called the ‘‘inner
court.” There a well will be sunk and there too a chapel and
dwelling-houses will be arranged for the companions and servants
of the baron. A second court, adjoining the first—for very
soon it will be no longer a concentric court—is also surrounded
by a line of enclosure: it contains other dwellings in which
the artisans attached to the castle live, and some shelters for the
“refugees” (retrahants) of the domain, for their cattle and goods,
t.e. for the inhabitants of the fief who, in case of danger, come to
find refuge with their possessions in the shelter of the fortress

(ferté).

From Senlis to Orleans one may go,
Thence back to Paris wend,
From Laon to Remms through all the cities,
No man of woman born shall there be found
‘Who is not in tower or castle shut.
(Les Quatre fils Aymon, v. 8221.)

Up to the twelfth century, only the keep and the interior
wall will be of stone—and the keep will not always be so, as we
have just seen from the Chiteau du Puiset ; the other construc-
tions are still of wood, separate from one another, which gives
the whole the appearance of an encampment rather than of a
fixed dwelling-place. The exterior wall, surrounded by a moat,
is generally composed of palisades ; it may happen to be formed
of piled-up stones.

Sometimes, beyond the outer wall—but more often within
the enclosure and protected by its fence—were a vineyard,
orchard, the castle garden, a pleasure garden, or even a little
wood ; the lord, his lady, and their guests find there green
shades, with the song of birds. Finally, outside the walls stretch
the arable lands, ¢ gaignables,” fields, vineyards, woods, willow
groves and osier beds, fish ponds where sport the red-brown
carp, the elusive tench; the private domain of the seigneur.

There is the very soul of the little country which the feudal
spirit has formed round the “ baron.”
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One sees such castles defended by a single man-at-arms
who is sufficient for the task, for he has under his orders the
“refugees ” of the surrounding district, the inhabitants of his
“ country,” his faithful subjects, vassals, and serfs, who take
refuge with their families, cattle, and goods within the walls
of the castle which the lord has built with their help.

For {ifty leagues wandering you might go,
Nor would a man be found, townsman or peasant,
Save those who in the castles are set to wateh,
(Les Quatre fils dymon, v. 3185.)

The peasant feels himself sheltered ; he is certain of pro-
teetion ; he can work without fear of seeing a band of robbers
suddenly appear who will rend from him cattle and goods, and
lecad him off captive, him and his, driving him with kicks, a
pitchfork at his neck. Thanks to this splendid person the
feudal baron, the villein works, sows, looks forward to his
harvest. ““ At that tine,” says the author of the Chronique
d Espagne, ““ the barons, so as to be always ready, kept their
horses in the rooms where they slept with their wives.”

Insensibly, between the military chief, iron-clad in his stone
keep, and his labourers of the open country, necessity strengthens
the mutual contract by making it customary. The * subjects ”
work for the baron, cultivate his land, carry for him, pay certain
dues, so much per house, so much per head of cattle, so much
on inheritance or sale, for he must keep himself and his family
and feed his soldiers. Le Play has compared the feudal castle
thus organized to a military workshop whose work consists in
the protection of agriculture, industry, and commeree, which
can only be done through it.

The baron is happy in the prosperity of his faithful sub-
jects, and they share in the joys of their lord. Aubri marries
Guibourc. On the day of the wedding his castle is filled with
his numerous ‘“ kindred.”

But when he secs his great palace filled,
The benches with cavaliers full,
And they play on the viol high and clear and joyously;
When his people abound in merriment and joy,
It seems to him that he is full of well-being.
18 (Aduberi.)



FORMATION OF FEUDAL FRANCE

Garin and his son Girbert arrive in their fief of Gorze lés
Saint Mihiel : “ Great and small had come to meet them. It
was good to see the crowd of young men and maidens laughing
and dancing to the sound of the pipes and viols ” (Garin le
Loherain).

And thus one can follow the successive transformations by
which family affections developed into usages and customs, and
by which through their transportation into the social organism
the feudal system was formed.

Sink a well in the desert from which beneficent water shall
flow, and you will see all round the land grow green and become
covered with palms, aloes, and cactus, the formation of an
oasis. So, in the eleventh century, the man enterprising
enough to raise a “ motte” in a ravaged district, sufficiently
powerful to build there a keep with its fortified enclosure and
to provide it with soldiers, had not long to wait before he saw
an active population growing in the neighbouring countryside,
work developing, a group of villages growing up, and monasteries
being built. On the other hand, the districts where no powerful
lords held sway and extended their protection, soon fell into
frightful anarchy. ‘

Most of the fiefs were formed thus in France at the outset
of the feudal period, spontaneously, through the grouping

of the inhabitants of a district huddling in the
%Iile Feudal , ;9st of the storm under the protection of a
erarchy. . . .
man powerful through his courage, his family,
his property which he was well able to defend, or through
alliances which he knew how to use.

The hierarchy of protection and mutual devotion established
between the lord and his men is to be continued between the
lord who rules a fief of some importance and a more powerful
baron, who will group under his authority, through similar
ties, not only his vassals and immediate serfs, but other
seigneurs who, while preserving their authority intact over their
*“ subjects,” will themselves become the “men” of this
superior suzerain. And this superior baron will attach him-
self in his turn by identical bonds to a lord more important
still. It is a superposition of fiefs,—which reminds one of
the system of turrets, spires, niches, and arches of the mediseval
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churches,—of which each, whatever its degree of importance,
its power, its population, is like the others in its composition
even up to the supreme fief, the keystone of the whole edifice,
which is commanded by the suzerain of all the French suzerains
—even to the King in his keep of the Louvre, which Philip
Augustus is to build and on which all the keeps of France depend.

Sources.—Capitulaires Carolingiens, ed. Pertz, LL, tome i.; Chron.
de St. Riquier, by Harwlf, ed. Lot, 1894 ; Chroniques des Comics d’ Anjou
et des sgrs d’Amboise, ed. Halphen and Poupardin, 1913 ; Suger, Vita
Ludovict regis,e d. Molinier, 1887 ; Lambertc Ardrensis eccl. presb. chron.
Ghinense et Ardense, ed. Godefroy-Menilglaise, 1855 ; Le Chanson de Roland,
various editions ; La Changun de Guillelme, ed. Suchier, Biblioth. norman-
nica, 1911 ; Garin le Loherain, translated by P. Paris, 1862 ; Ogier le
Danois, ed. Barrois, 1842 ; Raoul de Cambrat, ed. Meyer and Lognon,
1882 ; La Changun des Quatre fils Aymon, ed. Castets, Montpellier, 1909 ;
Li coronomens Looys, ed. Jonckbloct, Guilloume d’Orange, The Hague,
1854, 2 vols.; Vict. Mortet, Textes relatifs & Dhistoire de Varchitecture
(XI-XII¢ Siécles), 1911.

Historicarn Works.—Alfred and Maur. Croiset, Hist. de la litt. grecque,
2nd ed., 1896 ; Brussel, Nouvel examen de U'usage des fiefs, 1750, 2 vols. ;
Benj. Guérard, Prolégom. au Polypt. de Pabbé Irminon, 1845 ; Fustel de
Coulanges, Les Origines du systéme féodal, 1890 ; Jacq. Flach, Les origines
de Panc. France, 1886-1917, 4 vols. ; Doniol, Serfs et Vilains au Moyen
Age, 1900 ; Seignobos, Le Régime feodal en Bourgogne, 1882 ; C.Lamprecht,
Etudes sur Uélat econ. de la France pendant la 1™ partie du Moyen Age,
translation Marignan, 1889 ; Guilhiermoz, Essai sur ’Origine de la Noblesse
en France, 1902.

The fortress, composed essentially of an enclosure round
a keep, contains an autonomous society, which has its
The Town 2 government, its'judicial system, its customs, its
The Ga,stles;. soldiers, its artisans, who have their dwellings

and workshops. Under the shelter of the walls
the workmen work for their lord, their * patron,” and for his
numerous ‘‘kindred,” 4.e. for the inhabitants of the fief:
the peasants of the surrounding district come to seek refuge
there in times of danger.

William le Breton describes the Chateau-Gaillard, built by
Richard Cceur de Lion in a loop of the Seine, whence it dominates
the Andelys : ““ He had the crest of the rock rounded and girt
it about with strong walls, he freed it from the stones which

encumbered it, and after having levelled the interior of this
20
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enclosure, he caused to be built there many little dwellings
and houses capable of holding many people, keeping the centre
only for the erection of the keep. The beauty of the place
and the strength of the fortress spread the fame of the Gaillard
rock.” The -castle, reputed impregnable, will be taken by
Philip Augustus. ‘““He found there a great street,” says
le Breton, filled with many dwellings. . . . The King
distributed its houses to new citizens.”

Thus the great feudal castles sheltered quite a numerous
population, a sedentary population continually increased by
“ refugees >’ from the castle-ward.

Around certain keeps there is a vast enclosure which appears
to be destined to serve as a camping-ground for an army.
This space is furnished with huts hastily put up when dis-
turbances brcak out. They gave shelter to the * subjects
of the flat country, to their families and their cattle—and these
disturbances lasted somctimes for months or years. One can
imagine with what activity the work went on then in the work-
shops within the walls.

But from the eleventh century on, thanks to the ¢ patronal >’
feudal organization we have just described, a relative degree
of order is established, a certain amount of industry is de-
veloped ; it begins to be possible to move from one district
to another, and one sees a commercial movement growing up
from the need of exchanges—which were first made from one
domain to its neighbour. Then, too, in their turn merchants
come to establish themselves within the precinets of the castle :
the castle, the burgh (bourg)—from the German burg, a fort-
ress — becomes pcopled with burgesses (bourgeois) ; a popula-
tion which before long spreads beyond the castle walls and
builds up the faubourgs, whose inhabitants also are anxious
to surround themselves with a wall of defence.

¢ Girard de Roussillon lived at Orivent, a castle which he
held from the King. The burgesses thereof are rich, possessing
horses, and gold, and silver ” (Girart de Roussillon).

What is a town in the Middle Ages ? It is a castle which
has prospered. It is an important fact, and one which has
not been sufficiently noted, that in the documents of the first
centuries of the feudal period the words ““ town * (ville) and
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“ castle ” (chdfeaw) are synonymous. Witness the Fabliau
de Courtebarbe :

Into the town (Compitgne) they went;
They listened and heard
It cried through the castle,
« Here is good wine, fresh and new.”
(Fabliau des trots aveugles.)

In the twelfth century Suger and Galbert de Bruges will
still call towns like Ypres and Bruges “ castles.” For William
le Breton Dijon is a castle, and so is Rouen for the historian
of William the Marshall ; while for the author of the Grandes
Chroniques the Chateau du Puiset is a town.

We have just described the feudal castle surrounded by a
fortified enclosure, where the companions of the lord, the
artisans who work for his household, have taken up their abode
as well as some of his labourers. Now it happens, as a result
of fortunate circumstances, and notably through the growth of
the fief, that the work of the castellan, of the burgesses, and of the
artisans becomes more active; the population increases. IIariulf
speaks of the district of Saint Riquier (Centuel), *“ where there
are no towns but the castles are rich and populous.” Ilere is
a geographical position favourable to exchanges, at the crossing
of high roads or on a waterway ; the products of the land arc
good for trade, and a town develops inside the fortress, the
burgh, and in the faubourgs, whose enclosure it soon breaks
through, which in its turn has become too narrow.

Moreover, in the eleventh century there is no opposition
between the castle of the seigneur and the town of the burgesscs.
Town and castle are in unity. Look at Coucy. The high kecp,
surrounded by thick walls and girt with a deep moat, stands in
the wide court where the *“ palace " is built. This latter contains
the residence of the lord of Coucy, of his followers, knights, and
squires, his liegemen. The whole is surrounded by vast walls
flanked by towers; the walls continuing surround the whole
town, the houses of which are built to imitate the keep. If
the town is about to be taken the inhabitants take refuge with
their provisions in the keep, which can offer so efficient and
powerful a resistance that throughout the Middle Ages, the
Hundred Years War, and the League it will defy every attack.
22
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Like the castle, the town is characterized in the eleventh
century by the fact that it is surrounded by a line of fortifica-
tions, generally composed up to the beginning of the next
century of a wooden palisade bordered by a moat like that of
the fortresses. Like those of the castles proper, the town
enclosures afforded refuge to the people of the surrounding
districts in case of invasion by an enemy.

And if we will remember that in the eleventh century all
the urban governments are seigniorial governments, we shall
not be astonished that the words town and castle were synonym-
ous : the towns were castles.

As late as the fifteenth century the town of St. Romain-le-
Puy, in Forez, will present a striking example of the urban
structure : an isolated mountain furnished with a triple system
of fortifications; at the top rises the castle with its keep,
protecting a convent of Benedictine monks; half-way down
the hill'is the circle of fortifications in stone erected for
the defence of the burgh, where dwell the burgesses; finally,
at the bottom, another wall concentric with this surrounds
the courtyard (bassecour), the refuge of the country people.

The circle of fortifications, however, is not sufficient to
constitute a town. Many villages are found protected by a

rampart since the tenth century, but they have
The Urban 1 mained villages. Anoth dition i :
Lordship. ges. Another condition is neces

sary ; we have just indicated it: the feudal
authority of a suzerain must be established.

The site of the town of Ardres was in the tenth century
but waste land, whence its name : Adrdea. A brewer came to
establish himself there, and his little establishment prospered,
for the shepherds came there to drink, and on Sundays they
might be seen in front of his door amusing themselves, leaping
the bars and turning somersaults. A village grew up. Arnoul,
son-in-law of Herred de Furnes, resolved to transfer his resi-
dence there. He built there, says Lambert d’Axrdres, a “ motte,”
a keep, and surrounded it with a moated rampart. The
enclosure soon grew larger, a market was set up, a church was
built; Arnoul established a judicial system, a seigniorial authority
was established : Ardres was a town.

It is owing to the lord’s protection that the town flourishes,
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an armed defence which means unceasing work for the baron.
In it he risks his life and those of his men. * Huon de Cambrai
hears in the town (St. Quentin) the cries of the burgesses, the
groans of the women and girls ill prepared for such chances
(jeuz) (the perils of war). ‘Do not grieve,” he cries to them,
¢ you have nothing to fear while I am alive; before they should
reach you much blood would be shed, and mine to the last
drop.” ” (Garin le Loherain.)

The feudal baron secures the safety of his burgesses, he secures
the safe transit of their merchandise within his territory, and so
efficacious is his protection that it follows them into distant lands.

“ When the burgesses and merchants of Narbonne hear that
their lord, the Count Aimeri, wishes to separate himself from his
sons and send them into foreign parts, they are deeply grieved.

“ The news spreads that the six brothers are about to set
out. The burgesses assemble; two hundred of them ascend
to the hall of the castle :

‘¢ Aimeri, Sire,” says the best spcaker, ¢ we are merchants
who traverse land and sea, carrying rich stuffs, ermine, horses,
and wines. When we arrive at distant markets, they demand
of us: “To whom do you owe allegiance ? To what lord do
you appeal 2 We answer: “The Count Aimeri and his sons.”
And none would be so bold as to offend against us. Now,
behold you wish to scatter your sons abroad. Sire, take rather
our vineyards, our lands, our farms; take what you will of our
wealth, and distribute it among your children; but keep them
with you to defend us.” ” (Les Narbonnais.)

The lord maintained peace within his territory by administer-
ing justice.

To encourage the trade of his burgesses, he had bridges
built, marshes drained, roads repaired, and inns established.

And had good bridges made and great hostelry.
(Elie de Saint-Gilles.)
And in the Roman de Brut, concerning the Scigneur de Belin :

Good bridges he had made, high roads,
Of stone, of sand, of chalk,
First he made a highway.

The lord built hospitals and lazar-houses.
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“QOilard de Wynville,” notes Lambert d’Ardres, ‘ hears
that, between Guines and Wissant, a lonely spot, covered with
woods, was infested by wicked men. Lying in wait in their
dens they pounced upon the passers-by.” Through this the
place was known as Soutinguevelt, i.e. ¢ the field of the wicked.”
Oilard de Wynville freed Soutinguevelt of the bandits who
infested it, and secured safe passage there. Such was the
origin, says Lambert d’Ardres, of the toll established in the
environs of Guines.

Thus the taxes and dues, the customs and tolls, the wine-
presses and manorial bakehouses, whose profits went to the
lord, represented the legitimate reward for his trouble, his
expenses, and his work. The baron set up a market for barter,
establishing it under the walls of his castle, an arrangement which
was to remain when the towns developed. He kept order there,
and policed it and guaranteed the safety of the merchants :

A lord who held much land,

Who so much hated deadly war,
And all men of evil life

That well he punished them,

And when he had imprisoned them
No ransom would he take,—
Proclaimed a new market.

A poor merchant comfortless
Went to it with his little horse,
He had neither wallet nor servant,
Trifling was his merchandise.

The honest man ties up his “little horse ” in a field of the
seigniorial fief. The beast will browse there, for he has no oats
to give it. And the mercer leaves his mount in the keeping of
the seigneur and, moreover, in God’s hands. Now during the
night the “ little horse > was devoured by a wolf. The mercer
goes to the baron’s court. ‘I had placed my beast under your
protection and that of God.”—* How much was the animal
worth ? ”—*“ Sixty sous.”— Well, here are thirty; ask God
for the rest >’ (Fabliau du pauvre mercier).

In 1172 Guinard, Count of Roussillon, leaves to Peter
Martin, a merchant of Perpignan, one hundred and fifty Melgueil
sous for the loss a robber has caused him on his lands.

Like the vassals in the country, the burgesses love their
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lord, without whom they could not live. Count Richard de
Montivilliers is going to set out on Crusade, and his burgesses,
whom he has so well guarded, says Jean Renard, that they
are now all rich men, are terribly grieved.

Alas ! they cry fearful and sorrowing,
What henceforth can we do ?
Alas ! gentle count so debonair,
How distraught are we to-day!
(L’ Escoufle, v. 188.)

And what joy at his return !

“ Droon, son of Girard, entcred the castle (Roussillon) on
horseback. He found a thousand of the pecople singing and
dancing ; and three thousand more on the road. . . .”

“ When they heard news of their lord (who, after a long
absence, was drawing near to the castle), every heart was full :
When shall we see him ? Let us who love him go forth to meet
him !—and you, canons and clerks of St.-Sauveur, make pro-
cessions in his honour! you, knights, come with us!” (Girard
de Roussillon).

Literary works are confirmed by the chronicles. Suger re-
counts how Count Eude de Corbeil was kidnapped by his brother,
Hugh of Crécy, and shut up in the castle of the Ferté-Bernard -

“ At this news a great number of the people of Corbeil, a
castle (castellum) enriched by a company of knights of the old
nobility, came to throw themseclves at the feet of the King.
Weeping they told him of the imprisonment of the Count and
begged him to deliver him. The King gave them good hope, and
their grief was assuaged.”

In speaking of the family we described the * motte ” ; in
speaking of the fief we described the keep. This keep, the
The prirpitivc castle, will spread out, so to speak,
Inhabitants. during the twelfth and thirteenth centurics. Not
only will the outer wall grow larger, but within
this wall, towers, defensive works, and the other scigniorial build-
ings will be multiplied; so much so that, as Viollet-le-Due
points out, the most important castles scem to be formed of a
group of castles enclosed in a common line of fortification, and
which could at need, having each an independent existence,
gggage in a struggle or defend themselves against one another.
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This great castle, formed of several distinct castles, is in-
habited not only by soldiers but by labourers; artisans are
established there, smiths, carpenters, armourers, harness-
makers, tailors, who work for the lord and his numerous
“Ykindred.” One can hear, creaking on their iron staves, the
signs indicating mercers, butchers, ironmongers, wine and beer
merchants.

Such is a great castle at the end of the eleventh century,
and such too a town at the same period.

The burgesses are vassals who render to their lord the same
services as the vassals of the fields. They are equally subject
to the feudal dues. Their share in the communal life consists
in taking their place in the lord’s court; they are among his
councillors when he administers justice, take part in the meetings
he calls ; their names appeal as Witnesses at the end of charters
bearing his seal. The chief of them are soldiers, knights.
“ Seven times twenty knights stayed normally in the town of
of St.-Quentin,” we read in Garin le Loherain, * for at that time
knights loved to stay in the good towns and in the seigniorial
castles, not, as now, in obscure country places, farms, and woods
to live with the shecp.” (This heroic poem has come down to
us in a twelfth-century VeI‘SiOIl.) The text is confirmed by the
Chronicles of Richer and Guibert de Nogent.

These knights have fortified dwellings in the town.

“ About this time,” writes Gilbert de Mons, ““ there were
in Ghent many men power{ul through their connections and
strong in their fortifications: enemies of one another, they
often had recourse to arms.” William le Breton on his side
tells us how much the inhabitants of Lille loved their houses
with their towers: furritas domos! Jean de Marmoutiers
speaks in identical terms of the burgesses of Tours; they
clothe themselves in purple, in vair and minever ; their battle-
mented dwellings are guarded by massive keeps.

In a town of the thirteenth century we see, then, several
classes of citizen : the lord and his immediate family, a noble
class generally called the “knights” (chevaliers), burgesses
engaged in business—the knights and burgesses form the
patrician class ; artisans and labourers; lastly, real serfs, called

the ¢ beggars ” (questauz).
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These different classes existed everywhere, but they are
more clearly distinguished in the little towns of the south,
which maintained their primitive conditions up to the time of
the drawing up of the Customs. Take, for example, Meil-
han-en-Bazadais. At the head of the town is a lord of Meilhan,
who has surrounded the castle and the ‘“ bourg ” with a line
of fortifications. The town has three parts : first, the castle:
secondly, the “rock”; thirdly, the “bourg.” These threc
quarters are inhabited by knights frce from all dues; two of
them, the “rock” and the “ bourg,” are inhabited also by
burgesses who are liable to the lord for rents. The knights,
who form the noble class, are called the gentlemen (gentels) ;
they are grouped in parages (this word should be remembered).
The burgesses (borgues) and the gentlemen are the only ones
who play a public part in the town. Below them are the
inhabitants (cazats) (the charter is drawn up in Provencal).
Finally, on the lowest rung, are the men of servile condition,
the questauz. Moreover, the burgesses could also have serfs
as well as the lord and the knights. The lord equips a knight
to perform in place of the burgesses the military service claimed
by the Count of Poiticrs. The burgesses, exempt from military
service, are given wholly to their business. The lord, accord-
ing to the feudal custom, owes protection to the people and the
people owe assistance to their lord. Knights and burgesses
should help each other against all strangers.  The lord receives
a Bordeaux farthing for each salmon sold on the butchers’
stalls, for at Meilhan the butchers sell fish; he receives a
Bordeaux penny for each ox sold, and three farthings per pig.
The goods of persons dying intestate and leaving no family
revert to him, also a part of what is yielded by fines.

Such is, in its essential features, the type of urban constitu-
tions in the early part of the feudal period.

The towns had their houscholds (mesnies) like the country
districts, family organizations and, at the same time, feudal.

The important burgesses, the patricians, had their

Eli?ignages » followers (mesniers), whom the documents liken to

" the vassals of the lords. The poetry of the time

shows us the heads of these urban households living in their vast

abodes, shut in and fortified. These urban households include
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the family, the servants, the domestic artisans, dependants,
some questaux, i.e. serfs—in a word, the familia, of which we
have treated.

The phrase, “in the house of a févre-mesnier ”’ (a worker
of his household), is found in Aubri le Bourgoing.

The “ mesnie,” as it developed in the towns, produced
there groups more extensive than itself, the lignages or parages
of the French towns, the vinaves of Liége, the Flemish geslach-
ten, the geschlecter of the Rhine towns. It is at Metz that
these parages can be studied most distinctly and at a period
comparatively close to our own. The names alone, parages,
lignages, geschlecter, would suffice to indicate the family char-
acter of these urban groups. The parages are subdivided into
branches, the branches into households (mesnies) or “ hostels.”
The parage itself bears a family name; each of these parages
has an organization at once of the family and military, 7.e.
feudal ; each of them forms a distinet and autonomous group
in the town. They organize military expeditions, make
treaties, each on its own account, sometimes with the stranger
against one or other neighbouring parage of fellow-citizens
(concitoyen). It is the feudal system in the town.

And as in the feudal organization proper the movement
has come from the lower classes. The households (mesnies) or
“hostels ”’ have gone to form the branches, the branches have
formed the parages, and these last, under the authority of
the suzerain, rule the city.

The material structure of the town was made in the image
of its moral structure.

The town of Paris did not develop, as one

gﬁ;sl'hban might be tempted to think, from a central kernel,
growing, spreading from place to place. There

were, on the contrary, a certain number of generating kernels,
each of which developed, and grew little by little, drawing
nearer together in their growth and finally merging in one
another. Contrary to the general opinion, the Cié did not play
the part of a great splash of oil which gained the banks of the
Seine and swamped the land as far as the present line of forti-
fications : it was an indefinite number of little cities, placed, one
under episcopal authority, another under the royal authority,
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others under the rule of an abbey, others still under the rule of
a military order, but the greater number under the suzerainty
of a simple lord, which formed and developed singly, living
cells, growing by the force of their internal energy, up to the
moment at which, having approached onc another, they rased
their walls within the common fortification.

The town of Paris was thus formed by the juxtaposition
of a certain number of fortresses each of which had its own
system of defence, each surrounded by its own gardens, woods,
meadows, and free spaces, each enclosed by a line of fortifica-
tion, ¢.e. by high walls without any opening to the outside
world, and surrounded by a moat filled with water, and cach
of which was the dwelling-place of a lord who grouped his
household round him, of a patrician who governed his clients,
of a paterfamilias who lived in the bosom of his familia.

Paris afforded, therefore, in the thirteenth century, the
aspect which Moscow is still to present in the cighteenth, as
described by the Count de Ségur : a vast group of castles, each
of which is surrounded by its village, protected by its keep,
surrounded by its special fortification.

Within each of these enclosures were seen many houses of
merchants and artisans, but they were domestic merchants
and artisans, ministeriales domus, employed in the service of
the seigniorial familia, resembling the févres-mesniers of the
feudal castles which we mentioned just now. They ministered
to the needs of the relatives of the scigneur; they worked and
traded under cover of his patronage. Amidst the general
prosperity this population grew and multiplied within these
various seignories. The lords are then to be secen building
within their enclosures, confining themsclves to the centre
of their property, dividing into dwellings the parts which
border on the public ways. Each of these little family towns
enjoyed autonomy with its particular enclosure within the
common enclosure. Let us reflect that at the beginning of the
reign of Louis XIV in the full seventeenth century more than
half Paris depended on individual lords—there were thirty-
four of them—each of whom had judicial rights over his terri-
tory and that one of these urban lordships was to prescrve its
independence down to the Revolution.
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It was the same in the town of Tours.

A first town had been confined within the line of the ancient
Roman camp, near which was built another town, that of St.
Martin’s Abbey, Martinopole, very soon called Chdteauneuf,
also surrounded by a line of fortifications and placed under
the authority of a separate feudal lord, in this case the abbot
of the monastery. Another abbey, that of St. Julien, was
built between the castrum and Chateauneuf; so here is a third
little town (bourg), for St. Julien surrounds itself with walls.
There are three towns in one; and now comes a fourth : the
town of the Count, the feudal town. A castle is built with its
courts, its towers, its keep ; and before long it produces a new
population. It makes thus a fourth village which is to develop
and maintain an independent existence under the suzerainty
of the Count of Tours. They are four towns, separate but
juxtaposed, and surrounded by a common line of fortification.
And now comes a fifth, then a sixth, then a seventh, and an
eighth. In the sixteenth century we find that Tours is still
divided into thirty-one diffcrent fiefs; in the sixteenth century
still thirty-one lords justices share judicial authority in the
town of Tours. This means that in the beginning we have had
thirty-one feudal groups, thirty-one feudal lords, each of whom
had his domain, his fortifications, his subjects, his “ justice,”
and that the union of these formed the town of Tours.

In time the industry of the inhabitants filled with buildings
the enclosure surrounding each of these fiefs: houses filled
the free spaces round the abbeys and keeps, and the interior
walls fell, leaving only to the agglomeration one exterior wall of
defence : the town of Tours was formed.

For Amboise, a passage of the old Chronicles of Anjou
enables us to reconstruct this work of formation with striking
precision : “ There were then (eleventh century) at Amboise
three lords (optimates) none of whom regarded himself as
inferior to the others, and, in fact, was not; none of whom
owed service to another, and each of whom had a fortified
dwelling. The first was Sulpice I, lord of Amboise, who had
caused to be built there a stone tower so high that from the
top one could see as far as Tours. (This stone keep had been
built on the site of a wooden tower, one of those primitive
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keeps already described.) The second of these lords was
Foucois de Thorigné, who had his dwelling on the Motte-
Foucois; the third was Ernoul, son of Leon de Meung-sur-
Loire, keeper of the Count’s palace called the Domicile. On
him depended the greater part of the castrum of Amboise.”
The same Chronicle of the Counts of Amjou speaks also of a
fourth strong castle, the one which Count Geoffrcy of the
Grey Tunic gave to Landri de Chiteaudun, and which was
situated in the Southern part of the quarter of Amboise called
Chateauneuf. The Chronicle of the Counts of Anjou shows
then, with a common fortification enclosing the castrum (town)
of Amboise, four distinct lordships, independent of one another,
each of which contains a keep and its feudal territory (cum
omnibus que jure turri appendebant; . . . and further on:
cum omnibus feodis pertinentibus), each of which includes the
head of a fief and its dependencies (domum munitissimam .
cum multis feodis Ambaziaco donavit), four feudal lordships
whose union, under the suzerainty of the Count of Anjou,
forms the town of Amboise. Round each of these keeps
artisans have gathered and work at home there to satisfy the
needs of their respective barons. These four distinet fiefs,
united in the same enclosure, yet remain so much strangers to
one another that they are seen frequently at war with one
another.

Archembaud de Busancais and his brother Sulpice, says
the chronicler, fought with Landri de Chateaudun. From
their fortified dwellings and from the Domicile of the Count
they often attacked Landri and his people. And further on,
d propos of the struggles of Sulpice I, lord of Amboise, and
his brother Lisois against Foucois de Thorigné, Bouchard de
Montrésor, and Foulque le Réchin, the Count of Anjou:
“ They had fortified their keep at Amboise so that, in the town
1tself, there were often fights to the death.”

Here are the details of one of these struggles in the town
of Amboise between enemy fiefs: “ Foulque le Réchin, with
his army, occupied the Domicile (the castle of the Count of
Anjou). Thence his balistas and cross-bows rained arrows
on the castle of the Lord of Amboise ; but the castle retaliated
with arrows, and darts from cross-bows and enormous stones.
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The people of the Domicile crushed their opponents with stones
launched by trebuchets. Around the walls sounded horns
and trumpets. The neighbouring buildings were set on fire.
They only ceased to firc the place when the town was destroyed,
including St. Mary’s Church. And after this, battering-rams
and heavy-wheeled chariots were set against the walls, but in
vain. After a siege of five weeks the Count of Anjou drew off.
At last an agreement was reached, and, says the chronicler.
the people of the town rejoiced at the return of peace.”

Arles, likewise, was formed by the union of some ten castles,
or lordships, or diffcrent towns. We say < castles ” (chateauz),
‘“ lordships ” (seigneuries), or ‘“towns> (villes), because the
expressions are here synonymous: first, the city which de-
pended on the Archbishop; secondly, the old town (Vieuaz-
Bourg), which was divided into three different fiels, one of
which was held by the Count of Provence, the other by the
Archbishop, and the third by the family of Porcellet;
thirdly, the market, which had as its superior suzerain the
Archbishop, but was itself divided into two lordships, one of
which belonged to the Viscounts of Marseilles and the other
to the Provosts of Arles; finally, the new town (Bourg-Neuf),
the domain of the Seigneur des Baux.

Metz was formed by the union of six different towns, the
famous ¢ paraiges,”” the first five of which have family names ;
the sixth, of later formation, being called ** the commonalty ”
(le commum).

In Burgundy are found unimportant towns divided among
five, six, or seven different lords within one palisade or one
wall.

As for urban government, when it made its appearance,
it was composed either of the cou't of the principal lord, of

the “ good men” who had their seats near him

grban on the dais of the great hall (salle), or of an

overnment. .

assembly comprised of those whose sphere of

activity was common to the various lordships of which the
town was composed : at Paris the company of sailors, the
boatmen who brought to the inhabitants of the Parisian fiefs
the necessitics of existence, or who exported the products of
their industry. In such and such a town of the South the
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common council might be composed of the workers who kept
the exterior fortifications in repair; but generally the com-
munal assembly was composed of the heads of the patrician
families, of the lignages and parages, the grouping of which
formed the city.

And if it is true that in coursc of time one does not always
distinguish the evidence of these divisions between which the
towns of the eleventh and twelfth century were shared—and
which the very closeness of the agglomeration has helped to
efface—one notices at least the general principle which has
governed the formation of the towns in France: they were
formed feudally, like the fiefs themselves, by the development
of families; and many of them preserved the living traces
of this origin up to a late period in their history.

Sources.—Hariulf, Chron. de I Abbaye de St. Riquicr, Chron. des Contes
&’ Anjou, ed. Halphen and Poupardin, 1913 ; Suger, Vie de Louis le Gros,
ed. Molinier, 1887 ; Victor Mortet, Textes relatifs & Phistoire de Uarchi-
tecture, XI¢ et XII¢ Siecles, 1911 ; Wace, Le Roman de Brut, ed. Le Roux
de Lincy, 1836, 2 vols. ; Le Roman d’ Aubri le Bourgoing, ed. Tarbe, 1849 ;
Girard de Roussillon, ed. P. Meyer, 1884 ; J. Renard, L’'Escouffle, ed.
Michelant and Meyer, 1894; Recueil des fabliauz, ed. Montaiglon and
Raynaud, 1872-90, 6 vols. ; drchives historiques de la Gironde, tome xxv.

HistoricaL Works.—Viollet-le-Due, Dict. de PUarchitect., 185488 ;
Legrand, Paris in 1380, Coll. de I'hist. gen. de Paris, 1868 ; Drouyn, La
Guienne Militaire, 1865, 2 vols. ; H. Khipifel, Les Paraiges messins, 1868 ;
Fritz Kleiner, Verfassungsgesch. der Provence, Leipzig, 1900 ; Jacq. Flach,
Les Origines de Panc. France, 1886-1917, 4 vols. ; F. Keutgen, Urkunden
ztir Stidtischen Verfassungsgesch., Berlin, 1899 ; P. Dognon, Les Institut.
pol. et administ. du pays de Languedoc, 1897 ; H. Pirenne, L’Origine des
constitutions urbaines au Moyen Age, taken from the Rewvue Historique,
1899 ; by the same, Villes, Marchés et Marchands au Moyen Age, taken from
Rey. Hist., 1898 ; G. Espinasg, * Les Guerres familiales dans la commune de
Douai,” Nowo. Rev. Hist. de droit franc. et éirang., July-Aug., 1899 ; Imbart
de la Tour, Hist. de la Nation franc., ed. by Hanotaux, tome iii. (1921).

We have seen how the family was organized amid the turmoil
of the ninth century. It developed and produced the household
The King. (mesnie) ; from the househo%d came the fief;

the grouping together of the little fiefs produced
the great fiefs : to the north of the Loire-the County of Flanders,
the Duchy of Normandy, the County of Brittany, which Philip
the Fair raised to a Duchy, the County of Anjou, the County
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of Blois, the County of Champagne, the Duchy of Burgundy ;
to the south of the Loire the County of Poitiers, the Duchy of
Gascony, the County of Toulouse, the County of Barcelona ;
for, if the kingdom of France was deprived, in the tenth
century, on the left banks of the Seine and the Rhone of part
of the territory which has since come back to her, if Lyons
and Besancon belonged to the Empire, on the other hand the
County of Flanders, Ypres, Ghent, and Bruges, and the County
of Barcelona were included in it.

We have spoken of the impotence of the royal power in
the tenth century. The nation organized itself by its own forces.
In the second half of the tenth century this process of recon-
struction will reach the summit of the social edificc. While
the last Carolingians betray their weakness during the in-
vasions, a new family installs itself on the borders of the
Seine, where its strength and activity are made manifest. By its
traditions and its special organization it is in harmony with the
new conditions of society ; it is their living expression.

As a rich landowner on the banks of the Loire, Robert
the Strong exercised there the functions of Count of Anjou.
Commissioned by Charles the Bald, with the title of Duke of
the French, to defend against the invaders the region included
between the lower course of the Seine and that of the Loire,
he showed the pirates his courage. His son, Eude, increased
the fame of his father’s name in the defence of Paris in 885.
He there exhibited a heroism so brilliant that, when the throne
of France fell vacant in 887—on the death of Charles the Fat—
Eude was chosen King. The election was made by the assembly
of the great men (Grands) of the country, i.e. by the heads
of the most powerful families to the north of the Loire.

Eude died in 898, and from this date the crown is seen
passing from the one family to the other, from the descendants
of Charlemagne to those of Robert the Strong, at the will of
the barons. Charles the Simple, a Carolingian, reigned from
898 to 922. He confirmed Robert, the brother of Eude, in
his title of Duke of the French. And Robert was proclaimed
King by the assembly of the great nobles, when Charles the
Simple was deposed after having been conquered by the German
Emperor, Henry the Fowler (922).
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Far from taking his disgrace patiently, Charles the Simple
attacked his rival and killed him outside Soissons. Vanquished
in his turn by Hugh the Great or the Fair, the son of Robert,
Charles fled into Germany. Returning to France he was
captured and imprisoned in the Tower of Peronne, where he

died in 929. Hugh the Fair, who could have assumed the -

royal crown, had preferred to give it to the Duke of Burgundy,
his brother-in-law, This latter reigned up to the ycar 988,
when the crown returned once more to the Carolingians, in the
person of Louis IV, the son of Charles the Simple, who was
called Louis from Overseas (d’Quiremer), because he was brought
back from England to be made king.

It was again Hugh the Fair who disposed of the crown.
Louis d'Qutremer was hardly fiftcen years old when he was
anointed at Reims, on the 19th June 986. He was to show
energy ; but his power had not the nccessary roots in the
country. He tried to free himself from the tutelage with which
Hugh the Fair overwhelmed him. An armed struggle took
place between the King and his powerful vassal. In the
course of an expedition in Normandy, Louis was captured and
delivered to Hugh the Fair, who imprisoned him at Rouen, in
the keeping of Thibaud the Cunning, the Count of Chartres
(945-46),

Louis d’Qutremer gave up the town of Laon to his terrible
protector and 80 recovered his liberty. Will he recover his

t

“ Hugh ! said he, * how many things you have taken from
me! You have taken for yourself the city of Reims; you
have seized from me the city of Laon, the only two towns in
which I found a welcome, my only defence! My father (Charles
the Simple), captive and thrown into dungeons, was delivered
by death from like misfortunes ; reduced to the same extremitics,
I have only the show of my ancestral kingship !

In 945, however, Lothaire succeeded without opposition to
his father, Louis d'Qutremer. In 979 Lothaive associated

with himself in the kingship his son Louis V. Hugh Cspet,
ﬁ\y fugh the Great (who lymwmm,m 950),
in bis tain entered into eonfilet with bim.. **The King and the

am"mmnm. * displayed 90 great an animasity agalnst
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one another that the State suffered {or several years from their
conflict.” But what happened while these storms raged over
the protective heights ? “ Properties were usurped, the un-
fortunate were oppressed ; and the wicked overwhelmed the
weak with cruel calamities.” Then, adds Richer, ‘‘ the wisest
members of the two parties met together to come to an agrec-
ment.”

Louis V succecded Lothaire in 986. He was crowned at
Compiégne, at the age of eighteen years. For the sake of
peace he was content to give himsell up entirely to the dirce-
tion of Hugh Capet ;: but hardly had Louis rcigned a year when
he died from an accident while hunting between Senlis and
Compicgne (21st or 22nd May 987). Ic left an uncle, Charles
of Lorraine, the legitimate representative of the Carolingian
line. The heads of the great families, called together at Noyon
by Adalbéron, the Archbishop of Reims, proclaimed as king
Hugh Capct, the son of IHugh the Great (1st June 987). This
surname, ‘‘ Capet,” alrcady borne by Hugh the Great, and
which was to become the designation of the whole race, came
from the cloak in which the Duke of France delighted to robe
himself, the hood of which came down on the head (capet,
a little cape). The clection of Hugh Capet was due, without
any doubt, Lo his territorial and family position, which made
him among the barons north of the Loirc the one who possessed
to the highest degree the qualities which characterized each
one of them.

As early as the year 985 did not Gerbert, scholar of Reims,
i.e. director of the Cathedral School at Reims, the future
Sylvester I1, write to some lords of Lorraine :

¢ Lothaire governs Irance in name only ; the real King is
Hugh.” Gerbert appcars to have been, in collaboration with
his archbishop, Adalbéron, the principal agent in the Capetian
election.

Listen to the address by which Adalbéron, Archbishop of
Reims, had supported the candidature of the new sovereign
in the Assembly of the great nobles, at Senlis, May 987 :

“ Take for your head the Duke (of the French), glorious by
reason of his actions, his family, and his men—the Duke in
whom you will find a guardian not only of public matters but
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part of the Middle Ages it was the royal family which adminis-
tered the country under the direction of its head.

As to the exceutive power, it is found naturally in the hands
of the houschold servants attached to the reigning family.
These are grouped into six *“ métiers " (minisieria), six ministries :
the kitchen, the pantry, the wine-cellars, the fruit-loft, the
stable, and the chamber, through which are scattered a com-
pany of servants under the direction of the great officers:
the seneschal, the master of the pantry, the butler, the con-
stable, and the chamberlain, personal servants of the monareh.

The seneschal rules the kitchen and sees that the fire is
kindled ; he arranges the prinee’s table. ** Seneschal of the
provisions,” Bertrand de Bar will eall him in the twelfth century.
The seneschal has *‘ the water announced ” and the horns
sounded to warn the lords of the palace that they have to get
ready for a meal and wash their hands. The sencschal is the
gentleman carver; he cuts up the meat for the prince’s table.
When the meal is finished, he sces to the washing of the vessels,
after which he receives from the cook a piece of meat to which
the pantler and butler add two loaves and three pints of wine.
The sencschal keeps the household of the King in order, and
his importance increases as the nourris, the people whom the
King brings up and admits into his house, increase in number.
He keeps the keys of the doors; he arranges the hospitality
of the palace and sces to the lodging of newcomers.

The King confides to him the education of his son.

The chansons de geste name the different offices of the royal
household through which this eminent position is reached.
Girbert de Metz, introduced into the Court by the Queen,
fills at first the position of huntsman; then he becomes
falconer, and finally seneschal at a wage of t.hm Parisian
pounds per week.

-The word * seneschal,” itself, indicates his functions--an
expression of GGerman origin and which meant in the beginning

& * family servant.” And in numerous Fmﬁmu of
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Noyon by the chance which put into their hands the destiny
of the State, to render themselves supreme, by freeing them-
selves from royalty and declaring it abolished. The existence
of the patronal King, at the head of the social structure, as we
have just seen it formed, was a necessity : the authority of the
King formed the keystone of the pile. It was indispensable
to it. For the nation, parcelled out into an infinity of different
States, this coping was necessary; without it, the nation
would have fallen back into the anarchy from which it had
freed 1tself with so much difficulty.

Under the paternal authority of the King, France is governed
like a great family. The Queen “ keeps house for royalty.”
The State treasure is under her care. In appearing before the
King she is able to say to him :

Behold your loved one and your treasurer.

The chamberlain, who would nowadays be called the Minister
of Finance, is her subordinate. Robert II, the successor of
Hugh Capet, took pleasure in praising the skill of Queen Con-
stance in the management of the public money.

Next to the father and the mother comes the eldest son.
From infancy his name appears in the royal charters. The
agreement of these three wills—that of the King, the Queen, and
their eldest son—is often mentioned in acts. These three
together represent what we should call “ the Crown,” enjoying
that inviolability, that supreme authority which the men of
the time attributed to the Capetian trinity. To the father—
the King, in fact—the mother, and the son, is joined, if she is
still alive, the Queen-Mother, the widow of the late King—
“the White Queen,” as she comes to be called. For, up to the
time of Catherine de Medicis, the King’s widow wears white
all her life as mourning for the dead Prince. During the reign
of her son she continues to share the cxercise of power. Though
Robert IT had long attained his majority and had been associate
King when Hugh Capet, his father, died, his mother reigned
with him in the real sensc of the word.

Then come the brothers. Their rights in these first centuries
of the Capetian monarchy are much more extensive than those
they will draw later from the appanages. During the first
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part of the Middle Ages it was the royal family which adminis-
tered the country under the direction of its head.

As to the executive power, it is found naturally in the hands
of the household servants attached to the reigning lamily.
These are grouped into six  métiers ” (ministeria), s1x ministries :
the kitchen, the pantry, the wine-ccllars, the fruit-loft, the
stable, and the chamber, through which are scattered a com-
pany of servants under the direction of the great oflicers:
the seneschal, the master of the pantry, the butler, the con-
stable, and the chamberlain, personal servants of the monarch.

The sencschal rules the kitchen and sces that the fire is
kindled ; he arranges the prinee’s table.  *“ Seneschal of the
provisions,” Bertrand de Bar will call him in the twelfth century.
The sencschal has ‘“the water announced ” and the horns
sounded to warn the lords of the palace that they have to get
ready for a mecal and wash their hands. The seneschal is the
gentleman carver ; he cuts up the meat for the prinee’s table.
When the meal is finished, he sces to the washing of the vessels,
after which he receives from the cook a piece of meat to which
the pantler and butler add two loaves and three pints of wine.
The seneschal keeps the houschold of the King in order, and
his importance increases as the nourris, the people whom the
King brings up and admits into his house, inerease in number.
He kecps the keys of the doors: he arranges the hospitality
of the palace and sces to the lodging of newceomers.

The King confides to him the education of his son.

The chansons de geste name the different offices of the royal
household through which this eminent position is reached.
Girbert de Metz, introduced into the Courl by the Qucen,
fills at first the position of huntsman; then he becomes
falconer, and finally seneschal at a wage of three Parisian
pounds per weck.

The word “ seneschal,” itsclf, indicates his functions—an
expression of German origin and which meant in the beginning
a “family servant.” And in numerous French documents of
the Middle Ages “ sencschal ” is exactly synonymous with
“ domestic.”

The seneschal gives the pass-word to the sentinel who
watches over the safety of the King ; he has sovereign justice
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over offenees or crimes committed within the precincts of the
palace. In times of war he sees to the arrangement of the
royal tent and follows his master in expeditions in which he
bears his standard. A scrvice,” says Bertrand de Bar,
¢ which commands all the others.” TUnder the royal authority
the scneschal governs France :

And ought to have France altogether at his discretion,

He is the Seneschal, he has the Gonfanon.

After the sencschal comes the constable, comes stabuli, the
count of the stable. 1lle watches over the King’s stable,
controls the fodder, buys the horses; he takes i hand the
clecaning of the stalls hy the grooms; he can also keep four
ol his horses in his master’s stables and take from the kitchen
meat for his own use. Irom the fact that he is concerned with
the King’s stable the constable becomes, as time goes on,
Chief of the cavalry and then Commander-in-chief of the army.

The butler ruled over the cup-bearers as the constable
over the stablemien. IIe offered wine to their majesties and
had the care of their stores of wine. He distributed wine
to guests in the palace and had charge of the silver. He
looked after the vincyards of the Crown and administered
their proceeds. He was concerned not only to replenish the
cellars of the King, butl to disposc of the excess of the harvests.
He set up the manorial presses and got in the dues for
“tonlieu” (toll paid for standing in a market), pressing
(pressurage), and drilling (forage), which led to his acting as
judge in the disputes to which these customs gave rise. In
this way it was not long before he took part in the administra-
tion of the domain and the management of the treasury ;
which brought him later to the presidency of the Chamber of
- Accounts (Chambre des Compies).

The grand chamberlain dirccts the service of the private
apartmen’s ; he has the superintendence of the furniture and
clothes of the King. He introduces into the presence of the
Sovereign the vassals who come to tender him their oath of
fidelity and homage, and he takes as perquisite (butine) on this
occasion the cloaks which they wcar and which they must
leave behind in token of respect at the moment they appear
before the prince. In the “ chamber” is found what we
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should call the “ strong-box.” And so, bchold, the chamber-
lain is treasurer of the realm. He commands the valets, the
tailors, and the stewards (chambellans). The last are in the
beginning only humble servants, but they keep the accounts
of the house, 4.e. of the Government. They perform the
functions of stewards. In this double capacity as head of the
valets de chambre and Minister of Finance the chamberlain
is placed, as we have alrcady said, under the orders of the
Queen.

The grand pantler rules over the pantry; he serves at
table while the seneschal carves the meat and the butler dis-
penses the wine; he sces to the cutting of the bread. Xe is
responsible for the table linen and sces to ““ the steeping and
washing of the cloths.” Ilc has ‘“inspection and jurisdiction
over the bread made by the bakers of Paris and the suburbs.”

Last comes the grand chancellor.  His character differs a
little from that of his eolleagucs, because, though domestie,
his origin was also religious. The Mcrovingian Kings pre-
served among their relics the little cope (capa) of Saint Martin,
the under-garment which the patron of the Gauls was wearing
the day he gave up his cloak to a poor man. Thenee the name
‘““chapel ” (chapelle) given to the place where the relies of
the Kings were kept, and that of “ chaplain ™ (chapelain) by
which the clerics who presided over it were deseribed. To
the relies were joined the archives. The aforesaid chaplains
registered the oaths taken on the cope, which led them at times
to the drawing up of acts and patents furnished with seals.
Their head was the chancellor. IIe had always to carry the
great seal hung from his neck for fear it should be lost. Ie
is called “the one who carries the scal.”” Ie is over the
lawyers who draw up the royal letters and the chafe-wax who
seals them.

Such were the six great officers of the (rown ; they seconded
the King in the excrcise of his power; they followed him
everywhere ; they sanctioned by their presence the publica-
tion of the acts of governmenl. Their character, so narrowly
domestic, changes in time, but not so rapidly as one might be
tempted to think. In the fifteenth century still, on the thres-
hold of the Renaissance, Charles VII will have himself served
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on feast-days by the great officers, each in conformity to his
office, and during the repast the high steward will read aloud.

These domestics, great officers, with the Queen and with
the King’s sons, with his relatives and the great nobles of the
recalm forming the Council of the King—and with the other
officers of diverse conditions who form the establishment of
the palace, cooks, chamber attendants, chaplains, marshals—
form what documents of the period term the “ royal family.”
Their assemblage—to which comes the Queen, the princes,
the guests and the relatives of the King, even to his clerks
and his valets —forms the houschold (domestique) of the
sovereign, what we should call to-day the Government.

The King makes his military expeditions at the head of
his * family.”

“ Family,” “ mesnie,”” are the expressions used in documents
to describe the troops of the prince on campaign. It is the
manus privata of the King, whose importance is shown from
the time of the first Capetians. It includes his nourris,
those who dwell near him for the sake of the “ meat’’ which he
distributes to them.

In battle they group themselves round him.

“ Charles went to Roussillon with his private ‘mesnie,’””
we read in Girart de Roussillon ; *‘ he had not summoned his
host and yet he was going to make no mean progress.”

This royal household, like that which has been already
described, tends naturally, by the development of its internal
force, to become the larger household (mesnie majeure). From
all parts of the kingdom people come to enter it. Below the
knights (equites) and the squires (milites) are the ° poursuiv-
ants,” young men who aspire to chivalry and to be trained in
the career of arms; then a compact troop of sergeants, foot
soldiers (pedites), servants attached to the household of the
King. In place of helmets the sergeants wear on their heads
hats of iron or leather; they do not use weapons deemed
noble-—the sword or the lance; they carry in their hands
a two-edged hatchet, a scythe, or a spear, or a heavy club with
iron spikes; but they form, none the less, a corps d’élite, in
which are found the best archers, the ablest bowmen expert
in handling ribaudequins and trebuchets, swivel-guns and
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should call the “ strong-box.” And so, behold, the chamber-
lain is treasurer of the realm. He commands the valets. the
tailors, and the stewards (chambellans). The last are in the
beginning only humble servants, but they keep the accounts
of the house, ¢.e. of the Government. They perform the
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valets de chambre and Minister of Finance the chamberlain
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responsible for the table linen and sces to ““ the steeping and
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the day he gave up his cloak to a poor man. Thenee the name
‘“ chapel ” (chapelle) given to the place where the relies of
the Kings were kept, and that of * chaplain ™ (chapelain) by
which the clerics who presided over it were deseribed. To
the relics were joined the archives. The aforesaid chaplains
registered the oaths taken on the cope, which led them at times
to the drawing up of acts and patents furnished with seals.
Their head was the chancellor. He had always to carry the
great seal hung from his neck for fear it should be lost. Ile
is called “the one who carries the seal.” He is over the
lawyers who draw up the royal letters and the chafe-wax who
seals them.

Such were the six great officers of the Crown ; they seconded
the King in the excrcise of his power; they followed him
everywhere ; they sanctioned by their presenee the publica-
tion of the acts of government. Their character, so narrowly
domestic, changes in time, but not so rapidly as one might he
tempted to think. In the fifteenth century still, on the thres-
hold of the Renaissance, Charles VII will have himself served
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on least-days by the great officers, each in conformity to his
office, and during the repast the high steward will read aloud.

These domestics, great officers, with the Queen and with
the King’s sons, with his relatives and the great nobles of the
realm forming the Council of the King—and with the other
officers of diverse conditions who form the establishment of
the palace, cooks, chamber attendants, chaplams, marshals—
form what documents of the period term the * royal family.”
Their assemblage—to which comes the Queen, the princes,
the guests and the relatives of the King, even to his clerks
and his valets —forms the houschold (domestique) of the
sovereign, what we should call to-day the Government.

The King makes his military expeditions at the head of
his “ family.”

“ Family,” “ mesnie,” are the expressions used in documents
to describe the troops of the prince on campaign. It is the
manus privata of the King, whose importance is shown from
the time of the first Capetians. It includes his nourris,
those who dwell near him for the sake of the *“ meat’’ which he
distributes to them.

In battle they group themselves round him.

“ Charles went to Roussillon with his private °mesnie,’”
we read in Girart de Roussillon ; ““he had not summoned his
host and yet he was going to make no mean progress.”

This royal household, like that which has been already
described, tends naturally, by the development of its internal
force, to become the larger household (mesnie majeure). From
all parts of the kingdom people come to enter it. Below the
knights (equites) and the squires (mzlites) are the “ poursuiv-
ants,” young men who aspire to chivalry and to be trained in
the career of arms; then a compact troop of sergeants, foot
soldiers (pedites), servants attached to the household of the
King. In place of helmets the sergeants wear on their heads
hats of iron or lcather; they do not use weapons deemed
noble--the sword or the lance; they carry in their hands
a two-edged hatchet, a scythe, or a spear, or a heavy club with
iron spikes; but they form, none the less, a corps d’élite, in
which are found the best archers, the ablest bowmen expert
in handling ribaudequins and trebuchets, swivel-guns and
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mangonels. He gives them presents, cquipment or gifts of
money : to one the use of a shop, or the takings of a toll-house;
to another a mill, an oven, some acres of land. Closely
attached to the prince, they are his personal followers (privés).

As for the resources nccessary for them, the first Capetians
drew them from the exploitation of their own domains. They
subsecribed to their needs from their private revenues. without
levying taxes, thanks to personal rents, the sum of which was
brought to them at the three termns of St. Remy, Candlemas,
and the Ascension. They were made up of numerous rural
cxploilations to the profits of which the monarchs added the
feudal dues which they reecived as suzerains of their fiefs.

So we shall not be aslonished, in these eireumstances, that
the first Capetians did not excrese the power of legislation.
A father does not legislate in the bosom of his family. The
father’s wish is law. The Mcrovingians legislated, as also did
the Carolingians, for their authority was not essentially pa-
ternal ; the Capetians no longer made laws., As the father
among his children so the King is, among his subjects, the living
law. e governs his kingdom as a family. ““The King's
wish is law.”” The ordinances of the King and of his Council,
when they enter mto the manners of the people, beeome
customary ; but if custom does not admit them, they have
only a transitory clfeet. During the sway of the Capetian
dynasty, in the whole of I'rance it is custom which makes the
law.

Apart from his personal courage, Hugh Capet had owed his
clection to the authority which he exereised in his duchy, in
the llc de France; he had owed it to the necessity of uniting
the great barons, the Counts of Anjou, of Chartres, of Troyes,
the Duke of Normandy; he had owed it to his family con-
nections : was he not the brother of Ilenry, Duke of Bur-
gundy, the brother-in-law of Richard, Duke of Normandy,
as well as of the Duke of Aquitaine, whose sister, * Adelaide,”
he had married ? Certainly bis duchy, of which Paris was the
capital, and in which was situated the town of Orleans, had
not the cxtent of territory of the Duchy of Aquitaine, the
County of Toulouse, the Duchy of Burgundy, or the Duchy of
Normandy ; but its situation was favoured by the convergence
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of navigable watercourses and by the meeting of the great
roads which furrowed the north of Gaul. The Duke of France
was Abbot of St. Martin de Tours, of St. Denis, of St. Germain-
des-Pres, of St. Maur-des-Fossés, of St. Riquier, of St. Aignan
d’Orléans. The Archbishop of Reims, the bishops of Beauvais,
of Noyon, of Chalons, of Laon, and of Langres were in favour
of his power. He was suzerain of Poitou.

On the 3rd July 987 Hugh Capet was crowned in the
Cathedral of Reims by Archbishop Adalbéron. At the moment
of his consecration he pronounced the following oath :

“1I, Hugh, who in an instant am by the divine favour
about to become King of the French, on the day of my anoint-
ing, in the presence of God and of His saints, promise to each
of you to prescrve to you the canonical privilege, the law, the
justice which are due to you, and to protect you as far as I
can with the help of God as is just that a King should act in
his realm towards each bishop and the Church which is com-
mitted to him. I promise to concede from our authority to
the people confided to us justice according to their rights.”

Later, Hugh Capet will say in a patent to the Abbey of
Corbie: ““We have no right to exist unless we render justice
to all and by every means.” Moreover, his successors will have
him represented on their seal holding the hand of justice,
which is to remain the emblem of our Kings until the end of
the monarchy. In official representations, the King of France
holds the sceptre in one hand, the hand of justice in the other ;
other Kings have themselves shown holding the sceptre and
the sword.

In this tenth century Abbo attempts to define the royal
person: ‘It is,” he says, *the incarnation of justice.” He
declares that the office of King consists ““in stirring up the
affairs of the kingdom for fear some dispute should remain
hidden there.” Fulbert de Chartres, in the eleventh century,
says also: “The King is the pinnacle of justice: summum
justicie caput.” It is the essential character marking the
prince in all the chansons de geste. And what is the nature, the
source of this justice ? Old Bodin will tell us: ‘ The King
treats his subjects and distributes justice to them, as a father
to his children.”
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In the midst of his subjects the King was truly the source
of justice ; all justice emanated from him. Above the numerous
local groups, familics, lordships, towns, and communities which
divided the kingdom, the monarch was the sole common
authority and therefore able to intervenc in the differences
which arose among them. As each of these groups lived and
administered itself independently, the only function which re-
mained to the King was to force them to agree for the common
good. ““ As soon as the King is crowned,” notes Abbo (tenth
century), “he demands from his subjects the oath of fidehty
lest discord should arise in any part of the kingdom.” Bodin
wrote : ‘‘ The prince should make his subjeets agree with one
another and all with him,” rcsuming in two lines the history
of the kingly function.

Hugh had owed his throne to elcction. The representa-
tives of the Carolingian dynasty had still some partisans.  Ile
therefore took the precaution, the very year of his aceession to
the throne, of having his son Robert crowned in the (athedral
of Orleans (the 25th December 987). “ He showed a letter
sent by Borel, Duke of Hither Spain,” writes Richer, “in which
the Duke demanded help against the Barbarians (the Saracens).
He asked that a second King should be created, so that if one
of the two should perish in battle, the army could always
count on a leader. He said, too, that if the King were killed
and the country ravaged, the nobles might be divided among
themselves, the wicked oppress the good, and the nation in
consequence fall into servitude.”

Lines which give us a glimpse of those Saracens of Spain
against whom from that time the Christian knights are destined
to struggle desperately : and here is the theme of the chansons
de geste.

The rule of the early Capetians consisted, besides, in the
moral direction they gave to the country. The existence of
the King was necessary at the top of feudal socicty, and it was
by this very existence that he governed. Morcover, we ought
not to be surprised at the small number of Acts preserved under
the name of Hugh Capet : a dozen during a reign of ten years.
Contrary to what has been said, this is no proof of impotence.
The very great moral authority which the Crown already en-
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joyed under the first Capetian had no need to manifest itself
in documents. Entangled as we are to-day in our admini-
strative bureaucracy, we no longer imagine public action except
in the form of paper. The German Emperor, Otto I, a con-
temporary of Hugh Capet, issued more than 400 Acts; he was
still a child; but the reason was that the German Govern-
ment acted then more by administration. France, say the
historians, paid atlention to nothing but the dozen counts
and dukes who really governed them. This again is not
correct. Each of these twelve counts and dukes was at the
head of a certain number of vassals over whom he had a power
of conciliation and paternal protection similar to that which
the King exercised over him and his peers; and these vassals,
in their turn, were over other vassals (of an inferior status)
and in identical conditions.

No writer has given us a picture of Hugh Capet. From
the moral point of view he seems to have been the man of his
part, conciliatory, clever in negotiation, persuasive. Of simple
manners, with no taste for pomp or show, he helped to give to
the French monarchy the popular aspect which is to distinguish
it from foreign monarchies. ‘ With the Kings of France,”
writes Guibert de Nogent, ‘one finds a natural simplicity ;
they realize the words of Scripture:  Princes, be among your
subjects as of them.’ ”

Hugh Capet died on the 26th October 996, of small-pox.
He was buried at St. Denis. His death had been as edifying
as his life: for Hugh Capet appeared already as a prince of
ecclesiastical character, head of his clergy : he busies himself
with the care of the monasteries of which he is abbot; he fills
the bishoprics of Amiens, Beauvais, Chilons, Laon, Noyon,
Reims, Senlis, Soissons, Auxerre, Chartres, Meaux, Langres,
Bourges, and Puy, presides at councils, draws up rules for
monasteries. He dresses himself in Church vestments (drap
d’Eglise) and takes part barefooted in processions, carrying
the reliquary of St. Valois. The first Capetians blessed their
subjects and gave them absolution :

With his right hand he absolves and blesses them.
(Chanson de Roland, v. 840.)
And indeed, says André Duchesne, ““the Kings of France
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have never been mere laymen, but have the priesthood and
royalty united. To show that they share in the priesthood
they are anointed exactly like priests (the anointing with holy
oils at their consceration), and they still use the dalmatie under
the royal robes to show the rank they hold in the Chureh.”

Sources.—Rucheri Hstorice, Libri IV, ed. Wails, Seriptores rerum
germanicarum in usum scholarum, 1877 ; Gerbert, Letires, 983-987, ed.
J. Havet, 1889 ; the Chansons de geste, quoted in the preceding and
following chapters.

Historicar Works.—DMontlosicr, De la monarchie francaise depuis
son élablissement, 1814, 3 vols. ; Fustel de Coulanges, Les Transformations
de la royauté pendant Uépoque carolingienne, 18025 Jueq. Flach, Les
Origines de Pancienne France, 1886 1917, 4 vols.;  Achille Luchaire,
Istowre des anshiulions wonarchiques . . . sous les premiers Capeliens,
1886, 2 vols.; Ksmuen, Cowrs elementaire de Uhistoire du drot frangas,
3rd ed., 1898 ; André¢ Lemaure, Les Lois fondamentales de la monarehie
Sfrangaise, 1907 5 Aug. WKuler, Das Konigthum im alt frunzosichen Karls-
Epos, Marburg, 1886 ; K. Lot, Les Derniers Carolingicns, 1891 ; by the
same author, Ltudes sur le régne de Hugue Capet, 1003 1 K. Fuvre, Eude,
Comte de Paris et roi de France, 1893 ; L. Halphen, Le Comte d"oAn JOU (Y
XI¢ Saécle, 1906.
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CHAPTER III
THE EPICS

The origin of the chansons de geste is well known. The first
troubadours are soldiers who celebrate the high deeds of the
famuly to which they belong. After them, the chanson de geste
reaches the minstrels. “ Geste” means ¢ family.” Our oldest
epics : The Chanson de Roland (Songs of Roland), The Chanson de
Guilloume (Song of William), le Pélerinage de Charlemagne (The
Pilgrimage of Charlemagne), Garin le Loherain A great epic
poet : Bertrand de Barbe-sur-Aube. Connection between the
chansons de geste and the Homeric poems.

EUDAL France is built up from the family.

F To the family, which affords safety and shelter,

which contains the seeds of future destiny and which
has progressively formed public life, men devote themselves
unreservedly. The greatest efforts are put forth to develop
its power and its prosperity. From the cult of hearth and
ancestor, from that of domestic honour, the man of that time
draws the courage which is to make of him a stout fellow
(prud’homme), a valiant knight worthy of the name he bears,
of the standard under which he fights, of the watchword (cri)
which guides him.

In that period of faith and action which begins at the end
of the tenth century and includes the whole of the eleventh—
in which historians have seen the greatest century in our history,
“the most creative age of all ’—the sentiments which we
have just recalled find sublime expression.

According to a theory which was favoured for a long time,
our old epic poems, the chansons de geste, had their origin in
little sentimental melodies (caniilénes), short songs, little poems
familiar to the soldiers and the people. Originating in the
time of Merovée and Clovis, they were supposed to have increased
greatly in number under the Carolingians. In these warlike
songs the glory of the great princes, Clovis, Dagobert, Charle-
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But the long themes of the epies, in their melodious mono-
tony, were unfolded above all under the sonorous vaults of
the keep, in the evening by the glancing light of the torches,
or in the garden, in presence of the knights seated on the
grass by a clear fountain, in the shade of & pine or almond
tree; they were heard on feast-days when the lord held his
Court.

For the chansons de geste have been collected by profes-
sional singers who hawk them from castle to eastle, from fair
to fair, and from one town to another.  And through specializa-
tion a division of the profession is effected. A separation
comes about between the pocts who compose the poem
and the minstrels who spread it abroad (par les amples
régnés).

The chansons de geste are poems of the family, and their
name alone would be sufficient to emphasize the fact,  * Geste ™
means ** family.” and espeeially so in the expression © chanson
de geste ™ by which the epics are described.

Count William with the Crooked Nose -Guillanme d'Orangy,
thus called breause of the shape imparted to his nuse by the
stroke of a Saracen sword-—loves his brave minstrel :

He is skilled to sing the epic praises of his line, . . .
{v. 1263.)
singing of Clovis, of Charlemagne, of Roland, of Girard de
Vienne, and knightly Oliver,

His kindred they were and his ancestors,
{v.1373.)

If Guillaume d’Orange loves to hear in his hall, paved with
marhle, the poems which sing of Clovis and Charlemagne,
Oliver, Girard, and Roland, it is beesuse their blood flows in
his veins,

Moreover, the * heroes ™ of the chansons de geste are—much
more than the individuals who figure so brilliantly in them- -
the familics to which these individuals belonged, the * proud
lincage ” raised higher still,

Garin le Loherain is the bloody history of the long feud which
divided two families, and the epic ends only after the slaughter
of the last descendant of Hardré.
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It is just the same in the Chanson de Guillaume :

Wilham my lord has a minstrel,
In all France none sings so well,
Nor in battle fights more bravely ;
He can sing to him the chansons de geste. . . .
(v. 1260.)

Such were, in France, the first {rouvéres, the first epic
pocts ; then they gave place to professional poets attached
to the seigniorial families, who remunerated them. This
was notably the case with one of the most famous of them,
Bertrand de Bar, who lived, about the middle of the twelfth
century, at Bar-sur-Aube, in the household of a powerful baron,
Gui de Hanstone. His seigneur had brought him up and
made a ‘‘rich man” of him, in return for which Bertrand
composed for him a chanson de geste in which was celebrated
his ancestor Beuve de Hanstone. But these epics were soon
to emerge from the sphere of the household, to be sung by the
warriors who rode along the dusty roads, as is recounted in
Renaud de Montauban, singing, helmet on head with flags {lying,
moved by the march and the wind of the plain. Their verses
rang out in the midst of battle. The passage of Wace showing
us Taillefer at the opening of the battle of Hastings (1066),
singing of Charlemagne and Roland, has remained famous
through it :

Taillefer, who could sing well,

On a quick-going horse

Went before the Duke, singing

Of Charlemagne and Roland,

Of Oliver and his men

Who died at Roncevaux.

When they had so far ridden

That to the English they drew near:

¢ Sire,” cries Taillefer, ¢ your mercy,

Long have I served you,

You owe me reward for my service ;

To-day, if it please you, pay me.

By whatever reward I ask,

And if you will, now I ask:

Grant me, that I may not miss

The first stroke in the fight.”

The Duke replied : “I grant it thee.”
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But the long themes of the epics, in their melodious mono-
tony, were unfolded above all under the sonorous vaults of
the keep, in the evening by the glancing light of the torches,
or in the garden, in presence of the knights scated on the
grass by a clear fountain, in the shade of a pine or almond
tree; they were heard on feast-days when the lord held his
Court.

For the chansons de geste have been collected by profes-
sional singers who hawk them from castle to castle, from fair
to fair, and from one town to another. And through specializa-
tion a division of the profession is effected. A separation
comes about between the poets who compose the poem
and the minstrels who spread it abroad (par les amples
régnés).

The chansons de geste arc poems of the family, and their
name alone would be suflicicnt to emphasize the fact.  * Geste ”
means ‘ family,” and especially so in the expression ¢ chanson
de geste ”” by which the epics are described.

Count William with the Crooked Nose— Guillaume d'Orange,
thus called because of the shape imparted to his nose by the
stroke of a Saracen sword—loves his brave minstrel :

He is skilled to sing the epic praises of his line. . . .
(v. 1263.)
singing of Clovis, of Charlemagne, of Roland, of Girard de
Vienne, and knightly Oliver.

His kindred they were and his ancestors. :
(v. 1272.)

If Guillaume d’Orange loves to hear in his hall, paved with
marble, the poems which sing of Clovis and Charlemagne,
Oliver, Girard, and Roland, it is because their blood flows in
his veins.

Morceover, the “ heroes ” of the chansons de geste are.—much
morc¢ than the individuals who figure so brilliantly in them. -
the familics to which these individuals belonged, the * proud
lineage ” raised higher still.

Garin le Loherain is the bloody history of the long feud which
divided two families, and the epic ends only after the slaughter
ol the last descendant of Hardré.
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The lamily (lignage) for which the troubadour wrote has all
the virtues, above all those of the warrior :
Valiant was my father and my ancestry,
And of a fine family am I come,
And therefore vahant should I be.
(Gormont et Isembart, v. 218.)

The enemy house has all the vices :

The whole company goes with Tiedbalt fleeing,
And Vivien the vahant remains.
(Chanson de Guillawme, v. 332.)

After having separated it from an infinite variety of detail
and a wealth of development, you will find in these words the
plot of the greater number of the chansons de geste. “ Fromont
and all his people arc felons,” says Garin.

So much they achieved that all loved them
Except the perfidious stock which always abused them.
(Chanson des quatre fils Aymon, v. 16768.)

Ganelon does not stand alone as a traitor; his whole
“ kindred ”* is wicked ; all his descendants are felons, and it
could not be otherwise while a drop of his blood should flow
in the veins of one of his descendants, even if he were to belong
to the remotest generation. The eleventh century would
never have admitted the theme of the Fille de Roland, which
makes a gallant knight of the son of Ganelon. When Renaud
de¢ Montauban learns that his brother-in-law has betrayed
him, he wants to kill his own children: what could they
become, they who, through their mother, belong to the family
of a traitor ?

The chansons de geste, which have come down to us to the
number of a hundred, can be divided into several cycles, each
of which is a family cycle : we have thus the cycle of the Aimer-
ides (from the name of Aimeri de Narbonne), as the Greeks had
the cycle of the Atrides; and in it Narbonne takes the place
of Mycene.

The cycle of the Aimerides, alone, includes twenty-four of
our chansons de geste, which are divided as follows: the geste
of Garin de Montglane, the ancestor, three chansons; the
geste of Aimeri, the father of Guillaume, in which is found
the chef d’ceuvre of Bertrand de Bar, Girard de Vienne, eight
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chansons ; finally, the geste of Guillaume,— which begins with
the old and admirable Chanson de Guillawme and finishes with
his profession as monk when William of the (rooked Nose
becomes a monk in the Abbey of Gellone,---thirteen chansons.
And what is this long and magnificent story sung in enthusi-
astic and confident verse—the history of old Aimeri, of his
sons, grandsons, and great-nephews, devoting themselves from
generation to generation to the defence of Christianity agunst
the Saracens to sustain their valour and the rights of their
King whatever might be his ingratitude and injustices if
not the tale, multlplc and complex in its windings, however
simple and united its fundamental idea, the tale of the efforts
made by a family of heroes to exalt their name.

The elements of the chansons de geste are then co-ordinated
at this end of the tenth century, which shows us feudal France
definitely organizing itsell by taking a (‘.l.pdmn as its head.
During the eleventh, the heroie, century, the epies will take their
most powerful form and spread abroad. The oldest manu-
seripts preserved of our chansons de geste, like that of the Song
of Roland, were written in the seeond half of the twelfth eentury
—versions of older chansons, for none of these pocins have reached
us in their original form.

Tt is written in the ancient geste,

we read in the Chanson de Roland (verse 3742).

The three oldest French epies the text of which we possess
are the Chanson de Roland, the Chanson de Guitlaione, and that
queer, amusing produet, disconcerting for the period in which
it was composed, the Pélerinage de Charlemagne.

The idea which dominates all these poems is the struggle
of Christian Kurope, under the hegemony of Franee, against
the Saracens ; to which three main facts have contributed.  In
the first place, there was the memory left of the Saracen
invasions ol the south-cast of France in the ninth century ; in
the sccond place, the struggles maintained from the middle of
the tenth century and throughout the course of the cleventh,
against the Saracens of Spain, in which a great number of
French barons took part; in the third place, there were the
Crusades.
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The oldest and most beautiful of our epic poems, the Chanson
de Roland, probably goes back in its first form to the end of
the tenth century. The extant version dates from the follow-
ing century. In its first form entirely lost, it must have been
simpler, rougher, more rugged, and certainly more beautiful
still.

The poem has its foundation in a historic fact. In 778, on
his return from Spain, Charlemagne crossed the Pyrenees with
his army. On the 15th August his rearguard was destroyed
by Basque mountaineers in the valley of Roncevaux. It was
commandcd by Roland, the P’refect of the Marches of Brittany.
It was an episode of secondary importance, the story of which,
woven with heroic legends and resumed by a poet of genius,
expressed with incomparable force and nobility the sentiments
of the French of the period. This song of the eleventh century
is one of the finest works, and without doubt the grandest by
reason of the breadth and nobility of its sentiments, in all
literature.

The legend makes of Roland a nephew of Charlemagne, and
his defeat was attributcd to the treason of a certain Count
Ganelon, who was to become, for the troubadours of the twelfth
century, the type of the traitor, as Roland was to become the
model of courage and loyalty.

The encrgy of the allections and the rugged simplicity of
the ideas gives to the narrative a potency which will never be
repeated. The descriptions of the heroes is made by a single
characteristie, as in Homer : Roland of the fine limbs, Charles
with the grey beard ; the description of a countryside is con-

tained in two lines :
¢

High arc the mountains and the valleys dark,
The rocks dark grey, the defiles wonderful.
(v. 814.)

By the sublimity and power of its sentiment, by the robust
emotion which dominates the poem, the Chanson de Roland
takes place above all which has ever been written. Its form
even is of the greatest beauty, and if it is true that the art of
the writer consists in giving to the words he uses the maximum
of their effect by the manner in which he employs them, the
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Chanson de Roland is, from the point of view of style also, the
chef d’ceuvre of our literature.

In what district was the Chanson de Roland written ?
Brittany has been suggested, because Roland was its prefect ;
then Normandy, becausec of the devotion which the author
of the poem professes for St. Michacl of the Perils of the Sea
(St. Michel-au-peril-de-la-mer). It scems clear to us that the
poem had its orgin in the Ile-de-France. It is in the Ile-de-
France that the feudal forms, which other districts adopted
later, have their origin; the Ile-de-France was the eradle of
the power of the Capetians, and, as we shall see, of Gothie
architecture; and there the most ancient epies took their rise,
and notably the Chanson de Roland.

When Charles, to avenge Roland, leads back his army
against the Saracens, he forms the first two echelons of French-
men, by which is meant knights of the Ile-de-¥rance ; the third
echelon is composed of the Bavarians, whom Charles loves
beyond all others cxcept, of course, the French, who have
conquered for him the other mations;~— the fourth echelon is
formed of Germans, the fifth of Normans, the sixth of Bretons,
ol Poitevins, and men of Auvergne, the eighth of Flemings,
the ninth of Lorrainers and Burgundians; finally, the last
echelon includes onee more harons of France. The French of
the Ile-de-France form the van and rear of the army.  While
the other corps are placed under divers heads, the French
are commanded by Charlemagne, and the oriflamme floats
in their ranks. Charles loves them above all others, for it is
they who have subjected all Kurope to him; it was for them
that the poet wrote.

And what is the name of this poct to whom we owe the
finest work in our language ? The chanson ends thus :

Here ends the geste which Turold relates (declinet).
(v. 4002.)

The sense which should be attributed here to the word
“decliner ” is uncertain. Is it a question of the poet, that
is to say, the author of the poem, or of the minstrel who
chanted the geste, or the copyist who transeribed it ¢  And,
first of all, one must reject the idea of a copyist who would
have had the audacity to bring himself thus under the eyes
a6
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of the reader. On the other hand, in several chansons de geste,
one sees the poet disclosing himself exactly in this same place.
And that seems to be a strong reason for believing that Turold
was the author, either of the first version, or more probably
of the revision which gave to the Chanson de Roland the form
in which it has come down to us.

Rather later than the Chanson de Roland, the Chanson de
Guillaume belongs to the end of the eleventh century. It is
the history of the defeat inflicted by the Saracens on William
of the Crooked Nosc in the plain of Larchamp-sur-mer (a place
name which has proved impossible to identify), and of the
vengeance taken by the noble count with the help of the King
of France. Its composition is already different enough from
that of the Chanson de Roland ; it has less breadth, its move-
ment is less simple; it is not so sublime; but the characters
shown are depicted with an incomparable relief in their rude
energy.

A portrait of a woman, that of Guibourc, the wife of William
of the Crooked Nose, takes here the most important place,
while in the Chanson de Roland the feminine role is absent.
It is an admirable picture of the feudal chatelaine who cherishes
(nourrit) her lord’s men, rules over the castle when the baron
is away, and heartens him when he returns vanquished without
a single one of his company. The scenes of the Chanson de
Guillaume have been many times repeated in the family cycle.

Guillaume appears on the walls of Orange after the disaster
of Larchamp. At first Guibourc refuses to recognize her
baron in the lamentable state in which he presents himself,
At last she orders the gates of the castle to be opened to him.

Count William at the threshold dismounts.

The lady Guibourc takes his charger,

And lcads him straight to stall;

Saddle and bridle she takes away

And gives him oats to eat.

Then goes to embrace the Count ;

And courteously demands:

¢« Sire,” she asks, “what have you done with your men,
‘Whom you led off, four thousand and seven hundred ? »
“By my faith, lady, the pagans vanquished them ;
Bloody they lie on the field of Larchamp.” 57
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over, from malice he made one of his ancestors, Doone de
Mayence, play an odions part in Benve de Hanstone,  Bertrand
was a clerie. It was also at Bar-sur-Aube that he eomposed
Girard de }ienne.
At Bar-sur-Aube in a castle seigniorial
Sits Bertrand, pensive in an orchard,
A gentle clerk who made this song. . .,
{v. 1-3.)
Perhaps we owe Doon de Mayence also to Bertrand.
However this may be, he was a prolific poct and greatly
renowned in his own day, as is shown in the verse of Doon dr
Nantewil

For sure he hos Jearnt more In a single year,
Than Bertrund de Bar knew in all his life. . . .

Thus Bertrand de Bar wrote his epies for the great noble
families ; just as in the following generation, when the period
of epie poetry was past, the poet who composes still very
often in the epic vein—the life of Guillaume e Maréchal
writes for the family of the noble lord :

When the kindred, sisters, and brother,

Shall hear this, much will they have it at heart.
{1w201.)

It has often been asked, what historic element is to be
found in the chansons de geste, from the point of view of the
sctuality of the facts ¥

If one considers the great figures of Clovis, Dagobert,
Charlemagne, Hugh Capet, who pass before us in these stories,
the actions which are attributed to them are legendary or even
drawn from the imagination; as to the heroes of the great
families, the tradition complacently handed down in the
families and received by the poets attribute to them fabulous
actions ; but if the scholar can draw nothing from these poems
from the point of view of historic fact, he can, on the other
hand, reap an ample harvest in secking there the beliefs, the
manners, the ideas, the sentiments of the French people in the
eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth centuries. The characters
in these poems are imaginary, or distorted so much that it is
irapossible to identify them; but the surroundings in which
@
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Count of Artois. It continues between the children of Hervis
and those of Hardré, between Garin de Metz (le Loherain) and
Begon de Belin. The third, the fourth, the fifth generations
pursue the ferocious struggle, down to the extermination of
the posterity of Hardré.

Manners and language are equally savage: “ With all his
remaining strength, Begon strikes Isoré, splits his helmet, cuts
through the cap, and reaches the skull and cleaves it to the
hauberk. Isoré fell this time never to rise again; he was
decad. Then Begon, intoxicated with blood, plunges Froberge
into the inanimate body and, like a famished wolf on a dead
sheep, he tears the entrails from it, carries them off, and advanc-
ing to the room in which lic the hostages, throws them into the
face of Guillaume de Montelin :

‘“ < Here, vassal,” says he, ‘ take the heart of your friend ;
you can salt and roast it! And remember! Garin has never
been perjured ! Garin has never betrayed the King !’ ”

As we have said, a hundred chansons de geste have been
preserved, and this enormous figure represents only a small
part of the epic production from the tenth to the thirteenth
century ; for the French, *who have not the epic sense,”
have produced—and 1t is only a question of the French of the
langue d’oil—eight or ten times as many true epics as all the
other peoples of Kurope together.

We have mentioned the most ancient of these poems. It
would be impossible to continue this enumeration; but we
ought to mention the chefs d’ceuvre of Bertrand de Bar-sur-
Aube, Girard de Vienne, Aimeri de Narbonne, Les Narbonnass,
and Beuve de Hanstone.

Girard de Vienne and Aimert de Narbonme were directly
imitated by Victor Hugo in Aymerillot and the Mariage de
Roland for the Légende des Siecles. We know a little about
Bertrand de Bar, that {ine #rouvire who is to be reckoned
as the greatest of the French poets whose names are known
with certainty. He lived at the cnd of the twelfth century,
at Bar-sur-Aube, where he composed some of his poems,
notably Beuve de Hanstone, for Gui de Hanstone, who
“nourished ” him. He had been previously in the pay of
Doon de Mayence, whom he left through a grievance; more-
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over, from malice he made one of his ancestors, Doon de
Mayence, play an odious part in Bewve de Hanstone.  Bertrand
was a cleric. It was also at Bar-sur-Aube that he composed
Girard de Vienne.
At Bar-sur-Aube in a castle seigniorial
Sits Bertrand, pensive in an orchard,
A gentle clerk who made this song. . . .
(v. 1-3.)
Perhaps we owe Doon de Mayence also to Bertrand.
However this may be, he was a prolific pocet and greatly
renowned in his own day, as is shown in the verse of Doon de
Nantewil :

For sure he has learnt more in a single year,
Than Bertrand de Bar knew in all his life. . . .

Thus Bertrand de Bar wrote his epies for the great noble
families ; just as in the following generation, when the period
of epic poetry was past, the poet who composes---still very
often in the epic vein—the life of GQuilleume le Mardchal
writes for the fanuly of the noble lord :

When the kindred, sisters, and brother,
Shall hear this, much will they have it at heart.
(19201.)

It has often been asked, what historie element is to be
found in the chansons de geste, from the point of view of the
actuality of the facts ?

If one considers the great figures of Clovis, Dagobert,
Charlemagne, Hugh Capet, who pass before us in these stories,
the actions which are attributed to them are legendary or even
drawn from the imagination; as to the heroes of the great
families, the tradition complacently handed down in the
families and received by the poets attribute to them fabulous
actions ; but if the scholar can draw nothing from these pocms
from the point of view of historie fact, he ean, on the other
hand reap an ample harvest in secking there the beliefs, the
‘manners, the ideas, the sentiments of the French people in the
eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth centuries. The characters
in these poems are imaginary, or distorted so much that it is
%mpos&ble to identify them; but the surroundings in which
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they move, the costumes in which they are dressed, the senti-
ments they express, are rigorously accurate.

It would require many pages to illustrate in detail the way
in which the poets draw on reality. Here is one fact among
others. It is borrowed from Renaud de Montauban, or poem
of the Four Sons of Aymon.

For some months Renaud has been besieged with his family
by Charlemagne. In his castle, he is suffering from hunger.
After the cattle, he has had all the horses within the walls
killed ; there remains to him only his famous horse Bayard.
Him at least he would spare, but since his children are
crying for food, Renaud, without killing the noble beast,
draws from it some blood on which he and his subsist for
some days longer. This incident, in a poem not too sparing
of improbabilities, seems one of the most unlikely. Truth is
sometimes . . . Boileau will say. The poet had heard the
accounts of the episodes of the siege of Antioch by Kerboga :

“ Many people,” we read in the Gesta Dei per Francos,
“nourished themselves with the blood of their horses, whose
veins they sucked ; but they took care not to kill them, for they
had not lost all hope of salvation.”

These chansons de geste, which have nothing historical as
far as the heroes and the reality of their facts are concerned,
were received by those who listened to them as authentic
history.

The auditors of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries who
heard them were convinced that ‘it had actually happened.”
The * reality > of these tales formed for them their chief interest.

Seigneur, hear a song of great nobility,
It is all true history. . . .
(Les Quatre fils Aymon, v. 1, 2.)

This reflection is repeated in these old poems under the
most diverse forms. One might justly say that the epic is,
for the people who produce it, the carliest form of history.
On the day it ceases to be regarded as history and becomes
literature it ceases to be epic, and this observation, which
others have made before us, is much truer than one might
think, with regard to the Middle Ages. Pierre Dubois was an
advocate, a lawyer who devoted his powers and his knowledge,
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1850, Aymeri de Narbonne, ed. Demaison, 1887, 2 vols,, Lex Narbonnais,
ed. Suchier, 1888 09, 2 vols. ; Ogier de Dunois, ed. Barros, 1842,

Le Cycle de Guilloume d'Orange, ed. Jonekbloet, The Hague, 1854,
2 vols., containing 6 Corenemens Looys, i Churrms de Nymes, lo Prise
& Orenge, I Covenans Fiviens, la batuille o Aleschans,

Renaud de Montauban or Roman des Quaire fils Aymon, ed. Castets,
Montpelier, 1808 ; L. Gautier published o Babliograplhic drs Chansans de
geste, 1897.

Higrorrean Works.. Leon Gautier, Les Epopres franpaises, 2nd od,,
IBTH 92, & vols, ; Guston Paris, Histoire poctique de Charlemagne, 1885 ;

wston Paris, La Chanson du Pélerinage de Charlemuagne, in Romania, ix,
(1880}, p. 1 et seq. s Paul Meyer, Recherches sur Uepopee franginise, Eramen
critique de Phistoire de Churlemagae, 1807 ;. Pio Ragos, Ong. dell epopea
Jrancese, Florenve, 1H84; Jos. Bédier, Les Legendes cpujues, 1908 13,
4 vols. 3 Jaeq. Flach, * La Nauissanee de Ia chanson de geste,” Journal des
Savants, THW, pp. 27 38 and 116 20 ; K. Petit, ** Croisudes bourguignonnes
contre les Surrazaing d'Eapugne au Xie Sitcle,” Hev. Hust,, 1888,
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the duel between the two rivals which Oliver’s sister, the fair
faced Aude, was watching {from the battlements :

It was thus that Roland espoused the fair Aude.

As in Homer, the women of our chansons de gesle remain
always young and bcautiful : Penclope up to the end of the
Odyssey, Berthe up to the end of Girart de Roussillon. As in
Homer, the warriors of the chansons de geste are ever young and
vigorous : Charlemagne is more than a hundred years old when
he sphits from head to waist a knight in full armour. Like the
Homeric heroes, the heroes of the chansons de geste abuse each
other like pedlars before closing in fight. As for the Homeric
epithet, if it has less savour and picturesqueness in the Chanson
de Roland than in the Iliad, il has still there a singular nobility.

Like the Homeric poems, the works of our old poets were
chanted to throngs of the pcople whose thoughts they kindled
with their sublime accents.

Gilles de Paris tells in his Carolinus how in the streets, or
at the cross-roads, the chansons de geste were sung to the
accompaniment of the viol: “ The vencrable name of Charles,
glorious descendant of the illustrious Pépin, is on every tongue.
His high deeds are sung throughout the world to the sweet
accompaniment of the viol.”

We read in a letter in verse written in Italy about the end
of the thirteenth century: “I was lounging in the streets
when I caught sight of a singer perched on a stage, whence he
squalled the remown of the Carolingian armies and of the
French: the crowd hung in clusters round him, pricking up
their ears under the charm of his Orphcus. T listen in silence.
These verses, written in ¥rench, are deformed by barbarisms,
but the poet unfolds according to his fancy the plot of the
story.”

Principal Cmansons pE Gestr.—La Chanson de Roland, various
editions ; La Chan¢un de Guillelme, ed. Herm. Suchier, Bibliotheca norman-
nica, 1911 ; Le Pélerinage de Charlemagne, Karls des Grossen Reise nach
Jerusalem u. Constantinopel, ed. Koschwitz in the Alifranzosiche Bibliothék,
1880 ; Raoul de Cambrai, ed. Meyer and Longon, 1882 ; Garin le Loherain,
translated by P. Paris (1862) ; Girart de Roussillon, ed. P. Meyer, 1884 ;
Les trois épopées de Bertrand de Bar : Girard de Viane, ed. Tarbe, Reims,
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1850, Aymert de Narbonne, ed. Demaison, 1887, 2 vols., Les Narbonnass,
ed. Suchier, 1898-99, 2 vols. ; Ogier de Danois, ed. Barrois, 18.42.

Le Cycle de Guillaume d’Orange, ed. Jonckbloet, The IHague, 1854,
2 vols., containing i Coronemens Looz/s i Charrois de Nymes, la I’rz\sg
dOrenge, li Covenans Viviens, la bataille & Aleschans.

Renaud de Montauban or Roman des Quatre fils Aymon, ed. Castets,
Montpelier, 1909 ; L. Gautier published a Biblivgraphie des Chansong dc
geste, 1897.

HisrorrcaL Works.—Leon Gautier, Les Epopées frangaises, 2nd ed.,
1878-92, 4 vols.; Gaston Paris, Histoire podtique de Charlemagne, 13(,0
Gaston Paris, La Chansor du Pélerinage de Charlemagne, in Romana, ix.
(1880), p- 1 et scq. ; Paul Meyer, Recherches sur Uépupie frangaise, Examen
critique de l’histmre de Charlcma"m' 1867; Pro Ragna, Ovig, dell’ epopea
francese, Florence, 1884 ; Jos. Bédier, Les Legendes ep:qms 1908-13,
4 vols. ; Jacq. Flach, * La Naissance de la chanson de geste,™ Journal de.g
Savants, 1909, pp. 27-38 and 116-26 ; 1. Petit, ** Croisades hourguignonnes
contre les Sarrazains d’Espagne au )s.I“ Siécle,” Rev. Hist., 1886.
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CHAPTER 1V
THE ELEVENTH CENTURY

Robert the Pious and his master Gerbert. The réle of the clergy
at the beginming of the eleventh century. Usefulness of the
monasteries. The heresiarchs of Orleans. Robert repudiates
his wife Rozala to marry his cousin Berthe. Anathema. His
marriage with Constance of Aquitaine. Famine years. The
reign of Henry I, his opposition to the clergy, his marriage
with Anne, daughter of the Grand Duke of Kief. Accession of
Philip I; his tutor Baldwin of Flanders. Struggles between the
feudatories of the royal domain. The court of the barons. The
sons of Tancréde de Hautewville. The Kingdom of the Two
Sicilies. The conquest of England by William, Duke of Nor-
mandy. Philip I and Bertrade de Montfort. The Investiture
dispute. The papal legates and religious orders maintam the
Roman pretensions against the King and the French bishops.
Cluny. Exemption and immunity. Royal administration : the
Provosts.

HE. cleventh century opened in France during the

reign of Robert the Pious, the son of Hugh Capet.

Robert had ascended the throne in 996. He was a

young man of twenty-six, tall, broad-shouldered, and already

fat, but not so that his weight rendered him heavy in moving.

A Crowned He had a short nose; the expression of his eyes

Monk : Robert was profound, gentle, very affectionate, matching

the Pious. the smile on his lips, which charmed by its kindli-

ness. His father had giwven him a brilliant education at the
school of Reims, under the direction of Gerbert.

Sprung from the centre of France, probably from Auvergne,
Gerbert is to be regarded as one of the most powerful minds
which have ever existed. There were then connected with
every cathedral church—that is to say, in every church which
had an archiepiscopal or episcopal see—classes under the direc-
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graphy,” a ‘ saint’s life,”” to mislead us. Robert the Pious was
a politician and a soldier ; admirable on horscback, his broad
shoulders supporting with ease the hooded tunic of leather or the
hauberk of brass, he traversed the roads of the Ile-de-Irance
at the head of a company (mesnie) clad in armour, to confine
within the limits of their fiefs the violent activity of his vassals.

We have seen the formation of feudalism: thousands and thou-
sands of local groups spread over the land and forming so many
little States—States with precise limits which ecach will try to
extend at the expcnse of the little neighbouring States whose
inhabitants look upon outsiders as strangers, even as enemies,
Favoured bythe peacewhich reigns in cachof these communities,
agriculture develops. And now, following this early progress,
new needs arise. The resources of the feudal domain, which
has been organized so as to be sclf-sufficing, cannot respond
to more complex demands. Hence the beginnings of a com-
mercial movement, still embryonic, but which will, none the less,
furnish to the lord with his armed men round him the tempta-
tion to use his strength and transform himself into a brigand.
He continucs to maintain peace and concord among his “* sub-
jects,” but he docs not always resist the temptation of making
some fruitful foray outside his fief. And the conscquences of
this are apparent. Dwellings are fortified still further, the
fortresses surround themselves with higher walls, with ditches
deeper still. There is no feudal group, rough and fieree, which
does not fear a surprise, while at the same time secking to
surprise its neighbours.

And the necessity of the royal power at the summit of
this feudalism appcars more and more clearly. A successor
of Robert the Pious, Philip I, will use a happy expression to
describe his authority, when he says that it is placed at the
head of all the others (Patent in favour of the Abbey of Bee).

In the country included between Normandy and Cham-
pagne, Flanders and Anjou, Robert the Pious, then, is constantly
on the roads riding with sword in hand to restrain troublesome
neighbours. He brings to reason Arnould d’Yévre, kude de
Deols, Geoffroi de Chiteaudun. This struggle against the
more violent feudatories will be the task of Robert the Pious
and his successors down to Philip Augustus.
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The same causes which assured the progress of the royal
power formed at this period the force of religious ideas and
strengthened the authority of the Sovereign Pontiff, represented
in France by his legates and by the religious orders.

In this Society, divided up into various States, the royal
power in its right to administer justice represents the sole
common authority ; in the same way the Church represents
the only ideas and beliels which can draw together these separate
groups, the only moral idea which can give them solidarity
and unite them in a common work. Luchaire has said very
justly that the security of the clergy was then a public necessity,
and that it was the guarantee of prosperity and social progress.

The influence of the bishops, so great under the Merovingians
and the Carolingians, grows weaker under the first Capetians ;
it passes into the hands of the abbots, heads of the great
monasteries, and of the papal legates. And the reason for this
is again to be found in the constitution of feudal society. Each
bishop was a lord whose action was limited to his diocese, even
to the city where he had his see. The great monasteries, on
the contrary, while representing, in the person of their abbots,
feudal units, enlarged their circle of influence and extended it
over the kingdom in which their order was spread. The monks
went from one convent to another. One saw them on the
roads spreading from one halting-place to another the ideals
which they cherished.

Above all, the Order of Cluny, which was to be represented
by a succession of very fine abbots, exercised a powerful influ-
ence. And then these convents, by the co-ordination of the
efforts which united the numerous monks of a single establish-
ment, became the centres of instruction, taking this word in its
widest and most practical sense: architecture, agriculture,
mechanical arts, and the arts properly so called.

The work accomplished by the religious orders of the
eleventh and twelfth centuries, by the Cluniacs and the
Cistercians, has been very justly distinguished from that to be
achieved by the orders founded later, the Dominicans and
Franciscans. The former achieve practical work; they are
agriculturists, masons, artisans; they bring waste land into
cultivation, make admirable advances in architecture; under
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matter of persecutions. They are not special to any r‘eligion,
any people, or any time. Persecutions have been carried out
in the name of every religious 1dea, and that, not because
they were ideas of religion but because they were ideas affecting
Society. The Romans only persecuted the Christians when
their doctrines shook the foundations, and more particularly
the economic conditions, on which ancicnt society rested.

The manners, ideas, beliefs, and customs of a people
crystallize, if one may say so, under the form of religion.
It is under this form that they have the most strength, activity,
energy, and mtensity ; it is under this form alone that they act
on a primitive people. And the people cling to them only in
the degree in which these beliefs are necessary to their social
life. It 1s a movement common and instinctive, irresistible as
always when it is a matter of national evolution. With the
triumph of a heresy such as that of the Manicheans at the
beginning of the eleventh century France would have melted
away, unless indeed this new doctrine in another form had
become the soul of a new society, different from that which
had preceded 1t—a new society and religion which, in their
turn, under pain of ruin, would have been condemned to
intolerance.

However deep was his religious devotion, and however keen
his eagerness to favour the churches and monastcries, Robert I
resisted none the less the encroachments of the ecclesiastical
powers : a policy which, from Hugh Capct to Philip the Fair,
was that of all the Capetians, including Saint Louis. In a love
story, the struggle of King Robert against the Roman Court
was to take a dramatic turn.

In 988, at the age of eighteen, Robert had married an
Italian lady older than himself, Rozala, daughter of Beren-
garius, King of Italy, and widow of Arnoul II, Count of
Flanders. Rozala had deep black eyes, with a hard and dis-
concerting expression ; her hair, plaited in bands, looked like
crows’ wings. She had brought as a dowry to the King of
France the castellany of Montreuil en Ponthieu, a precious
acquisition for the house of Capet, which through it, for the
first time, reached the sea. In France Rozala was called
Suzanne. This marriage, dictated by political interest, was
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not happy. A big, robust fellow, Robert liked little pink-and-
white women. It was not long before he conceived a horror
of “his old Itahan” with her tanned complexion. He re-
pudiated her. Rozala went back to Flanders, to her son,
Baldwin le Barbu (the Bearded), whence she claimed, justly
but in vain, the restitution of her marriage portion, the Chateau
of Montreuil. Politics having been successful in the matter
of marriage only from the point of view of increasing his
domains, Robert gave himself up to the splendid illusion of a
marriage for love. While Rozala was still alive he married
Berthe de Bourgogne, young, fair, little, and plump, with long
flaxen hair. The son of Hugh Capet loved her with all his soul.
Imagine his fury when Rome ordered him to break this union
on the ground of kinship. The kinship of Berthe and Robert
was real: they were related in the third degree counting
according to the method in use at the time; in the sixth degree
counting as we do now. Robert resisted the most urgent
commands. Finally, the Pope, Gregory V, a German, sum-
moned a General C'ouncil at Rome in order to pass judgment in
it on the King of France (998).

The Council decided that Robert must leave Berthe or
sulfer anathema, and his fair spouse also. Anathema was the
gravest punishment the Church could pronounce, much more
serious than excommunication, since the person anathematized
was not only put out of the Church, but condemned to hell.

Robert the Pious held out and kept his beloved wife by
his side. The papal throne launched its thunders, which, as
far as that goces, did not seem to alarm the young couple unduly.
We sec them, as man and wife, making donations to abbeys.
A great number of the French bishops ranged themselves on
the side of the King. Thus the legends fall to pieces, as to
the effects of the anathema pronounced against Robert the
Pious and Berthe of Burgundy. According to these their
subjects fled at their approach; they could only keep two
servants, who threw into thc fire the plates from which they
had eaten; when they entered a town the bells would be set
going until the moment of their departure. From all this,
modern painting has drawn some fine pictures. The truth
is less touching. Under the title of Sylvester II, a Frenchman,
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Gerbert, the master of Robert, succeeded Gregory V. Ie
moderated the violent measures of his predecessor. However,
Robert decided to separate from Berthe. The separation was
carried out in September 1001. Berthe was not giving any
children to her husband, and Robert had no brother who
could succeed him, in default of a son.

Robert’s third wife was named Constance. The marriage
was celebrated in 1008. Constance was the daughter of a
French count of the south called Guillaume. But which
Guillaume ? Guillaume, Count of Poitiers, or Gullaume,
Count of Arles, or William, Count of Toulouse ? The most
recent writers pronounce in favour of the Count of Arles.

Contemporaries speak of Queen Constance as a very beauti-
ful woman ; she was called Blandine becausc of the fairness
of her complexion; but she was capricious, haughty, and
imperious. She was avaricious, greedy of power, violent in
her malice, hard in her desire to dominate. She had the
Count Palatine, Hugh de Beauvais, assassinated under Robert’s
very eyes. A passage of Raoul le Glabre is often quoted,
relative to the influence which Queen Constance, coming from
the more polished Courts of the south, exercised over the rude
men of the north.

“The lords of her suite,” says Raoul, ““ neglected arms and
horsemanship ; they had their hair cut half-way up their heads ;
they were shaven like actors, they wore indecent boots and
hose.” The good monk does not give us any description of
these indecent hose. The clergy of the Ile-de-France always
took an attitude of withering indignation against these southern
fashions: the first manifestation of the opposition of the
France of the north and that of the south, which was to show
itself so tragically in the War of the Albigenses.

Berthe, from whom Robert had separated, had kept some
partisans at Court, notably her son Eude, who was born of
her marriage with the Count of Chartres, and had just succceded
his brother Thibaud in the countships of Chartrcs, Blois, and
Tours. Robert himself regretted Berthe, gracious and tender,
with the tranquil brow and soft blue eyes. Constance had
black hair like Rozala, coarse, dull hair, a severe beauty, a
bitter and uneasy disposition. She exasperated her husband.
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None the less, she presented him with four sons. Robert
planned to have one of them crowned during his own lifetime,
and associate him with himself on the throne, as his father,
Hugh Capet, had done for him. The transmission of the crown
to the eldest sons of the Capetian line was not yet assured ; it
depended, according to law at least, on election by the nobles.
The King could choose as associate to the Crown whichever
of his sons he should judge best capable of these functions.
Robert’s choice fell on his eldest son Hugh, who was crowned
by the Archbishop of Reims in the Church of St. Corneille de
Compiégne, on the 19th June 1017. Hugh died on the 17th
September 1025. The question arose for the second time of
choosing an heir to the throne. Constance supported the
candidature of her third som, called Robert after his father.
However, the King decided this time again in favour of the
eldest, the young prince who was to rule after him under the
name of Henry I.

In foreign affairs King Robert tried to prevent the German
princes extending their power over our eastern frontier. He
was also fortunate enough to get hold of the Duchy of Bur-
gundy. The proposals of alliance put forward by Sancho,
King of Aragon, and by Ethelred, King of England, the offer
which the transalpine princes made him of the Italian crown,
show the consideration and authority in which the young
Capetian monarchy was already held in Europe.

A consequence of the social organization which we have
just described was the frequent occurrence of the famines
which desolated France during the reigns of Hugh Capet and
of Robert the Pious. There was famine in 987, 989, 1001,
{from 1003 to 1008, from 1010 to 1014, from 1027 to 1029, and
finally in 1081 to 1082, the year which followed the death of the
second Capetian King.

These statistics are frightful. The scourge was produced
by the division which multiplied the barriers between the fiefs
of which the country was composed. There were some hundreds
of little States with closed frontiers; innumerable tolls, pay-
ments for market rights imposed on the merchant, unsafc
roads infested with men-at-arms who had regard only for the
people of their own lord. If bad harvests desolated a part of
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the country, food could not be brought from another part where
the harvests had been plentiful. In the eleventh century,
within seventy-three years, forty-three periods of dearth can
be counted. That of 1081 is described in moving terms by
Raoul le Glabre: ‘ Rich men and burgesses suffered like the
poor, and the violence of the Nobles yielded before the common
misery.” After having eaten the quadrupeds and the birds,
they devoured corpses and things too horrible to mention.
“ Some sought a remedy against death in the roots of the forests
and river plants.” Human flesh became a food to be fought
over. Travellers were attacked by cannibals who, having
killed them, cut them up into steaks which they cooked on the
fire. Those who thought that they would escape hunger by
leaving their homes for other districts were killed in the night
and caten by their hosts. Unfortunate children were enticed
by the bribe of an apple or an egg; then in the solitude of
the woods they were killed and eaten. Some went so far as
to eat corpses taken from the graves. One wretch is seen
offering for sale at the market of Tournus and at that of Macon
human meat, which he had prepared for cooking like butcher’s
meat. He was arrested and burned alive. The meat which
he had brought was buried ; but in the night an unfortunate
creature, goaded by hunger, disinterred and devoured it: he
was burned in his turn.

The famished people at the end of their forces expired,
uttering a feeble cry “ like the plaint of a bird at the point of
death ” (Raoul le Glabre). They were buried in the ditches
of the fields, until, the corpses becoming too numerous, they
were abandoned in heaps at the corners of the roads.

The reign of Henry I opened under these sad auspices. We
have just said that Queen Constance would have preferred
A Warrior to see her third son, Robert, crowned. And
King. now comes civil war between the two brothers.
Henry L The rebels were supported by the powerful
Count of Blois and by the Seigneur du Puiset, the most
redoubtable of the unruly vassals (hobereaux) of the Ile-
de-France. The beginnings of the struggle proved unfortu-
nate for Henry, who found a refuge with Robert le Diable
(the Devil), Duke of Normandy. From this moment luck
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returned to him, especially after the death of the Queen-Mother,
Constance (July 1082), had deprived his rival of his chief support.
Unhappily, to restore peace Henry thought he ought to give
to his brother the Duchy of Burgundy, where the latter founded
the first and powerful dynasty of the dukes of that name,
who before long made themselves practically independent.
It was to come to an end only in 1861, in the person of Philip
de Rouvres.

Hardly had the new King concluded peace with his brother
Robert, than his other brother Eude revolted in his turn.
He also allied himself with the Count of Blois, and with the
“ hobereaux > of the Ile-de-France. War was resumed and
filled the country with ruin and devastation (1084-39).
At last Henry I was able to take Eude captive and imprison
him at Orleans.

We have seen how, in the course of these struggles, Henry
had found a useful supporter in the person of the Duke of
Normandy, Robert le Diable, an interested supporter, for the
King had to yield to his vassal the French Vexin. In 1035
Robert le Diable having gone on pilgrimage to the Holy Land,
Henry took under his protection the young William whom
Robert le Diable had had as son by Arlette, the daughter of a
tanner of Falaise. The King of France defended the son of
Robert the Devil on the field of battle at the peril even of his
own body. He saved him at the Val des Dunes from the hands
of the rebellious Norman barons. At this moment the union
between the Norman Duchy and the French Crown seemed
established, but it was not long before it broke down.

Henry I was to have as his chief adversary this same William
of Normandy whom he had so bravely defended. The war
lasted until 1058, and ended to the disadvantage of the King
of France, who however succeeded in maintaining the suzerainty
of the French Crown over the Norman Duchy.

Henry I, who was quite as pious as his father, showed him-
self stiffer still with regard to the clergy and the Papacy.
Moreover, the chroniclers of the time, being ecclesiastics, are
not very favourable to him. Guibert de Nogent accuses him
of avarice and of trafficking in bishopries.

The Sovereign Pontiff, Leo X, a former Bishop of Toul,
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had come to France, and having declared his intention of
calling a council at Reims, the King forbade the bishops to go
to it.

If we consider finally the eastern frontier, we must admire
the efforts made by Henry I to re-establish the authority of
the Kings of France, as far as the Rhine. He claimed Aix-la-
Chapelle “ in virtue of his hereditary right ”; as to Lorraine,
the rights of the Kings of France over these territories, which
he said belonged by no title to the German crown, scemed to
him not less evident. The figure of our first King Henry, then,
stands out with sufficient brilliance; the figure of a man of
iron, worthy to preside over the destinies of a nation bcholding
the unfolding of the trembling wings of the great epics; a
figure interesting, too, by his marrage, in the full cleventh
century, with Anne, daughter of the Grand Duke of Kiel,
Jaroslaw Wladimirowitch. It was Roger II, the Bishop of
Chalons, who, sent on a mussion to these far-off regions, brought
back the princess Anne (1051). From her marriage with
Henry, a son was born, who received, under the influence of
the Queen, the Byzantine name of Philip. As his father had
done for him, Henry I took the precaution of having his son
crowned during his lifetime. The ceremony took place at
Reims, on the 23rd May 1059. An account of the consceration
expressly mentions that the new King was clected by the
prelates and a certain number of lords whose names are in-
dicated ; after which the knights present and the crowd of
common people cried three times: ‘“ We approve! We wish
ittobeso!”

But these are already nothing more than ceremonies, crics,
and formulas: the succession to the throne is henceforth
assured to the eldest son of the King.

Henry I died on the 4th August 1060. Philip I mounted
the throne at the age of eight years. The Regency was given

to Baldwin, Count of Flanders, uncle by marriage
'Il;%; Age of  of the new King, whose aunt, Adéle, the sistor

* of Henry I, he had married. For this con-
fidential position Baldwin had been preferred to Robhert,
Duke of Burgundy, the brother of Henry I, and uncle by blood
of the young King.
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It is impossible not to pay a tribute of admiration to the
manner in which Count Baldwin of Flanders acquitted himself
of the royal guardianship. He divided his time between the
banks of the Seine and the County of Flanders—continual
journeys which are to last for ten years; and everywhere
Baldwin has the young Philip to accompany him teaching him
his work as King.

This Baldwin of Flanders was a noble prince, pious and
liberal, brave and splendid, large in figure and of a striking
beauty. He defended the interests of his royal pupil with
as much conscientiousness as courage, and energetically
maintained the struggle against the unruly squires of the
royal domain whose power and audacity were ever on the
increase.

Here is feudalism vigorously entrenched within its stone
keeps. The ““ mesnie ” of the barons is extended and fortified ;
their fortresses, masterpieces of architecture, with their ponds
covered with a green carpet of conferva, with their thick
courtaines, theiwr high towers, defy the armies of the time, which
have not yet at therr disposal the machinery for effective
sicges. And certain of these lords—proud of their strength
and their impregnable keeps, proud of their ancestors and by
reason of the devotion and fidelity of their numerous vassals—
are not afraid of braving the power of the King. A number
of them have their keeps bristling on the borders of the royal
domain : these are the Counts of Dammartin who commanded
the environs of Creil, the Counts of Beaumont-sur-Oise, the
Seigneurs de Montmorency, the Seigneurs du Puiset, the
Seigncurs de Roucy.

Each of these ““ barons,” sovereign in his territory, exercises
there royal rights, holds Court and Council, presides over a
tribunal, erects forked gibbets; a veritable army follows his
standard; he has his own mint. Numerous men-at-arms
and young knights live within the precincts of his vast castle,
where they are trained under his direction for the career of
arms. The daughters of his vassals form the entourage of
the chitelaine. And we must be careful not to see in this
man-at-arms a mere unruly squire, a “ hobereau ” greedy and
plundering, even though this very name ‘ hobereau > signifies
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“bird of prey.” Our baron is devoted to his * subjects ”;
he keeps peace among them ; he exposes his own body and
possessions for their defence; he assures their cxistence, their
work ; he opens the way to them for fruitful enterpriscs. In
return, his subjects owe to him services similar to those which
he himself owes to the King—military service, service at Court,
in council, and feudal aids. The vassal is bound equally to
watch over the castle of his baron, to defend it if it is attacked ;
this is the duty of ‘‘estage.” And thanks to this reciprocal
aid, when circumstances have been favourable, such a baron
as Eble de Roucy can conduct a whole expedition into Spain.
‘“ He set out against the Saracens,” says Suger, * with an army
fit for a King.”

The castle of the feudal baron is like the royal Court on a
smaller scale. The same officers are found there : a seneschal,
a marshal, a pantler, and a butler, a chaplain who is some-
times called a chancellor. And we must not think that it
was the feudal lord who copied the Sovercign: it was the
royal Court which took its origin from the development of the
feudal Court.

Let us penetrate now into the castle of one of these barons
of the eleventh century. In the shadow of the high tower—
at the summit of which the sentinel, to kill time, sings some
songs of the watch, or plays on the flute, the timbrel, or the cornet
—has been built the palace, the residence of the seigneur.
There are two principal apartments: the chamber, which
is reserved for him and his family ; and the hall, where meals
are taken. A part of this latter room, at the extreme end, is
shghtly raised like a stage, from which a view can be had of
the whole apartment : it is the “ dais.” In the hall the public
life is passed, the common life of the castellany. Guillaume
au Nez Courbe has been conquered by the Saracens ; he returns
home wounded. His wife runs to meet him in the courtyard
of the castle.

Then holds she her loved one by his silken sleeves
And they mount up all the marble steps ;

—the marble steps which lead to the hall of the palace. The
castle is empty of defenders; they have heen killed in the
80



THE ELEVENTH CENTURY

battle ; it was depleted of the young knights who were wont
to throng round their lord :

No man was there who service should them do.
The Lady Guibure runs herself for water,

And after brings a towel ;

Then sat they down at the lowest table,

For giief they could not sit on the dais.

He sees the benches, the couches, and the tables
Where his many vassals (barnages) were wont to be.

(It will be noticed that the words * barnage,”  parage,”
“lignage,” “ family,” are practically synonymous.)

No one he sees throwing dice in the hall
Or playing with checks and tablets;
Then he grieves as a noble man should.
« Dame Guibure, you have nothing to weep,
You have not lost your flesh and blood.
I must grieve and be sad
Who have lost my noble kindred.
Now shall I flee to a foreign land,
To St. Michael m Peril of the Sea,
Or to St. Peter, God’s good apostle,
Or in a desert wood where none shall find me.
There shall I become a hermit of some religious order ;
You, go make yourself a nun, and veil your head.”
« Sire,” says she, “this can we soon enough do
When our earthly task we have fulfilled.
Sir William, with the will of God,
To-morrow at dawn mount on thy charger.
Ride straight to Laon,
To the Emperor (the King of France) who has always held us dear.
He will come to our aid,
And if he does not, render to him his fief.”
(Chanson de Guillaume, from the Legendes Epiques,
Jos. Bédier, i. 86, 87.)

A simple and living picture of the feudal lordship in the
eleventh century, and of the sentiments which inspire its
inhabitants.

But it was not long before the feudal lords began to suffer
from want of money. The dues which they levied on their
vassals were payment in kind. These were consumed like
the products of their domains by their family, their servants,
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and their men-at-arms. As trade and industry developed,
money acquired a greater value. It became daily more difficult
to do without it, and the feudal lords were short of money.
Hence the habits of plunder which are to mark the feudal
system : the same lord who forms a model of order and justice
within the limits of his fief will be transformed into a brigand
outside—that is to say, against those who are strangers to his
fief.

« Rigaut, with some of his men, overran the country, burned,
destroyed towers and mansions, carried off booty; there was
not a cow, a sheep, a robe, a piece of stuff or cloth which he
did not have carried off to Plessis. His men were all rich for
a long time ”’ (Garin le Loherain).

Add to all this the armed struggles which were bound
continually to arise, from numerous causes, between the little
States into which the country was divided : quarrels of neigh-
bours, disputes about domains, love episodes. . . .

Two cocks were living in peace, a hen came along. . . .

The cocks are named Godefroi de Namur and Enguerran
de Boves ; the daughter of the Count de Portian arrives on the
scene. * The fires of war,” writes Guibert de Nogent, ““ began
to kindle between the two rivals, with so much fury that all
the people of Enguerran who fell into the hands of Godefroi
were hung on forked gibbets, or had their eyes put out, or their
feet cut off.”

And so the necessity of being put by the ties of liegeman
under the protection of those who were stronger went on
increasing.

We read in the chronicle of Lambert d’Ardres: “ Adele de
Selnesse heard that numerous lords of the land of Guines—
after Walbert, Count of Ponthieu and of Guines, had retired
from the world to become a monk, leaving his lands to heirs
mncapable of protecting them—were putting themselves under
the protection of other lords, or indeed of bishops, abbots, or
provosts, in order to keep their authority and to live in peace
and tranquillity under the protection of others greater than
themselves, to whom they enfeoffed their lands. Conse-
quently she herself determined to place her free lands in ficf,
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notably what she possessed at Poperinghe, under the pro-
tection of the bishop.”

Thus we see the necessity of the royal authority standing
out more clearly in proportion as feudal society becomes more
developed and accentuated.

At the end of the eleventh century this authority is far
from being able to make itself prevail everywhere without
opposition. A charter of Geoffrey, Bishop of Beauvais, dated
the 18th January 1106, shows that the feudal robbers were
ravaging so cruelly in the country round Compiégne that he
dispensed the Canons of St.-Corneille from coming to the
diocesan synod, on account of the insecurity of the roads.

The numerous barons, who encumber with their towers
the royal domain, have become powerful not only by their
impregnable strongholds and their men-at-arms: Suger speaks
of those barons to whom alliances with the greatest families
gave a redoubtable army. Moreover, while the first two
Capetians, Hugh and Robert, scem to have been respected in
their domains and to have moved about in them freely, this
was not the case with their successors, Henry I and Philip.

Finally this latter, by marrying one of his sons, Philip, to
Elizabeth, daughter of Guy Trousseau, lord of Mantes and
Montlhéry, managed to bring the famous castle of Montlhéry
into the royal family.

¢ Having received the guard of the castle,” writes Suger,
“ Philip I and his son Louis le Gros (the Fat) were as much
rejoiced as if a straw had been removed from their eye or
barriers which had held them imprisoned had been broken
down.” The King, adds the Abbot of St. Denis, declared to
his son Louis, in our presence, how cruelly he had been afflicted
by the exertions the castle had imposed on him. * Mind,”
said he to him, “mind, my son Louis! Watch well this
tower ! I have watched it through the trouble it has occa-
sioned me. From it so many tricks and frauds have been
perpetrated against me that I had never any rest or peace. Its
lreasons made my faithful subjects unfaithful, and more un-
faithful those who had already betrayed me. From far and
near my enemies concentrated there. Hardly an evil was
committed within my realm without the consent or assistance
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of those who occupied it. As the territory of Paris is bounded
towards the Seine by Corbeil, half-way to Montlhéry, and to the
right by Chéiteaufort, there was such disorder between the
Parisians and the people of Orleans that it was impossible to
go from one to the other without the permission of my enemies
or under the strongest escort. But now through this marriage
the barrier has fallen and joyful communications take place
between them.”

Of these feudal Frenchmen of the eleventh century some
were destined to remarkable fortune. A poor knight of Cou-
tances, Tancréde de Hauteville, had twelve sons and several
daughters. Five of these sons, Guillaume Bras de Fer (William
Iron-arm), Drew, Omfroi, Robert Guiscard, and Roger, may be
regarded as the founders of the French Kingdom of the Two
Sicilies. According to the testimony of a Byzantine princess,
Anna Comnenus, Robert Guiscard (the Prudent) was a big
man, with broad shoulders, fair hair, ruddy complexion, steel
blue eyes ° which darted lightning glances.” He left his
Normandy, followed by five horse-soldiers and eight infantry-
men, crossed France and Italy, and came to settle in Calabria
on the top of a high mountain. Thence, as a brigand, he
pounced on travellers, destroyed them, and thus secured for
himself, in the simplest manner possible, arms and horses.
But he was good to the poor and to Churchmen ; moreover, the
monks of Monte Cassino celebrated his * exploits ” which, too,
before long were carried out on a larger scale. It is a case now
of castles which are surprised by the bands of Robert Guiscard,
in Campania, in Calabria, and which thus become by these
proceedings—rudimentary enough—the property of the Norman
lord, who is still a feudal seigneur such as we have described.

His family, his household, his men bear him an unlimited
devotion. He shows towards all his companions, towards all
those who have joined their fortunes to his, an incomparable
devotion and justice. The Pope, alarmed by the rapid progress
of this disturbing neighbour, began by excommunicating
him. Then he marched against him at the head of an army
composed of Italians and Germans; but after suffering defeat
at Civitate (1058), he hastened to take his conqueror as an
ally in his struggle against the Empire.
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Gregory VII found no helper against Henry IV more
reliable or more useful than Robert Guiscard. Without him,
the Germans would doubtless have seized the capital of Christi-
anity. Robert received from the Holy See the title of Duke of
Apulia and of Calabria. Gregory VII thought of making him
Roman Emperor in order to oppose him to Henry IV (1080).
Roger, the brother of Robert, had won the title of Count of
Sicily. Between the sons of the two barons there broke out,
after the death of their fathers, a struggle of rivalry and for
power. Roger II, the brother of Roger I, is to dispossess
William, the son of Robert Guiscard, and the Sovereign Pontiff
will recognize him as King of Sicily, Calabria, and Apulia; and
the Norman Kingdom of the Two Sicilies will be constituted
(1180).

It is a feudal suzerainty, in which is exercised the patronage
which is its very soul, favourable to the ‘‘ subjects > whom it
encourages and whose efforts it protects. From it rises in
Sicily under the shadow of the Norman standards a civilization
charming in its variety and picturesqueness. Under the
suzerainty of the descendants of Tancréde de Hauteville and
of their companions, the French genius, the Arab genius, and
the Greek join in a fruitful process. The Mohammedan
scholars teach in the schools; the ‘ mires,” ¢.e. the Jewish
doctors, tend the knights; money is struck in Latin, Greek,
and Arabic type. An exquisitely eclectic architecture frames
Byzantine and Arab themes in buildings of Roman or Gothic
style imported from France, as one will see many years later,
the themes of ancient art, revived by the Renaissance, mingle
with the capricious fantasies of flamboyant Gothic.

Thus the epic realized by the sons of Tancréde de Hauteville
in Southern Italy seems like a fairy tale. It is explained by the
force and social energy of the feudal institutions described
above. The conquerors of the eleventh century carried them
in their saddle-bags to make them germinate and develop in
far-off lands. What formed the strength of the feudal baron
was not the extent of the domains over which he ruled, but the
force of the ties of affection and devotion which bound him
to his men. In whatever place they might find themselves,
lords and vassals formed an organized society which, trans-
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planted from Normandy to Sicily, preserved its force of action
and expansion.

But the great example of French expansion in the eleventh
century was the conquest of England by William of Nor-
mandy.

William the Conqueror was the son of the Duke of Nor-
mandy, Robert le Diable, and Arlette, a woman of low birth.
He was a big, surly fellow, with a large stomach and a bald
head ; his face was red and puify, with little round eyes * like
gimlets.” He had an abrupt, energetic manner and decided
movements. He had the gift of commanding men and the
power of organization. Of a shy temperament, he loved
solitude. He had married Matilda, the daughter of Baldwin,
Count of Flanders, and never ceased to maintain with her a
united household. He succeeded his father as Duke of Nor-
mandy and forced the noblemen of the land to respect his
power.

Besides, this Norman nobility was distinguished in the
eleventh century from the rest of the French nobility, in that
1t was not divided into a hierarchy of vassals, composed of
rear-vassals, vavasors, more important vassa's, vassals ol the
domain, and superior vassals, supcrimposed one to another
up to the royal throne: the Dukes of Normandy extended a
uniform power over a single class of noblemen, cqually spread
over the Duchy. The lords of Belléme alone formed an ex-
ception; they had vassals under their orders, and were thus
rendered almost independent. This social constitution was a
consequence of the Norman Conquest, which had triumphed
and organized itself in the country by imposing on the popula-
tion the government of a conquering aristocracy ; while in the
other provinces of France the aristocracy issuing from the
family, described above, had been formed slowly, had grown
progressively, by a formative process, slow, complicated, and
diverse.

In Normandy, following on the triumphant and organized
invasion, the lords gave to the country a monotonous organiza-
tion, for the movement is made from above, by authority ;
while in the rest of France the movement was made from
below with the diversity of all spontaneous action, and seemed
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to spring from the soil, adapting itself in different places, to
the infinitely varied and complex circumstances of local life.
Viollet-le-Duc makes a pregnant observation when he writes :
“The Norman castle, at the beginning of the feudal period, 1s
always connected with a system of territorial defence, while
the French castle is the dwelling of the chief of a band, isolated,
defending his own domain, and taking no count of the general
defence of the land.”

This observation finds a complement in this assertion of
the Council of Lillebonne (1080) : ““ It is forbidden 1n Normandy
to make a ditch so deep that a handful of soil cannot be thrown
from the bottom to the bank without standing on anything;
it is forbidden to set up a palisade except to mark a boundary,
or one furnished with works defending the approach; it 1s
forbidden to construct a fastness on any rock or island ; or to
build a fortress.” We are far from the castles of Coucy and
Montlhéry.

This organization of the Norman nobility ensured that
the Duke of Normandy had all his subjects well 1n hand ; this
rendered easier the conquest of England. The King of England,
Edward the Confessor, conquered by the Danes, had taken
refuge at Rouen, whence, with the help of the Normans, he
had organized an expedition which had enabled him to conquer
them in his turn (1042). He died on the 5th January 1066,
and one of the chief English nobles, Duke Harold—the brother-
in-law of King Edward, who had married his sister—the son
of Godwin, ealdorman of Wessex, succeeded him on the throne.

It was then that Duke William declared that King Edward
had left him his kingdom by will, and that Harold himself
had promised to recognize him as King of Great Britain.

William gathered at Lillebonne an army chiefly composed
of his Norman vassals, but in which were also knights from the
most diverse parts of France, of the north at least, from Brittany,
the Ile-de-France, Flanders, Picardy, Maine, and Anjou, an
army of fifty thousand men. The Normans and their auxiliaries
set out from the mouth of the Dive on the 28th September
1066. On the 29th, at nine o’clock in the morning, the white
sails arrived at Pevensey. The decisive encounter took
place at Senlac, near Hastings, on the 16th October 1066 The
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Normans, who had entered the fight to the strains of the Chanson
de Roland, won a complete victory, due to the overwhelming
superiority of the feudal cavalry, barded with iron, against
the Anglo-Saxon footmen armed with axe and bow, as one
sees them on the famous Bayeux tapestry. Harold and his
brothers were killed. With a remarkable rapidity of decision
William marched straight upon London and had himself
crowned by the Archbishop of York at Westminster, under
the eyes of the stupefied citizens.

With a like promptitude William established order in the
country, so that in the March of the following year he was
able to return to Normandy. He had granted lands to his
companions whom he attached to himself after the feudal
model. He and his auxiliaries introduced into England the
use and customs of French feudalism, the French language,
the tastes, the amusements, and the literature of that country.
The suzerainty of the Anglo-Saxon territories was divided
among the members of a French aristocracy, and everywhere
within them were seen building fortresses, seigniorial residences,
after the fashion prevailing across the Channel. England is
to become for several centuries a centre of French culture by
the same title as the Ile-de-France. The oldest manuscripts
of our chansons de geste are of English origin and are in the
libraries of London and Oxford. Then one will see the language,
the customs, the architecture brought from France, shape
itself in Great Britain by an intelligent adaptation to the
taste and temperament of the English, so as to form a civiliza-
tion, impregnated with the French influence, but which in its
principal features appears fundamentally original.

And the organization of the nobility of Great Britain
becomes the replica of the organization which the Norman
nobility had given itself in imitation of that of the Ile-de-
France, which we have just described, but without those super-
positions and ranking of fiefs before mentioned. The English
aristocracy will be, like the Norman aristocracy, a rural
nobility, in direct contact with the people, and itself immediately
under the hand of the King. This difference between the
constitution of the English nobility and that of the French
nobility, properly so called, had many consequences; notably
8
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it ensured that, from the first day, the new King of England
found himself stronger in his country than the King of France
would be in his two centuries later.

In France, the King is brought up against the hierarchy
and grouping of the fiefs which come at length to form great
States within his kingdom. In England the King commands
immediately all the fiefs ; and we have to repeat what we have
just said of the Norman Conquest: in France the work of
social organization 1s made spontaneously, born of a popular
movement ; in England it is made administratively by the
energy of a conqueror.

One can imagine what follows. The King of England was
the Duke of Normandy, and the similarity of language, tastes,
and customs was to render more redoubtable still the continual
incursions, which the English monarchs—for some centuries
yet much more French than English—were to be encouraged
to pursue into the very heart of our country. In England
the conquerors found themselves in France, and in France
they found themselves at home.

It has been made a reproach to Philip I that he allowed
the union of Normandy and England to come about; people
forget that, in 1066, he was a child of fourteen, under the
guardianship of his uncle, Count Baldwin of Flanders, and that
the latter, in consequence of the marriage of his daughter
Matilda with the Conqueror, a most happy union, would not
care to thwart his son-in-law.

At least from the time he had taken in hand the direction
of his government, when he had attained his majority, Philip I
appreciated the menace which the union of Normandy and Great
Britain formed for the French Kingdom, and he supported
Robert Short Hose, the son of the Conqueror, in his struggle
against his father. He had, however, failed in his efforts
when William died in Normandy on the 9th September 1087.

William had divided his domains between his two eldest
sons, giving Normandy to the elder, Robert Short Hose, and
the kingdom of England to the second, William the Red. A
third, Henry, received nothing, and yet it was he who was
destined to re-establish in his own hands the redoubtable
union of Normandy and Great Britain. After having succeeded
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his brother William the Red on the English throne, he conquered
Robert Short Hose at the battle of Tenchebrai (28th September
1106) and took him prisoner. Thus Henry replaced on his
own head the double crown of the Conqueror, and he followed
up his work by destroying the castles raised in Normandy since
the death of his father.

William the Conqueror had resolutely resisted the injunctions
of the Holy See ordering him to dissolve on the ground of
relationship his marriage with Matilda, daughter of Baldwin
of Flanders; Philip I hikewise resisted the commands of the
Sovereign Pontiffs enjoining him to repudiate Bertrade.

“In 1092,” writes Ordericus Vitalis, *“ a scandal occurred
which disturbed the kingdom. Bertrade de Montfort, the
Countess of Anjou, was afraid that her husband Foulque le
Réchin—which means restive, headstrong—would do with
her as he had done with two other wives and repudiate her
in her turn. Confident in her noble blood and in her becauty,
she sent a man whom she trusted to Philip, King of the French,
to disclose to him the passion of her heart. The King was
not insensible to this declaration, and when this lascivious
woman had abandoned her husband he gladly received her
in France. He repudiated his own wife, the noble and
virtuous Queen Berthe, the daughter of Florence, Count of
Holland, who had borne him Louis and Constance, and married
Bertrade, whom Foulque, the Count of Anjou, had had to
wife for nearly four years.” Is this adventure related accu-
rately by our chronicler ? According to some other authors
the Countess of Anjou was carried off by Philip I on the 15th
May 1092. However this may be, Philip repudiated Berthe
from futile motives, and placed on the throne the wife of the
Count of Anjou.

He had been overcome with a passion for her which was
not to grow weaker. Queen Berthe was relegated to Montreuil-
sur-Mer. If we can believe William of Malmesbury, Philip
found Berthe too fat and had developed a feeling of disgust
for her, more especially as he was himself bulky, big, heavy,
and massive, such as we have seen his grandfather, Robert
the Pious, and as we shall see his son., Louis VI. He was
a glutton and ate enormously, and towards the end of his
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life he was so overwhelmed with fat that he could hardly
move.

At first Foulque le Réchin, abandoned by his wife, stormed
and thundered. Afterwards he calmed down, through the
efforts of Bertrade herself, if we can believe Ordericus Vitalis :

‘“ Between these two powerful rivals broke out a storm of
threats, but the woman, clever and subtle, reconciled them and
made peace between them so effectively that they met together
at a splendid feast prepared by her.” In October 1106 Philip
and Bertrade will come to Angers, where Foulque will receive
them with honour. But the Sovereign Pontiff, the great
Urban II, showed himself less amenable than the husband.
Supported by his legate in France, Hugh of Die, and by several
bishops of the country, notably by Ive de Chartres, he had
called on Philip to break his union with Bertrade, and on the
refusal of the King, he had excommunicated him (Council of
Autun, 16th October 1094, held by the legate, Hugh of Die).
The ceremony of ihe Interdict was renewed by Urban himself
at the Council of Clermont (18th November 1095). But Philip
did not give in. Bertrade continued to be treated as Queen,
and the new Pope, Pascal II, to close his eyes to it. He was
engaged in the gravest struggles with Germany; driven out
of Ttaly he seeks a refuge in France. The reconciliation of
Philip I and the Holy See is sealed in 1106. The King obtains
absolution from the Pope, and we shall see Bertrade seated
beside him on the throne until the death of the King (July
1108) ; *“ after which,” says William of Malmesbury,  Ber-
trade, still young and beautiful, took the veil in the Abbey of
Fontrevault, always charming to men, pleasing to God, and
like an angel.”

But the episode of his love affairs with Bertrade is only a
detail of the struggle which Philip maintained against the Holy
See : the first act in the long conflict to which, two centuries
later, Philip the Fair was to impose so vigorous a dénouement.

Since the Council of Verzy, held under Hugh Capet (991),
the French bishops had shown a certain independence towards
The the Holy See, and from that time the Sovereign
Investitures. Pontiffs had never ceased to multiply their efforts
to regain complete authority over the French clergy ; a policy
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similar to that which they put into practice with regard to the
German clergy. From this is to arisethegreat Investiture Contest
between the papal power on one side and the royal and imperial
power on the other. In France, as we have said, the Popes
had at their disposal two powerful means of action : the legates
and the religious orders ; while the episcopate inclined to favour
the royal power. The French bishops regarded the King as
their head, at least within the kingdom. The permanent
legates of the Sovereign Pontiffs, especially when they were
fine men like Hugh of Die, Archbishop of Lyons, tended to
deprive the King of his authority over the clergy. (Lyons
was not at this time part of the French kingdom.) Philip I
claimed that it was only with his permission and in virtue of
a royal delegation that the Sovereign Pontiff could judge a
matter, even of an ecclesiastical character, from the moment
that the interests of the kingdom were involved ; while the
Popes claimed independent power in religious matters every-
where.

As to the bishops, if they could be elected by the clergy
and the people, or by the clergy alone, then installed and
consecrated by the Pope, they could only begin to excrcise
their functions after having received the royal investiture ;
and this seemed the more just as the bishops formed one of
the cogs in the feudal system and exercised temporal, political,
even military powers, and these of the most important char-
acter. It is true that the theory of the French kings, as well
as that of the German emperors, presented one grave in-
convenience, simony. The sovereigns, careful of the material
interests of which they had charge, might prove too readily
inclined to give their investiture for financial considerations
and to the highest bidder. Ive de Chartres recounts to the
legate, Hugh of Die, the adventure of the Abbot of Bourgeuil,
who presents himself to Philip I with his hands full of gold to
receive from him the bishopric of Orleans which Bertrade has
promised him :

“ Have patience, the King says to him, until I have had
enough profit out of your rival (who had already paid out a
large sum); afterwards you shall have him deposed as a
simoniac, and I will give you satisfaction in your turn,”
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In 1075, Gregory VII had issued the famous decree which
forbade the bishops to receive lay investiture. We know what
a stir it made, and still more in Germany than in France.
The princes of the Holy Empire said :

* The consent of the Emperor ought to precede the election
which will take place afterwards canonically and without
simony, after which the newly elected person will go to the
Emperor to receive from him the investiture with the ring and
the cross.”

The conflict is set forth in lively fashion by the Abbot
Suger when he describes the interview between Pope Paschal 11
and the envoys of Henry V, the German Emperor, at Chalons-
sur-Marne, in May 1107. These envoys were the Archbishop of
Tréves, the Bishop of Halberstadt, the Bishop of Munster, and
a certain number of burgraves in armour headed by Guelf II,
the Duke of Bavaria, an enormous man of redoubtable appear-
ance, and a great shouter. These envoys came with great
pomp, mounted on enormous caparisoned horses. They had
a severe and haughty air, and seemed to have come to sow
terror rather than arguments. Only the Archbishop of Tréves
showed himself courteous and pleasant, fluent and wise, and
able to speak French easily. In able style he expounded to the
Pope the claims of the Emperor. This, according to him, was
the right procedure in the election of bishops or abbots: the
election made by the clergy ought to be brought to the know-
ledge of the Emperor before being made public, in order to
ensure that the candidate shall be agreeable to him; after this
the election should be proclaimed in a general assembly as
having been made at the request of the people, through the
offices of the clergy, and with the consent of the Emperor.
Finally, the person elected thus freely and without simony
should present himself before the Emperor to swear fidelity
to him and to receive from him investiture with the cross and
the ring. “ And that is just,” said the Germans. ‘“No one
could be admitted to enjoy, without imperial investiture,
cities, castles, lands, and dues within the Empire.” But the
Pope replied through the Bishop of Plaisance, that the Church,
freed by the blood of Jesus Christ, could not go back again
into slavery, and that it belonged only to the Altar to grant
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the investiture with cross and ring, and not to the lay power,
whose hands the sword had filled with blood.

At these words the representatives of Henry V protested ;
they railed *“in Teutonic style,” says Suger, and made a great
uproar. * This is not the place to finish this quarrel,” they
cried, “ but at Rome, where it will be settled at the point of our
swords.”

The Kings of France likewise claimed that it was their right
to grant investiture with the cross, before any consecration.

The eleventh century saw a prodigious increase of the
Monastic Orders in France. Of them all, Cluny experienced
an unprecedented prosperity. We have spoken of the splendid
character of the men who directed it.

Cluny shone by the number of its monks and of the establish-
ments which were founded under its patronage; it shone too
by the wealth of its abbeys, by the excellence of its literary and
artistic culture, by the development and perfection of its agri-
culture, and it formed thus in France, in the course of the
eleventh century, a real power, a fruitful source of life, progress,
and prosperity. It was during the last quarter of the eleventh
century, about the year 1088, that the reconstruction of the
Abbey of Cluny itself was begun, a whole town of stone, domi-
nated by towers and steeples, in the finest Romanesque style,
one of the most imposing monuments that have ever been.

New Orders are founded : the Cistercian Order, the Order
of Grandmont, the Order of Fontrevault.

Popes Urban II and Paschal II proclaimed that Cluny was
directly dependent on the Holy See; this meant the with-
drawal of numerous rich and populous monasteries from the
authority of the diocesan bishops, and, therefore, from the
royal authority. This fashion of making religious establish-
ments depend directly on the Roman Court was called * ex-
emption ”; they were exempt from episcopal authority.
Philip T tried to meet exemption by immunity: a privilege
that the Kings could accord to such or such an abbey, in order
to keep it under his influence, by exempting it from certain
royal rights, in particular the rights of justice and staying
within their domains, military service, and of certain rents or
dues; but the Kings never, or rarely, went as far as total
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immunity, wishing to preserve rights over the administration
of the abbey while attaching the monks to them by their
favours.

One sees at a glance the double current which divides the
French Church: the Holy See is trying to draw it entirely
to itself, by the efforts of the permanent legates established
in France, where they convene councils and appear continually
armed with the thunders of excommunication ; by its theory
of investitures, which would deprive the King of all influence
over elections; finally by the development of the religious
orders which, by means of exemption, would depend directly
on the Roman Court, without passing even by the episcopate ;
on the other hand, the royal power, which is itself an authority
of ecclesiastical character, attempts to keep its episcopate
under its influence, and with the more care as its prelates are
not only ecclesiastical dignitaries, but feudal lords disposing
of a secular and very real material power, in the same way as
it tries to maintain its administrative and judicial powers over
the abbeys. These political matters are reduplicated by
financial problems : the Sovereign Pontiff did not give these
exemptions without payments profiting the Roman Court.

And one understands now what will be the sentiments of
the French episcopate. For, in the final account, this policy
of the Roman Court in France, this action of the papal legates,
this exalting of the monastic orders by ‘‘ exemption,” is found
to be directed against the episcopate ; at least it is the episco-
pate which in the end pays the expenses of the contest, since
the policy followed by the Holy See tended to withdraw a
section of the clergy, the richest and most influential, from its
authority.

The Roman policy tends to oppose to the bishops more
independent rivals, in the person of the abbots of the great
monasteries. On his elevation to the Papacy Urban II granted
to Abbot Hugh of Cluny the use of the mitre, the dalmatic,
gloves and sandals. The French bishops never ceased as a body
to show themselves hostile to the papal legates, who were,
moreover, generally hostile to the bishops. Thus we under-
stand why in the struggle for power which was maintained,
practically without truce, from the time of Hugh Capet to
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Francis I, between the Sovereign Pontiff and the King of
France, the bishops were generally in favour of the King.

However, towards the end of the reign of Philip I, there
was a compromise between the two rival powers in the matter
of the Investiture quarrel. It was published at the Council
of Troyes (May 1107). The theory of Ive de Chartres, who had
never ceased to plead for conciliation, was admitted. Assuredly,
a prelate is forbidden to receive investiture from the hands
of a layman; but on the other hand an ecclesiastical elec-
tion cannot dispense with the royal approval. The Sovereign
Pontiff, to whom the King’s help was necessary in his struggle
against the Empire, had yielded on the main point; and
Philip I, to whom the love of Bertrade de Montfort seemed not
less necessary, had yielded in the matter of form.

The policy of Philip I towards the Papal Court was wanting,
then, neither in firmness nor ability ; and the King, to whom
history generally shows itself so severe, appears to have evinced
a strong will and a clear sense of duty.

He realized the importance of strengthening his power, his
authority over the royal domain, in what we call the Ile-de-
France, and, energetically seconded towards the end of his
reign by his son Louis Thibaud—soon known as Louis le Gros
—he never ceased to struggle against the rebellious lords who
encumbered his territory with their stubborn castles. He
takes Corbie and annexes it to the royal domain ; in 1107 he
grants privileges to the merchants who frequent its markets,
which become flourishing. At the death of the Count of
Vermandois he takes possession of part of his fief; next it is
the Vexin, which he invades after Count Simon de Valois has
withdrawn into a monastery ; Chiteau-Landon and le Gatinais
are seized in their turn, and finally the town of Bourges and
the adjacent territory. And these conquests immediately ad-
joining his domain are at once organized and put in a state
of defence by the construction of fortresses.

If we consider the internal administration of the palace,
we notice under Philip I an important change. The administra-
tion of justice passes from that mass of men, floating and vari-
able, who formed the Court—and which included generally the
optimates, the faithful subjects passing by or staying with the
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monarch—into the hands of officers residing with the King and
composing ‘“ the palace ” proper. And these members of the
Palace, in specializing their functions, come to form, some the
Royal Council, some the Parlement, and others the Chambre des
Comptes.

In the local administration the Provosts make their appear-
ance. Their functions consist of administering justice in the
absence of the King; they are moreover commissioned to
receive the different dues from the domain. They are found at
Paris, Sens, Etampes, Poissy, Mantes, Senlis, and Bourges ;
perhaps also at Pithiviers and Compiégne. Under the orders
of the Provosts are placed surveyors (vicarii), who serve as their
secretaries and support them in their judicial functions.

It has been thought that a weakening was observable in
the activity of Philip I from the time of his marriage with
Bertrade de Montfort. Her first husband, already, had found
in Bertrade a very absorbing wife. ‘ She had made him
effeminate,” says Suger; ‘ seated on the stool on which her
little feet rested, he remained there fascinated by her charms.”
Another Circe, she appears to have “ softened ” Philip I in
the same way. All for love and absorbed in the eyes of his
wife, he no longer concerned himself with public affairs; this
is at least what the Abbot of St. Denis affirms. Towards 1099
he had associated with himself on the throne his son Louis
(Louis le Gros), who immediately gave himself to the task with
youthful ardour.

Philip T made a very edifying end, probably at the Chiteau
de Melun on the 29th or 80th July 1108.
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CHAPTER V
THE CRUSADES

Pilgrimages to the Holy Land in the eleventh century. Saracen
invasions in Spain. The military nobility in France. The
famine of 1095. Urban II at the Council of Clermont. Peter
the Hermit. The Crusade of Poor Folk. The Knights’ Crusade.
Its leader, the Bishop of Puy. Adhémar of Montel. The
capture of Nicea (19th June 1097). Victory of Doryleum (Ist
July). Siwiege of Antioch (20th October to 3rd June 1098). The
finding of the Holy Lance. Capture of Jerusalem (15th July
1099). Godfrey de Bouillon. Conquest of the Holy Land and
its organization by the Crusaders. Consequences of the Crusades
in the West.

URING the reign of Philip I the great movement of
D the Crusades began. The King of France was under
sentence of excommunication, as were his neighbours,
William Rufus, King of England, and the German Emperor
Henry IV; none of the three princes could therefore take
part in it.

Since the tenth century, pilgrims from the West had begun
to visit the Holy Places in Asia Minor, the cradle of Christianity.
These journeys became more numerous through the conver-
sion of Saint Stephen, King of Hungary (979-1088), which
opened to the East the way of the Danube. In 1035 Robert le
Diable, Duke of Normandy, set out for Palestine with a great
number of his subjects. The ‘‘journey > of 1068 numbered
some thousands of pilgrims.

At Jerusalem there dwelt a quite numerous Christian
population, in a quarter of the city surrounded by walls. There
were to be seen there convents of men and of women founded
by Saint Stephen. Several witnesses attest the good state of
the hospitals and churches then possessed in the town by
the Christians. But towards the last quarter of the eleventh
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century the power over the Holy Places changed hands. The
Fatimite Caliphs of Cairo, kindly and humane, were driven
away by the Caliphs of Bagdad, the Seljuks. In 1070
Jerusalem was taken by Ansiz-ibn Abik. In 1084 Antioch,
become Christian again since Nicephoras Phocas, fell in its
turn into the power of the Turks.

A new régime, intolerant and hard, was to weigh on these
lands : and the moving tales of the pilgrims were to carry back
echoes of it on their return. Many inhabitants of Jerusalem
and Antioch, exiled from their dwellings, flocked back to the
West. Their sorrowful tales are gathered up and spread
abroad by the wandering monks.

Add to this a new invasion of Spain by African Moham-
medans, the Almoravides. On the 25th October 1087 the
Christian army is beaten at Zolaca. We have mentioned the
importance that the repeated wars against the Saracens of
Spain had taken in the preoccupations of the French chivalry,
the many expeditions which the lords from the banks of the
Seine, the Loire, and the Saone had directed against them.
The moment had arrived for a greater expedition against the
Saracens of the East.

Certainly faith, the faith which built the cathedrals, played
a great part in the Crusade; but one finds there other causes
which contemporaries perhaps did not avow.

The education of the nobility, in the eleventh century,
was entirely military. The knights, ardent, robust, keen on
movement, were fit only for war. We have seen the utility
of this education in its time, but here is the work of the feudal
baron accomplished ; the fief is organized. Its lord is reduced
to turning his soldierly activity against the neighbouring fiefs.

From being beneficial this activity becomes injurious; but
how employ the feudal lords ?

They do not accord well together,
Rest and honour. (Cligés.)

Before them is about to open the vast field of the Crusades.

Accidental circumstances played an important part: the
famine of 1095. A contemporary chronicler, Eckhard, says
expressly that it was the misery caused by the famine, and
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more particularly in Gaul, which induced so many men to
leave their firesides. Sigebert writes in the year 1095 :

“The famine which had been raging for a long time be-
came very grave. The poor plundered the goods of the rich.
In the country districts the peasants lived on roots.”

The conquering ardour of the Seljuk Turks directly
threatened the Christian Emperor of Constantinople, Alexius.
He determined to send to the Sovereign Pontiff ambassadors,
who came to Urban II at the Synod of Placencia (March 1095).
They drew him a lively picture of the evils which threatened
the Christian Empire of the East. From the Synod of Placencia
Urban II published a first appeal; soon afterwards he eame
to France, where he was received with transports of joy. * No
man living,” writes Gubert de Nogent, ‘remembers the
Supreme Head of the Apostolic See coming to visit these
countries.”

Urban IT was a powerful orator, tall, and of noble bearing ;
he displayed untiring energy.

He appeared at the Council of Clermont. It would be a
mistake to believe that this Council had been called specially
on the subject of the Crusade. It had to deal with the ex-
communication of Philip I and the subject of the French
Church. The order of the day—if one may use the phrase—
contained the subject of the Crusade only in the third line;
but hardly had the question arisen when it produced an
immense explosion of enthusiasm. Some Christians, driven
from Antioch and Jerusalem, mingled with those assisting at
the Council. Urban II had not finished his speech when cries
of “ God wills it ! broke out on all sides.

Foucher de Chartres saw the knights having sewn on their
shoulders in silk or cloth of gold, or indeed in brown or red
woollen stuff, the crosses which indicated the vow to set out for
the Holy Land.

¢ As soon as the Council came to an end,” writes Guibert de
Nogent, ‘“there arose a great clamour in every province of
France, and as soon as any one heard the news of the public
commands of the Pope, he went to beg his relatives and neigh-
bours to enlist in the way of God.”

And there was seen to arise Peter the Hermit; he was a
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hermit by profession (ermite ordonné). He was born in the
Amiénois. Formerly he had planned a pilgrimage to the Holy
Places, but had gone back to his native country without
having been able to accomplish it. At Clermont the words
of Urban II carried him away, and he consecrated himself to
the Crusade. “We saw him,” writes Gubert de Nogent,
‘““traversing villages and towns, preaching everywhere; the
people swarmed round him, overwhelming him with gifts and
praising his holiness.”

He distributed generously all that was given to him. He
made peace between those who were at variance, brought
runaway wives back to their husbands, giving them at the same
time pleasant gifts. There seemed to be in him something
divine, and the crowd went so far as to pluck the hair from his
mule or his ass as relics. He wore a woollen tunic and, above
it, a cloak of drugget reaching to his heels ; he went bare armed
and bare footed. He was little and thin, with black hair, bright
eyes, an olive complexion ; and wore a long grey beard.

His beard fell to the clasp of his belt. . . .
(Chanson d’ Antioche.)

The chroniclers enter into the minutest details on this
subject. Through them we know that Pcter the Hermit
liked neither bread nor meat, and lived on wine and fish.
Sharp, decided, full of energy, he united to a consuming
activity an ardent imagination and an enthusiasm which was
infectious. People sold their goods, their fields, the family
house, to help towards the expenses of the expedition. The
poor equipped themselves in modest fashion. Guibert de
Nogent has seen peasants shoeing their oxen and yoking them
to their long carts, on which they piled up wife and children
and their few belongings.

‘“ And these little children,” says Guibert, “as soon as
they saw a castle or a town asked eagerly if it was Jerusalem.”
The enthusiasm became such that there was no longer any
need to preach the Holy War in the churches: each one
preached it with abundance of emotion, in his house to his
friends, to his neighbours checked on the doorstep, on the trap-
door of his cellar, in the street even to all comers. I have
heard it said,” writes Guibert de Nogent again, ‘‘ that there
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arrived in one of our seaports some men who spoke a strange
language : they put their fingers one over another in the
form of a cross, thus showing that they wished to enrol them-
selves in the cause of faith.”

Peter the Hermit and his innumerable companies set out
about the end of the month of March 1096. It was the true
Crusade, the Crusade of the Poor. However, to this disordered
host, to which contemporaries already applied the words of
Solomon, * The grasshoppers have no king, and yet they
march in companies,” there was to succeed another army,
carefully organized, the army of the feudal barons, who were
preparing thoughtfully and methodically the distant ex-
pedition.

And already the words of Urban II are seen to be realized :
“ And they will become soldiers, those who, until to-day, were
mere brigands ; they who were fighting with brother and cousin
will now fight legitimately against the barbarian; and they
who fought as mercenaries for a little money will earn the
reward of eternal life.”

Throughout the kingdom, as Foucher de Chartres puts it,
“ Urban IT had renewed peace.” The quarrels of castle against
castle, castle against town, vassal against suzerain, family
against family, were appeased. ‘‘ Before the people put them-
selves in motion for this great expedition,” writes Guibert, ‘‘ the
kingdom of France was given over on all sides to disturb-
ances and the cruellest hostilities. Soon tempers changed com-
pletely. . . As the blasts of a tempestuous wind can be calmed
by a gentle rain, so these quarrels and conflicts between fellow-
citizens were appeased.”

It is convenient to record here the precious remark of
Joinville when he disapproved of the Crusade of Tunis, mis-
takenly undertaken, he says, * because at that time the kingdom
was at peace.”

This was the first effect of the Crusade. And a second
result was to put an end to the famine: indeed, the barriers
between the domains and the provinces were destroyed for
the moment at least. As every one wanted to procure the
money necessary for the distant expedition, they sold off all

that had been accumulated, reserves of corn, wine, and cattle.
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The storehouses of the speculators were opened wide ; bushels
of wheat, barley, maize, and oats were put upon the market.
“The famine in grain,” says a contemporary, ““is turned into
abundance, and I saw seven sheep sold for five pence” (about
four francs of our present money).

Peter the Hermit, at the head of a numerous company,
arrived at Cologne on Easter Sunday, the 12th April 1096.
Other companies were commanded by a knight of noble birth
but small fortune, Walter the Penniless (Gautier sans Avoir);
they left Cologne with the followers of the Hermit and entered
Hungary. A widespread error attributes to the armies of
Peter the Hermit and Walter the Penniless some massacres of
Jews. On the contrary, they conducted themselves during
their journey through Germany with a moderation and wisdom
which one must admire in armies of that time and made up
as they were. The slaughter of Jews only began at Cologne
the 29th May 1096, a date at which Peter and his people were
already gone. These massacres were ordered by a German
lord, Count Enrich de Leiningen; they were carried out by
the men-at-arms, Germans, whom he had gathered together.

Walter and his men arrived safely at Belgrade: but there,
when they were refused provisions, they began to plunder.
After some unfortunate conflicts with the Bulgars, they arrived
at last before Constantinople, where they encamped at the
gates of the city (July 1096), and awaited the arrival of Peter
and his army.

Peter the Hermit actually crossed Bavaria and Hungary
at the head of a disorganized crowd. The chronicler Eckhard
paints the astonishment caused by these troops, infinite in
number, some on horseback, some on foot, others in two-
wheeled carts.

It is certain that Peter the Hermit gave proof of remark-
able qualities : authority, intelligence, activity. He was a
true popular leader; but the task he had undertaken was
beyond human power. In proportion as difficulties increased
and the replenishing of food and fodder became harder, and as
with the length of the march the enthusiasm of the first days
died down, and the instincts of disorder and plundering mani-
fgsted themselves, his authority proved unequal to the control
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of the tumultuous mob which he was trailing behind him.
“ He could not curb this multitude of diverse peoples who were
unwilling to listen to him or obey him.” His ascendancy was,
however, still sufficiently great for him to be able to win at
the head of his companies the victory of Semlin (Zimony).
A Hungarian army which had advanced against the Cru-
saders was routed. It lost more than four thousand men,
while Peter left only a hundred of his on the battlefield. Semlin
was sacked, after which Peter made his followers cross the
Save on a bridge of boats.

In these circumstances and others to follow, we find in
Peter the Hermit not only an organizer but a war leader. It
is true that a leader in war can succeed only at the head of
disciplined troops.

The Crusaders suffered a first check at ‘Nissa (Nish), against
the Bulgars. Peter lost there the coach which contained his
war treasure. Ten thousand Crusaders were killed. The
remainder scattered and took refuge in the forests. Peter
and the few men-at-arms still under his orders took refuge
on the side of a mountain, where they sounded the rally. He
was wecping over the fate of so many of his followers who had
perished before reaching the Holy Land. At last 80,000
men were united round him and resumed their forward march
(July 1096).

At Sternitz (Sofia) Peter received from the Emperor Alexius
a message which pointed out to him the complaints to which
the insubordination of the Crusaders were giving rise. The
Emperor forbade them to stop more than three days in any
town before arriving at Constantinople; but he had sent
orders, he added, that in all places they should be furnished
with provisiens.

At this news Peter the Hermit wept with joy. The Crusaders
reached Philippopolis, where, before the inhabitants of the town
assembled together, he made a moving speech on his enterprise,
on the misfortunes they had suffered, the difficulties they had
conquered. The inhabitants, profoundly moved, gave pro-
visions, horses, and money. The Crusaders arrived under the
walls of Constantinople on the 80th July 1096, three months
and ten days after leaving Cologne. We must remember the
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conditions under which this expedition was accomplished, the
composition of the army of Peter the Hermit. As it was
performed, this march of the Crusaders to the banks of the
Bosphorus is one of the magnificent enterprises of which history
has preserved the memory. Our pilgrims were forced to
encamp outside the walls of the Greek capital, in some plans
where they found Walter the Penniless and his companions.

To tell the truth, the Emperor Alexius felt more fear than
pleasure at the aspect of these first auxiliaries. In what dis-
order and wild misery were these armed peasants with their
wives and children after their long and harsh Odyssey. The
more so as a number of them, in spite of the prohibitions,
penetrated into the great city, where they entered the sumptuous
dwellings, robbed and plundered, embraced the ladies, some-
times not too gently, and pulled about the chambermaids.
They set fire to some houses, and tore the lead from the roofs
of the churches and sold it to the Greeks.

The Emperor was in a hurry to get these disturbing allies
to pass on into Asia Minor. On the 5th August the trans-
portation of the first detachments to the coasts of Bithynia
was begun.

Skirting the Asiatic bank of the Bosphorus, Peter marched
with his army on Nicomedia (Ismid). He reached Civitot
(now Hersek), on the Gulf of Nicomedia. Here, through want
of discipline, a part of the German contingent got separated
from him. Others, Frenchmen, to the number of 7000 or
10,000, pushed on in spite of the exhortations of Peter up to
the outskirts of Nicea. They ravaged the country and gave
themselves up to the most frightful excesses. Imagine, in
those rude medieval days, men of the people, and exasperated
by privation. Separated from their leader they knew no
restraint. They seized children; and to cook them they cut
them into pieces or roasted them spitted on stakes. They
inflicted frightful tortures on the adults. They thrust back
into the town the inhabitants of Niceea who had come out to
meet them, and with great booty and numerous cattle they
returned in triumph to the camp.

The success of this enterprise excited the jealousy of what

remained of the German and Lombard contingents, who split
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off from Peter in spite of his remonstrances (20th September
1096). Their enterprise did not turn out so well. Surprised
by a lieutenant of Suleiman, in the precincts of the castle of
Xerigordos, they managed to take refuge there; but, besieged,
tortured by hunger and thirst, they capitulated and were
massacred or kept prisoners (7th October 1096).

The*remainder of the troops of Peter the Hermit fell into
an ambuscade at Civitot. The Turkish army was fresh,
numerous, admirably armed, splendidly commanded. By
clever manceuvring they drew the Crusaders on into some
narrow gorges in which, with the greatest ease, they slaughtered
them (21st October 1096).

Vessels sent by Alexius, the Emperor of Constantinople,
gathered up the remnants of the popular expedition; but the
great majority of these poor folk had perished. Those who
survived, and among them Peter the Hermit, were taken back
under the walls of Constantinople, where some awaited the
arrival of the army of the knights, while the others went sadly
back to France.

The army of knights, which will arrive in the spring of 1097
on the scene of disaster, on the outskirts of Nicomedia and
Civitot will be horrorstruck at the sight of the bleached bones.
“Oh, with what severed heads and bones the sea borders
were covered !’

The daughter of the Emperor Alexius, the Princess Anne,
relates that afterwards quite a mountain was built up of these
bones. And later they served as materials for the construction
of a fortress by the French. Mixed with lime these bones
formed dry and resistant walls.

The lamentable check of the popular Crusade, in spite of
the elements of success which it contained, in spite of the
valour of its leaders Peter the Hermit and Walter the Penniless,
in spite of the valour and faith of the soldiers, shows that the
people only perform great actions and create great works when
acting in a perfect social co-ordination : in such a social co-ordina-
tion as was to ensure the success of the Knights’ Crusade.

Divided into five principal corps, this Crusade only took the
road well after the departure of Peter the Hermit and his
companions. The first of these army corps, composed of men
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of Lorraine, of Frenchmen of the north, and men of the Rhine,
counted in its ranks Godfrey de Bowllon, the Duke of Basse-
Lorraine and his brothers Eustace and Baldwin of Boulogne.
By way of Germany, Hungary, Bulgaria, and Thrace, it arrived
in sight of Constantinople on the 28rd December 1096. The
second army, formed of Flemish and Frisian contingents,
under the direction of Count Robert of Flanders, arrived under
the walls of Constantinople in April 1097. They had gone
by way of Italy, through Campania and Apulia, and reached the
port of Bari on the Adriatic. Among them was the chronicler
Foucher de Chartres. A great number of poor people,” he
writes, * and those who were wanting in energy, frightened at the
thought of the hardships which awaited them, sold their bows,
resumed the pilgrim’s staff, and made their way back to their
own country.” But the majority embarked for the East.
The third army, at the head of which shone Raimond de St.
Gilles, Count of Toulouse and Marquis of Provence, arrived
under the walls of Constantinople about the same time as the
soldiers of Robert of Flanders, 7.e. in April 1097. It had come
by way of Lombardy, Dalmatia, and Epirus. The fourth
army of knights included the Italians and the Normans estab-
lished in Apulia, in Calabria, and in Sicily, with Boémond,
Prince of Tarento, the eldest son of the famous Robert Guiscard,
and the nephew of Guiscard, Tancred. They embarked on the
Adriatic at Brindisi, whence they crossed to Durazzo. By way
of Epirus and Thrace they also reached Constantinople in April.
Finally, in May 1097, the French of the centre and the west,
under the command of Robert Short Hose, Duke of Normandy,
crossed the Bosphorus in their turn.

We have given the names of the most illustrious lords who
were in these five army corps; but it would be a mistake to
think that any of them exercised a military command, a power
like that of a general-in-chief, to use a modern expression. Each
feudal baron went independently of the neighbouring baron,
surrounded by contingents assured to him by the men of his
fief, his vassals ; he went with the “barnage” of his household :

From France, from England, from all Normandy,
Prince, Duke, and Count, each with his mesnie.

(Chanson @ Antioche, Chant i. v. 796.)
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Each of these contingents acted in isolation, under the
direction of its feudal head, whose standard it followed.

Thus they arrived at Constantinople in little groups, each of
which reproduced the picture of the fief they had left. The
baron who commanded it was in his turn united to another
more important lord only by the feudal ties which might exist
between them. In the plains of Syria, in Palestine, the army
of the Crusaders will represent a bit of feudal France transported
to the East, with its forms, its constitution, its hierarchy. From
this will come its weakness for concerted movements, but also
its power of resistance and its indestructible cohesion.

The old knights who had already warred with the Saracens
in Spain, beyond the mountains, the authentic heroes of the
chansons de geste, were already vested with a special esteem
among their companions-in-arms :

They have beards whiter than the flowers of the field,
Below their helmets appear
Their grey hairs. .

These are the good knights of old,
Who conquered Spain by their valour.
(Chanson @ Antioche, Chant viii. v. 8311-13, 834-35.)

Among the number were to be seen Thomas de Marle, lord
of Coucy, Clarembaud de Vendeuil, Guillaume le Charpentier.
Mounted on their swift chargers these knights of ours have
the classical equipment of the feudal baron :
Armed with hauberks and helmets and quartered shields,
Lances they have strong and straight, with folded gonfalons ;
Silver and purc gold shine bright in their shields,

And in their hauberks and helmets steel and iron shine.
(Chanson @ Antioche, Chant viii. v. 242.)

The army of Crusaders is under the direction of one person
whose role has not been made sufficiently clear, the Papal
Legate, Adhémar de Monteil, Bishop of Puy. Let us not
deceive ourselves: Adhémar de Monteil, at the head of this
feudal France which has been transported to the East, re-
presents an authority comparable to that of the King at the
pinnacle of the feudal France which stays at home; a moral
authority, of a character at the same time religious and military,
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and which has as its principal function to maintain union and
concord, to perform the work of justice and pacification. For
Adhémar de Monteil at the head of the Crusaders is as much
“baron ”’ as prelate, just as the King, as we have seen, is as
much prelate as baron. Adhémar de Monteil is the Arch-
bishop Turpin of the epic poems :

The Bishop of Puy was brave and eloquent;

When the service was over from church he turned,

As fast as he could to his dwelling he went;

With wonderful arms was he that day equipped,

He put on a hauberk of beaten metal

And laced his helmet studded with gems,

His spurs to his feet he fixed

And girt the sword to his left side.

(Chanson & Antioche, Chant viii. v. 1.)

Adhémar de Monteil was the real leader of the first Crusade.
The moral authority which placed him at the head of the con-
federation of French lords was reinforced in him by a vigor-
ous intelligence, an energetic character, and a marvellous gift
of organization. Especially in all questions of provisioning,
which became so redoubtable, so agonizing, he rendered the
greatest service. When he dies at Antioch on the 1st August
1098, the lords, in the necessity in which they stand of filling
his place, are to elect the Bishop of Martorano (a city in the
Kingdom of Naples).

Such then were the leaders of the first Crusade : the Bishop
of Puy, then, after his death (1st August 1098), the Bishop of
Martorano, up to the time when, at Jerusalem, Godfrey de
Bouillon will be chosen Baron of the Holy Sepulchre.

Foucher de Chartres describes the Crusaders encamped
under the walls of the Greek capital : ‘‘ Our tents were set up
within sight of the town, and we rested during fourteen days
from our fatigues. We could not go into the town; the
Emperor would not allow it ; he was afraid we should do some
damage there. We were obliged to buy the necessities of life
each day outside the walls. The inhabitants brought these
provisions to us by order of the Emperor.”

The French and the Byzantines did not trust one another.
The latter were afraid of being plundered and ravaged ; the
former feared poison or betrayal. The Western knights seemed
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gross brutal creatures to the subjects of the Emperor Alexius,
who on their side were regarded by the Westerners as knaves
and cowards.

The ends pursued by France on the one side and by Greece on
the other were, moreover, not identical. Alexius Commenus
had only appealed to the Crusaders in the hope of destroying
the Turks, who were becoming formidable to him, and of
extending his Empire ; while the French intended only to fight
for the Faith and to remain masters of the conquered territories.

Penetrating into Asia Minor, the Crusaders advanced as far
as the walls of Nicaa, the siege of which they began (15th May
1097). The different army corps were united there, and it
appears that they may have recognized for some time the
military authority of Boémond, the Prince of Tarento.

Foucher de Chartres estimates the army of the Crusaders
at 100,000 men-at-arms, without counting the servants, the
archers, and the swarm of clerics, besides women and children :
600,000 souls come from the West would, according to this, be
united in the Knights’ Crusade. These figures are, perhaps,
exaggerated.

It was a regular siege: machines were constructed ;
ballistas and stone-throwers beat upon the walls ; the ramparts
were mined. But the Turks were skilful in shooting. With
iron hooks attached to ropes they hooked up the bodies of
the assailants who had fallen at the foot of the walls, and
then, with the help of catapults, flung these corpses on the
Christians. Provisions were brought to the besieging army
in vessels which the Emperor Alexius sent from Constantinople.
On the glaucous sea their sails, with daylight shining through
them, were the colour of the setting sun. The town was taken
on the 19th June 1097 ; it was occupied by the Greek troops.
After this the French could grant themselves a little repose,
by which they profited to renew their equipment.

On the 27th June they resumed their march eastward.

The Turkish horsemen, on their agile steeds, appeared
suddenly, hovered round them, enveloped them. They deaf-
ened them with their cries and the noise of their drums.

They give forth a noise like chained dogs.

(Chanson @’ Antioche.)
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They launched darts and fought while fleeing, drawing
their bows on those who pursued them.

A considerable army, led by the Emir Suleiman to the help
of the Turks besieged in Niczea, met the Crusaders in the Plain
of Doryleum (Ist July 1097). The Turks, according to the
estimate of Foucher de Chartres, numbered 860,000, all on
horseback and armed with bow and arrows. Several of the
chief French leaders, Godfrey de Bouillon, Raymond, Count of
Toulouse, Hugh the Great, Count of Vermandois, the brother
of the King of France, had left the main army with their men.
Boémond, who was in command on this journey, displayed
there the qualities of a great soldier. The Turks began the
attack with furious cries, raining on the Crusaders a shower of
arrows. Boémond supported his men with rare energy; but,
in spite of his efforts, the Christians, for whom this was a war
of a quite new kind, were wavering, when Godfrey de Bouillon
and Hugh the Great arrived at the head of their contingents.
Prelates and priests, vested in white albs, went about among
the ranks of the combatants. They heard the confessions of
the wounded. The Mohammedans yielded. The Christians
pushed their attack. The Turks fled over mountain and valley,
and they still fled terror-stricken long after the French had
ceased to pursue them.

The Crusaders continued their march on Antioch, traversing
Lesser Armenia, where everything had been devastated by
the Turks.

From their first encounters Turks and French learned to
appreciate each other. “The French themselves,”” writes
Guibert de Nogent, ““ recognized that they had not seen any
race of men which could be compared to that of the Turks
for shrewdness of mind and courage in the fight ; and further,
when the Turks began to fight against them, the French were
nearly reduced to despair by the astonishment which the arms
used by their adversaries caused them, weapons of which our
people had no knowledge. The French could not have imagined
the extreme dexterity of their adversaries in the handling of
horses and the promptitude with which they avoided the
attacks and the blows of their enemies, having the habit of
fighting and discharging their arrows in the act of fleeing.
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On their side the Turks regard themselves as having the same
origin as the French, and think that military superiority belongs
of right to these two people among all nations.”

The Crusaders crossed the Taurus and set out for Antioch
by way of Cilicia. They had to cross burning plains. They
were not clothed for such expeditions. Under an implacable
sun, how their thick leather tunics plated with scales of brass
weighed them down. They suffered from thirst; their horses
perished along the route; at certain stopping-places soldiers
died in hundreds.

“ Then,” writes Foucher, “you would have laughed, or
wept perhaps, to see some of our men, for want of horses, put
their possessions in packages on the backs of sheep, goats, pigs,
and dogs, clothes, food, or other necessities of the journey.
The backs of the poor beasts were rasped by the friction of
the packages. And knights-at-arms were seen riding on oxen.”

“ By desert and roadless ways,” writes Guibert on his side,
¢ the Christians entered an uninhabited country, impracticable
and devoid of water. They had no other resource to alleviate
their sufferings than some cloves of garlic with which they
rubbed their lips.”

“ And you would see many cemeteries in the fields and woods
along the roads made from the tombs of our Crusaders”
(Foucher de Chartres).

But faith and the strong feudal discipline bore up the
army. They spoke the most diverse languages, for there were
there Frenchmen, Flemings, Frisians, Welsh, Bretons, men of
Lorraine, of the Rhine, Normans, Scottish, English, Aquita-
nians, Italians, Iberians, Dacians, Greeks, and Armenians.
“ But if we were divided by so many tongues, we were none
the less united in the love of God ” (Foucher de Chartres).

It was through the leaders that division was to slip in.
They grew jealous of each other. The conquests which each
hoped to make created rivalries among them. Towards the
end of September, Baldwin of Boulogne, the brother of Godfrey
de Bouillon, and Tancred, Duke of Pouille, followed by their
contingents, separated themselves from the main army, and
penetrated beyond the Taurus into the country of the Armenians,
where they besieged and took Tarsus.
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It had been agreed among the Crusaders that the con-
quered towns should belong to him among the leaders whose
banner should first float over it. Tancred planted his “ silken
gonfalon ” on the walls of Tarsus:

Baldwin has seen it and his heart is angry;
That day he did a deed of great reproach:
He bade a friend take down the banner
And hoisted his own, bordered with gold.
(Chanson d’ Antioche, Chant iii. v. 817.)

Tancred, furious, wished to march against Baldwin at the
head of his contingents. Richard the Pilgrim takes the part
of Tancred; while Foucher de Chartres says he is wrong.
Under the influence of Boémond, Prince of Tarento, the two
rivals were reconciled.

Similar dissensions will be renewed after the taking of
Antioch between Boémond and Raimond de Saint-Gilles.
To appease them, the suzerain authority of Adhémar de Monteil,
and after him of his successor, the Bishop of Martorano, is
brought into play.

The Crusading army reached Antioch on the 20th October
1097. In the town was a considerable garrison of Moham-
medans. Antioch was defended by its natural position, by the
Orontes, by its situation on the side of the mountain, which
its walls, reinforced by 450 towers, enclosed with a girdle of
stone. The French pitched their tents at a little distance
from the ramparts and attacked the place furiously. They
came very soon on both sides to acts of the greatest ferocity.
The Christians managed to capture some Turks :

They cut off their heads, and fix them to poles
And have them set up in the fields. . . .
(v. 618.)
Mournful ornaments under the eyes of the besieged! The
Crusaders took prisoner the nephew of the Emir Jagi-Sian,
who was defending the town :
They have cut off the head of the nephew of Jagi-Sian ;
And thrown it within the city from a mangonel.
(Chanson d’ Antioche, Chant v. v. 409.)
Distinguished among the Crusaders by their pitiless cruelty

were those whom Richard the Pilgrim calls “the people of
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King Tafur” : a ribald mob of vagrants, but with an exalted
faith and a courage proof against everything. These “ ribalds >
were placed under the high command of Boémond. * King
Tafur,” assisted by Peter the Hermit, exercised an immediate
authority over them. Richard the Pilgrim paints them in
picturesque terms :

They carried with them neither lance nor sword,

But two-edged weapons ground and weighted with lead.
The King (Tafur) carries a scythe, well tempered.

Well he leads his serried company :

They have bags tied to their necks by plaited cords,

Their sides are bare and themr stomachs empty,

Their knees are burnt brown, their shoes broken;

By whatever country they pass they greatly spoil the land.
(Chanson & Antioche, Chant viii., the part
preserved by Richard the Pilgrim, v. 87.)

The siege dragged on. Where were provisions to be got
in these wasted or desert countries ? Famine, and the arrows
of the Saracens were scattering death. The privations were so
great that some Crusaders deserted the camp; their energy
was exhausted ; they wanted to get back to their own country.
And, among these fugitives, people saw one day with astonish-
ment Peter the Hermit himself ; he was fleeing with one of
the most redoubted leaders of the army, William, Viscount of
Melun, called le Charpentier (the Carpenter). “He was so
called,”” observes a chronicler, “ not because he was skilful in
cutting wood, but because, in the fight, he struck out like a car-
penter.” The soldiers of Tancred caught up with the fugitives.

The chroniclers state that le Charpentier passed the whole
night lying on the ground in Boémond’s tent. The Prince of
Tarento wanted to put him to death ; but several of the chief
Crusaders begged that he might be spared : “ I would willingly
consent,” replied Boémond, “ if he swore from the bottom of
his heart not to abandon again the holy pilgrimage.” Le
Charpentier took the oath, as well as Peter the Hermit—an
oath which Peter was to keep; but le Charpentier fled away
some months later and could not be retaken.

The famine among the French became more and more
terrible. They fed on grass, bark, and roots; they ate their
horses, their donkeys, their camels, their dogs, and even rats
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and mice. They devoured the leather straps and thongs of
the harnessings of their horses. As a climax of misery their
tents were in rags, rotting and torn; many of them had no
shelter but the vault of heaven. Some atrocious scenes are
described with a singular vigour by Richard the Pilgrim and
by Graindor of Douai :

The lord Peter the Hermit sat before his tent,
To him came Tafur and many of his people.
He had more than a thousand swollen with hunger.
“ Sir, counsel me, for holy Charity,
For see, we die of hunger and wretchedness.”
And my lord Peter replied : “ It is through your cowardice.
Go take these Turks who lie there dead,
Cooked and salted they will be good to eat.”
And says King Tafur: “ It is truth you say.”
From the tent of Peter he turns away and has summoned his ribalds;
They were more than ten thousand when together assembled.
The Turks they flayed and their entrails removed,
By boiling and roasting they cooked the flesh;
Thus they ate but tasted no bread.
By this were the Pagans much affrighted,
For the scent of the flesh reached to the ramparts.
Twenty thousand Pagans watched the ribalds ;
There was no single Turk who did not weep.
(Chanson d’ Antioche, Chant v. v. 4.)

The “ribalds” said to one another: “ Why, it is Shrove
Tuesday. This Turk’s flesh is better than bacon or ham in oil.”
And when they no longer found in the fields Saracens’ bodies
to flay, they went to dig for them in the cemetery.

And went to the cemeteries and dug up the bodies;
All together they piled them in a heap,

The decomposed they threw into the Orentes,

The others flayed and dried in the wind.

The lords of the army come to have a look at this terrible
banquet, Robert Short Hose and Boémond, Tancred and
Godfrey de Bouillon.

Each stopped before King Tafur,

Laughing they ask him : “ How do you feel 2 ”

“By my faith,” said the King, “I am much restored;
If only I had wherewith to drink, I have eaten enough.”

Said the Duke of Bouillon : “ Sir King, you shall have it.”
Of his good wine he gave him a bottle.

118 (Chanson d’Antioche, Chant v. v. 61.)
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The worst instincts awoke under the prick of sharp misery.
“If it happened,” says Guibert, ‘‘ that some one from the
army went a little too far from the camp, and another of the
same army happened to meet him alone, the one would put the
other to death to rifle him.”

At last, on the 8rd June (1098), the Christians took the town,
thanks to one of the besieged, an Armenian named Firouz, whom
Boémond had managed to seduce. He enabled twenty of the
French to mount the ramparts at night by means of ropes ;
and these soon drew forty more up to them. They opened
the gates and, to the cries of *“ God wills it !> the Crusaders
burst into Antioch, where they set themselves to massacre the
infidels with fierce conviction.

The joy of the Christians as masters of Antioch was of
short duration. On the 15th June, Kerboga, the Emir of
Mossoul, appeared in sight of the town with an immense army
—500,000 or 600,000 men, if one can believe the acecounts ; he
would have saved Antioch if he had not stopped three weeks
at the siege of Edessa, where Baldwin was shut up. In Antioch
the Turks had consumed or destroyed all provisions. Kerboga
intercepted the communications of the Crusaders with the sea,
so that they could only have their supplies replenished by the
vessels of the Emperor Alexius. The French army is besieged
in its turn, and very soon the horrors of famine are felt anew,
aggravated by the horrors of the plague. Some of the Cru-
saders found nourishment in the blood of their horses, which
they sucked from the veins. And the desertions recom-
menced. Those who, weary of so much suffering, gave up the
Crusade to try and get back to their homes, escaped by night,
by means of ropes, with the help of which they slid down to the
foot of the ramparts. Hence the name of “ funambulists ”—
from the Latin jfunambulus, rope dancer—which was soon
applied to them. Among them was one of the lords of highest
birth in the army, Stephen, Count of Blois, who got back to
France.

Faith sustained the courage of the besieged, fortified by
visions and mystic dreams; and then the finding of the Holy
Lance, which had pierced the side of Christ, discovered on the
14th June 1098 through the information of a Provencal priest,
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Peter Barthélémy, restored courage to all. This marvellous
episode is related by witnesses of the Crusade by the writer
of the Gestes, by an anonymous account published by Bongars
and by Raymond d’Aguilers. According to them Christ and
Saint Andrew appeared three times to Peter Barthélémy, to
inform him of the place in which, under the altar of the Church
of St. Peter at Antioch, the Holy Lance should be found.
Search was made according to the indications of the priest,
and the precious relic came to light. There was great joy and
enthusiasm. The resolution was taken to make an armed
sortie from the town and to march against Kerboga. Visibly
supported by the intervention of Heaven, could the Crusaders
prove other than invincible ? It was now that, for the first
time, the Crusaders gave themselves a captain. The choice
of the army leaders fell on Boémond, Prince of Tarento. More-
over, the commmand was only put in his hands for a period of
fifteen days.

This Boémond, the son of the able Robert Guiscard, was
the very type of a feudal knight : with the figure of a Hercules,
his hair worn very short on the forehead, he had square fists
and a square head with greyish eyes set wide apart. He seems
to have surpassed his companions-in-arms in his knowledge
of war; he was clever at posting the combatants at strategic
points and getting them to perform manceuvres at the right
moment. He held himself during an action behind the army with
a reserve of picked soldiers, following with his eye the movements
of the troops and ready to intervene at the proper moment.

Before coming to blows, on the 27th June (1098) Boémond
sent five messengers to Kerboga to tell him to retire. At their
head was Peter the Hermit, who spoke to the Emir with a
passion and authority which could not fail to impress the
Saracen ; but Kerboga recovered himself and replied that the
French had their choice between conversion to the Crescent
or death.

They gave battle on the 28th June. The Crusaders were
in a pitiable state of dilapidation; some of them were almost
naked. The majority of the knights were on foot; others were
mounted on donkeys or camels, but they were animated by an
ardour which doubled their strength.
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The description of the battle of Antioch by Richard the
Pilgrim and Graindor of Douai is worthy of being given in its
entirety. Richard was an onlooker. His story is animated
with an epic inspiration. The Christians issue from Antioch
and cross the Orontes to give battle to Kerboga.

The wives of the Crusaders themselves are to take part in
the action.

The ladies who went to serve our Lord

Ran to the hotels (of Antioch) to seize weapons,

They tie their veils over their heads to shield them from the wind,
Many collect stones in their sleeves (to throw at the Saracens),
Others fill bottles with fresh water.

(Chanson &’ Antioche, Chant viii. v. 482.)

The battle opens violently; the Tafurs do wonders.
Armed with his staff hooped with iron, Peter the Hermit gives
the death-blow to every Saracen he can reach. The knights
about to die strike their breasts in confession of sin and swallow
tufts of grass to simulate the sacred host. Epic scenes !

The author of the Gestes, who took part in the action, writes
as follows : * Innumerable masses of warriors were seen coming
down from the mountains mounted on white horses and pre-
ceded by white banners. Our men could not imagine who these
warriors could be; but at last they realized that it was a
succouring army sent by Christ and commanded by St. George,
+ St. Mercurius, and St. Demetrius.”> The good chronicler adds :
“This is no lie : many saw it.”

The great majority of the Turks were massacred : their
camp with abundant supplies fell into the hands of the
Christians, who were henceforth masters of the whole of Syria,

There can be no doubt that the finding of the Lance gave
to the Crusaders their enthusiasm and ensured their victory.
It is to be noted that the prelates in the army, and notably
Adhémar de Monteil, did not give credence to the revelation.
From the first they suspected a fraud. The soldiers, on the
contrary, particularly Raymond of Toulouse, to whom Peter
Barthélémy was chaplain, gave it absolute credence. Eight
months went by and the discussions between the partisans of
the two opposing views went on with such bitterness that, to
make an end of it, they forced Barthélémy to undergo the ordeal
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Friday, about nine o’clock in the morning, the first to put his
foot on the rampart, planting there the standard of the Cross,
was one Leuthold. The Saracens fled through the narrow
streets. Many took refuge in the Temple of Solomon. The
building was full of them and even the roof was covered.
The Crusaders made of them a frightful carnage ; blood filled
the Temple a foot high, and the Mohammedans who had taken
refuge on the roof were, for the most part, killed by arrows ;
the remainder were thrown from this height to the ground,
where the heads and bones of these unfortunates were broken.

The extermination was complete; women and children,
all were slaughtered. In the streets were seen piles of heads
and severed feet and hands. Many of these unhappy wretches,
and many women, were killed with horrible refinements of
cruelty. And everything was given over to plunder. The
Crusaders soon noticed that some Saracens had swallowed
‘“ besans ”—or, to put it better, Byzantine gold pieces—to save
them from their conquerors : they set themselves then to split
open their abdomens and search among the entrails to get out
the pieces of gold ; then as this process proved too slow for
them, they piled up the corpses on immense pyres and burned
them up. The Crusaders, stooping, searched among the ashes
for the golden * besans.”

They were enabled by the indications of a Syrian to find a
piece of the true Cross. The French enclosed it in a case of
gold and silver, and the precious relic was carried in procession
to the Temple.

On the 22nd July 1099, eight days after the capture of
Jerusalem, Duke Godfrey de Bouillon was proclaimed Baron
of the Holy Sepulchre. The pious knight refused the title of
King: he was unwilling to wear a crown of gold when the
Son of God, the King of Kings, had worn a crown of thorns.
And one can truly say of the choice made by the Crusaders
that it had fallen on the most worthy. The nobility of his
race, writes Foucher de Chartres, his military courage, his
gentleness, patience, and modesty, marked him out for the
suffrages of the army.

The French were still in the intoxication of triumph when
they learnt, at the beginning of August, of the arrival of a
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great army commanded by the Fatimite Caliph of Egypt.
It was made up of Ethiopians and Bedouin hordes. A new
victory under the walls of Ascalon (12th August 1099) assured
definitely to the Franks the Empire of Palestine.

This first Crusade had cost the lives of 500,000 or 600,000
men.

The Kingdom of Jerusalem was then placed under the rule
of Godfrey de Bouillon, who took the humble title of Advocate
of the Holy Sepulchre.

Baldwin, Godfrey’s brother, was proclaimed Count of
Odessa ; Boémond, the Prince of Tarento, received the princi-
pality of Antioch; finally Bertrand, the son of Raymond of
Toulouse, was before long made Count of Tripoli.

This Frank empire, so suddenly set up on the borders of
Asia Minor, was moreover very quickly organized. The army
of Crusading knights had not ceased to be organized after the
feudal manner with the framework and organization we have
described in France. This same organization was established
en bloc on the slopes of Lebanon. The coast towns developed
a prosperous life in consequence of the relations established
with the West; pilgrims to the Holy Places became more
and more numerous; finally, the Orders, half religious, half
military, the Templars and the Hospitallers, were founded to
defend the conquest.

Peter the Hermit returned to Europe in 1099 or 1100.
He was loaded with relics. He founded a monastery in the
suburbs of Huy, near Liége, where he died with the title of
Prior on the 8th July 1115. Those of the other Crusaders
who returned home also prided themselves on a precious booty.
Returning from a later Crusade, Count Arnold of Guines will
be carrying hung from his neck in a little silver reliquary a
hair from the beard of Jesus Christ. Before long there will
be exposed to the devotion of the Faithful some milk of the
Virgin, and in a little phial of opaque glass a little of the “ dark-
ness ** which formed one of the ten plagues of Egypt.

During a century and a half, Crusades are to succeed one
another ; but there will not be seen again the splendid popular
enthusiasm of the Crusade of Urban II and Peter the Hermit.

Saint Bernard, the eloquent Abbot of Clairvaux, will preach
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King Tafur” : a ribald mob of vagrants, but with an exalted
faith and a courage proof against everything. These “ ribalds >
were placed under the high command of Boémond. * King
Tafur,” assisted by Peter the Hermit, exercised an immediate
authority over them. Richard the Pilgrim paints them in
picturesque terms :

They carried with them neither lance nor sword,

But two-edged weapons ground and weighted with lead.
The King (Tafur) carries a scythe, well tempered.

Well he leads his serried company :

They have bags tied to their necks by plaited cords,

Their sides are bare and themr stomachs empty,

Their knees are burnt brown, their shoes broken;

By whatever country they pass they greatly spoil the land.
(Chanson & Antioche, Chant viii., the part
preserved by Richard the Pilgrim, v. 87.)

The siege dragged on. Where were provisions to be got
in these wasted or desert countries ? Famine, and the arrows
of the Saracens were scattering death. The privations were so
great that some Crusaders deserted the camp; their energy
was exhausted ; they wanted to get back to their own country.
And, among these fugitives, people saw one day with astonish-
ment Peter the Hermit himself ; he was fleeing with one of
the most redoubted leaders of the army, William, Viscount of
Melun, called le Charpentier (the Carpenter). “He was so
called,”” observes a chronicler, “ not because he was skilful in
cutting wood, but because, in the fight, he struck out like a car-
penter.” The soldiers of Tancred caught up with the fugitives.

The chroniclers state that le Charpentier passed the whole
night lying on the ground in Boémond’s tent. The Prince of
Tarento wanted to put him to death ; but several of the chief
Crusaders begged that he might be spared : “ I would willingly
consent,” replied Boémond, “ if he swore from the bottom of
his heart not to abandon again the holy pilgrimage.” Le
Charpentier took the oath, as well as Peter the Hermit—an
oath which Peter was to keep; but le Charpentier fled away
some months later and could not be retaken.

The famine among the French became more and more
terrible. They fed on grass, bark, and roots; they ate their
horses, their donkeys, their camels, their dogs, and even rats
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The most interesting chroniclers to read on the First Crusade are
Guibert de Nogent; the anonymous author of the Gesta Francorum,
doubtless a Norman of Italy ; Foucher de Chartres ; Raymond d’Aguilers,
Canon of Puy; Albert d’Aix; Baudri de Bourgueil, Archbishop of Dol ;
the Monk of St. Riem de Reins ; Pierre Tudebode, priest of Civray, in
Poitou ; finally, the account by Anna Comnenus, the daughter of the
Emperor Alexius, in the Alexiade, the history of her father’s reign.

In spite of his great reputation, William of Tyre does not represent
an original source.

La Chanson d Antioche, ed. P. Paris, 1848, 2 vols.; Les Chansons de
Croisades, with their tunes, ed. Bédier and Aubry; Assises du royaume
de Jerusalem, published by Beugnol in the Collection de Uhistoire des
Croisades, 1841—43.

Historicar. WORKS.—Sybel, Gesck. des ersten Kreuzziiges, 2nd ed.,
1881 ; Kugler, Gesch. der Kreuzziige, 2nd ed., 1891 ; Réricht, Gesch. der
Kreuzziige im Unriss, 1898 ; Prutz, Kulturgesch. der Kreuzzuge, 1888 ;
Hagenmeyer, Le vrai et le fauz Pierre U'Ermite, translated by Furcy-Ray-
naud, 1883; L. Brehier, L' Eglise et I'Orient au Moyen Age, 2nd ed., 1907 ;
Gaston Dodu, Histoire des Institutions monarchiques dans le royaume latin
de Jerusalem, 1099-1291, 1894 ; F. Chalandon, Essai sur le régne d’ Alexis
19 Comnéne, 1900.
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spiration, and in cooling down he develops a hoarseness which
it will take a long time to cure. After this, Louis makes his
appearance in the district of Bourges, where Aimon II, called
Vaire-Vache, has taken possession of the castle of Germigny-
sur-Aubois, belonging to his nephew Archambaut de Bourbon.
From the fortress Aimon and his men spread over the neigh-
bouring country, ravaging it. The King’s troops surrounded the
place. Aimon saw no salvation except in the royal mercy.
“He had no other resource,” says Suger, ‘“than to go and
throw himself at the King’s feet. Louis kept the castle and
took Aimon to the Ile-de-France, to be tried by the lords of his
Court.” ¢ Thus,” says Suger, “ the King put an end by dint
of fatigue and money to the hardships and oppression which
a great number of people had had to endure. He formed after
this the habit of making often, and always with the same
clemency, such expeditions.”

Tragic and splendid was the siege of Meung-sur-Loire (1108).
The royal troops had made themselves masters of the fortifica-
tions. The keep, in which the defenders had taken refuge, was
threatened by the flames; then the besieged, to the number
of sixty, threw themselves after their lord, from the top of the
tower, to the ground, where those who were not killed by the
fall were pierced by the lances or the arrows of the besiegers.

The famous expedition against the Chiteau du Puiset took
place in 1111. The Chéateau du Puiset, in Beauce, had been
built by Queen Constance for the defence of the country.
The castellans who had been installed there had soon begun
to act like masters. Hugh du Puiset devastated the country
and its inhabitants, conducting himself like a mere bandit.
‘“ He was handsome,” says Ordericus Vitalis, *“ but wicked.”

Suger applies to him the verse of Lucan :

Et docilis Sullam sceleris vicisse magistrum.
(Anxious to surpass Sulla, master of crime.)
(Pharsale, Liv. i. v. 826.)

He killed with his own hands the seneschal, Ansel de Gar-
lande. Louis summoned an assembly at Melun, in which
complaints abounded against the * devouring wolf *”: these
are Suger’s expressions. The King took as the base of his
operations the monasterv of Tourv. in Beauce, near Joinville,
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This prince, who did so much for the common people, for
artisans and peasants, was above all a soldier. Follow him
along the steep roads, furrowed with swamps, bordered by
thickets and quickset hedges, on his strong charger. He has
on his head an egg-shaped helmet of burnished brass; his
broad shoulders wear a hooded tunic of leather plaited with
iron rings, and he holds in his vigorous hand a large sword
whose golden pommel encloses a tooth of St. Denis. Rising
with the dawn, he is indefatigable in imposing justice and
peace. “ You would have seen the noble youth riding through
the country with as many knights as he could collect, at one
hour in the marches of Berry, at another in the marches of
Auvergne, and none the less soon in the Vexin when there was
need ”’ (Grandes Chroniques).

We have see how the feudal nobles, after having organized
their own domains in paternal fashion, spread themselves abroad
outside them in repeated violences. They knew no other
occupation than the redoubtable game of arms, and continued
to practise it ; were they not

the rich barons of France
Who desire war more than a youth his love?
(Graindor de Douad.)

Supported by his peasants and his militia of burgesses, by
the knights who were his immediate vassals, and by the
soldiery furnished by the Abbey of St. Denis, Louis VI reduced
in turn the turbulent lords of Coucy, of Montmorency, " of
Corbeil, and of Mantes, and tried to destroy their keeps.
These keeps, says Suger, planted in the heart of the Ile-de-
France, ¢ were disembowelling ” the King (regem eviscerabant).

In attacking the castles, Louis was seen in the front rank
like the bravest of his soldiers. At the siege of the castle
occupied by Dreux, Count of Mouchy-le-Chétel, he had suc-
ceeded in enticing the redoubtable baron with his men out of
the enclosure ; then suddenly facing about, he led on his own
men, and striking right and left, jostling the besieged, he
penetrates with his followers into the interior courts. The
castle is in flames ; but in the midst of the flames he pursues
his attack, easily distinguished by his herculean strength and
his tall figure. In the heat of the fight he is bathed in per-
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Of these feudal castles become “ places of offence,” Louis
le Gros took or bought some ; and rendered the owners of others
favourable to him. Philip I had made Guy de Montlhéry,
called le Rouge (the Red), Count of Rochefort, his seneschal,
an office in which the new King retained him in order to assure
to himself the quiet possession of the tower of Montlhéry, as
well as of the castles of Rochefort and Chateaufort. Louis
had gone so far as to consent to marry the daughter of Guy
le Rouge, though she was not yet of marriageable age. To
Ansel and Guillaume de Garlande there succeeded Stephen de
Garlande, who wielded the greatest power which had ever
been found in the hands of a single royal official, since he
added the functions of chancellor to those of seneschal. * How
great is your power!” the Archbishop of Tours said to him,
‘““and what an accumulation of wealth lies in your hands !
Youssit as first among the Palatines and dispose at your pleasure
of all the kingdom.” Stephen de Garlande has left the reputa-
tion of an adroit man, skilful in cultivating his own interests

r and those of his family, rather than a statesman. He was
{ superseded in 1127 by Suger, Abbot of St. Denis. This is a

I new orientation of the royal Court, and it is remarkable that

+ it should have been brought about under the rule of the most
soldierly of all the kings. The clerics are to take precedence
over the soldiers. Following Suger there is to be a brilliant
series of Palatines: Goshuin, Bishop of Soissons; Geoffrey,
Bishop of Chartres; Stephen, Bishop of Paris ; Bartholomew,
Bishop of Laon ; Renaud, Archbishop of Reims.

Suger, the Abbot of St. Denis, was one of the greatest
ministers France has ever known. He was of low birth and
small stature.  Little in body and little in race,” as runs
the epitaph composed for him by Simon Chévre d’Or. He
was bald. His black and piercing eyes shone in an emaciated
face. “What one must admire most in him,” writes his
biographer, the monk William of St. Denis, *“is that nature
should have lodged a heart so strong, so fine, so great, in a
body so frail and thin.”

Suger practised fasting and macerations ; his body, already
so spare, was further reduced by the severest possible régime,
but he had a lively, even mischievous, temperament, and, like
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of which Suger was Abbot. And we are about to see the man
of religion acting as a soldier.

By order of the King, Suger put into the abbey a large
garrison and established there dépbts of arms and ammunition.
When all is ready the King arrives with his men. Hugh du
Puiset refuses to open the gates of his lair. There follows a
siege in due form. Suger gives us a description of 1t, unfortu-
nately too literary. The besieged showered projectiles on those
who were pressing them on all sides. To replace their broken
shields, the men covered themselves with planks, boards,
blinds, and doors. We had had, writes the Abbot of St.
Denis, several carts filled with a great quantity of dry wood,
mixed with fat and coagulated blood, so as to furnish ready food
for the flames and to burn these unhappy ‘ devotees of the
devil.”” These carts, having been set on fire, were pushed
against the castle. But it was formidably defended. Swift
horsemen rode up and down the surrounding roads giving
the death-blow to those who tried to approach. The hope of
carrying the place seemed gone, when a priest was seen, bare-
headed, without a helmet to protect his brow, with no weapon
but a wretched plank, climbing up the escarpment and arriving
at the palisade of the first enclosure. Hiding himself under
the shelters which were fitted to the loopholes, he begins to tear
away its stakes. Seeing his attempt succeed, he signs to those
who remain hesitating below. At his call a handful of assail-
ants throw themselves against the palisade; it is torn away.
Hugh and the principal defenders of the place take refuge in the
keep, where the proud baron soon capitulates.

The King imprisoned him in the tower of Chéiteau-Landon ;
he put up for sale the furnishings and treasures of Puiset,
whose towers and walls were rased to the ground, “ which filled
with joy,” says Ordericus Vitalis, * the peasants of the neigh-
bourhood and travellers.”

In 1128 Hugh du Puiset set out for the Holy Land, where
he acted like a brave soldier and founded the glorious dynasty
of the Counts of Jaffa.

The task of Louis le Gros, for ever recurring, was the
more arduous as the English King, Henry I (Beauclerc),
supported the rebellious barons.
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Of these feudal castles become ““ places of offence,”” Louis
le Gros took or bought some ; and rendered the owners of others
favourable to him. Philip I had made Guy de Montlhéry,
called le Rouge (the Red), Count of Rochefort, his seneschal,
an office in which the new King retained him in order to assure
to himself the quiet possession of the tower of Montlhéry, as
well as of the castles of Rochefort and Chateaufort. Louis
had gone so far as to consent to marry the daughter of Guy
le Rouge, though she was not yet of marriageable age. To
Ansel and Guullaume de Garlande there succeeded Stephen de
Garlande, who wielded the greatest power which had ever
been found in the hands of a single royal official, since he
added the functions of chancellor to those of seneschal. ‘ How
great is your power !’ the Archbishop of Tours said to him,
“and what an accumulation of wealth lies in your hands'!
You sit as first among the Palatines and dispose at your pleasure
of all the kingdom.” Stephen de Garlande has left the reputa-
tion of an adroit man, skilful in cultivating his own interests
and those of his family, rather than a statesman. He was
superseded in 1127 by Suger, Abbot of St. Denis. This is a
new orientation of the royal Court, and it is remarkable that
it should have been brought about under the rule of the most
soldierly of all the kings. The clerics are to take precedence

i over the soldiers. Following Suger there is to be a brillant
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so spare, was further reduced by the severest possible régime,
but he had a lively, even mischievous, temperament, and, like
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Francis of Assisi, numbered gaiety among the highest virtues.
When with others he refused no kind of food and accepted
wine.

“There was one of the gifts of heaven,” writes a contem-
porary, ““ which was refused him : namely, the grace of becoming
fatter as abbot of St. Denis than he had been as a simple monk ;
while others, no matter how thin they were before, no sooner
hold the abbatial cross than their cheeks and stomach and
even their hearts begin to put on fat.”

His cell was a small room, bare and simple, in the splendid
monastery which his diligent activity had enlarged and adprned.
He lay there on straw covered with a coarse woollen stuff in
place of sheets ; but to hide his asceticism a coverlet was thrown
over it during the day. And shut up in his silent cell he
devoted long hours to the study of authors sacred and profane.
He would recite by heart twenty, and even thirty, verses of
Horace, says the monk William. He had a profound know-
ledge of history and could enumerate exactly the families of
the princes who had ruled over France.

After these hours of reading and meditation, Suger took
pleasure in giving to others, in lively discourse, the fruits of
his labour. For he was a charming talker and had the attrac-
tive art of witty anecdote. Sometimes he went on with his
talks into the middle of the night. He had an engaging
eloquence and the gift of persuasion, and expressed himself
with equal ease in French and Latin.

“T have sometimes seen,” writes William again, “ the
King of France, surrounded by the members of his Government,
standing respectfully before this great man seated on a stool ;
he dictating to them useful precepts as to inferiors, and they
hanging on his lips, listening to his words with the deepest
attention.”

Suger was the happy complement of Louis VI. The King
was a man of action, always ready to heave his enormous body
on to the back of a big horse; eager for great blows of the
sword and breathless assaults. Suger was the man for agree-
ments, for negotiations, skilful at forming happy and harmoni-
ous settlements. ‘The moment disturbance showed itself
in the kingdom,” says his biographer, “ and wars broke out,
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Suger appeared as the contriver of concord, the most courageous
mediator of peace.”

Under his influence, and with the protection afforded by
. Louis VI, grateful for the education he had received there,
the Abbey of St. Denis shone with an unparalleled brilliance.
By its beauty and magnificence it became truly the royal abbey,
the radiant centre of the history of art in the twelfth century,
Builders and carpenters, workers in glass, and sculptors in
stone, were summoned thither from all parts of France. We
may say that, rebuilt by the efforts of Suger, St. Denis was
the glorious cradle of the Gothic style in all its manifestations
—architecture, sculpture, painting, the art of the worker in glass
and of the goldsmith; from there it spread all over Europe.
The stained-glass windows of St. Denis at once realized perfec-
tion, with their circular medallions grouped in a luminous
border, with their background of a blue so fine and pure, like
the azure of the heavens, in which the figures seemed to breathe.
The most precious were destroyed by imbecile hands during
the Revolution, but what remains still represents the perfec-
tion of this wonderful art.

The Abbot of Cluny came to visit the splendid building.
“ This man,”” he cried, speaking of Suger, “ condemns us all ;
he builds not for himself, as we do, but for God alone.”

St. Bernard, the austere Abbot of Clairvaux, however,
criticised the pomp with which Suger had decorated the build-
ings which surrounded him, while remaining simple in his life,
poor in his cell.  *‘ The monastery,” he says, “ is {ull of knights ;
it is open to women ; business is transacted there; disputes
break out ; it is true that there they duly render to Cesar that
which is Cesar’s, but do they render to God that which is
God’s 27

It is a criticism which forms, to our minds, eloquent praise :
the Abbey of St. Denis had become, under Suger, not only
the home of the monk, but the living anthill which swarmed
round the great statesman.

Still, Suger seems to have responded to the criticism of
St. Bernard : he introduced into his abbey reforms which
restored it to a simpler and more religious way of life.

“ The Emperor Henry,” says Suger,—he means the German
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Emperor Henry V,—* had had for a long time at the bottom
of his heart a strong resentment against the lord Louis because
in his kingdom, at Reims, in full council, the lord Calixtus
(the Pope) had struck him, Henry, with anathema. Before
the death of the lord Pope then, this Emperor got together as
big an army as he could, then by the advice of the English
King Henry, whose daughter he had married, and who, on
his side, was making war on the French King, he pretended
to march to another point, but intended to attack unexpectedly
the city of Reims.”

At this news, Louis VI took from the altar of St. Denis
the banner of the Counts of the Vexin. Thus, he thought,
St. Denis, the patron of the Gauls, would fight among his
soldiers. It was a widespread belief that the glorious martyr
would never fail to come directly to the assistance of the French
when the soil of their country was invaded. After having
thus taken the venerated standard from the altar, Louis VI
at the head of his troops hastened to meet the enemy.

The ceremony is reported in identical terms both by Suger
and by a charter of Louis VI

The famous oriflamme, for it is a question of that, was, then,
originally the banner of the Counts of the Vexin, and it is by
this title that the Kings of France came to take it from the
allar to carry it into battle : as Counts of the Vexin the Kings
of France were vassals or advocates of St. Denis. The oldest
description of the oriflamme dates from the reign of Philip
Augustus. It is found in the Philippide of William le Breton :
a little banner composed of a simple silk tissue of bright red,
fringed with green, and attached to a staff of silver gilt—a
banner like those carried in religious processions.

Guillebert de Metz, who saw it on the altar of St. Denis,
gives an exact description of it :

¢ Likewise the King of France alone carries the oriflamme
in battle ; it is a staff all golden, to which is attached a banner
of vermilion, which they have the custom of going to seek in
the Church of my lord Saint Denis, with great solemnity and
devotion. . . .”

“ The oriflamme,” says Guillebert again, “is a vermilion

banner with five fringes, bordered with green tassels (not golden,
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as say the chansons de geste) ; it is to be carried above and higher
than the royal banners. You can believe me, for I have, in my
time, seen two of them on the altar of the glorious martyr, one
on each side of the altar; and they had as handles two little
staffs of silver gilt, from each of which hung a vermilion banner,
one of which was called the banner of Charlemagne.”

They had then made a replica of the oriflamme, so as to
have pendants for both sides of the altar, and also no doubt
$0 as not to expose the original too often to the perils of battle.

A final detail about the oriflamme is given to us by the
monks of St. Denis: ““ And when he (the King) departs from the
Church (of St. Denis, whence he has taken the oriflamme), he
ought to go straight to the place in which he is staying, turning
neither to right nor left for any other busincss ” (Grandes
Chroniques).

In answer to the summons of Louis le Gros against the
German Emperor, people from all parts flocked round the
King (August 1124). Adversaries of the dynasty like Thibaud
de Chartres, hastened to get equipment and range themselves
and their men under the old oriflamme. The great nobles of
the kingdom ranged their troops in order of battle under the
eyes of the King. The description which follows is interesting
to note. It is like that of the armies on march in the chansons
de geste, then in all their glory. One would imagine that one
was reading the famous description of the “echelons” into
which Charlemagne divided his army at Roncevaux. The
first echelon was composed of the men of Reims and of Chalons,
60,000 horse and foot; then came those of Laon and Soissons,
equal in number ; the third echelon was formed by the men
of Orleans, by those of KEtampes, and by the Parisians, to
whom were joined numerous troops of the Abbey of St. Denis.
“ With them,” says the King, “shall I fight; they are of my
household and I of theirs.” So speaks Charlemagne in Roland.
Thibaud de Chartres and Hugh de Troyes conducted the fourth
division. The Grandes Chroniques have here a curious observa-
tion: Count Thibaud “‘ maintained war as an ally of the King
of England against King Louis; at the same time he had come,
for the sake of the kingdom’s need against the foreign nations.”
For the French of the twelfth century the German Emperor
134



A JUSTICIARY IN ARMOUR

was a stranger, but not the King of England, a French prince
The fifth division was under the orders of Hugh the Peaceful,
Duke of Burgundy, and Wilham, Count of Nevers. The King
decided that this division should form the vanguard. The
excellent Count Raoul de Vermandois, cousin to the King,
had arrived with his men of St. Quentin and the neighbouring
country. He was the son of Hugh the Great, brother of
Philip I, of that Hugh who, with Suger, was the principal
adviser of Louis VI. He formed a sixth division, which Louis
le Gros placed on the right wing. The inhabitants of Ponthieu,
the people of Amiens and Beauvais, the seventh division,
formed the left wing.

The Count of Flanders, Charles the Good, having been
warned too late, had not been able to collect more than 10,000
combatants. He would have brought three times the number
had he been told in time. This eighth echelon formed the.
rearguard.

Finally, the Duke of Aquitaine, William VII, the Count
of Brittany, Conan III, and Foulque le Jeune (the Young),
the bellicose Count of Anjou, displayed an ardour all the greater
because the distance they had to come to join the King had
not allowed them, for want of time, to collect important
contingents.

And hear how these knights hold forth, like a living echo it
would seem, of the epic poems and especially of the Roland :
 Let us march with courage against the enemy ; that they may
not go back to their homes unpunished, they who have dared
to threaten France, the suzerain of the nations. Let them
expiate their arrogance, not in our country, but on their own
territory—that territory which should rnghtfully be subject to
the French, who have so often conquered it.”

At the sight of such an army, which seemed to have sprung
out of the earth, the German Emperor stopped in his march,
overcome ; then turned on his heel with all his men. ‘At
the news of his retreat,” adds Suger, *it took nothing less
than the prayers of the archbishops, the bishops, and men
acceptable for their piety, to prevent the French going to
devastate the States of this prince.”

And the great minister rightly adds that this pacific victory

135



THE MIDDLE AGES

was more important still than if they had triumphed on the
field of battle. Ispecially as, at this same moment, Amauri
de Montfort, at the head of the contingents of the Vexin, was
repulsing the English on the Norman frontier. These events
of the year 1124 have made less impression in our history than
the victory %alned ninety years later by Philip Augustus at
Bouvines ; they are not less glorious.

Suger ends in a fine patriotic passage :

“ Neither in modern nor in ancient times has France done
anything more brilliant, or shown more gloriously to what a
point the brilliance of her power can reach when her forces are
assembled, than in this moment when she triumphed simul-
- taneously over the German Emperor and the King of England.”

Two years later, Louis VI was bringing to an end the war in
Auvergne. It had begun in 1122. Willam VI, the Count of
Auvergne, was persecuting Aimeri, the Bishop of Clermont,
and his people. A first campaign had been marked with
brilliant success. Louis VI collected in 1126 more numerous
troops.

“The King had already become very fat,” says Suger.
“He had difficulty in carrying the thick mass of his body.
Any one else, however poor they might be, would not have
been willing or able, with such a physical drawback, to expose
himself to the danger of mounting on horseback; but he,
against the advice of his friends, gave ear only to his admirable
courage, and braved the overwhelming heats of June and
August, which the youngest knights could hardly bear: he made
fun of those who could not accommodate themselves to the
heat, though he was often forced, among the narrow ways of
the marshes, to get his men to support him.”

Louis laid siege to Montferrand, where the men of the Count
of Auvergne had taken refuge. He conducted the siege vigor-
ously. He had a hand cut off such of the partisans of the Count
of Auvergne as he managed to capture, and had them led under
the walls of the fortress, ““ so that they could show their comrades
their severed hand reposing in that which was left.” Then
there appeared on the heights William, Duke of Aquitaine,
at the head of numerous troops. He came to bring help to
his vassal, the Count of Auvergne. But, like the German
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Imperor, he came to a standstill impressed by the imposing
aspect afforded by the royal army. And he sent a message to
the Kug, the text of which has been preserved.

“May the grandeur of the royal Majesty not disdain to
accept the homage and service of the Duke of Aquitaine or
to preserve to him his rights. Justice demands that he should
do you service, but he would also that you should be to him
a just suzerain. The Count of Auvergne holds Auvergne from
me as I hold it from you.” Consequently the Duke of Aqui-
tame proposed to submit the difference between the Count of
Auvergne and the Bishop of Clermont to the judgment of the
royal Court. As a guarantee of good faith he offered hostages.
These propositions were accepted by Louis after deliberation
with his faithful advisers.

We have spoken in some detail of several of the points on
which Louis le Gros brought his great energy to bear.

These deeds are repeated from north to south and from
east to west. It was with lance in hand, on his strong war-horse,
in his incessant progresses, that the great prince earned the
nickname, recalled by the Minstrel of Reims in the thirteenth
century, of “ Louis the Justiciary,” vigilant in defending the
people whom the ‘ hobereaux’ destroyed, protecting the
merchants who traversed the country, the religious troubled
in their useful works.

However, the war against the King of England had just
broken out for the third time. There were mingled with it
complications in the provinces of the north. The County, of
Flanders depended on the French Crown. On the 2nd March
1127, the Count of Flanders, Charles of Denmark, called Charles
the Good, had been assassinated by some knights of that
country, inspired by William of Ypres. Behold King Louis
at once on horseback, helmet on head, impatient to punish
the murderers. And first of all, at Arras, he has the election
of a new count made by the chief men of the country. There
were many claimants. Among them were Thierry d’Alsace,
William of Ypres, and Baldwin IV, Count of Hainault. Under
the influence of Louis le Gros they elected William Clito, the
son of the Duke of Normandy, Robert Short Hose, whom Henry

Beauclerc had deprived of his Duchy. Clito was devoted to
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the King, whose sister-in-law, Jeanne de Montferrat, he had
married. Then the King enters Flanders, where he seals
charters and acts as sovereign. The murderers of Charles the
Good are besieged in the tower of the church of Bruges, whence,
threatened by the flames, they throw themselves to the ground.
The most guilty, Bouchard and Bertold, suffered frightful
punishments. Bouchard was bound to a wheel and the crows
devoured him; Bertold was eaten alive by a dog, together
with which they had tied him to the top of a pole. Louis
.returned to France. But Clito was not the statesman required
by the circumstances.

The Flemish towns had already become strong and power-
ful. The new Count of Flanders did not recognize their interests
and despised their ‘liberties ”’ (franchises). Thierry d’Alsace
was called in by the disaffected. The action of Louis le Gros
was hampered by his struggle with the King of England. He
ordered the burgesses of Flanders to send to him eight repre-
sentatives, to come to an agreement with him over the quarrel
with William Clito. The answer of the burgesses was insolent :
““ Let the King of France mind his own business.” Louis VI
got the Bishop of Tournai to lay an interdict on the churches
of Flanders, and had Thierry d’Alsace excommunicated by the
Archbishop of Reims. He himself advanced at the head of
an army as far as Lille, in which Thierry was shut up, and
laid siege to it. But William Clito, wounded at the siege of
Alost, gave up the struggle and became a monk. Thierry
had no longer a rival.

This is but a sketch of which the details will be defined
under Philip the Fair.

The King of England, Henry I, Beauclerc, was at the same
time a soldier and a proved statesman : a prince of great wisdom,
says Suger, whose strength of mind and body were equally
worthy of admiration.

We do not know if Suger admired likewise his cunning,
his cruelty, and his avarice. He was the youngest of the sons
of William the Conqueror. We will not stop to give the details
of the struggle which he carried on against Louis le Gros
almost without interruption for twenty-five years.

A thing which is characteristic of the fights at an epoch
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when chivalry reached its climax, is the small number of
deaths which they caused. For example, at the battle of
Andelys (20th August 1119), which was very fierce, out of 900
knights who took part, only three were killed. * They were
clad in armour. Through the fear of God, or from chivalry,
the aim was to take prisoners rather than to slay. Christian
soldiers do not thirst to spill blood ** (Ordericus Vitalis).

The war arose from a fight for the possession of the castle
of Gisors, the strategic importance of which was considerable.
Henry Beauclerc added to the immense resources at his dis-
posal the active co-operation of his nephew, Thibaud IV of
Blois. On his side Louis le Gros tried to stir up the feudal
forces of Normandy against the English prince. When, on
the 25th November 1120, the son of the Enghsh King had
perished in the wreck of the White Ship—a pleasure party
entrusted to a drunken crew—Louis le Gros took up vigorously
again the claims of William Clito, the son of Robert Short
Hose, to the Duchy of Normandy. The King of England
married at this moment the only child remaining to him,
his daughter Matilda, to Geoffrey le Bel (the Fair), heir of the
Count of Anjou (1127). The foundation was laid on which
the threatening empire of the Plantagenets was soon to be
erected. The struggle, broken by short truces, was to end
only in 1185 with the death of the English King. As he left
no son, there were violent struggles over the succession, and
the armed combats which these caused in the heart of the
Anglo-Norman realm gave a momentary respite to the Capetian
monarchy.

It will cause surprise to read that a prince endowed as
was Louis le Gros with all the qualities which make a great
King—energy, activity, strength of character, devotion to his
people, a clear intelligence of its needs, and who, in the accom-
plishment of his task had not wavered for an instant—should
have thought of abdicating to become a monk in the Abbey
of St. Denis. The sense of the duties which he had still to
perform on the throne prevented him.

In the last years of his life he suffered greatly from his
extreme corpulence, which not only embarrassed his movements,
but inflicted gout and other complaints on him. He had
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gained experience and felt himself at the height of his pro-
fession as King. Ah! if only with the knowledge he had won
he could have regained the agility and vigour of youth!
“Alas!” he said, ““ how frail and pitiful is our nature, which
cannot know and act at the same time!”

* Already for some time,” writes Suger, ‘‘ the lord Louis,
enfeebled by his corpulence and the continual fatigues of war,
was losing his bodily strength while maintaining his mental
power. Although he was sixty years of age he had such know-
ledge and ability that if the continual inconvenience of the
fat which overweighted his body had not prevented it, he
would by his superiority have crushed his enemies everywhere.
Though overwhelmed by his heavy corpulence he resisted so
firmly the King of England, Count Thibaud, and all his enemies,
that those who were witnesses of his splendid actions, or heard
them recounted, praised loudly his nobility of soul while de-
ploring the weakness of his body. Exhausted by sickness,
and hardly able to support himself through a wound in the
leg, he marched against Count Thibaud, and burned Bonneval,
with the exception of a convent of monks which he spared. . . .”

His last expedition in 1187 was directed against the castle
of St. Brisson-sur-Loire, near Gien. The lord of the place
was robbing merchants. Louis forced him to capitulate, and
set fire to his castle. He was returning from the accomplish-
ment of this act of justice when at Chéiteauneuf-sur-Loire he
was taken with a violent dysentery. He accepted but im-
patiently the doctor’s remedies. Kvery one was allowed
to come freely to his bedside; whoever wished could enter
his room ; to all he turned a cheerful countenance. He took
advantage of a momentary improvement to have himself
moved as far as Melun. The news of his illness spread, and
from all parts there was an immense concourse of people of
every class. ‘ The devoted people whom he had maintained
in peace,” says Suger, ““left castle and town, and abandoned
the plough to hasten to meet him on the roads. They prayed
to God for his safety.”

Louis VI knew that his last hour had come. He ordered
that a carpet should be spread on the floor of the room in which
he lay, and that ashes should be sprinkled on it in the form
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of a cross. He had himself laid upon it with his arms out-
stretched, lying in the grey dust with his face turned to heaven.
Louis the Justiciary gave up his noble soul to God, on the
1st August 1137, at the age of filty-six years.

Sources.—Suger, Vie de Louis le Gros, ed. Molinier, 1887 ; Le Moine
Guillaume, “Vie de Suger,” Hist. de la France (D. Bouquet), x11. 102-15 ;
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ed. Perenne, 1891.

HistoricaL WoRES.—Ach. Luchaire, Louis VI le Gros, Annales de sa
vie et son régne, 1890 ; Thompson, The Development of the French Monarchy
under Louis VI le Gros, 1895; Cartéller, 4bf Suger von Saint-Dems,
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CHAPTER VII
THE COMMUNES

The urban aristocracy. The communal revolution was directed
in the towns by the patricians, who claimed full seigniorial rights.
The troubles of Le Mans in 1069. The commune of Le Mans ;
assassination of Bishop Gaudry (1111-14). The communal
charters ; they make a feudal personality of the community.
After the proclamation of the communes, the patrician families
are masters of the towns. Their rivalries. The rural commmunes.
The commune of Lorris.

OUIS LE GROS has been called “ the Father of the
L Communes,” no doubt because of what Ordericus
Vitalis wrote of him: “ Louis, in order to repress the
tyranny and the brigandage of the rebellious °hobereaux,’
asked for the help of the bishops throughout France: then
was established the commune of the people in order that, led
by its priests, it should bring its banners to the help of the
King in sieges and fights.”

The following passage of the Abbot Suger indicates the réle
of Louis le Gros in the communal revolution, the character of
which it shows :

* Louis returned towards Amiens (1115) and laid siege to this
town, which was occupied by a certain Adam, a cruel tyrant
who desolated the neighbourhood with his depredations.”

It was a question of a famous tower which dominated
Amiens and was called the Chatillon. Adam lived there as
the representative of Enguerran de Boves, lord of Coucy and
Count of Amiens.

“ Having kept this tower closely besieged for nearly two
years (1116-17), the lord Louis at last forced the defenders to
surrender at discretion; after taking possession of it he de-
stroyed it from top to bottom and so re-established a welcome
peace in the country; finally, he deprived the said tyrant
and his people of all power over Amiens.”
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Let us look in another direction, at the town of Beauvais.
A lord, Lancelin II de Bulles, Count of Dammartin, had
managed to usurp certain dues which Suger calls * Conductus
Belvacensis,” market dues, otherwise known as “ guidage > or
‘“ péage.” These dues, moreover, were not in any way justified.
Louis VI forced Lancelin to give them up.

These facts reveal the causes of the communal movement,
which begins to show itself about the end of the eleventh
century and develops in the following century. We have seen
how the feudal lords had presided over the formation of the
towns. In the beginning they had rendered such services
that without them the towns could not have come into exist-
ence. In arms from morning to night, they ensured the tran-
quullity of urban labour, and safety of transit over the land
within their suzerainty. In return, they legitimately collected
market dues, tolls, dues on wine or commodities sold in the
towns ; they established there manorial ovens and mills to
which the inhabitants were bound to come with open purse to
grind their corn and bake their loaves; they exercised there
the right of “ banvin’ which gave them the privilege, when
the grape harvest was over, of putting on sale before all others
the produce of their harvest; they and their people enjoyed

the right of lodging (gite) in the town. One knows the infinite

variety and the multiplicity of feudal dues.

In their origin, then, these rights had their justification.
Towns of little importance, agricultural groups surrounded by
a wall or a palisade, stood in need of the protection of a loxd ;
besides, in the beginning, these dues, in view of the unimportant
character of the district, represented but a small payment. But
what happens ? In virtue of the very progress achieved,
largely thanks to the lord, his protection becomes useless: it
became useless by reason of the peace and order which were
being established throughout the realm, and because of the
importance and therefore of the power which the town had
acquired. In the second place, these contributions, moderate
in the beginning, when they were collected in a modest little
district, became enormous and excessive when they were paid
out progressively by a rich and populous city.

For example : the Count of Blois takes under his protection
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the inhabitants of Seris on consideration of a yearly rent of
two measures (seliers) of wheat per house. This is all very
well while Seris is still a little nursling and cannot do without
the powerful support of the Count of Blois; but suppose the
town, as happens with many others, is transformed into a rich
locality, populous and powerful, and the protection of the noble
count loses all raison d’étre: the tax levied on each house wil]
seem an intolerable abuse.

The dues collected on wine entering the gates of a little
town of seven or eight hundred souls are a small thing; but
what revenues they represent if it is a question of a town of
70,000 or 80,000 inhabitants.

Moreover, in proportion as trade had developed, these
taxes on transport, market dues, and tolls had become more
and more vexatious. The owner of a sack of wool—and we
quote this as an actual example—after having paid a tax of
exit on leaving England and a tax for the right of entry on
landing at Dammes, in Flanders, had still, in order to cross the
Scheldt and the Scarpe from Rupelmonde to Douai, to pay
seventeen tolls. As has been said, these dues were legitimately
collected by the feudal lords in the days when they ensured
safe transit within the limits of their jurisdiction (justices); in
the time when the baron, on whose lands a merchant had
been robbed, was bound to indemnify him for his loss, his
vigilance having been in default ; in the days, finally, when it
was the duty of the lord to see to the upkeep of the roads and
bridges ; but one can imagine the irritation of the burgesses at
a time when, on the one hand, these services had become useless
or were no longer performed, and, on the other, the dues re-
presented altogether a sum which as a result of the development
of trade has been multiplied more than tenfold. Add to this
that the suzerain lords of the towns continued to exercise in
them their judicial powers; and justice was, in the Middle
Ages, government. In the preceding century, the lords were
alone capable of acting as justiciaries; but now in the rich
and prosperous towns, where the highest class is educated, the
aristocracy claim this right of justice for themselves; and with
the more insistence, as it would form the natural complement
of the authority which these patricians exert over their clients.
144



THE COMMUNES

But the lords, in possession of their privileges, intend to pre-
serve them. The burgesses, for whom these privileges have
become onerous and vexatious, and who regard them as no
longer justified, desire either to free themselves from them or
to appropriate them. Such is the origin of the communal
movement.

The communal revolution which is seen breaking out in
France towards the end of the eleventh century, was the
struggle in the towns of the patricians supported by their
clients, against the feudal suzerains supported by their vassals.

At this time the patricians are at the same time merchants
and soldiers; as the feudal baronms, their contemporaries, are
soldiers and farmers. The patricians are constantly at war
not only against their own lords but against the *“ hobereaux »’
of the neighbourhood. The Counts of Ponthieu give charters
of freedom to the inhabitants of Abbeville and Doullens, * to
remove them from the losses and vexations which they con-
stantly suffer at the hands of the lords of the district.”

We must not see in this a democratic movement. An
aristocracy has been formed in the towns; it has been formed
feudally, by the power of patronage, and in the same fashion
as rural feudalism. But in consequence of the development
of industry, the clients are artisans instead of labourers; and
yet in some towns, which have kept their agricultural character,
the clients of the patricians are still to a great extent labourers
who live by the cultivation of the soil, and especially kitchen-
gardening and the breeding of cattle. In reading the history
of the communal revolution at Laon one meets the good country
folk who come on Saturdays to buy their vegetables in the
town.

The communal revolution was, then, the work of the’
patricians. They are for that matter, as we have just said,
very like the feudal lords. Their children are united by
marriage. The families of both are called * lignages *’ (lineages) ;
the patricians also have seals, armouries, a standard, a-banner ;
they live in fortified dwellings dominated by a battlemented
tower; they are of a warlike temper. The patricians go into
battle surrounded by their clients, as the barons escorted by
their vassals. It is true that most of them are engaged in
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trade; some are * navigators,” others drapers, and some
bankers ; but living on the work of their commissioners or
workmen, they do not consider themselves less highly placed
in the social scale than their neighbour who lives on the labour
of the peasants. In all the towns it is the richest burgesses
who are to direct the communal revolution, and historians
have remarked that it was the towns in which the aristocracy
had most prevailed which secured the greatest degree of in-
dependence.

The representatives of these patrician families were grouped
in hanses, guilds, brotherhoods, for the needs of their industry
or trade. Everywhere where the communal movement is to
triumph these hanses or guilds not only take possession of the
government of the commune, but form the commune itself.
From this point of view the communal charter granted in 1127
by the Count of Flanders to the town ol St. Omer is character-
istic. Hardly anything but commercial privileges are found
in it; it is a constitution designed for merchants and in which
it is stated that the franchises are granted cxclusively to those
who are members of the guild. It is the same with the Charity
of Arras, and that of Valenciennes, and for the *“ Amity * of
Lille. These are the names by which the communal charter
was designated in these localities.

Not less significant are the expressions used in 1213 by

- the ecclesiastical Synod of Paris, when it denounces those
“ synagogues ” which ‘“ usurers” and  extortioners ’—the
wealthy leaders of the merchant bourgeoisie—have erected in
France under the name of *“ communes.”

The places in which the first aldermen or communal magis-
trates meet are the merchants’ market-places, ¢.e. the places
where the merchants discuss their affairs—what we should call
the Exchanges; or again it is the cloth market in the towns
where the hanse is formed of the drapers. The majority of
the big cities had there their first town hall, notably Beau-
vais, Ypres, Arras, and Paris.

The French towns in which the patricians succeeded the
soonest in freeing themselves from the seigniorial domination
by forming themselves into * communes’ were Cambrai
(then in the territory of the Empire), Le Mans, St. Quentin
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(before 1077), Beauvais (before 1099), then Arras, Noyon
(towards 1108), Mantes in 1110, Valenciennes 1 1114, Amiens
in 1116-17, Corbie towards 1120; Soissons in 1126, Bruges,
Lille, St. Omer towards 1127, and Ghent shortly afterwards.
In the towns of the South the movement began later—at Mont-
pelier in 1142, at Béziers in 1167, at Toulouse in 1188, at
Nimes only in 1207.

The disturbances of Le Mans seemed like a prologue. The
lord of the town, William the Conqueror, was detained in
England—a favourable circumstance. And to free themselves
from his authority there was formed an association joined
by everybody, the patricians and their clients, the bishop
and his clergy, and even the knights who had taken up their
abode in the town. And immediately the spirit of the urban
association showed itself. They set out, banner, bishop, and
clergy at their head, to make war on the feudal barons of the
district. The burgesses set fire to several of their strongholds,
then they hastened * with furious ardour *’ to lay siege to the
castle of Hugh de Sillé, one of the principal lords of the neigh-
bourhood ; but the keep held, and the men of Le Mans turned
against the castle of Geoffrey du Maine, which they took and
destroyed from top to bottom. To confess the truth, this fine
courage died down on the return of the Conqueror, and the
men of Le Mans went humbly in procession to meet him for
the purpose of handing to him the keys of their city.

The establishment of the commune of Laon took a particu-
larly dramatic character.

The town had been the capital of the Carolingians, who
lived there with a part of their nobility, a city built on a hill,
the Mont Loon of the chansons de geste, rendered inaccessible
by defensive works, surrounded on all sides by vines and quickset
hedges. Following the long sojourn which the Carolingians
had made there, the feudal nobility were still, towards the end
of the eleventh century, proportionately more numerous at
Laon than in other towns. Relations were frequent between
the knights and the peasants, their vassals. The town was
under the suzerainty of the bishop, who held at Laon a court
of justice, and collected there feudal dues. There were found
then at Laon, at the end of the eleventh century, three
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classes of people : first, the bishop, an ecclesiastical and feudal
lord, with his clerks and his household, his servants and hig
soldiers ; secondly, the feudal lords, i.e. the knights living
there, with some of their vassals and their squires ; thirdly,
the burgesses and their households. Industry was not much
developed, and these citizens were for the most part market
' gardeners.

At the end of the eleventh century the Bishop of Laon,
a certain Gaudry, was a singular character. He was not g
priest, but a simple subdeacon, grossly ignorant except in
matters of war and the chase. He had won the favour of
Henry I, King of England, at the battle of Tenchebrai (28th
Sept. 1106), where he had taken prisoner Robert Short Hose,
the brother of Henry I, and had delivered him into the hands
of the King. After this, Henry made him his revising officer,
then Bishop of Laon. He was seen clothed in cope and mitre ;
but more often with helmet and hauberk. He had to attend
him a negro who acted as his executioner. He had had the
castellan, Gerard de Querzy, killed in church. Guibert de
Nogent and Ordericus Vitalis have drawn the same picture of
Bishop Gaudry.

In the episcopal palace were ranged vases full of gold
which he had extracted from the English King, and in larger
quantities from his subjects of Laon.

For the rest, these subjects themselves were not of a very
peaceable temperament. We have seen how, when its work
of organization was finished, a part of the feudal nobility had
become mere brigands. These habits were found again among
the knights living in Laon, and were communicated to their
fellow-citizens, the burgesses. Thus the town was changed
into a sort of cut-throat place. The nobles pounced at night
on the burgesses, threatening them with death, and held them
to ransom. On the other hand, the burgesses seized the
peasants of whom the nobles were the suzerains, and despoiled
them with an equal brutalty.

The King himself was not safe from the enterprises of our
citizens. He happened to be staying at Laon with his house-
hold. His horses could be seen being led to drink, through

the streets of the town, in the full daylight or in the dusk of
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the evening; and our burgesses watching them on the way
and capturing them, after having thrashed their drivers.

One can imagine the excitement produced in such a place
by the announcement of the communal charters which had
been obtained by the inhabitants of St. Quentin and Noyon.
Bishop Gaudry having gone to England, the burgesses of Laon
obtained from the clergy and nobles of the town authority to
form themselves into a commune in their turn.

We must reprint here once again the celebrated passage
from Guibert de Nogent: ‘ The clergy, the archdeacon, and
the knights, seeing how things were going, and for the sake of
gaining money, made an offer to the people to give them for a
financial consideration the power to form a commune. Now
let us see what was meant by this execrable and new name. © All}
the inhabitants who were due to pay a certain tax were to pay
at one single time in the year the ordinary obligations of serfdom,
and to make amends by a fine fixed legally if they commltte(i
any offence contrary to the laws.’ On these conditions they'
were entirely freed from all the other payments and dues which
it was customary to impose on the serfs. The men of the people,
seizing this opportunity to free themselves from a host of
vexations, gave large sums of money to these misers, whose
hands seemed like gulfs which must be filled. The latter,
rendered more tractable by this shower of gold, promised the
people, under oath, to keep to the letter the agreements made
with them.”

One asks oneself if the word ‘“ execrable,” which is found at
the head of this famous page, is not an interpolation ; for its
sense is contrary to the context, opposed above all to the spirit
which inspires the work of Guibert de Nogent.

But here is Gaudry returning from England. One can
imagine his fury. He breaks out angrily, then calms down
when the burgesses have paid out money to him also. And
Louis VI equally, for a financial consideration, recognizes the
new commune (1111); but in the following year, under the
pressure exerted by the bishop, the King revokes his decision,
and the commune of Laon is suppressed (1112). This was the
beginning of the revolution. The streets of Laon rang with
the cry: ¢ Commune! Commune!” And when Guibert de
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Nogent warns Gaudry of the danger he is running in resisting
the burgesses any longer :

*“ Good,” says the bishop, ““what can they do ? If John,
my negro, were to pull the nose of the most redoubtable among
them, would he dare so much as to utter a groan ? »

“The violation of the treaties by which the commune of
Laon had been formed,” writes Guibert de Nogent, ‘ filled the
hearts of the burgesses with rage and stupefaction. They
ceased to do any work. The butchers and the shoemakers
closed their shops; the innkeepers and the wine merchants
displayed no merchandise.” A general strike !

Far from allowing themselves to be intimidated, the bishop
and the knights demanded from the inhabitants a new con-
tribution, destined to destroy the commune, and which equalled
the sum they had paid to establish it.

On Good Friday, companies armed with swords and spears,
with axes and hatchets, with bows and iron weapons, run
through the streets converging on the episcopal palace, and
slay its defenders. At the noise, Bishop Gaudry runs to take
refuge in the cellar, where he hides at the bottom of a barrel.
He is pulled out by the hair. Amidst the jeers of the ex-
asperated burgesses, a serf splits his head with a hatchet. On
the slippery floor of the cellar, his blood mingles its unctuous
purple with the wine from the barrels which have been staved
in. Massacres are multiplied. The dwellings of the clerics
and the nobles are plundered and given to the flames. The
cathedral is burnt; its immense roof falls with a crash on the
reliquaries and silver candlesticks. The adversaries of the
burgesses take flight in various disguises. They could be seen,
men and women, descending the side of the mountain and
slipping through the vineyards by which the town was sur-
rounded. The corpse of the bishop, deprived of its clothing,
was dragged through the market-place, where it remained
till the next day, naked, soiled, pitiable, a butt for the worst
outrages. Only then the burgesses allowed it to be buried.

The movement spread. The burgesses of Laon obtained
the support of Thomas de Marle, castellan of Crecy-sur-Serre
and of Nouvion I’Abbesse, one of the most redoubtable feudal
bandits of the time. He was the son of Enguerran de Boves,
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His youth had been passed in robbing pilgrims, by which he
had laid the foundation of his enormous fortune. Then, after
some years of orgies and debauchery, he had installed himself
in his castle, as an open brigand. He made terror reign in
the surrounding country, continuing to rob in order to enrich
himself further, continuing to kill and torture to amuse him-
self. “He hung his captives in the air,” writes Guibert,
“ hanging on to them with his own hand, by the most delicate
organs, which yielding to the weight of the body were torn
away, and through the gaping hole the intestines flowed out.
He hung them by their thumbs and laid great stones on their
shoulders to increase their weight. He beat them to death
with clubs and broke their bones.”

It was 1mpossible to count the number of victims whom he
had left to rot in the depths of his dungeons. He slowly burned
his captives’ feet, and when they could no longer walk, because
he had tortured them so much, he cut off their feet; since,
said he, for that matter, they could no longer use them.

“ One day he thrust his lance so deeply through the mouth
of one poor wretch that the steel pierced his intestines.” The
burgesses of Laon had in him a useful auxiliary. But the
King intervened and sent his troops against the rebels. The
burgesses fled, while the nobles and the clerics returned with-
in the walls of Laon. “Now the knights having escaped
massacre,” says Guibert, * stole from the houses of the fugitives
all their provisions, furniture, and even hinges and bolts.”
The peasants of the surrounding districts, following the example
of their lords—that is to say, of the nobles established in Laon—
invaded the captured town and, for several days, plundered
and destroyed. The commune disappeared then (1114); one
might have thought for ever; but in the year 1128, under
the name of the * institution of peace,” the inhabitants of Laon
obtained their communal charter.

What is in reality the proclamation of a commune at the
beginning of the twelfth century ? We have nowadays acts
by which the civil personality is recognized in a society ; by a
communal charter the feudal personality was recognized as
belonging to an urban community.

The commune becomes a feudal person, a collective lord-
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ship ; an association of non-nobles united to form a collective
noble. Like a baron in his keep, it enters into the feudal
hierarchy. 1t becomes the vassal of a suzerain who governs it
according to the customs of the nobles, and to whom it will
render the service of the nobles, the service of the army and
progress, the service of war; and it in its turn becomes suzerain
to other vassals. The prerogatives which it has won are exactly
those which were attached to the posscssion of a barony. It
has a seal like the feudal lord and, like him, it has its keep,
which is called the watch-tower. Should it happen that a
King destroys a commune he will have its watch-tower rased
to the ground, as he would have the seigniorial keep, if he had
captured a fief.

What would the clauses of a communal charter be ? We
can judge by that of Beauvais :

“The inhabitants of the town shall take an oath to the
commune ; they will lend each other mutual assistance ;—the
peers of the commune, otherwise known as shenffs or
councillors (jurés), will give justice to all ;—if some one after
doing an injury to one of the members of the commune should
find refuge in a feudal domain, the peers shall demand of the
lord reparation for the loss occasioned, and, if the lord refuse
this, they will take vengeance on him or his men; the peers
shall protect the merchants who come to the market of the
town and shall punish those who molest them ;—if the commune
shall be at open war against declared enemies, none of its
members shall lend money to them ; should the commune set
out to fight an enemy, none of its members shall hold com-
muniecations with any of these latter ;—if the debtor of a member
of the commune finds refuge in a feudal domain, the lord of
the domain shall pay the debt or expel the debtor, and if he
does not do this, the commune shall levy a fine on such of the
lord’s men as they can manage to capture.”

It is an organization at once military and commercial. It
was the rich merchants who directed the communal revolution ;
it was made for their profit. At St. Omer the guild draws from
their coffers the funds destined for the fortifications.

It is, nevertheless, an error to say that the movement was
not made in favour of the common people, and that they were
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too humble still to exercise an influence on the course of events.
At this time in the towns the interests of the people are bound
up with those of the patricians. The people form their clientele.
Between the people and their leaders there exist those same
paternal ties which we saw a century earlier between the
inhabitants of the town and its lords. At the beginning of
the twelfth century the patricians render to the companies
of traders the same services of protection that the lords
rendered to the rural inhabitants at the beginning of the
eleventh century. And the same sentiments of unity and re-
ciprocal affection exist between them, the same co-ordination
of efforts. It is thanks to the efforts of the merchant-patricians
that industry advances and the trades prosper. It is thanks
to their efforts that the crafts reach perfection. So that the
triumph of the patricians over the lords in the twelfth century
was likewise the triumph of the crafts. These relations are
to be profoundly modified a century later. It is a mistake to
judge the sentiments and conditions in the towns at the be-
ginning of the twelfth century by what they shall have become_
in the thirteenth.

The communal charter having the effect of making the
commune a feudal personality, its chief result was to give to
its representatives a judicial authority. In the Middle Ages
it was said * the fief and justice are all one.” The right of
administering justice was the principal attribute of the feudal
lord, and it was by it that he governed his vassals ; just as it
was the principal attribute of the King himself who governed
his kingdom by it. And this communal justice exercised by!
the magistracy, for this is the name by which in the towns in
the north they designated what we should call the municipal |
council, was as extensive as that of the lords. It went as far
as the right of punishing by fine, imprisonment, and even death.
The municipal bodies had their pillory where they had the
condemned exposed and beaten with rods. They had gibbets
on which they had people hung and left the corpses suspended.
One asks how the communes had been able to snatch from the
feudal power the most important of its attributes; why,
because they had themselves become, as we have just said,:
a feudal power. And, to go more deeply into the matter,
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the feudal lords had drawn their power from the authority of
the family ; the heads of the communes drew theirs {rom the
same source. We have seen that the towns had been formed
as fiefs under the action of the family. “ Lignages > had con-
stituted themselves there which had grouped themselves into
‘“ parages.” The union of these formed the town. Like the
city of antiquity, the French town is in the twelfth century
the union of a certain number of families, to each of which are
attached a certain number of clients. It is not a democracy
but an aristocracy formmed by a grouping of patrons and
clients. The heads of these ‘ parages,” followed by their
clientele, brought about the communal revolution, and when
the town was {ree they quite naturally found themselves at
its head. Thus is also explained that for the formation of
the first sheriffdoms or magistracies no election was made.

It is to be noted also that in a number of towns some
“ilots ” (helots) are to be found even later than the communal
charter, withdrawn from the jurisdiction of the magistracies.
Here a slave was under the jurisdiction of the King, further
on of a bishop, there of an abbey, elsewhere of some particular
lord. What we have said about the formation of the towns
will be remembered. A quarter, a street, sometimes a single
house will be found withdrawn from the common jurisdiction,
answerable to some particular jurisdiction.

A feature which strikes one in studying these communal
constitutions is the close solidarity in which they try to unite
the members of the urban groups. “ All the men of the com-
mune shall help each other with all their might,” says the
charter of Senlis. “‘ Each man of the commune shall be faithful
to his sworn comrade, shall go to his help, shall give him help
and council,” says the charter of Abbeville. The charters
are called ‘ brotherhoods,” ¢ charities,” * institutions of
peace,” or more simply * peaces ”—the * peace of Amiens,”
the “ peace of Arras.” The members of the communc are the
members of the peace (paiscurs); the town hall will be the
“house of the peace”; the communal territory the * en-
closure of the peace,”” the oath of the members the “ oath of
the peace.” For the scigniorial authority, whose principal réle
was to assure peace to the burgesses and to maintain it, outside
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by force of arms, within by the exercise of a vigilant and active
power, has become weak and remote. And how important
it is to replace it by a profound sentiment of reciprocal devotion,
concord, and unity.

Moreover, in spite of having given up a great part of their
power and their privileges by the communal charter, the lords
have not entirely renounced their suzerainty over the town,
in which they have still to exercise rights and duties which
Beaumanowr will define in the thirteenth century with the
precision of his fine genius : _

“ Each lord who has good towns under him in which there
are communes ought to take account each year of the state;
of the town, and how it is maintained and governed by the.
mayors, and by those who are set up to watch over and govern'
it, so that the rich may fear that if they offend they will be.
severely pumshed and that the poor in the said towns may,
gain their bread in peace.”

In these last lines Beaumanoir alludes to the divisions
which will break out in the towns in the course of the thirteenth
century, and of which we shall have to speak further on.

For it would be an error to believe that the action of the
communal charters procured for the towns in France the
peaceful delectations of the golden age. We have said that
the communes became feudal persons. They acquired their
aggressive and warlike spirit. Jacques de Vitry at the beginning
of the thirteenth century hardly exaggerates in his sermon to
the burgesses :

“The burgesses, relying on their numbers, oppress their
neighbours and subject them by violence. Brutal com-
munes which are not content with overwhelming the nobles
of their neighbourhood . . . they aim at the ruin of their
neighbours, destroy the cities and the other communes by their
persecutions. The majority of the communes make rabid war
against one another. The members of communes are not only
seen attacking their neighbours, but also strangers and pilgrims,
defenceless people, whom they overwhelm with illegal exactions
and impose upon in every way. . .. Outside war, inside
terror.”

The burgesses had created the communal movement from

135



THE MIDDLE AGES

a desire for union. But here are now for the first time rivalries
between the principal families which the seigniorial justice had
until then kept in peace. The great patricians have in themr
train each his clientele. There are few French towns which
from the end of the thirteenth century are not troubled by
these dissensions, which often give rise to bloody conflicts.
Beaumanoir expresses himself here again clearly and points
out to the lord of the town the line of conduct he should hold :

“When a disagreement arises between the citizens of a
good town through misunderstanding or through hatred, the
lord should not allow it, and even if one of the parties will not
deign to plead, rather he ought to take the parties and keep
them in prison until a stable peace is made between them,
or stable guarantees if peace cannot be made; for otherwise
the good towns would suffer by the struggles between the
families.”

In several towns of the South which had managed to free
themselves from the seigniorial suzerainty more completely
than those of the North, this recourse to the authority of the
suzerain to settle quarrels among the families being no longer
possible, they were obliged to appeal to those peculiar person-
ages whom they called ‘‘ podestas.” One sees such cities as
Marseilles, Arles, or Avignon calling in foreigners, generally
Ttalians, and asking them to govern for a certain time with
dictatorial power. Even the constitution of the town was put
into their hands, provided that they governed without hate,
without favour, without personal profit—the only means of
avoiding the conflicts between the patrician families which
were quarrelling over the administration. These “ tyrants,”
or podestas, strangers to the civil struggles which were destroy-
ing the town, were alone capable of re-establishing order there
by the exercise of an absolute power.

After this there will arise dissensions between the patricians
and their clientele on the one side, and the popular class, ““ the
commons,” on the other. They will fill the end of the thirteenth
and the fourteenth century, and will cause rivers of blood to
flow. Far from reducing the distance which separated the
common people from the patricians, the establishment of the
communes only accentuated it, for to their wealth the patricians
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now added the government of the city, which was until then
in the hands of the lord. And having no longer need of the
people in their struggle against the feudal suzeram they will
come to speak only with scorn of those ‘ whose nails were
blackened by work.”

We must say yet a few words about the rural communes.
A number of them obtained communal charters from their
lords either through their generosity, for money, or as the result
of an armed insurrection. From that day the inhabitants
chose magistrates, organized a militia, and surrounded them-
selves with fortifications. The village became a town. Some-
times several villages were seen to unite and form a single
community which obtained a communal charter. A number
of examples could be cited, of which the most important would
be the seventeen villages of the people of Laon, who adopted
as their political centre Anizy-le-Chateau, and received in 1128
the charter of Laon of which we have spoken.

Among these charters granted to the villagers a special!
mention should be made of the famous privilege granted by
Louis VI to the town of Lorris-en-Gétinais. The King took
measures there in favour of his subjects against his own agents.
He mproved the condition of the people by freeing them from
the bond which bound them to the soil. For the future each
burgess of Lorris could leave the district and sell what goods
he possessed. Forced labours were suppressed, and the service
of work due to the King was limited to one day. At least
this service due to the King could not take the inhabitants
more than a day’s journey from their home. Direct con-
tributions were reduced and fixed. The majority of the indirect
contributions were suppressed, es