The petiod of the tenth and eatly eleventh centuries was crucial in the
formation of Europe, much of whose political geography and larger-
scale divisions began to take shape at this time. It was also an era of great
fragmentation, and hence of differences which have been magnified by
modern national historiographical traditions. The international team of
authors in this volume of 7he New Canbridge Medieval History reflects these
varying traditions, and provides an authoritative survey of the period in
its own terms.

The volume is divided into three sections. The first covers common
themes and topics such as the economy, government, and religious cul-
tural and intellectual life. The second is devoted to the kingdoms and
principalities which had emerged within the area of the former
Carolingian empire, as well as the ‘honorary Carolingian’ region of
England. The final section deals with the emergent principalities of
eastern Europe and the new and established empires and statelets of the
Mediterranean world.
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PREFACE

Timothy Renter

No one can be more aware than a volume editor of the difficulties inherent in
the project of a New Cambridge Medieval History, not least the argument that all
such projects belong to a positivistic attitude to knowledge which has now
rightly passed from the stage. Had the intention simply been to make a better
job of providing a ‘definitive account’ of this particular section of the past
than was done under the editorship of J. P. Whitney when volume 111 of the
old Cambridge Medieval History, subtitled ‘Germany and the Western Empire’,
was published in 1922, the project would indeed seem problematic. But peri-
odic stock-takings are both important and necessary, especially given that
approaches to the early medieval past have changed so fundamentally in the
last seventy years. They allow a group of scholars to set out for a wider audi-
ence the current state of play in their own areas of specialisation, and so to
provide students, teachers and the general public with a set of accounts of the
subject which have all been produced at much the same time and to much the
same set of instructions. The result may no doubt date, though slowly, but it is
in any case no longer expected to do anything else. If the framework is still, as it
was 1n the eatly years of this century, that of political history, it is a political
history conceived more broadly, and, it is to be hoped, more readably, than was
currentin the 1920s. My introductory chapter and those of the other contribu-
tors to the opening thematic section set out some of the links between political
history and other ways of practising the discipline.

The division around 1024 between this volume and its twin successors,
inherited from the eatlier Cambridge Medieval History, obviously has no immedi-
ate significance except for German, Italian and (more or less) Byzantine
history, and it has been appropriately modified for the chaptets on other topics.
Both it and its substitutes here ate divisions conceived essentially in terms of
political history, but this has the positive advantage of not having to plump for
either of the current rival datings on offer for the Great Medieval Shift: that
from the ancient world to the medieval world (or from slavery to feudalism)

XV
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xvi PREFACE

around 1000; or that from ‘archaic society’ to the ‘Old European Order’
around 1o50. More is said of these and other interpretative schemata in the
introductory chapter.

An intellectual climate more relativistic than that which prevailed in the time
of Acton, Whitney and Tanner has had the advantage for the editor that he has
felt little pressure to harmonise interpretations and interpretative styles
between contributions, though he hopes that there are few if any remaining
discrepancies in respect of ‘facts’. Indeed, it is a positive advantage that the
reader should become more aware of the great range of approaches to eatly
medieval history currently being practised in this country, on the continent and
in North America. It is for this reason that the team of contributors is a fairly
international one rather than being restricted to Anglophone histotians. To
have followed the latter course would have had many advantages, but would
have risked presenting the reader with a greater appearance of homogeneity in
current approaches to the subject than really exists. Intellectual stock-taking
should take account not only of whatis currently thought but of how and why
it has come to be so thought, and in particular should emphasise rather than
conceal the differences between national historiographical traditions. In the
introduction I have attempted to set out some of the implications of these
traditions and explore their strengths and weaknesses.

The volume is arranged in three patts. The chapters in the opening section
cover themes not easily or sensibly divided up geographically. The following
section has nine chapters on the polities which emerged after the break-up of
the Carolingian empire, and also includes the chapter on England, which was
institutionally, culturally and politically an important part of the post-
Carolingian order. The final section covers non-Carolingian Europe (including
Byzantium and the Islamic polities within Europe), with the chapters arranged
from north-east to south-west. In order to avoid too many mini-chapters,
some responsibilities have been divided between this volume and its prede-
cessor. Volume II contains accounts of the histories of the Scandinavian
peninsula and of the Celtic regions which extend into the tenth and eartly
eleventh centuries. The present volume has a full account of Russian history
from its eatliest stages to 1054; the chapter planned on Jews and Jewish life in
western Europe from 700 to 1050 fell victim to the death of a contributor and
the impossibility of finding a replacement who could undertake to deliver
within a reasonable space of time. Originally planned chapters on lordship and
on warfare suffered similar fates; a little of the ground which would have been
covered in these chapters is touched on in my introductory chapter, which is
for that reason longer than it otherwise might have been.

Each chapter has its own bibliography of secondary sources (including
works not referred to in the footnotes), but references to primary sources are
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made by short title to the consolidated bibliography of primary sources. The
spelling of place-names follows the conventions in use by Cambridge
University Press. The spelling of medieval personal names is inevitably in part
a matter of prejudice and habit. The editor has on the whole preferred an
Anglophone, more international and less anachronistic mode of spelling:
Radulf/Rudolf rather than Ralph or Raoul, Odo rather than Eudes, Henry
rather than Heinrich, Enrico or Henri. The results may on occasion be unfa-
miliar, but do at least have the advantage that they do not give to tenth-century
people who in fact bore the same name spellings of that name which vary arbi-
trarily according to whereabouts in twentieth-century Europe they happen to
have been studied. Traditional forms like Raoul and Eudes are cross-refet-
enced in the index. Technical terms have largely been left in their Latin (or ver-
nacular) forms, and they are explained on their first occurrence.

In the coutse of an enterprise of this kind one incurs many debts. I owe
thanks to all my contributors, especially to those who responded to what were
often very belated proposals for changes and cuts with consideration and cour-
tesy, and also to those contributors who did meet the original deadline for
delivery punctually and then found themselves waiting in limbo. Most, though
certainly not all, of the materials for the volume were ready at the time of my
move to Southampton in 1994, and although the contributors have kept their
bibliographies up to date they have made only minor changes to their texts.
The delays since 1994 have had a number of causes: illness; pressure of other
university duties; and not least the publication of other volumes in the series,
which have set precedents and so forced me to redo some editotial work I had
thought finished and to undertake other work I had not anticipated having to
do. The readers of this volume will not suffer as a result of the delays, but some
of the contributors have, and I am grateful to them for their forbearance.

I am very grateful to Dr Sarah Hamilton (Southampton) and Dr Eleanor
Screen (Peterhouse, Cambridge) for their assistance in checking references and
bibliographies in the final stages of preparation. My special thanks go to Jinty
Nelson, Jonathan Shepard and Chris Wickham for their friendship and for their
freely granted advice and support on both the intellectual and the psychological
problems involved in planning the volume and in dealing with contributors.
During the whole petriod of preparation Rosamond McKitterick and I have
exchanged much advice and information on our respective volumes, and I
should like to thank her here for this and for much-needed support at various
difficult points in the gestation of the volume. Last but not least I must thank
William Davies and the staff at Cambridge University Press most warmly for the
help they have given at all stages, and for their patience in awaiting delivery.

Timothy Reuter
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION: READING
THE TENTH CENTURY

Timothy Reuter

THE PRESENT volume covers a petriod in European history best described as
the ‘long tenth century’, stretching from the 89os through to around ro20/30.
Though this volume covers Byzantine history of the period and also Islamic
history so far as it impinges on European territory, the emphasis in this intro-
duction will be largely on what was or would become the Latin west. I shall try
to sketch what currently seem the main concerns of historians working on the
period and what are generally seen as its salient features, though any such
attempt will probably date far faster than the substantive chapters which
follow. The ways in which historians make and have made sense of the period
as a whole have been determined by a range of inputs. Before we can look at
the general trends which are currently held to characterise the period (and the
extent to which they actually do) we need to examine these inputs. The most
important of them is the nature, real and perceived, of the available source-
materials. But two others are almost as important. The first comes from the tra-
ditional and non-traditional interpretative schemata and periodisations which
the community of professional scholars has brought to bear. The second,
pethaps even more important, is the fact that the members of this community
for the most part work and have worked within specific historiographical tradi-
tions.

It is widely held that the long tenth century is a period more lacking in
sources and reliable and precise information on ‘what actually happened’ than
any other period of post-Roman European history, with the exception perhaps
of the seventh century. It is not just the very evident brutality of much of the
period that has caused it to be termed a ‘dark century’ (dunkles Jahrbunder?) or an
‘obscure age’ (secolo oscnro), or an ‘iron age’ (with the overtone, so chilling for
modern professional scholars, that words and thoughts are silenced in the face
of armed force).! It is also the difficulty historians often encounter, for

! See Zimmermann (1971), pp. 15—21, on the history of these terms; Lestocquoy (1947), White (1955)
and Lopez (1962) are early attempts at re-evaluating the period as a conscious reaction against them.
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2 TIMOTHY REUTER

example, when trying to establish precise sequences of events or office-
holders. At least in parts of the post-Carolingian core of Europe there seems
to have been a decline in pragmatic literacy and a reversion to oral and symbolic
means of communication. As we shall see, this was by no means a universal
feature of the long tenth century; but to the extent that it did really exist it
meant that human interaction often took forms which have inevitably left rela-
tively fewer traces in the written record, and those often indirect and difficult to
interpret.

Nevertheless, notions of a dark or obscure or ‘iron’ age are problematic.
Though they go back a long way, they exercised their most formative influence
during the period when a Rankean primacy of political history still dominated
medievalists’ consciousnesses. When there is at most one substantial narrative
dealing with the high politics of a region, writing about ‘what actually hap-
pened’ seems even more difficult and uncertain than it is in any case, and the
results thus datk or obscure. Many regions of Europe are in this position for
most of the long tenth century: east Frankish/German history is unusual in
having the accounts of Widukind of Corvey, Liudprand of Cremona and
Adalbert of St Maximin running in parallel for much of the middle third of the
tenth century.

Even this dearth of narratives is a difficulty found mainly in the west, Latin
and Islamic, rather than the east, where the tenth century is no more obscure
than any other period of Byzantine history and rather less than some. Outside
the Mediterranean world there are indeed regions for which we have virtually
no contemporary narratives at all. The emergent realms of Rus’, Hungary,
Bohemia and Poland, naturally, as well as the Scandinavian kingdoms, have no
contemporary indigenous accounts, only later, mythologising origin histories:
the Tale of Bygone Years ot Russian Primary Chronicle for Rus’; the late twelfth-
century Anonymus and later derivatives like Simon de Kéza and the Chronicon
pictum for Hungarian history; the early twelfth-century court writers, Cosmas
of Prague and Gallus Anonymus, for Bohemian and Polish history; Saxo
Grammaticus, Heimskringla and its precursors for Scandinavian history. The
savage positivist soutrce-criticism of the late nineteenth and eatly twentieth
centuries has left few histotians willing to use such works as ‘primaty soutces’
except in a state of cautious desperation ot for the citation of an occasional
phrase to add rhetorical colour. Even when it is evident that their authors must
have drawn on eatlier works now lost to us, it is normally impossible to tell pre-
cisely where they are doing this, while the analysis of these works as later repre-
sentations of an earlier past has in many cases barely begun. Once the
information offered by these high-medieval versions of earlier pasts is seen as
the product of later construction rather than the echo of past reality, the polit-
ical history of these regions has to be written in a much more tentative and
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Introduction: reading the tenth century 3

uncertain fashion, drawing mainly on casual and largely decontextualised frag-
ments of information found in narratives from the Frankish, Anglo-Saxon and
Byzantine world and in Arabic and Jewish travellers’ tales. Some parts of
western Europe are almost as badly placed, most notably the kingdom of
Burgundy and the principalities of Catalonia and Toulouse, at least as far as any
reconstruction of histoire événementielle is concerned: few European rulers of
any period can have left as little trace in the record after reigning for neatrly sixty
years as has Conrad the Pacific of Burgundy.

Yet the long tenth century is also an age of great historians, writers who offer
rich and juicy texts with a wide narrative sweep and much significant detail:
Widukind of Corvey, Adalbert of Magdeburg and Thietmar of Merseburg
working in Saxony; Flodoard and Richer in Rheims; Dudo of Saint-Quentin in
Normandy; Adhémar of Chabannes and Radulf Glaber in central France;
Liudprand of Cremona in Italy (and north of the Alps); Benedict of Soracte in
Rome; Sampiro in Leén. Some sections and some versions of the enigmatic
complex known collectively as the _Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, notably the strange
compilation by the ealdorman Athelwold written around 980, would also
qualify. There are also impressive works of more local compass, such as the
Lotharingian episcopal gestz, or Flodoard’s lengthy and archivally based history
of the church of Rheims. Most important of all, and not only for the sheer
bulk of what survives, is the large corpus of saints’ lives and miracle-
collections from this period: it was a golden age of hagiographic production.

Traditional attitudes, however, are slow to change. Modern medievalists’
relationship with ‘hagiography’ is revealed by the fact that whereas almost all
the major ‘historiographical’ works of the period are available in good modern
editions, most ‘hagiography’ still has to be consulted in old and often very inad-
equate editions. A nineteenth-century distinction between historians, who deal
in facts, and hagiographers, who deal in fictions, was perhaps appropriate to an
era of scholarship in which it was important to begin by establishing the who,
the what, the where and the when, all matters on which ‘hagiographic’ texts are
often imprecise or inaccurate. But it now needs to be transcended: it is by no
means clear that the distinction reflects anything significant about the inten-
tions and practices of tenth-century authors: many ‘historians’ also wrote
‘hagiography’.?

Yet few even of those conventionally thought of as historians rather than
hagiographers have left us straightforward and unproblematic texts. The acid-
bath of positivist source-criticism may have dissolved the later mythologising
histories of the European periphery almost completely, but it has also left the
smooth surfaces of writers like Widukind, Richer and Dudo deeply pitted, so

2 Lifshitz (1994).
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much so that Martin Lintzel could write about the ‘problem of truth in the
tenth century’ (meaning the problem of having any confidence atall in the rela-
tion between our surviving accounts and the course of an increasingly inac-
cessible past reality ‘out there’), and more recently Carlrichard Briihl has felt
able to dismiss both Widukind and Richer as romanciers.> Few historians at the
end of the twentieth century are still willing to offer this kind of robust empiri-
cism without qualms; but though the aspects of these sources problematised
by Lintzel and Briihl are not the only ones, they are real enough, for elements
of saga, of epic, of the preacher’s exemplum, of folk-tale, seem to greet us on
many pages of these works, and they will rarely submit to a straightforward
positivist unpacking of their meaning.*

Historians of a positivist frame of mind have traditionally contrasted the
uncertain and subjective information derived from narratives with the firmer
data to be won from record evidence, which in this period means from charters.
Many series of royal diplomata from this period now exist in complete and
satisfactory modern editions: those issued by or in the name of the rulers of
east Francia/Germany, of Burgundy, of Hungary and of Italy are available
complete, and those of the west Frankish rulers almost so, while as far as sur-
viving papal letters and privileges are concerned it is for this period alone that
we possess a comprehensive edition of everything surviving.® Even for those
regions where the picture is still incomplete — Anglo-Saxon England, the
Spanish peninsula, Byzantium — the gaps are being filled. Below that level the
picture is less favourable. Although the period is characterised by the exercise of
‘quasi-regal’ power by figures with less than royal status —archbishops, bishops,
dukes, margraves — the charters they issued were not numerous, and in most
regions have hardly begun to be collected in modern editions;® an exception is
the collection of the placita of the kingdom of Italy, accounts of judicial deci-
sions given by a court president acting (or ostensibly acting) in the rulet’s name.”

The bulk of non-royal charter material surviving from this period consists
of what we would nowadays think of as either conveyancing records or
accounts of dispute settlement. Normally such documents offer a miniature
narrative of a conveyance or settlement with a list of those present at the trans-
action; in many areas of northern Europe they wete treated, so far as we can
tell, as a mere record of the transaction with no inherent legal force, though
both England and Italy show that this did not have to be the case. Itis precisely
during the period covered by this volume that the narratives in many parts of

3 Lintzel (1956); Briihl (1990), pp. 465—7, 589—93. * Reuter (1994).

° Zimmermann, H. (ed.), Papsturkunden 896—1046.

¢ Kienast (1968) provides a convenient guide to the charters produced for secular princes; there is a
complete edition for Normandy in Recueil des actes des ducs de Normandie.

7 Manaresi, C. (ed.), / placiti del ‘Regnum Italiae’.
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Europe, especially in France, become less miniature and more detailed, and it
has indeed been argued that such loquacity has misled historians into thinking
that the things they describe in such detail were really new around the millen-
nium rather than simply coming to be recorded for the first time.® Both their
geographical distribution and the quality of the editions they have received are
very uneven. The archives of the Mediterranean regions — Italy, both north and
south, and parts of Spain (especially Catalonia and Castile) — ate very full, if
not always very fully known or exploited. In northern Eutrope such collections
of material as have survived have normally done so in the form of cartularies
put together by religious institutions, often in the century and a half after the
period covered by this volume, when such institutions were taking steps to put
their property ownership and administration on a more ordered and rational
basis, and so to arrange selected and edited versions of their archives in book
form. Large and unmediated archival deposits are rare, the large tenth- and
eleventh-century archives of Cluny being an unusual exception.” In particular,
many of the north European centres active in producing archival material in
the eighth and ninth centuries, from Redon to St Gallen, either ceased to do so
altogether in the tenth century or else did so at a greatly reduced rate.

Little of this material has been edited both comprehensively and recently.
Nor has its nature always been propetly appreciated by historians. The history
of diplomatic has been one of a preoccupation with distinguishing the genuine
from the false. The question of authenticity is an appropriate and important
point from which to start when dealing with royal and papal charters, because
such documents, at least in theory, were in themselves adequate to guarantee
the claims contained in them, and this made them worth forging, both at the
time and later. But it does not go far enough, even for them. Every charter tells
a story, and even if we can establish that the charter is indeed what it purports
to be, the authenticity of the charter in a formal legal sense is in itself no guar-
antee of the authenticity or completeness or meaningfulness in a historical
sense of the story which it tells. Most such stories are indeed manifestly incom-
plete, and historians have barely begun to study the narrative strategies of
charter-writers and of those who commissioned their activities. This is all the
more significant with the advent, already noted, of a much more garrulous
style of charter-writing, including plaints (guerimoniae) and concords (convenien-
tiae) which set out the whole history of a dispute. The fact that these miniature
histories are found embedded in what look like legal documents does not make
them any less subjective or their interpretation any less problematic.

In some, though not all parts of Latin Europe there was a temporary down-
turn in charter production in the early part of this period, though the view of the

8 Barthélemy (1992a). % Recueil des chartes de ' abbaye de Cluny.
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6 TIMOTHY REUTER

period as an ‘obscure age’ has itself obscured the fact that this downturn was
reversed almost everywhere by the later tenth century, to be followed by steady
growth. But there was a quite genuine and long-lasting downturn in legislative
activity almost everywhere in Latin Europe; it was one of the most evident con-
trasts between the Latin west on the one hand and Byzantine or Islamic political
culture on the other, for those few contemporaries who were familiar with
both.!” For most of the west during this period little or no legislation survives,
even in those regions where rulers appear to have been powerful and impressive
figures, and this is not to be attributed to large-scale losses of what once existed.
The Carolingian capitulary tradition had virtually died out by the end of the ninth
century (after 884 in west Francia, after 898 in Italy, after 852 in east Francia). The
Ottonians and their entourages knew what capitulaties were, but confined them-
selves to very occasional ad hoc edicts.'! Collections of Carolingian capitularies,
notably that of Ansegis, continued to be copied in the tenth and eatly eleventh
centuries, both in west and in east Francia in particular, but it is far from clear
what use might have been made of such manuscripts in practical life.'* Anglo-
Saxon England is the great western European exception to the tenth-centuryleg-
islative drought; here, collections of Carolingian capitularies transmitted from
the continent provided some of the inspiration which enabled the kingdom to
catch up with, absorb and develop the lessons of Carolingian government in a
long series of law-codes, notably those of Athelstan, Athelred and Cnut.' Paler
forms of imitation of the Carolingians can be seen in the laws of Stephen of
Hungary from the eatly eleventh century.!* The Byzantine development was, as
one might expect, smoother and more continuous: the tenth-century rulets con-
tinued to legislate as a matter of course, without break or decline.'

The church also legislated less: councils, where they did meet, were more
likely to leave only protocols of judicial decisions or charters solemnised by the
fortuitous presence of numerous imposing witnesses than they were to
produce legislation in the form of canons.!® Equally, the great Carolingian tra-
dition of episcopal capitularies had comparatively weak echoes in the practice
of tenth-century bishops.!” This picture of inactivity is particularly true of the

See Nelson’s analysis of John of Gorze’s accountof his visit to the Cordovan court, below, pp. 126-8.
" MGH Const1,no.8,p. 17, D HII 370.

Mordek (1995); Ansegis, Collectio capitularium, ed. Schmitz, pp. 189—90.

Edited in Die Gesetze der Angelsachsen, ed. Liebermann; on the Carolingian sources for such legislation
see Wormald (1978), pp. 71—4. 14 Stephen, King of Hungary, Laws.

See Shepard, below, pp. 553—4; on the contrast with the west in this respect see Leyser (1994b), pp.
160-1.

This is the conclusion of Schréder (1980) for west Francia; the situation elsewhere was similar if less
extreme.

7 Capitula episcopornm 111 contains a few tenth-century specimens; the overall distribution of texts and
manuscripts is to be surveyed in vol 1v, which has not yet appeared.
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eatly tenth century; from around 9 50 onwards there was something of a recov-
ery. Although this recovery was hardly a rapid one anywhere, the great
sequence of reforming councils initiated by Leo IX’s councils at Rheims and
Mainz in 1049 was not preceded by a long legislative drought in the way that the
otherwise comparable revival of conciliar activity in the early Carolingian
period had been.'® Our picture is still an imperfect one, for though such secular
laws as have survived, in Byzantium and in the west, have generally been well
edited, conciliar legislation is only now receiving the attention it deserves.!? In
particular, we lack a comprehensive edition of the texts produced by those
councils at which the ‘Jlegislation’ of the Peace and Truce of God movements
was promulgated.?’ But we also lack 2 modern edition of almostany of the col-
lections of canon law regularly used in the long tenth century, or of the great
collection produced at the end of it by Burchard of Worms, which largely
superseded these eatlier collections.?!

Almost all of the surviving letter-collections of the period (and not many
tenth-century letters have been preserved outside collections) can be seen in a
context of canon law: It is not an accident that the most important ones are
associated with important reforming clerics — Rather of Verona and Liege,
Getbert of Rheims, Fulbert of Chartres, Dunstan of Canterbury — and that
they contain many letters dealing with practical matters of church law.?* Letters
should not be seen in this context alone, however. The impulse to preserve
them in collections, which would become stronger and more widespread in the
course of the eleventh and twelfth centuries, was not simply a product of
the period’s concern with memoria and of a desire to preserve the memory of
the people with whom they were associated. It also stemmed from the need for
models to be used in the training of clerics: significantly, Dunstan, Gerbert and
Fulbert were teachers as well as lawyers. The Latin poetry of the period was
also located in this rhetorical-didactic tradition: an art of the schools rather
than of the court, which it had been at least to some extent in the preceding
period.?® Here again we have a contrast between the Latin west and the court-
centred cultures of Byzantium and Islam.

As with the earlier medieval centuries, one feels that the material remains of

8 Hartmann (1989) pp. 47—50.

19" Concilia aevi Saxonici 916—r1001, 1: 916—961; for commentary see Schréder (1980), Vollrath (1985), Wolter
(1988), and the chapters in the forthcoming History of Medieval Canon Law edited by Wilfried
Hartmann and Kenneth Pennington.

2 See Hoffmann (1964) for details of the printed sources; much of the manuscript work remains to be
done.

2l Hoffmann and Pokorny (1991) is now the starting point for any work on Burchard’s collection.

22 Rather of Verona, Epistolae; Getbert of Aurillac, Epistolae; Fulbert of Chartres, ZThe Letters and Poems;
Memorials of Saint Dunstan, pp. 354—438. The connection is most evident in the case of Fulbert: see,
e.g, ¢pp. 28,36,56,71.  * Godman (1987).

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



8 TIMOTHY REUTER

the long tenth century ought to have made more impact on historians’ con-
sciousnesses and interpretations than in practice they have done. Excavation
has played a major part in reshaping post-Carolingian urban history, not least
through the very detailed investigation of Viking York and Dublin; Peter
Johanek’s chapter shows how this has affected our view of the period. Our
view of post-Carolingian settlement patterns owes in general much less to
archacology: this is certainly true of villages, which, as Robert Fossier argues
below (in common with many other though by no means all scholars), first
start to take on definitive form and permanent location in this petiod. It is
perhaps less true of the dwellings of the dominant aristocratic strata of post-
Carolingian society, also seen as ‘settling down’ in the course of the long tenth
century, but although the development of the aristocratic dwelling, often a for-
tified site, has been extensively studied and has been linked to shifts in family
structure in this period, we are still far from having a clear view of where and
how the non-urban aristocracies of northern Europe lived.** Historians of the
tenth century should undoubtedly pay more attention to archaeology than they
have, though the absence of substantial syntheses and the gaps in the publica-
tion of excavations as well as the divergences between national archaeological
traditions (even more marked than the historiographical divergences to be
examined shortly) will continue to make this difficult in the foreseeable future.

Some kinds of material remains have escaped historians’ general neglect of
non-written sources, most notably those traditionally studied by art historians:
painting, sculpture, goldsmithery and ivorywork, architecture. The study of
manuscripts, both as material objects and as repositories of images, has
received at least as much attention as the study of the written sources of the
period. So have the surviving remains of metalwork and wood- and ivory-
carvings, in the form of book-covers and other carved panels, of liturgical
combs, and above all of reliquaries and items of regalia. Much of this record is
lost, however, and some of its context is irrecoverable. Virtually no secular
buildings and very few ecclesiastical ones have survived unchanged and intact
from the tenth century. The wall-paintings and tapestries which once deco-
rated them, and which would probably have told us even more about the
culture and self-image of the period than do illuminated manuscripts, have
vanished almost without trace, except for an occasional survival like the church
of St George on the Reichenau with its almost intact cycle of wall-paintings.
Ecclesiastical vestments have survived in quite substantial numbers, but the
tapestries recording the deeds of kings and aristocrats are known only from a
handful of casual written references. Many of these kinds of material survival
have attracted the attention of cultural and political historians as well as of his-

2t See below, pp. 18-19.
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torians of art, because they fall or can be seen as falling into the category of
‘signs of lordship and symbols of state’, to use a phrase invented by the
German medievalist Percy Ernst Schramm. Like their counterpart in written
sources, the (often anecdotalised) record of symbolic action, they have seemed
to offer a way in to the mindset of the period’s elites which might otherwise be
closed to us by the sheer inarticulacy of more direct evidence.”

The source-materials available for the study of a petiod are far from defin-
ing the ways in which that period will be studied. Claudio Leonardi begins his
chapter on intellectual life by remarking that the era between the late
Carolingian scholars and /#ferati and the early scholastics of the later eleventh
century is often thought of either as post-Carolingian or as pre-Gregorian,
and is thus denied an identity of its own.?® Analagous remarks could be made
about the prevailing interpretation of other aspects of the period. There is, of
course, some justification for such terminology and the interpretative sche-
mata which lie behind it. Much of tenth-century Europe — though hardly the
Byzantine and Islamic spheres — saw itself as in a sense post-Carolingian: it
simultaneously perpetuated and looked back nostalgically to an order once
glorious, now in decline. The heirs of the direct successor-states looked back
to a supposedly golden age of Frankish unity, which seemed all the more
golden for the absence of any clear and precise memorties of it. Carolingian
nostalgia was at its strongest in regions where the Carolingians had been
largely absent, like the south of France, and it grew once real Carolingians
were no longer around: it was Otto 111, not Otto I, who took the first steps
towards the canonisation of Chatlemagne.?” The post-Carolingian cote of
Europe retained a residual sense of pan-Frankishness long after kingdoms
(not, as yet, nations), had started to develop their own sense of identity. In the
large arc to the north and east of the former Frankish empire, from England
through to Hungary, it was as much the written and unwritten myth of the
Carolingian polity as experience of the contemporary hegemonial power, the
Ottonians, that provided a model for development, whether in the form of
imitation capitularies in the Wessex of Edgar and Athelred or in the adapta-
tion of Lex Bainuariorum to serve as the basis for early Hungarian law. Equally,
although the ‘Gregorian’ and ‘pre-Gregorian’ terminology may have been sub-
jected to powerful attacks in recent years it can hardly be escaped altogether.?®
The apparent universality of the charges laid by the church reformers and his-
torians of the mid- and late eleventh century and echoed by historians of
the nineteenth and twentieth at least gives a degree of unification to our pet-
ceptions of tenth- and eatly eleventh-century Europe, united by sin, by

% For the wotk of Schramm see Bak (1973); for work on political ritual see Althoff (1990); Koziol
(1992); Althoff (1997). % Below, p. 187.
27 Folz (1950), pp. 47—114; Remensnyder (1995).  2® Tellenbach (1985, 1993).
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ecclesiastical abuse, and by attempts by a small radical minotity to overcome
these failings.

Two other models currently offer broader versions of the divisions just
mentioned. Much German-language historiography — and formerly French
historiography as well, as witness Marc Bloch’s distinction between the first
and the second feudal age — sees the mid-eleventh century as having marked a
crucial change from an ‘archaic’ society to that ‘old European order’ which pre-
vailed from the late eleventh to the late eighteenth century.” This may be seen
as a mote secular and sociological rewriting of the schema ‘pre-’ and ‘post-
Gregorian™ church reform was on this view merely symptomatic of more
general changes in the eleventh century towards greater rationality and greater
social differentiation.*’

An alternative view, which would stress political more than other kinds of
development, is to see the period as initiating, as far as Latin-speaking western
Europe is concerned, a very long era during which Europe would be shaped by
competing dynastically oriented territories, many of them the ancestors of the
modern nation-state, even though that term is hardly applicable to the tenth
century. Geoffrey Barraclough defined the long tenth century as the ‘crucible
of BEurope’, the period in which large-scale supra-regional empites finally dis-
appeared, to be replaced by the smaller kingdoms familiar from later European
history.*! Certainly much of Europe’s political geography can be seen to have
begun in this petiod, a fact which was taken as the basis of a large international
conference in 1968 on the ‘origins of nation-states’ in this period.* Yet even as
an interpretation of political history alone it fits some patts of Europe much
better than it does othets. It cleatly works well for the northern and eastern
parts of Europe, where present-day polities very evidently emerged from pre-
history in a recognisable form in the course of the tenth century. German
medieval historiography has also devoted much attention to the ‘beginnings of
German history’, which are now generally placed in the course of the long
tenth century rather than the ninth, even if they are no longer defined in terms
of asignificant date like 911 or 919 or 936.

Yet it is German medievalists who have sought to establish the ‘beginnings
of French history’ and place them in the same period;* it is far less of a defin-
ing moment for French histotians, for whom something recognisable as
France had already been around for some time by the tenth century. Indeed it is
in the French historiographical tradition that a quite opposite view has been
developed. Rather than the ‘birth of Europe’ rhetoric, this offers the tenth

¥ Brunner (1968); Gerhard (1981) For Bloch’s distinction see Bloch (1961), pp. 59—71.
Murray (1978), esp pp. 25—137.

Barraclough (1976); cf. also the titles of Calmette (1941), Fossier (1982) and Fried (1991).
2 Manteuffel (1968). 3 Briihl (1990); Ehlets (1994). 3 Ehlers (1985).
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century as the last century of an old order, one which was not merely post-
Carolingian, but post-Roman. The reasons which have been given for taking
such a view have varied. Some scholars have wanted to stress a continuity of
the late antique legal and political order through to the late tenth century.®
Others, Marxisant or neo- Marxisant, have stressed an underlying shift in the
mode of production and hence the dominant social formation from slavery to
serfdom (and hence, in the Marxist sense of the terminology, from slavehold-
ing to feudalism).*® Others have seen the tenth century as ending in a new frag-
mentation (encellulement) of society, a wotld in which interaction at a distance
had almost ceased to exist, in which the hotizon did not extend much beyond
the view from the castle wall.%’

With considerations like these we have already arrived at the third kind of
input mentioned at the outset, and it is not only for the reasons just discussed
that the interpretative schemata on offer for tenth-century history depend on
the historiographical tradition in which a historian is working. There is a
common European tradition, but its regional variations are very marked. In
particular, the master narratives dominant in the various European countries
and regions mean that there is no comprehensive European consensus on
which aspects of the period are to be seen as significant. To some extent there
is also a problem of language: both the technical terms and the undetlying con-
ceptual apparatus in use vary from national tradition to national tradition, and
there are as yet few guides to these which will allow the historian to carry out
reliable translation. It may well be that an increasing awareness of other tradi-
tions and of the work being done within them will create a more genuinely
European view of tenth-century history within the coming generation; some
of what we currently perceive as real differences in the past may turn out to be
mere differences of perception, the products of divergent terminology and
historiographical tradition.

It is noteworthy how many of the periodisations and implicit or explicit
underlying models are drawn from French history, and in an English-lan-
guage history it is worth stressing the point. Not only have French medieval-
ists been given to offering such theories more than most; both the
Anglo-Norman and Anglo-Angevin connections of English medieval history
and the foreign-language teaching traditions dominant in the Anglolexic
world have created a ‘Francocentric” approach: French medieval history has

3 Durliat (1990); Magnou-Nortier (1981, 1982, 1984); for a critique see Wickham (1993) The same peri-
odisation is found, more impressionistically justified, in Sullivan (1989).

3 Bois (1989); Bonnassie (1991).

37 Possier (1982), pp. 288—6o1, esp. pp. 288—90; also below, pp. 45—53. For the relationship between

neellnle and dncastelle , its Italian relative, see the historiographical account in Wickham

(1986), pp. xxiii—xxvi; for critiques of the concept see Leyser (1994¢) and Campbell (1990).
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often been taken metonymically in Britain and America for the whole of
tenth- and early eleventh-century Europe. More important still is the way in
which an impressive series of regional studies, beginning with and in many
cases inspired by Duby’s classic study of the Miconnais, have fleshed out in
often very substantial detail the transformation of various parts of France in
the post-Carolingian era.”® We have a better picture of the tenth century on
the ground for west Francia than for any other part of Europe, not necessat-
ily because the supply of sources is inherently superior, but because many of
its regions have been systematically studied in a way in which tenth-century
Bavaria or Umbria have not yet been (it would be possible to do so, and
indeed French historians have themselves exported the approach beyond the
boundaries of west Francia).* This is, arguably, accident: the original Annales
idea of ‘total history’ has simply turned out to be more easy to tealise by his-
torians of the high middle ages than by historians of later periods in the time
available for the production of theses. If this is so, it has been a very signifi-
cant accident.

The positions and traditions of Italian and Spanish medievalists show great
similarities. The tenth century is one of extreme localisation: meaningful gen-
eralisations about or general histories of the Italian or Spanish peninsulas are
difficult, if not impossible. Moreover, the master narratives of Italian and
Spanish histotiography make the tenth century a period of marking time:
waiting for the communes, or for the reconquista, and so looking for the antece-
dents of these things. The tenth century hardly works for either Italy or Spain
as the end of an old or the beginning of a new era. Although it is possible to
talk about the first half of the tenth century as one in which Italy was ruled by
‘national’ kings, this is only acceptable nowadays when accompanied by a heavy
coating of inverted commas. Nor is the tenth century a significant one for
Spanish self-perception. On the one hand, the crucial period for the survival of
the kingdom of Ledén-Asturias and its taking firm root was the ninth, not the
tenth century. On the other hand, Spanish political geography was not defini-
tively shaped until much later. Castile, which would ultimately play Wessex to
most of the rest of the peninsula, was still an insecure border region in this
period. There has also been much to do. Professional history-writing has not
been so long established or so well funded as in the lands north of Alps and
Pyrenees, and there is still an immense amount of positivist establish-the-facts
spadework to be done for this period. It is significant, therefore, that Italian
and Spanish historians have been heavily influenced in recent years by the con-
cerns of French medievalists. Two large and highly influential studies, those of
3% Duby (1952); most of the others ate listed in Poly and Bournazel (1991), English translation, pp.

365—0.
¥ E.g. Toubert (19732, 1973b); Bonnassie (1975, 1976); Taviani-Carozzi (1991); Menand (1993).
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Pierre Toubert on Latium and of Pierre Bonnassie on Catalonia, have been
particularly important in setting agendas.*’

As is explained in the preface, the present volume is ordered by reference to
the tenth century’s Carolingian past: the chapters on the ‘post-Carolingian
core’ are grouped before those on what from this point of view was the periph-
ery, though neither the Byzantines nor the Islamic rulers of Spain would have
seen themselves in this light. But other groupings are possible: if the French,
Italian and Spanish histories of this period appear highly regionalised and frag-
mented, German, English and eastern European histories appear much less so,
though the reasons are different in each case. German medievalists have been
little troubled by ideas of revolution, feudal or otherwise; for them the decisive
break in European history comes in the second half of the eleventh century,
with the end of Ottonian and Salian rule, church reform, crusades and the
emergence of eatly scholasticism. Germany in the tenth century was as region-
alised as France or Italy or England, but the master narrative for its history is
still perceived as that of the history of kings. Although this has been rewritten
in the last generation with considerable sophistication and surprising detail, it is
still hardly linked at all to developments in social and economic history.*! The
kinds of tenth-century developments which have impressed French, Italian
and Spanish medievalists — fortified atistocratic residences, the growth of
private jurisdiction, an increase in violence, the shift from slavery to serfdom —
can also be registered in the German long tenth century, but they are not seen
as having such significant consequences ecither for the course of events or for
the development of the polity.

Such conservatism should not be taken to mean stasis. A generation ago the
historiography of the German long tenth century did indeed not seem particu-
larly lively. The sources were both well edited and of known limitations, and it
was generally felt that, except perhaps for the ideology of rulership, where
there was evidently still mileage in continuing the lines of investigation opened
up by Schramm, Erdmann and Kantorowicz, there was little new to be said. If
today that no longer seems true, then this is not because of major discoveries
of source-material, or because the subject has received significant impulses
from outside: the debates on periodisation and revolutions have hardly
touched German historians at all. In retrospect, the shift can be seen to have
been begun by Helmut Beumann’s study of Widukind of Corvey;* what this
triggered off over the next forty years was an increased sense of the need to

40 See note 39.

1 The largest recent survey, Fried (1994), goes further in attempting such an approach than any previ-
ous survey; see also Fried (1991) It may be a sign of change that Fried’s neo-Lamprechtian approach
was not challenged, though other aspects of his work were: see Althoff (1995) and Fried (1995).

#2 Beumann (1950).
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read the great works of Ottonian historiography in their own terms. An almost
literary ‘close reading’ (though this owed little to literary scholarship and
nothing at all to post-structuralist views of the world, which have affected
German medievalists hardly at all) replaced what had become the increasingly
desperate interwar attempts to unpack these texts in a purely positivist manner,
to try to force them to reveal ‘how it really was’. At the same time, our under-
standing of the nuts and bolts of the east Frankish/German kingdom was
transformed by detailed prosopographic investigations and by meticulous
reconstructions of the rulers’ itineraries.*?

England in the long tenth century was cleatly as regionalised a society as any-
thing on the other side of the Channel. Indeed, it was in this period that
England came into being as anything more than an aspiration and perhaps on
occasions as a virtual community, and the process was not yet fully completed
by the early eleventh century.* Yet its historiography firmly resists a regionalis-
ing perspective; it is not that no such perspective has been offered, but rather
that there is no real place for it within the dominant discourse.* It might be
thought that the main reason for this is the sheer paucity of source-material:
the number of indisputably genuine tenth-century charters of all types from
the whole of Anglo-Saxon England hardly exceeds. the number of surviving
genuine diplomata issued by Otto I alone, and is a mere fraction of the number
surviving from the single if admittedly atypically rich archive of Cluny. The
richly symbolic accounts of east or west Frankish politics found in contempo-
rary narratives also have no surviving counterpart from Anglo-Saxon England.
More significant, though, is the influence of a dominant master-narrative, one
of English history as a success story made possible by the early development of
a strong centralising state. Recent historiography has fought hard to push back
the beginnings of this development beyond its traditional starting point in the
generations following the Norman Conquest, and a plausible case can be (and
has been) made for a ‘Carolingian’ phase of English history between Alfred
and Edgat, one in which military success, unification, legislation and the devel-
opment of what by early medieval standards was a fairly homogenous set of
local institutions went hand in hand.*® Yet where an older generation of histo-
rians saw England as first dragged kicking and screaming into Europe, and
hence into modernity, as a result of the Norman Conquest, the new view has
rewritten tenth- and eleventh-century English history at one level whilst pre-
serving its isolation from continental developments at another. No kind of
mutation or revolution, feudal or otherwise, troubles the island, nor apparently

# For the methodology and bibliography see Miiller-Mertens, chapter 9 below; see also Fleckenstein
(1966) and Leyser (1982b). * Wormald (1994).

# For examples of regional studies see Stafford (1985), Gelling (1992), Yorke (1995).

% See Campbell (1994), for the fullest recent statement of the view.
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do such things as the development of fortified residences or the freezing of
previously fluid settlement patterns, which remain by and large the concern of
archaeologists.*’

If the sources for English history in the long tenth century seem thin com-
pared with the wealth of the Mediterranean regions or even the plenty of the
former Frankish kingdoms north of the Alps, they are rich compared with
those available for eastern and northern Europe. The histories of Rus” and of
the eastern European proto-states, ‘Poland’, ‘Bohemia’ and ‘Hungary’, are
probably the most contestable and contested of all those covered in this
volume.* This is partly the inevitable product of fragmentary information,
often late in date and highly ambiguous in its interpretation. But it is also, at
least for eastern Europe, a product of twentieth-century uncertainties. The
new states of the post-Versailles settlement have simply not enjoyed a continu-
ous existence over the last eighty years, unthreatened from without and con-
sensually accepted from within, and under such conditions it is not surprising
that historians of these regions have been slow to take up the methodological
novelties increasingly taken for granted further west. The histories of tenth-
century Poland, Hungary or Russia are as difficult to ‘read’ as those of sixth-
century Gaul or Britain — if anything, mote so, since the written information
we have is almost all external as well as being late. But they are not so distant in
time and significance as are, for example, the sixth-century Saxon kingdoms in
England; and interpretations of the fragmentary evidence are not as detached
from present-day reality and significance as they are for western European his-
torians, who inhabit societies whose sense of national identity does not require
a consensual view of a very distant past.

There remain the anomalous (from a western European perspective)
historiographical traditions of Byzantine history and European Islamic
history.* Though Byzantine history has a particular significance for Greeks
and Russians as the history of a ‘virtual precursor’, it is a more international
discipline than any of the areas of ‘national’ history so far studied. At the same
time, the high demands it makes on its scholars’ linguistic and technical skills
have a double effect: few of its specialists have had the time or energy to
become genuinely familiar with the history of western Europe (or even a part
of it) on the same level, while western medievalists have equally had to rely on
others as guides (as has the author of this chapter). None of the trajectories
which apply to the west really fit Byzantine history, for which the long tenth
century between 886 and 1025 is as much a golden age as an age of iron, in
recent interpretations not only politically and culturally, but also economically.

47 Hodges (1991) offets an outsider’s perspective on this.
4 For organisational reasons, the history of the Scandinavian lands was covered in NCMH 11; see the
preface. 4 See chapters 22—5 (Jonathan Shepard) and 27 (Hugh Kennedy) below.
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Similar considerations apply to the histories of the Spanish caliphate and the
Islamic amirs in Sicily in this period, except that here the problem is com-
pounded by the fragmentary (and often late) nature of the source-material, and
by the politico-cultural significance of these regions, peripheries of a larger
culture whose metropolitan centre lay elsewhere. Nowhere in the area covered
by this volume is cross-cultural comparison more needed or more difficult to
carry out, from either side of the divide. In the present state of play, all that can
be said is that few of the periodisations and interpretative schemata which have
been applied to western Latin European history in the long tenth century
seem to have much relevance to Byzantine or Islamic history in the same
period, but that impression may nevertheless represent optical illusion rather
than reality.

Some differences must have been real enough, however; the surviving
sources and traditions of interpretation no doubt exaggerate the extent to
which Byzantium (and its Bulgarian imitator) and Islamic Spain were societies
centred on a capital with a fixed court and a ruler who was much more than
primus inter pares, but no allowance one might make for this could reduce them
to the organisational status of the societies shaped by western European itinet-
ant rulership. Cultures which are urbanised and court-centred, whose rulers are
normally to be found at a fixed point from which they habitually tax and legis-
late, are inberently different from those of the main area covered in this volume;
in particular, the antithesis of core and periphery (or of metropolis and prov-
ince) is a reality, not simply a metaphor.

The other anomalous historiographical tradition is that of American medie-
valists (as it happens, hardly represented in the present volume, though this is
the result of chance rather than calculation). Their traditions have not always
been clearly distinct from European ones; the first generations of American
medievalists were largely trained in and inspired by European schools of his-
torical writing, an intellectual dependency sustained in the mid-century era by
the influence of a number of important émigrés and refugees, as elsewhere in
the American academy. But although the European medieval past is also
America’s medieval past, it is not its past in the same way. The links with
English history, and so, via the Anglo-Norman and Angevin empires, with
French medieval history have continued to be important, but they are not the
only possible ways of appropriating the past. For Americans whose secondary
or primary ethnicity is eastern, central or southern European (there are very
few African-American or Asian-American medieval historians), they are not
even the most important ones. Moreover, the organisation of studies has
favoured a holistic approach to this particular past culture, taking in literary and
artistic remains as well as ‘straight’ history under the umbrella of Medieval
Studies, and in consequence exposing medieval historians to the influences of
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neighbouring disciplines in a way that is only beginning to happen in many
parts of Hurope. Although American medievalists have taken sides in
European medievalists’ debates —and they have shown themselves just as liable
to Francocentrism as European historians — they have in many cases taken a
more detached and also a more innovative approach to the medieval past, and a
number of significant recent studies could probably only have been written
from the distance provided by the Atlantic.>’

However fragmented the long tenth century may have been by the accidents
of source preservation and divergent historiographical traditions, there are still
generalisations which can be made about it, though, as we shall see, few are
uncontested. Estimates of changes in the level of economic activity in the long
tenth century have on the whole been moving upward in recent decades.
Monetisation is perceived positively; the Viking, Saracen and Magyar incursors
who caused Marc Bloch to depict the era in such gloomy terms are now
thought by many to have given positive impulses by raiding centres of accumu-
lated treasure and releasing it once more into economic circulation.”!
Population is also thought to have risen, though hard evidence is almost impos-
sible to come by. The beginnings of the urban renaissance which characterises
the high middle ages have also been sought in this period.>® To the extent that
there is or can be any ‘pure’ economic history of this period, there is probably
more consensus about it at present than about any other aspect of the period.

Yet such developments are more easily described in a broad-brush sense
than explained. When we move on to social and political history in search of
explanations, consensus recedes. A number of other changes can apparently
be identified as characteristic of this period, and historians have been tempted
by the idea that many, perhaps even all of them can be linked in some way.
There is, first of all, the idea (Marxian in origin, though less so in its exposi-
tion or its specific application to the tenth century) that the long tenth century
saw a crucial shift away from slavery towards a serfdom which embraced not
only slaves but also a good part of what had previously been a free pea-
santry.>®> Second, we have the view, already mentioned, that settlement pat-
terns, previously fluid and shifting, solidified in this era. Linked with this we
have, third, the spread of the ‘private’, small-scale and residential fortification,
by contrast with the refuge fortifications of an eatlier era, still being built
and planned in the late ninth century.>* Fourth, such centres of aristocratic

% Koziol (1992) and Geary (1994) are two examples; many more could be offered.

Duby (1974), pp. 118-19.
See Johanek, chaptert 3 below, and also Hodges and Hobley (1988) and Verhulst (1993, 1994).

51
52

5 Bois (1989); Bonnassie (1991); see also, from rather different perspectives, Wickham (1984) and

Miiller-Mertens (1985).

5 Fossier (1982), pp. 182—234; Toubert (19732, 1973b); B6hme (19912, 1991b).
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domination were significant not only for the exercise of power but also for
shifts in family consciousness. Noble families defined themselves less in terms
of broad kindreds including relatives on both the male and the female side
and more in terms of a male descent lineage; these lineages often took their
names from the names of the fortifications which were the basis of their
power.> Fifth, the lordship exercised from these centres was often of a new
kind, based on pragmatic local dominance without much legitimation and cet-
tainly with little legitimation through ‘public’ office-holding. Rather, it came to
replace an older ‘public’ order which had survived in many regions from the
Carolingian era. This larger-scale public order was hollowed out to the point
of extinction in many parts of Europe during the long tenth century; royal
authority suffered earliest and worst, but it was followed into decline by the
authority of intermediate powers (dukes, counts, earls, archbishops,
bishops).*® Sixth, what remained was in essence ‘ties between man and man’:
legitimate authority had become privatised and personalised.”’” Linked with all
these developments was a seventh: the emergence of a new and enlarged
dominant class, a class which still had its own internal divisions but one in
which lords and their warrior followers increasingly perceived themselves as
members of a single group set apart from (and over) the rest of society; in the
course of the eleventh century a separate ideology and initiation rites would
be found for this class.?

What all this adds up to is the totalising interpretation known as the ‘feudal
revolution’ or ‘feudal mutation’. It is a compelling view of the history of post-
Carolingian Europe (or at least of the history of Europe’s post-Carolingian
core); and yet for all its attractions it is a highly problematic one. Even leaving
aside those regions of northern and eastern Europe which were cleatly follow-
ing another developmental trajectory altogether (as were Byzantium and Islam,
for quite different reasons), and in any case have not preserved the kind of evi-
dence which would enable us to form a judgement, the model does not really
seem to work for important parts of Europe: southern Italy, Le6n, England,
Germany. As suggested above, this may be in patt the product of different
historiographical traditions, though at least for England the model has been
explicitly rejected as inappropriate.”” It is in any case a gross oversimplification
to call it ‘the model: most historians working on this period would acknowl-
edge the existence of atleast some of the phenomena enumerated in the previ-
ous paragraph and feel tempted by the idea that these phenomena were in
some way linked to one another, but, as already suggested, variations in empha-

5 Reuter (1997a) provides a survey of the immense literature on this shift.
3 The essence of the ‘feudal mutation’; see Poly and Bournazel (1991).
57 The phrase was placed at the centre of interpretation, if not actually invented, by Bloch (19671).
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Duby (1978); Flori (1979, 1983). % Campbell (1990).
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sis can produce considerable vatiations in the overarching interpretation which
provides the explanation of how these links actually worked.

Moreover, many of the most significant elements of the model are currently
under challenge, even for the core regions of west Francia (including
Catalonia) and northern Italy, from which the model was derived. The chal-
lenges have intensified during the period between conception and publication
of the present volume. The extent of slavery in the early middle ages, and the
sense in which it was replaced in the long tenth century by serfdom, is highly
contentious.”’ So too is what once seemed common ground, the replacement
of public authority by personal ties, in other words ‘feudalism’. It has been
argued that feudalism, in the sense of a homogenous juridification of personal
relationships amongst the European governing elites, was an invention of the
twelfth century; fiefs and vassals, in this sense, were absent from the long tenth
century, and there was in any case no necessary link between vassalage and
benefice.®! It s still not clear whether we should think of a feudal revolution or
mutation at all; though Europe in 1100 was cleatly very different from the
Europe of 800 or goo, not all would see the decades around the millennium as
marking a clear period in which most of the transition took place.®® The con-
solidation of a small aristocracy and its warrior following into a single, wider
class was a process which does seem to have occurred across most of Europe
between the Carolingian era and the thirteenth century, but it was hardly a
homogenous or simultaneous one.

There atre difficulties of perception here: are we dealing with new phenom-
ena, or merely with phenomena which began to be recorded more frequently
towards the end of the long tenth century? As local complaints of violence and
abuse increase, we are tempted to contrast them with an idealised Carolingian
past which may well never have existed, and which would appear quite different
to us were we to have as much information about its local look and feel as we
do about much of the post-Carolingian core of Europe around the millen-
nium.* Equally, the apparent fragmentation of large-scale political authority in
many parts of Europe may indicate a new order, but at least at the regional level
the polities of this period (notably the French, German and Italian principal-
ities) were in most cases not arbitrary creations but had much older roots as
vehicles of being and consciousness, often traceable back through the
Carolingian era to the early middle ages. It is even conceivable that the smaller
units of lordship which become clearly visible around the millennium had

% Verhulst (1991); Barthélemy (1993); see also the symposium of responses to Bois (1989) in Médiévales
21 (1991). 1 Reynolds (1994); for initial responses see Nortier (1996); Barthélemy (1997).

62 Bisson (1994), with responses by White (1996), Barthélemy (1996), Reuter (1997b), Wickham (1997)
and a reply by Bisson (1997) See also the exchange between Barthélemy (1992a) and Poly and
Bournazel (1994). 6 White (1996), pp. 218—23; Reuter (1997b), pp. 178—87.
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older roots, now lost to sight. Any attempt to offer a synthesis at this stage
would be futile; as historians from different European traditions become more
aware than they have been of each other’s practices and findings, and as inter-
estin the period around the first millennium finds at least a temporary increase
in public and professional awareness from our contemplation of our own posi-
tion in the decades around the second millennium, debate on these issues,
which are also of central importance to historians of the periods preceding
and following the long tenth century, is likely to intensify and to shift as it does
SO.

If we leave the awkward terrain of social and political history and turn to
religious history, then we might at first think that the history of the church in
this period would appear to be a good example of encellulement, at least at a
purely institutional level. Ninth-century popes had commanded and occasion-
ally threatened bishops; they had deposed or confirmed some of them in
office; at least a few had been significant figures who could not easily be
bypassed. But papal leadership of Christianity was far more muted in the
period which followed. Ecclesiastics might journey to Rome on pilgrimage, but
they mostly settled their own affairs. Neither the existence of a papal judge-
ment nor the presence of a papal legate was necessarily bankable capital in the
course of a dispute, and the privileges granted by popes were more than once
in this period publicly repudiated. This was not so much a rejection of the pope
gna pope as a reflection of a more general attitude which meant that the
members of the higher ranks of the church hierarchy were largely insignificant
except in their capacity as bishops. Councils were rare, and usually local affairs
when they did meet: bishops were largely sovereign within their own dioceses,
and were the crucial figures of the tenth-century church, as Rosamond
McKitterick’s chapter demonstrates.

Ecclesiastical encellulement was also visible, in a sense, in the history of mon-
asticism in this period. Historians have been able to free themselves, slowly,
from the notion that monastic reform in this period was spelled Cluny; but it
has been more difficult to dispel ideas of monastic ‘orders’ projected back
from the twelfth century and later. Yet even Cluny’s collection of monasteries
with varying ties of dependence on it was not an order in the later sense: the
ordo Cluniacensiswas, as Joachim Wollasch points out, Cluny’s ‘way of life’, nota
legally defined body. Other monastic groupings were still less institutionalised,
depending as they generally did on the attentions of a reforming ‘expert’. Yet
the very existence of such ‘experts’, men like Gerard of Brogne or William of
Volpiano, shows how encellulement was not all-determining. Even if such
monastic families had a short-lived and tenuous existence, they could link and
unite, however briefly, monasteries scattered over several dioceses, even king-
doms. The elite owners of monasteries, especially when these were bishops,
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were sufficiently knowledgeable to be able to see beyond the rim of their
immediate locality.

The localism which is such an evident part of church life in this period was
not transcended in the field of monastic life alone. Historians have been
inclined to see it as a demonstration of how entangled with the affairs of the
world the church became in the post-Carolingian era and certainly there is
enough anecdotal evidence of abuse and gross misconduct, at least from some
regions of Europe, to support such a view. Yet it is also possible to read the
history of tenth-century Christianity as one of remarkable success.** It was not
only the era in which the Carolingians’ attempts to convert the regions beyond
the former territory of the Roman empire were continued and largely brought
to completion, but also the one in which the Christianisation of Europe’s inter-
ior finally became reality. It is not so much the evidence from the period which
follows that demonstrates this: evidence for an insistence by enlightened laity
and clergy alike on the ‘Gregorian’ themes of a sexually pure clergy and a
church untainted by the moral corrosion of payments in cash or in favours. Itis
also the emergence of a more active lay participation in Christianity, which
took many forms: large-scale and long-distance pilgrimages, notably to Rome
and Jerusalem; the veneration of relics on a very substantial scale; arguably also
the mass participation in the movements known as the ‘Peace’ and “Truce of
God’, though this is stressed much more by some contemporary observers,
notably by Adhémar of Chabannes and Radulf Glaber, than by others.> Even
some of the heresies of the period (and the recording of heresy from about
1000 onwatds is itself a novelty) are interpretable in terms of ‘leftist deviation’,
as the products of people who have been reached so effectively by the message
as to take it too far; the same is true of the occasional notes of anti-semitism of
the period. There is a note of questioning, of self-doubt, in the writings of
many ecclesiastics of this period — Rather of Verona, Thietmar of Merseburg,
Whulfstan of York —which seems both more strident and more searching than it
had been in the Carolingian era. And although it is clear that many of those
who lived around the eschatologically significant dates of 1000 and 1033 did
not do so in fear (or hope) of the Second Coming, it is, at the end of the second
millennium, less clear than it seemed to Ferdinand Lot and his contemporaries
that no one at all did. It is more likely that the intensification of religious expe-
rience around the millennium, perceptible in a number of ways, was, at least in
part, a tesponse to the millennium itself.*®

Culturally and intellectually the period has often been seen as one of

6% As stressed by Tellenbach (1993).

 Head and Landes (1993) stress the links between the peace movement and other aspects of popular
religiosity; see also Moore (1980) and Leyser (1994¢).

% Tandes (1988), Fried (1989), Landes (1992, 1993, 1995).
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stagnation, even though it was also a period in which some members of the
elite invested massively in the arts, whether in buildings, ivorywork, goldsmith-
ery and other metalwork, or illuminated manuscripts, as Henry Mayr-Harting
demonstrates. The notion of intellectual stagnation rests on rather superficial
judgements: some of the yardsticks which have been used, such as the copying
of manuscripts, are inappropriate, and in any case there was, at the level of elite
culture, more happening than at first meets the eye, as Claudio Leonardi dem-
onstrates. Nevertheless, there are some signs of decline which are difficult to
deny, the most important of which is the reduced importance of schools
across Latin-speaking Europe (the trajectories of Byzantine and Islamic intel-
lectual history are not covered here). There were fewer schools, so far as we can
judge, than there had been in the ninth century; still more significant, their con-
tinuous existence was increasingly precarious and fragile, dependent on the
isolated, often highly charismatic figures who had built them up and whom
they rarely if ever outlived. This fragmentation and impermanence may
pethaps be taken as a cultural and intellectual mirroring of encellulement. So also
may the decline in the importance of courts as centres of cultural and intellec-
tual production. It is true that modern historians have tended to use the term
court as a shorthand for a set of activities in some way connected and intercon-
nected by a ruler and his entourage, thus making courts (like scriptoria) as
much a modern social construct as a Carolingian reality. Yet, even making
allowance for the gap between present construct and past reality, it remains
evident that the royal and princely entourages of the long tenth century had
given up much of the functionality of their Carolingian predecessors.

The period has also been seen as one with a sharp decline in pragmatic liter-
acy and a consequent increase in the importance of symbolic and non-verbal
forms of communication, though this is a problematic view for two reasons.
The decline in pragmatic literacy was in regional terms a very uneven affair.” It
is not evident that there was much decline, if any, in Italy, or Spain, or
Mediterranean France. The paucity of source-material for Anglo-Saxon
England is more likely to be the product of post-Conquest neglect of and con-
tempt for the Anglo-Saxon past, which increasingly lacked any legal signifi-
cance, than of any lack of production at the time. Indeed, it is clear both from
contemporary indirect evidence and from later fragments and fossilised prac-
tices that tenth-century England must have made extensive use of the written
word.® Since the newly converted lands on the northern and eastern peripher-
ies had, for all practical purposes, not known literacy previously, the downward
curve in the graph of pragmatic literacy really only describes the position in the

%7 The contributions to McKitterick (1991) provide the best survey.
8 Wormald (1977); Kelly (1991); Keynes (1991).
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former Frankish kingdoms north of the Alps, and even here it applies mainly
to the first half or two-thirds of the century.

As to the use of symbolic and non-verbal forms of communication, these
were indeed important in the long tenth century. But, so far as we can judge,
they were just as important in those regions which continued to make extensive
use of writing. Moreover, they were also important in the periods which pre-
ceded and followed them. Itis tempting to see the period as one in which poli-
tics found expression through liturgy rather than law, or as one dominated by
ritual, ceremony and gesture® but it would be more accurate to say that histori-
ans’ eyes for such things have been sharpened in a period superficially poor in
other kinds of source, whereas their presence has been more readily over-
looked in seemingly more articulate eras like the ninth or twelfth centuries.
Whether in the ninth, the tenth or the twelfth centuries, the primary function
of social and political ritual was in any case not to act as a substitute for writing
as such, but rather to make actions visible and permanent to non-literate lay
elites whose members had no other means of defining them and fixing them in
memory. Nevertheless, such a cultural approach, rethinking political history
through a study of the seemingly inconsequential details of ritualised behavi-
our, has been of particular significance for the long tenth century for historio-
graphical reasons: however wide the potential applicability of the technique, it
happens to have been tested most thoroughly on this period.”

How, then, should we ‘read’ the tenth century? If it is indeed possible to
make out at least some trends with a general significance across the period and
region, does that mean that we can and should resume the search for general
interpretations? The first point is that it is possible to read the period. The
‘obscure’ or ‘dark’ age is less dark than it seems, in spite of the shortage of
large-scale contemporary narratives to provide an initial interpretation (or
rather, of rival narratives to provide alternative interpretations). The
Braudelian /ongue durée and the medium-term flow are well-enough docu-
mented; it is the surface play of the political which is frequently less well
recorded. The difficulties lie — to continue the metaphor of reading — not so
much in the aporias, in the letters, words, even whole sentences and paragraphs
which are missing from the ‘text’, but rather that we are not always certain what
the pieces of ‘text’ which survive really mean. Literal readings, in other words,
are frequently either not possible or merely sterile. Much of what has been pre-
served from the tenth century simply will not yield to a common-sense under-
standing, and this is true of the apparently straightforward as well as of the
evidently obscure or non-literal.

But reading is difficult, nevertheless, because few of the generalisations

® For the first interpretation see Kantorowicz (1957), pp. 87—93; for the second, Leyser (1994d).
0 Althoff (1990); Koziol (1992); Leyser (1994d); Althoff (1997).
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which have been offered, at any level, seem to work for all of Europe, even
after we have made allowance for the distorting effects of national historio-
graphical traditions. In that sense, encellulement was a reality: we are dealing with
regions which did not necessarily transmit their developments to their neigh-
bours, or receive and absorb their neighbours’ developments — or not with any
speed. And yet, at the level of elite culture at least, the post-Carolingian core of
Europe showed a rematkable degree of homogeneity and internationality.
There are clear regional flavours to such material remains as writing or building
styles, yet they are evidently precisely that: regional flavours, not autonomous
practices. It was this post-Carolingian core also which from this period on
would provide the model adopted by the emergent societies of northern and
eastern Europe;’! at this time they were still locked in an encellulement far deeper
than anything found in the west, even if this is now concealed from us by the
homogenising effects of ignorance. And it was this post-Carolingian core
which came to define itself through opposition to the older, rival
Mediterranean cultures of Byzantium and Islam. It would not, as yet, contest
their dominance or do more than nibble at their territorial edges, but the sense
of difference, so visible from the later eleventh century onwards, was already
beginning to form in the period covered in this volume.

Whatever level or form of European history we examine in this petiod, we
appear to be confronted by past behaviour which presents itself at once as
having been highly unsystematic and locally specific and as having been wide-
spread: it is this paradoxical relationship between coherence and fragmentation
which in the last resort dominates almost all readings of the long tenth century.
The reader of the chapters which follow will do well to bear this paradox in
mind, and will also do well, in approaching this collective reading of the tenth
century, to think of the period not as ‘pre’ or ‘post’ anything, but rather as of
itself. It is difficult enough, and rewarding enough, even when approached on
these terms.

™ Bartlett (1993).
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CHAPTER 2

RURAL ECONOMY AND
COUNTRY LIFE

Robert Fossier

EVEN THOUGH current historiography still preserves the concepts of ancient
and medieval history devised in the nineteenth century, it is becoming steadily
more apparent that these divisions — generally drawn up with political history
in mind — are unsatisfactory for the historian of the economy or society. In
these fields there is a longne durée from the decline of slavery in the third century
to the first significant use of machine power in the eighteenth century.
Nevertheless, undeniable developments in the techniques of production or in
the relations between men force us to mark out certain stages in this long
period, one in which Europe entered on the stage of world history. At what
point was there a transition from the shrunken and undynamic structures still
associated with Germanic or Graeco-Roman custom (the two were in this
respect very similar) to structures in which the relationships between men and
men and a production generating profits announced a more ‘modern’ eco-
nomic climate? The question is not otiose; the answer will determine the view
one takes on the ‘infancy of Europe’. In fact, almost all the observations which
one can make, whatever the preoccupations of individual historians, point to
the tenth century as the age of growth, of take-off, of rising, or some such
phrase. In 898 we find the word feodum used in southern France to mean a
tenancy by military service; in g1o the foundation of Cluny opened up a new
phase in the history of spirituality; in 920 villages began to move on to hilltops
in central Italy; in 95 5 the Magyars were definitively beaten; in 970 the series of
commercial contracts surviving from Venice began; in 980 the gold of the
Catalan parias arrived at Barcelona, and there are other similar examples from
all spheres of economic activity.

This transformation of the old world was indeed a ‘revolution’, if one is pre-
pared to concede that the word does not have the same implications as it does
in our own epoch but refers to a slow, indeed a very slow, transformation of the
framework of human life. The judgements made by historians on this major
turning point in the history of Europe are often matked by scholars’ own

27
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philosophical convictions. Those persuaded of the fundamental correctness
of Marx’s analysis will see here the beginnings of a ‘feudal’ era, which set up,
often violently, a kind of tacit contract between a lord who protects and a
worker who feeds him; others who temain faithful to ‘Romanist’ theories will
see a generally peaceful transformation from the structures inherited from
antiquity to a newer version, determined by conditions equally new; others
again will refuse to believe in this transformation and search ardently for
proofs of continuity. I find it hard to believe that this latter group can be in the
right: it seems to me fairly evident that a new order did indeed establish itself,
one which did so with all the slowness familiar to the historical anthropologist
but which nevertheless gradually colouted a society nine-tenths of which, it
should hardly be necessary to repeat, lived in the countryside. It is necessary to
begin by saying a few words about these country-dwellers.

First of all, the two feelings which until then had oppressed everyone in
Europe — fear and violence — still dominated. Enthusiasm was not on the
agenda; it may be that by the thirteenth century both feelings had come to be
held in check, but it is hardly credible to say this about the millennium, even if
the well-known “Terrors’ of that fateful year were produced by the dreams of
romantic historians. Shortages constantly threatened; one could even say that
with the population growing faster than technical progress, their grip tight-
ened; the acts of cannibalism noted for 1033 are a well-known example of this.
The fear of want, that fear which prostrated the faithful before an oppressive
and vengeful God, did not end, then. Nonetheless, some solutions began to
appear in relationships of neighbourhood, profession and family, which we
shall return to later. As for the violence of the armati (wartiors) and the ‘terror-
ism’ which they have been described as exercising: the barriers erected against
it — justice and the Peace of God — were as yet perhaps not very effective, but
unbridled vendetta and constant plunderings wete on the decline after 1050 or
so. The raiding by wartiors, werra as it is known in the texts, continued to wreak
havoc and misfortune, but it tended towards feud rather than ‘warfare’.
Gratuitous cruelty and sadism were becoming individual rather than collective
failings. The superiority of the stronger expressed itself increasingly in repre-
sentative and symbolic behaviour: one had to astonish and provoke the admi-
ration of those who could no longer be exploited unrestrictedly. To eat more
than necessary, to distribute alms and gifts, not to move about except with a
vast entourage, these were the marks of the dominant, the ‘noble’ man. In such
a wotld of gift-giving, well known to anthropologists, the gestutre took on its
full value as a symbol: it validated all serious commitment, replaced writing,
which was only just beginning to revive, and even speech; the latter, even in the
form of oaths, only acquired force from the gestures which accompanied it. A
final point, perhaps the most important one here: in southern Europe there
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was a written law, whether or not we call it Roman, and in the north such law
had also been introduced in the writing of law-codes. But who knew how to
read these except for a handful of professionals? It follows that the lot of men
was largely governed by custom, both spoken and performed. Day-to-day atti-
tudes were shaped by the past, all novelty being in principle both bad and dan-
gerous; this conservatism of spirit was appropriate to a society slow to move.
Historians may well attempt to classify individuals into small juridically defined
groups, but in fact, in this petiod, people were what other people thought they
were.

The slow expansion of this period, which was only just beginning before the
millennium, presents historians, however aware they may be of the issue, with
two problems which have still not been fully resolved. First, they are tempted
to place the beginnings of these developments around the middle of the tenth
century, that hidden turning point of medieval history. Here sources are so thin
on the ground, especially north of the Loire and of the Alps, that one has to
say in all honesty that we can assume but cannot prove. For this reason there is
no shortage of historians to discuss the role played by the Carolingian era.
Contrary to what is believed by German histotians in particular, the role of the
Carolingian dynasty is not a particularly interesting topic: its effects beyond the
Channel or the Pyrenees, and even in southern France or Italy, wete non-exis-
tent or negligible. But it is worth talking about the importance one should give
to the period between 700 and 850 as a harbinger of things to come. Anglo-
Saxon kings, Frisian merchants, Iberian princes, the Frankish aristocracy, the
litterati of Italy created a movement which pre-dated Charlemagne, and one
might even say that they made him possible. In matters of canon law, in the
reinforcement of the nuclear family, in the reform of the church, in the revival
of the role of the state, in the taste for antique culture, the period was not neg-
ligible. Nevertheless, I do not believe that the changes brought about were uni-
versal, and in the two areas to be dealt with here, the economy and rural society,
the legacy of the ‘Carolingian era’ was minimal, and little of it can be traced
after about 950 or 1000. A ‘mere surface ripple’, as Georges Duby has put it.'

The other problem is probably still more difficult: that of the ‘causes’ of the
European awakening, This is a classic demonstration of the chicken-and-egg
problem: what was cause, and what effect? Technical progress? But how can we
determine it? An easing off of the assaults which had afflicted Europe since the
third century? But there were still Vikings or Normans in the tenth and
eleventh centuries, Magyars until the millennium and Saracens until the end of
the eleventh century, quite apart from the internal werra, which was hardly a
peaceful affair. Demographic expansion is something more certain, and we

! Duby (1973), p. 121 (= Duby (1974), p. 106).
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shall return to it, but where, when and why? Perhaps we can talk of a slight
improvement in the climatic conditions in western Europe, favouring an
increase in plant life and in human and animal life as well, because this is a
datum which is clear, unquestionable and certainly not without effect. The evi-
dence is indisputable: from 850/900 onwards the beech climbs the foothills of
the Alps and the Bohemian mountains; the birch yields ground in Scotland and
Scandinavia; both the sea and malaria retreat in the coastal marshes. I am not
competent to say why these changes took place, but the Christians of this
period, if they noticed these phenomena, might perhaps have seen in them the
sign of a God finally appeased.

These Christians in their turn, even if they have not left us very numerous
sources, did indeed note some of the essential changes which struck them:
demographic growth, new family structures and the establishment of fortified
residences are referred to in hagiography, biography and historiography, while
charters register changes of fortune or status. Iconography remained impover-
ished and conventionalised, but rural archaeology has compensated for this,
and in the last fifty years, especially in northern and north-western Europe, has
provided new evidence on human habitat, tools and utensils. The ‘dark ages’
are lightening a little.

HUMAN GROUPS

Small groups of people, not very numerous, grouped around a paterfamilias, a
clan chief or a lord, separated by huge areas which were not or scarcely
exploited, short of tools and especially of iron ones, scratching a meagre living
from the soil with difficulty: that is the countryside of the early middle ages.
Here and there, there were larger-scale lordly estates, the descendants of the
villae of the Romanised regions or of the curtes of the barbatian era, worked by
slaves. Blinded by classical towns or fascinated by the mosaics which decorated
a few exceptionally rich houses, ancient historians have refused to admit, in
spite of archaeological evidence, that to the left and to the right of the Rhine,
the Germanic and the Graecco-Roman rural economy were in much the same
state. In what follows we shall see how these somewhat unpromising character-
istics were to soften and reform.

Constraints and relaxations within the family

The basic unit of daily life was the family. Prior both to the state, which it
ignoted, and to the parish, which was justin the process of formation, it repre-
sented the basic unit of production because there was still no extetior element
which could replace the labour force of the family group within the rural
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economy. The history of this group has made substantial progress since 1980:
careful study of prosopographical evidence or of the genealogies drawn up in
the eleventh and twelfth centuries allows us to identify the various forms of
kinship structure which succeeded one another. Even archaeology has made
some contribution by dating the settlement forms of the period. The term
familia, used conventionally by all scribes in this period, is maddeningly vague:
the group it denoted might be limited to the nuclear family or extend to very
distant clients, and it is probably better not to pursue the matter here.

The historian who examines the family of the first half of the tenth century
will find three levels. The ‘clan’ (German Sippe) includes all individuals of the
same blood in the sense that they recognised a common ancestor: this might be
a group of a thousand or more men and women most of whom had no contin-
uous daily relationships with each other. Sometimes a particular group — we
may call it a tribe — imposed its authority on others, as for example when
seeking new lands to pass through or cultivate. This pattern was the most
archaic, and was found at a very primitive economic level, that of peripatetic
hunters and gatherers. Such structures have left traces in the epic literature of
the eatly middle ages; by 9oo they wete scarcely to be found outside Scotland,
Frisia, Scandinavia, and possibly Brittany. Such systems were essentially cog-
natic, even though women could be excluded from any public role.

The settled clan breaks up into lineages (Latin gens, German Geschlech?): here
a real or mythical but not too distant ancestor defines the group of blood-rela-
tives. Here we are at the heart of the family structure which took shape in the
carly middle ages in the Christian west. The lineage was sedentary, endoga-
mous and conscious of the purity of its blood, and lived in compact groups of
perhaps a hundred members, as the occasional excavation of a great hall of the
seventh or eighth century shows. These families were warriors or peasants,
hence male-dominated, but because women were evidently the guarantors of
purity of lineage their position was better, though they were subject to close
surveillance. One can see that this family type remained that of the dominant
class, for it was precisely in these kin-groups that they found the elements they
needed to maintain their domination over others.

When at the end of the eleventh or in the twelfth century many ‘noble’ fam-
ilies wanted to establish their genealogy, memory did not take them back
beyond a ‘wall’ in the past — 8oo—j0 for the very noble, 950—8o for the less
noble — beyond which it was necessary to invent. This is the result of a second
significant shift in family structures, in the late ninth and tenth centuries. The
lineage in turn crumbles, breaks up and forgets itself. We are now confronted
by the ‘house’ (Haus, maison, domus), with a simple direct line of descent (even
when parallel lines also exist). Everything suggests that this simple structure,
based on the nuclear family, formed gradually within the lineage, and that if the
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latter disappeated before the millennium it was as a result of this internal sub-
division. The more humble members of the population, to whom we shall
return, did not share this preoccupation with the purity of descent. The conju-
gal system was not simply supported by the teachings of the church; it corre-
sponded to the position of the vast majority, and its triumph would soon come.

It will be recognised that so profound a set of changes did not come about
at a stroke in the period with which we are dealing. One of the most visible
characteristics of family life around the millennium, and one which would
continue to be important long after that, was the powerful constraints exet-
cised by the kindred, not only within noble families, where group interests
checked ill-considered personal initiatives, but also among the most humble
(at least among those to whom our documents bear witness — a significant
restriction). Such constraints could take anodyne forms such as the passing on
of the same name from generation to generation, the daily bread of prosopog-
raphers in search of lines of descent. Ot they could acquire moral or Christian
dimensions, which restricted certain freedoms, for example the freedom to
bury: one had to lie where one’s ancestors were gathered. The carliest exam-
ples of genealogical literature — for the counts of Flanders in the mid-tenth
century, for the lords of Vendéme at the end of the tenth century — stress this
link with one’s ancestors. A count of Anjou in the twelfth century was to say:
‘Before this I know nothing, for I do not know where my forefathers are
buried.”? A final superficial point: it is from the end of the tenth century that
we begin to find signs in dress and emblems distinguishing one ‘house’ from
another. But it is obvious that it was in the economic sphere that the power of
kindred was most important, all the more because the contemporaray shifts in
landholding, to which we shall return shortly, threatened to shake the base of
its wealth and hence its power. The laudatio parentnm, by which descendants or
collateral relatives gave their consent to property transactions or gifts of land
in alms, offers some rough figures, even granted that what we have is only the
positive side (should the kin refuse their consent, the transaction would not
take place and there would thus be no record of it). In Latium, the proportion
of transactions with a collective nature or mentioning the approval of kindred
was 35% between goo and 950 and 46% at the end of the tenth century, and
still stood at 41% around 1o50. In Catalonia, shortly before the millennium,
the figure was a mere 12%, but rose to 30% fifty years later. In Picardy, where
fewer documents have survived, it rose from 17% to 36% in the same period.
Clearly there are gaps and variations, but the role played by the lineage
remained significant, perhaps even grew. Epic literature is replete with exam-
ples, from the four inseparable sons of Aymon, to the family of Ganelon, all

2 Fulk le Réchin, in Chronique des comtes d'Anjou et des seignenrs d’Amboise, ed. L. Halphen and R.
Poupardin, p. 237.
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executed along with the traitor, though it is true that this evidence comes from
a rather later period.

However, further constraints began to take effect; they were already in place,
even though they did not play much of a role before 1080 or 1100.
Primogeniture was one, especially for the richer members of society; the lower
orders did not here have the motivation driving the dominant classes. The aris-
tocracy could not henceforth with equanimity run the risk of their heirs’ joint
partition on their death, a source of innumerable difficulties, or of a division of
estates. The designation of a preferred heir was not new: Roman testamentary
law allowed it. But the combination of an emphasis on male succession and
primogeniture was destined to preserve the integrity of family possessions
against younger sons and kinsfolk: there are examples from the Loire valley in
the roros and the practice would spread across north-western Europe in the
first instance during the following century. A further path was opened up by
the freeing of marriage. By taking wives exogamously, outside one’s own kin-
group, and by founding the union not on kin interest but on mutual attraction
(dilectio) and free will (consensus), one might hope to escape the intervention of
relatives. Such a practice was obviously of interest for the humblest; Roman
law, moreover, as well as the Bible, enjoined it. Carolingian church legislation
had already laid down exogamy as the norm, and in 1025 Gerard of Cambrai
was to back this up with sanctions.® It was a key force for the liberation of the
individual. But the pressure exerted by the lineage mentioned eatlier shows
that it would take a long time to triumph.

THE CONTINUING STRENGTH OF FREEDOM

The church asserted it, and both Roman and Germanic law testified to it: the
‘normal’ man was a free man. He had free disposition of his own body, his
goods, his arms; he assisted in the doing of justice, and sustained the prince.
Even if he held lands by service, he could leave them and take up another
holding. The ideal culminated in the hermit, released from all control and
pethaps for that very reason venerated and consulted, as Otto III did St
Romuald. Nevertheless, once military skill demanded time for training which
work on the fields did not allow, once the complexity of cases and laws coming
before tribunals could only be determined by experts, and once the difficulties
of subsistence farming meant that workers could not take time off whenever
they felt like it — in short, once liberty found its limits — the Roman notion of
freedom would become no more than a word. And this was indeed the position
for a very large number of people in the tenth century, though not without
variations.

3 Acta synodi Atrebatensi a Gerardo Cameracensi et Atrebatensi episcapo celebrata anno 1025, pp. 2—5.
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Leaving aside for the moment those whose wealth or office placed them
beyond all constraints and enabled them to command others, the group of free
men, the overwhelming majority of the population, can be divided into at least
three groups, which can be distinguished juridically more easily than economi-
cally. The highest group was made up of those who were subject only to public
authority, either of the count or of the king, who presided at tribunals and gave
their opinion as well as enjoying established rights over public land: the allodial
landowners (from al-od, property held absolutely). They will be known as
Schoffenbarfreien at the Germanic mallus, sokmen at the Anglo-Saxon shiregemot, ari-
manniin the Lombard plain, boni homines in Catalonia, or simply /bers, as in Gaul.
Since they did not make extensive donations to the church their traces in the
documents surviving to us are limited; but the /oc7in northern France which are
not part of large estates, the contracts of thirty years’ rent followed by outright
ownership which formed the aprisio of Languedoc, the pressura of Catalonia,
and the escalio of Aragon (this whole region is rich in documentation) from
about 820 or 850 onwards, the isolated casalia of Tuscany, Sabina and the banks
of the Po, as well as the casae of the Auvergne and perhaps the Breton ran, all
show the vitality of the free peasantry. Archaeology has demonstrated, in the
proto-villages of the ninth and tenth centuties, the existence of large family
enclosures which were certainly not dependent on a lord. In turn, the /Zbri tradi-
tionum of northern France or the Empire beyond the Rhine multiply examples
of the rights held by these villani or pagenses: access to common lands or to
assarts which wetre to encroach on the commons at the end of the tenth
century, in Cerdafia, Normandy and northern Italy. One would like to be able
to assess the proportion which this large group represented: as has been said,
the sources are often silent, but in Catalonia around 99o (80%) of the charters
recording exchanges in favour of the church concern it, and fifty years later in
the Maconnais the figure would be 60%. At the point when seigneurial organ-
isation was being established, this group cleatly presented an obstacle, and
there are indeed numerous signs of the efforts of the powerful to force the
allodial peasantry to submit themselves to their authority, either by personal
commendation or by ‘receiving’ their lands back in dependent tenure. We find
these from 975 in Provence, from 1010 in Tuscany and the Thames valley, and
from ro40 in Latium and the Loire valley. Public authority, however, had an
interest in supporting such free men, and in those regions where comital power
remained strong that is what counts did: in the valleys of the Scheldt, Meuse
and Rhine, in Bavaria and Saxony, allodial lands (Ziger) remained protected.

Nevertheless, the importance of large estates, to which we shall return, is
undeniable. Even if he made use of some domestic labour, the master was
forced to lease out lands. This was a very ancient ‘system’, known from the
times of antiquity with its peasant coloni who paid a rent (canon or tasca) on the

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



Rural economy and conntry life 35

holdings granted to them and who came to owe — but from when? —labour ser-
vices on their proprietor’s own lands. Since we know of the status of these
men, for the most part juridically free but all economically dependent, only
from the texts of the ninth century, especially the great (so-called ‘Carolingian’)
polyptichs, there have been and still are fierce scholarly debates about them,
which can be passed over here, since from goo or 950 at the latest the silence of
the sources is so profound that the debate is irrelevant to us. What we appear to
see, around the millennium, is fairly simple. Either in nuclear families or in
groups, people held, in return for rent, tenancies thought capable of sustaining
them and yielding a surplus with which they could meet their obligations to
their lords: the Germanic hoba, the Anglo-Saxon hide, the mansus of Romance-
speaking lands or the Italian colonica. There is no space here to go into the prob-
lems of surface area (ranging from 2 to 24 hectares!), of service obligations, of
the nature of renders or the right to commute services. Some of these prob-
lems are connected with the origins of the seigneurie, and will be dealt with
there. We shall also not spend much time on certain kinds of tenancy, as for
example those used by the church (the censuales ot saintenrs of Lotharingia and
the lands beyond the Rhine), which the church alone thought were more
favourable than other kinds, because in theory their holders were covered by
the mantle of ecclesiastical protection, though the price for this was heavy per-
sonal taxation. The common characteristic of all these men was straightfor-
ward: they were free, served in the army, and were perhaps still able to make
themselves heard in public judicial assemblies. But they were weighed down by
severe financial exactions which set severe limits on their freedom: they could
leave, they could choose wives from elsewhere, but they were then excluded
from the group which surrounded them. Their freedom, it has been said, was
‘the freedom to choose their lord’.*

Some became irrevocably attached to their lords and so came to form a third
group: these were men of service (domestics, Dienstminner) charged by their
lords with tasks of administration or supervision (gffiales, ministeriales).
Generally free (though in Germany they were to become servile), their
numbers expanded once the relaxation of the ‘system’ forced their masters to
delegate tasks. One finds them from between 920 and 1000, throughout the
zone stretching from Burgundy to Bavatia and from the Alps to the lower
Rhine, at the head of outlying estates, as ‘mayors’ or supervisors; some also had
military careers. Normally they lived from a portion of land granted by their
lord and from dues, which makes us suppose that they often abused their posi-
tions and were detested.

Allodial landowners, tenants, officials: these men were free, but free in the

* A phrase used by the Marxist historian Bessmertniy (1976).

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



36 ROBERT FOSSIER

shadow of the powerful. This is why they were tempted to gather round the
powerful and support them. We are still along way from the rural assemblies of
the twelfth century or even from the active confraternities of the eleventh, but
the seeds for these developments were sown in the tenth century, in various
ways. First, some of these groups were able to obtain tenancy arrangements
which were particulatly supple and advantageous. This was the case with a
number of southern groups: the Zbellarii of northern Italy or Umbria at the end
of the tenth century, and the aprisionarii of Catalonia and Languedoc fifty years
eatlier. Once the emphyteutic lease was ovet, they could become ownets of a
part of their holdings, and enjoyed guarantees of justice and free access to the
saltus, commmunia, terra francorum, even freedom from mercantile tolls. Further
north the situation was less favourable, but it is there that we can find convivial
meetings providing the basis for conscious solidarity. Groups formed around a
patron saint or a drinking-bout are clearly visible from the tenth century
onwards at London, Exeter and Cambridge, and scarcely later on the
Scandinavian coasts (Bitka and Hedeby), then down the Rhine and at St
Gallen, and in the early eleventh century in the Low Countties, in the valleys of
the Meuse and the Scheldt. True, these drykkia ot ghelda ox potaciones are genet-
ally found in the towns, but their rural echoes are undeniable. Hete are the
beginnings of those rural solidarities which were to be one of the features of
rural life so visible in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. Perhaps because of a
shortage of sources elsewhere, we do not find rural communities outside Spain
before about 1020; their early development in Spain was no doubt favoured by
the incipient reconguista. Was it, at the beginning, merely a question of groups of
fideles fighting against Islam (sagreres), or was it already a matter of agreements
amongst peasants (consejos)? In any case, the first allusions to franquezas can be
found from 975—80 onwards in Catalonia, around Cerdafia. There one finds
Jurados (pethaps elected?), who supervise good justice, and paciariz, who main-
tain public order and watch over the observance of custom. These are not yet
fueros, the fors of the period after 1050, but the use of the term burgenses around
1020 to designate these peasants — armed, it should be noted — says much about
the stages which had already been passed through. When the local church has
become a place of refuge and the houses, now regrouped, are surrounded by a
palisade (Etter in the German-speaking regions), the group of free peasants
can emerge from the shades of anonymity: a text from the Maconnais of 928
calls them the melior pars.®

5 Recueil des chartes de ' abbaye de Cluny, ed. A. Bernard and A. Bruel, 11, no. 1240, p. 328.
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THE PLACE OF THE DEPENDANT

Responding to a question posed by a count, an officer of the Carolingian court
declared that ‘there are only two kinds of men, free and slave (servus)’. But in
1042 a text from the archives of Cluny could speak of ‘two free men, of whom
oneisaserf (servus)’.” At the very core of the subject being treated here, there is
obscurity and confusion. Historians cannot rescue themselves by talking of
certain men as ‘half-free’: liberty is indivisible, though one may possess it in a
different sense from one’s neighbour. To make it still more difficult, it is pre-
cisely between goo and 1020 that an essential characteristic of unfreedom
emerged. Let us try to see more cleatly.

First of all, it should be said that there is no doubt that real personal servi-
tude, that is to say animals with human faces, continued to exist. This wondet-
ful heritage of antiquity, which Byzantium and Islam were to revive cheerfully,
remained solid, even if Africans and Goths had given way to Slavs (who from
Charlemagne’s time gave the institution their name) or Scandinavians. The
church condemned the institution, indeed, but very gently: many of its digni-
taries, especially in southern Europe, fed and exploited these human cattle.
Anyway, she did not admit slaves to her own ranks, and preached acceptance of
one’s lot in this world in view of the world to come, while at the same time
denouncing the Jews guilty of sustaining the trade. It is difficult to estimate the
size of this rural labour force: serving-women and concubines, carters, or
seamstresses in the women’s workshops, were carefully and separately spec-
ified, and some polyptichs, moreover, distinguish mancipia (a neuter noun) from
other subject persons, servi. Their presence is visible only in the occasional allu-
sion to the slave trade, at Cambrai, Verdun, Magdeburg or Chur, where in the
tenth century the bishop still levied a tax on the sale of any person. Beyond
the Channel, those who were shipped at Hull and Bristol around the end of the
tenth century, for destinations in Scandinavia and the Islamic world, were
probably Welsh and Irish people, boys and gitls ‘fattened up’ before sale.
Further south, in Lombardy and the Iberian peninsula around Venice and
Barcelona, the embarcation-points for the Islamic wotld, slaves undoubtedly
formed the bulk of the peasants and shepherds working on the great estates.
These were real slave-gangs, and rebelled as such, for example in Leén in 975
and in Lombardy in 980, before they were savagely put down as in all slave
wars. True, there were manumissions, either by charter, following the ritual of
antiquity (per cartulam), or by the more recent ritual of the penny placed on the
head (per denarinm). There are examples of this in Catalonia around 950, in
Provence around 96o, in Le6n in 985 and in Lombardy around 1000, but it

® MGH Cap1,no0. 58, p. 145: Responsa misso cnidam data, c. 1.
7 Recueil des chartes de Pabbaye de Cluny, ed. A. Bernard and A. Bruel, 1v, no. 3380, pp. 475—7.
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should be recognised that it was really the Christianisation of the Slavs and
Hungarians before or around the millennium, coupled with the economic
difficulties of the Byzantine empire after the death of Basil II and of the
Islamic world faced by Seljuk attacks, which were the real causes of the decline
of slavery. Moreover, this was never final: slavery continued in existence.
These beings deprived of all rights were not the only bondmen, as they were
known in Anglo-Saxon England. Numerous others are found in the texts,
people whom a long historiographical tradition has agreed to call ‘setfs’, even
though the word servus is not necessarily the commonest term used by con-
temporary sources, which prefer more complicated but more precise designa-
tions such as bomines de corpore, homines de capite, homines proprii ot homines cotidiani
(terms all making clear their dependence on a lord), or others stressing their
subordinate role, such as wanuales, bordarii ot Hausdiener. Their existence and
status were the subject of excited debates among the historians of the 1950s.
Nowadays we are less concerned with the issue, primarily because they did not
make up a very large part of the population. In Bavaria their share has been
estimated at 18% around 1030, and this would appear to be on the high side;
there were very few in Italy and Spain, or further north in Normandy or
Picardy, though they were more numerous in central France and beyond the
Channel and the Rhine. It seems clear that their appearance, from the end of
the eighth century at the latest, was the product of a number of phenomena,
though these themselves are not easy to study: former domestic slaves housed
(¢asati) on a holding who gradually freed themselves; freemen who had volun-
tarily entered servitude to secutre protection; domestic personnel (szpendarii,
nutriti) whose humiliating position had caused them to be regarded as unfree;
tenants who had become incapable of meeting their obligations and so
excluded from freedom. It seems certain that the transformations of lordship
of the tenth and eatly eleventh centuries accelerated the process. These
people were, first of all, economically affected; they would henceforth be
expected to do days of labour service, and the payments by the next genera-
tion for succession to their holdings would allow lords to reclaim the whole or
a part of the wealth they had accumulated. Even their marriages, because of
the consequences for their succession, could be supervised and taxed (warita-
ginm, merched), although these constraints do not seem to have been either
established or typical. In the end their lot — their reduced quantity of freedom,
the ‘stain’, the pensum servitutis which would be invoked from around 1000 in
Italy — was undoubtedly characterised by exclusion and mistrust: they did not
bear arms or attend public coutts, were pursued with hounds if they fled and
chastised if they committed a crime, were rejected by women of a different
status, were confined to one corner in the church. They were not beasts — they
were baptised, could possess moveable property and have skills — but it is clear
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that ‘servitude’ was a pillar of the authority of lords. To these we must now
turn.

THE RICH

Itis an established tradition of European historiography to concentrate on the
small handful of the very powerful. There ate two powerful explanations for
this persistent distortion of our view of the past. First, almost the whole of our
written documentation, and often a large part of the archaeological evidence,
tells us about them. Medieval history has for a long time appeared as a tedious
sequence of trivial conflicts between lords and clerics. The second, more sig-
nificant reason is that this tenth of the population ruled over the others and
determined their destiny, especially in the countryside. Their problems have
come to flood the history of the period: ‘feudal society’ or ‘feudalism’ are the
terms used. Let us try to sort out the essentials, beyond what has already been
said when we discussed the family.

Wealth at this time undoubtedly meant land; those who owned large chunks
of it ruled over others. It is practically impossible to make any assessment of
the size of these great estates before about 1050—80; even those of the church
evade any estimate. True, the hundreds. of thousands of hectares possessed by
the great monasteries of the early middle ages had been partially dispersed, but
it has been suggested that ecclesiastical lands amounted to about 25—30% of
the total, and that public property and the lands of the warrior aristocracy
amounted together to about as much again. The slaves and tenants just dis-
cussed lived on these estates, which were generally exploited indirectly: these
were to form the basis of the seigneuries still being established. But at this time
it was the ties between men which were of greatest significance, and which
wove lineage solidarities on the one hand and the great mass of dependants
and servants on the other into the familia, the word used to refer to the collec-
tivity of those who lived around and were dependent on a lord.

The formation of aloyal but greedy clientele around the rich, who expected
aid and counsel from it, goes a long way back and is an inherent characteristic
of an inegalitarian society. At the time we are considering, the difficulties of
subsistence and the dangers of the environment could only lead to a general
spread of such accretions of amici, parentes and homines around anyone owning
significant granaries. If besides this he was also invested with some public
function, even if this was only theoretical, the pressures making for such an
accretion would only be the greater. The presence in or near to the lord’s resi-
dence of nutriti ot prebendarii, dependants ot impoverished relatives whom the
lord sustained, familiares, criados, gasindi, geneats, to cite a few varied terms,
charged with guarding the lord or some other task, created a familial
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atmosphere which has led to the description of this whole aristocratic ambi-
ence as ‘smelling of the household loaf’. This complex served as a basis for at
least three elements.

The man who fed others and could protect them (the ‘giver of bread’, the
Saxon blaford), whose riches translated into generous presents and favours and
an open table, lived nobiliter, that is to say without calculating, giving openly,
even wastefully. He who did not was thus zgnobilis, ignoble, as was the case with
the pauper or the merchant. The immediate problem is thus the nature of
‘nobility’, which has so greatly divided historians. Some see in it a supreme
group, the only one to enjoy all the elements of liberty, even in the face of
public authority where this existed. Others have supposed that in the tenth
century it was the blood link with the Carolingians which alone conferred
nobility; some have established a link with a real or supposed devolution of
public authority. But it is generally agreed that, in this period at least, nobility
was an indication of pure blood which was kept in being by a systematic
endogamy practised in spite of the efforts of the church to break up its rivals.
That did not make every great landowner automatically a ‘noble’, but he could
live like one, could aspire to become one, and nothing stops us assuming that
his peasants knew something about this too.

By contrast, the establishing of firm personal ties between lord and depen-
dants did not have to take account of this criterion of ‘nobility’. One is sur-
rounded by those commended to one because it is better to keep them on a
short rein. We know, moreover, that the Carolingians actively encouraged these
practices, which were old established but seemed to them a means of moulding
society more closely around them. The rites of vassalage are known from the
end of the eighth century, and throughout our period they survived and spread.
It should be noted, however, that they were still not cleatly fixed, for in 1020
Bishop Fulbert of Chartres was to explain to the duke of Aquitaine the duties —
all negative, incidentally — which he could expect from homage.® Naturally, it is
the material counterpart to this engagement which is of concern to us, because
the commended person, having become the man and hence in theory the equal
of the more powertul lord, had to perform tasks (these were still called gpera,
‘works’, in Saxony in 936°) to justify the gift received. At any rate this was a fre-
quent arrangement, though vassalage without a material counterpart is still
cleatly visible in Germany around 1020, and equally we find grants of land
without homage in Italy around the same time. Such grants were also old-estab-
lished usage, simple temporary loans of land (laen, Lebn, prestimonio), then per-
manent concessions soon to become hereditary. This is not the place to survey
the development of ‘feudalism’ and the distortions which marked it from 1020
onwards, but its role in reinforcing the aristocratic group at a time when, as we

8 Fulbert, ¢p. 51. ? Ganshof (1955), p. 71.
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have seen, the peasantry were beginning to form their own solidarities made a
significant contribution to the hardening of rural society.

This was especially true if the bearing of arms was to become the virtual
monopoly of a restricted group. The idea that every free man was a soldier had
never vanished. Beyond the Channel, the Anglo-Saxon fyrd was still not seri-
ously shaken; but on the continent more and more use was made of heavy
cavalry, which excluded the peasant and reduced him to the level of a subsidi-
ary force, patrol, watch or substitute. Henceforth the soldier par excellence, the
miles, would be the man on horseback, the chevalier or Ritter. But the Germanic
languages preserved the domestic origins of such men: Krecht (i.e. servant),
knight. The familia of the rich contained enough vigorous boys to make good
knights. These were the people armed to defend the lord, though at first it was
not necessary to make them into vassals or choose only the noble for the
purpose. The milites, who appear from about 920—50 in southern Europe and
from about 98o—1000 in the north, were soldiers in the making, fed, equipped
and lodged in their lord’s residence. In Germany they were even recruited from
among the ranks of the servile. Because of the need for convenient access to
the services expected of them and the cost of their arms it was self-evident
that they were casati, garrisoned, and that they had to do homage. This develop-
ment, which came to mean that the prestige of the warrior, that of one who
had joined an elite litia after the magical ceremony of dubbing, was so great
that a noble would no longer refuse it and would even strive after it, is already
visible, but these elements were not to fuse until around 1100, and in some
places even later; around the year 1000 they were still unquestionably distinct.

The study of rural society, which is to say of almost the whole of society, has
of necessity taken us to the edge of scholarly fields which need further discus-
sion. A general survey of human society was needed. It will have been noted,
finally, that if the inequalities of wealth, rights and power were very strongly
marked, the general environment within which all social levels operated had a
certain homogeneity. The main reason which can be given for this is that every-
one in our period was engaged in what I have called a process of regrouping
(encellulement), a process which seems to me the most important feature of the
break marked in European history by the millennium.

ENCELLULEMENT'Y

There is a solid European historiographical tradition which sees in the coun-
tryside of fields and villages which still surrounds us an ancient and even a

19 Translator’s note: the French term has been retained here and elsewhere to describe the social, eco-
nomic and political process of human regrouping accompanied by a restriction of horizons which
divided society up into ‘cells’.
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natural state of affairs. Current upheavals within rural society should, however,
make us reflect on whether similar transformations may not have taken place in
more distant periods. To put it another way: the ‘unchanging serenity of the
fields’ and ‘the eternal village’ are figures of the mind. Historians of antiquity,
seduced by the disappearance of towns or of some zillae, have hardly asked
themselves about the state of the Roman countryside, and this is even more
true of the lands beyond the Rhine—Danube Zmes. Supported by archaeology, it
can be said that an organised field system, that is to say one underpinned by a
network of paths, and the village itself, are creations of the European middle
ages, and that itis precisely in the period before the millennium that we can find
the first signs of it.

NEW FORMS OF LAND-MANAGEMENT

Since even excavations do not provide an indisputable image of what was
going on before the millennium, textual evidence ought to alert the historian to
the changes taking place amongst human groupings. The first sign of this is the
appearance of new terms to denote equally new forms of exploitation of the
soil: ce/la and eurtis decline, and even villa tends to take on more of the meaning
of ‘village’; mansus petsists, as does hide, but the words lose their association
with obligations and come to mean merely ‘a holding with a house’. Terms
denoting fragments of land — sors, massa, quarterium, area, locus — follow close
behind, and these features are evidently very different from the mansionale,
villare and casale of an eatlier period. At the same time unambiguous expres-
sions underline the movement of population: congregatio hominum, instanratio ten-
imentornm. In short, there are obvious signs of a transition from the former
fluidity in the rural habitat to the framework shaping the rural life with which
we are familiar today. These are signs of a regrouping and a taking control of
men, reassembled into fixed points within the cells of the seigneurie, a process
which I have termed encellulement.

Besides the general causes for the upheavals which Europe knew at this
time, spoken of earlier, various explanations have been offered for these con-
centrations of population. The decline of tribal wars, for example, and the
turning by warriors to more local horizons have been used to explain the quest
for authority and profit which required a closer control over the inhabitants of
the countryside. So has a decline in rudimentary agricultural methods such as
gathering, shifting animal husbandry and long-fallow cultivation, which imply
a fixing of the cultivated area and a more determined exploitation of the uncul-
tivated area. It has also been suggested that the evolution of family structure
was accompanied by the presence or the persistence of human groupings such
as the hundred (centena, hundreda) or even simply parishes. All these possible
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explanations — even though the prime mover in the chain of causation would
still need to be identified — are not mutually exclusive, and none of them will be
privileged here. Butit will be necessary to examine the clearest signs of a move-
ment whose beginnings are perhaps found between 920 and 950 on the south-
ern flank of Europe, between 980 and 1010 in the region from the Atlantic
coast to the Rhine, and still later beyond the Channel and the Rhine, even if this
periodisation is perhaps principally determined by the survival of sources.

If the general tendency towards a disaggregation of the great domains of
the early middle ages is borne in mind alongside the effects we have just seen, it
seems certain that, by contrast with these elements of disintegration, there was
a hard core of demesne lands which resisted all tendencies towards dismem-
berment, and there were even powerful trends towards the accumulation of
lands, especially in the hands of churches and the chief holders of banal
powers. Ecclesiastical documents, for example, show the abbey of St
Emmeram in Regensburg holding 21% of its lands in demesne between 1000
and 1030; in England, the figures for the abbey of Burton and the bishopric of
Winchester are 40% and 22% respectively. Establishments like Farfa or Monte
Cassino in Italy, Seo d’Urgel or Liebana in Spain and Saint-Amand or Saint-
Bavo in Flanders largely succeeded in reconstructing their patrimonies, often
at the expense of allodial peasants who sought protection from these monas-
teries. As far as we can trace their activities, lay magnates did the same: in
Catalonia, Provence and Latium, where documents reveal their activities after
950, there were substantial concentrations of estates (congregatio fundorum).
Economic motives evidently lie at the root of this, for the appetite of the rich
was directed towards soils with good yields or tithes providing a reliable
income which was stopped by uncanonical means from reaching its intended
recipient. The church, of course, legislated against this (the councils of Trosly
and Coblenz, in 9og and 922 respectively) or protested (Ingelheim and Saint-
Denis, in 948 and 992 respectively) or threatened (Seligenstadt in 1022); but in
vain.

The other side of this process, the disintegration of large estates, can be
fairly precisely dated by the development of acts recording sales or exchanges
of lands between laymen and the church, which is evidently a more striking
sign of a search for profit than the decrease of gifts made in alms; the effect of
the latter was no doubt much the same, but the spiritual component can distort
our judgement. In almost all the regions where it has been possible to count
such things, the peak of change appears to fall between 950 and 1025. This is
true of the changes in alotissements'! in Lotharingia, of gifts in Germany, of the
dissolving of contracts of aprisio in Languedoc. It is difficult, especially given

" Allocations of small parcels of land.
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the details, which get in the way, to follow the broad trend of exploitation in
different regions each with its own peculiarities. We may simplify by distin-
guishing between three large zones with different trends.

England, the Seine basin and its neighbouring regions, the main part of
Lotharingia and Germany displayed two related trends. The first is the weaken-
ing of the ties, which in these regions had been strong, between dependent ten-
ancies and the remaining lands held in demesne. The Villikationsverfassung, to
use the German term (the ‘manorial system’ of English historians), began to
break down, especially on its edges, where more distant centres gained their
autonomy. One of the human consequences of this relaxation was to cause the
lord’s hand to fall more heavily on those peasants remaining under his control.
From Dijon to Lorsch, from Saint-Bertin to Regensburg, the tenants close at
hand were severely exploited, while their counterparts further away largely
freed themselves. The other feature is the division of the unit of exploitation
into two (Halbbufe) or tour (Viertel, quartier vergée), or even eight, as in England
(bovate). The typical holding shrank from 1o—12 hectares to 3 or 4, and the new
terms which appeat, ¢roada in Lotharingia (from corvée?) or the boe/imported by
the Scandinavians, seem to imply the same size.

Southern France and northern Spain, where the links between the different
parts of the estate had always been loose, followed a different route. The initial
core, the mas donmenc, the domenicatura,lost control over outlying holdings. Since
the dependent holdings in this zone seem to have had single tenants and not to
have been distributed in parcels across the fields as they were further north,
each of the mas thus liberated was able to form a new little unit. There was
often a survival of a render (fasca, agriére), which recalled the ancient domanial
link, and this can be seen in words like condaminawhich reek of dependency, but
these are mere fossils. Besides, the comparatively dispersed nature of settle-
mentand the extent of uncultivated lands in those zones not much favoured by
nature allowed the expansion of these isolated as, often by usurpation, up to a
size of several dozen hectares.

Italy remained a special case, even if we disregard the contrast between the
Lombard plain and the rest of the peninsula. Here the cur#is held out against
disintegration in some areas, but two elements shook this coherence: the leases
granted per /ibello to the peasants gave them a lot of elbow-room, largely to their
benefit, if their holding (sors) was not in the immediate ambit of the curzes; and
in Latium if not in Lombardy the phenomenon of encellulement (here known as
incastellamento), which here took precocious and powerful forms, broke up the
domanial network more completely than in any other region.

These varied developments had important consequences for the general
condition of dependants. The loosening of ties with the demesne affected ser-
vices first of all, especially day-works and plough-works. The time was near
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when the lord, tited of seeing these performed badly or not at all, would have
them commuted for a money payment, liberating the well-off peasant and
crushing the poorer one. Then the rents which custom would gradually fix at
an unchangeable level became divided into two parts: a render in kind or in
silver (once it had begun to circulate again) at a bearable level, or else a portion
of the harvest (fasca, champari) whose interest for the tenant lay in the possibility
of escaping from the consequence of climatic fluctuations, so that he would
try to make this a more general practice from about 1020—30, especially on
newly cultivated lands. In this context we must also note that the subdivision of
peasant tenures reached a new low level, around 3 or 4 hectares (though still
with immense variations —in Catalonia around 1050 between 1 and 19 hectares,
for example!). This situation can be explained in two ways: either, and this is the
optimistic view, technical progress meant that 1o hectares were no longer
required to feed a family, or else demographic growth and the evolution of the
family proceeded so fast that they forced the break-up and an overloading of
tenements.

We can now see why we needed to make this survey of cultivated lands
before examining the environment. The allodialists, whether large or small,
who continued to direct their exploitation of the land, and the tenants, over-
crowded or not, who wete freed from ‘demesne’ constraints, formed a mobile
mass, juridically freer and available to be regrouped. True, powerful owners
already possessing their ‘men’ or even their slaves continued to exist. Equally,
the disintegration of the ‘system’ had its negative aspect, for example the wors-
ening of the lot of the poorest. But the general effect of encellulement was posi-
tive.

THE REORGANISATION OF THE ENVIRONMENT.

The floating mass of the peasantry had hitherto lacked centres around which
they could crystallise the disparate and disorganised environment inherited
from the preceding centuries. It was not enough to scatter their huts haphaz-
ardly within a clearing, not even enough to give a name to this agglomeration;
there had to be a coherent organisation there, so that a state of mind could take
hold. Augustine said that what made a town was ‘not walls, but minds’; some-
thing similar could be said of the countryside.

It seems to me to start with that it was the dead who fixed the living, The
ancient necropolises were laid out along the roads leaving towns, and those of
the eatly medieval countryside on the edges of the lands between settlements,
always far from housing, perhaps because of a fear of the dead which the
Christian church would slowly uproot, though hardly before goo. Thenceforth,
especially as regards magnates, it was, as has been said, psychologically very
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important to live alongside one’s ancestors, to respect them, even to consult
them. And since it was hardly easy to move them about, there was a tendency to
group settlement around tombs; archaeology has shown, for the whole of
northern and north-western Europe at least, that the cemeteries and the pro-
tected areas surrounding them which enjoyed peace and functioned as assem-
bly-grounds (atia), and are still in use today, date from the tenth century, not
before. Indeed, the necropolises of the preceding centuries, set in the open
countryside, were abandoned at this time: the cemeteries of Normandy or
Wiirttemberg were no longer used after 850 ot goo. Unfortunately for histo-
rians, the accompanying disappearance of funerary goods and the practice of
burying in shrouds of perishable material often mean that dating these new
village cemeteries is difficult. Where it has been possible it is by no means
uncommon to find that the field of the dead, the ‘second village’, is earlier than
the parish church, as in Lévezou or in lower Saxony. Moreover, the council of
Tribur (895) enjoined the separation of church and cemetery, and if that of
Toul (971) prescribed the establishing of a cemetery in the middle of each
Christian village, it did not require it to be located next to the church.

It is evidently the latter which came to be the heart of the new village, so
much so that right across Europe it still symbolises the rural settlement. It is
not our purpose here to discuss the slowness with which a parochial system
was established, once the Mediterranean shores had been left behind. It is suffi-
cient to recall that around 920 the diocese of Paderborn, which amounted to
about 3000 km?, had no more than twenty-nine parishes, and that there were
no morte than 3500 in the whole of Germany. As for church buildings them-
selves, even if there is no shortage of buildings whose foundations are older
than the tenth century, nothing shows that they acted as a focal point for settle-
mentin that eatlier period. The example of the fana of antiquity or of Christian
oracnla in the open countryside are enough to show that this was not necessary.
On the other hand, we know that rural Christianisation often took the form —
in Gaul or Saxony, for example — of establishing a baptismal font at the centre
of a fundus, an isolated great estate; the fact that this practice allowed the devel-
opment of the proprietary church (Eigenkirche), with implications evidently
counter to the spirit of canon law, is not our problem here. What seems most
clearly established is the breaking-up of the giant rural parishes of previous
centuries (the plebes cum oraculis) into more modest units capable of stabilising a
small group of the faithful. This phenomenon has been noted for the pievi in
Latium between 950 and 1020, in Auvergne and Poitou before 1050, where the
word parrochia comes to replace the word vi/la as the term for a nucleated settle-
ment, and later on further north. By and large the former kernel preserved a
certain primacy over the subsidiary units established within its initial territory,
and the present-day parish map often still shows this; but sometimes the
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churches established in the villages on the uplands led to the remorseless aban-
doning lower down of the old parochial core church (NNiederkirche).

If the bell-tower around which the members of the parish came together
was a symbol of the village, the castle itself was the symbol of the middle ages.
But if for now I merely touch on it, it is because I think it developed later than
the other two crystallisation points for the reshaping of settlement, where it
developed at all — something which justifies our restricting the concept of zncas-
tellamento to those regions where its role is clearly established. To set up a for-
tified location for assemblies protecting and exploiting men is a phenomenon
found in all ages. For the centuries immediately preceding those we are here
concerned with, archacology has clearly revealed both the ancient and revived
oppida which still served as royal palaces in Germany in the tenth century (as at
Werla and Tilleda, but also further west), and also the huge earthworks of a
more recent age (some seventh- or eighth-, some tenth-century) found in the
Auvergne, in Normandy, in England or in the Palatinate (Ringwallen, ringworks,
etc.). The original feature of the tenth century was the way in which Europe
came to bristle with strengthened buildings, towers first of wood and then
from the end of the tenth century of stone (turris, dunio), set up on a natural or
man-made elevated site, surrounded by a moat and possibly a protective enclo-
sure (bailey), and designated by revealing terms — motte, rocca, podia, colli —
echoed in modern terms like Wasserburg and ‘moated site’. Their location was
rarely chosen at random: they were set up at an ancient assembly-ground
(Maine, Oxfordshire), a Roman mansio (Piedmont, Burgundy), a villa ot casa
(Lombardy, Auvergne, Rhineland), or a cult site (in the Liégeois). Such loca-
tions, especially when we note that there was a strategically superior site nearby
which could have been chosen instead, show that the aim was much more one
of economic surveillance and of social control than of military utilisation.

The material and judicial status of these constructions is fairly well known.
Everywhere whete public authority retained its force such towers were built
only with permission, generally from the count, with or without a genuine dev-
olution of powers in the form of rega/ia. Usurpations by daring allodialists were
not unknown, but they rarely survived without either punishment or, more fre-
quently, retrospective legitimisation. Anyway, it could also come about that the
rights of control over the men of a neighbouring village (mandamentum, salva-
mentum, potestas) were granted subsequently, either to a landowner who had
behaved himself, here functioning as a deputy, or to a military leader whose
support was needed (castlania in Languedoc and Catalonia). The very force of
things meant that possession of a towet, especially where no effective public
power could watch over the protection of the villagers, implied the possibility
of gaining jurisdiction over them (districtus) or exploiting them (feorum in
England); this was the core of the seigneurial unit. One can thus understand
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the ties between the powerful man and those without whose aid he could not
have built his tower: it has been calculated that forty labourers would have
needed fifty days’ work to put up a small round motte 1o metres in height and
30 Metres actoss.

The rhythms of growth, which can be revealed only by archaeology (textual
evidence being largely absent), are also fairly well known. Once again it was
southern Europe which set the pace, perhaps because of the disappearance of
higher authority and because of local disturbances and conquests. In Italy the
movement began in the peninsula around 920, and around 96o—7o in the
Lombard plain, with about 120 castles in Sabina by 1050, for example; in
Catalonia, with the help of the reconquista, the starting point was 950—G6o, with
nearly seventy towers by 1025; in Provence and Languedoc it was between 980
and 1020, often on fiscal lands, with a hundred castles between Lubéron and
Costiéres before 1030; by this last date some 150 castles had also been built in
the Massif Central since 970—80. The further north one goes, the later the
beginning: in Poitou it was around 980, but with only fifteen castles being built
before 1020, as in the Maconnais. North of the Loire the movement did not get
going until after the millennium, in Anjou and Normandy hardly before
1030—40. The wave crossed the channel with the Conqueror from about 1070,
and beyond the Seine everything changes around 1060—80. In the Low
Countries, Lotharingia and the regions beyond the Rhine it was closer to 1100,
well beyond the temporal limits of this chapter.

Of course there was a gap between the building of the castle and develop-
ment of an accompanying control over men. Sometimes its lord was able to
use force to regroup the peasantry around his rocca in a castro ot castelnau, a
development favoured by geography in Italy, Provence, Gascony or Catalonia.
Surrounded by professional horsemen (caballarii castri) he was able to control
the fortification, carry out police duties and summon before his court at least
those cases involving lesser justice. As castlan ot castellanus he was the protector
and the lord of custom (consuetudo castri, ins munitionis). The relative solidarity of
the peasantry in these parts may have forced him to behave more circum-
spectly: in Auvergne and the Languedoc he will have used persuasion, promis-
ing benefits to those peasants who came to populate the barris which linked
together at the foot of his walls. A better way was to attract artisans whose
work would maintain the equipment of the group living in the castle and who
soon, headed by the smith (faber, fevre. ferrario), would give a lead to the rustics.
Further north violence was less customary, since dukes, counts, kings and
emperors were not just vague memories in these regions. Frequently the
regrouping of men preceded the appearance of the castle, which would arise a
generation later all the richer and more powerful. In Burgundy, villages were
formed by the spontaneous grouping of inhabited mansi (here called 7zeix), the
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kernel of a community which would soon gain self-consciousness; in Picardy
and Wiirttemberg the palisade (cingle, Etfer) which surrounded the settlement
shows that it came first, and here the castle did not engulf the village, but rather
looked out over it. In England, the association between dwellings and markets,
the distance of the castle and powerful constraints of public or communal
obligation (such as armed service in the fyrd in Anglo-Saxon England) charac-
terised this slow development. In the end, however, it undermined overall
freedom.

BOUNDARIES AND HOUSES

It would have been good to conclude this attempt to classify settlements by
saying something on the problems posed by their external appearance. But
here we have far more questions than answers. It is much the same with the
state of the cultivated area over which the villages, once formed, extended their
control and exploitation. To estimate the extent to which they mastered it we
would have to be able to say that the full network of roads and paths was in
place. Here archaeology is powetless: there have been attempts in England,
Alsace or around Limbourg to date either the hedgerows or the fields
(Ackerberg), but the results are too uncertain for such distant periods. There
remain the texts from the Sabina, from Burgundy and from Catalonia in the
tenth century which mention boundaries. Alas, three times out of four the
scribe mentions the name of neighbours or of a natural feature, and only one
in four a road. The conclusion must be that around the millennium the field
pattern was not yet established, but still in the course of formation. There is
only one exception, of which historians of southern Europe have made a great
deal: the traces of Roman centuriation. A number of authors have claimed that
field layouts were based on the squares of the centuriation system, and have
offered examples from Languedoc and Lombardy. Filled with the desire to
emulate this, others have wanted to see centuriation everywhere, even in those
places where it would be quite irrational to suppose it. Quite apart from the fact
that the architectural remains of antiquity do not coincide with modern cadast-
ers, which are likely to reflect the arrangements of the high middle ages much
more closely, I cannot see anything in these possible coincidences other than
irritating archaisms which testify merely to a tendency to make some use of
what was already at hand.

I cannotany longer avoid a problem often invoked by the partisans of conti-
nuity who wish to play down the significance of tenth-century transforma-
tions: the antiquity of very many of our village names. It is indeed true that the
stock of place-names whose origins are indisputably Celtic, Iberian, Germanic
or Roman is impressive and this could suggest that the habitations they
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designate are just as ancient. But I do not believe it: apart from the possibility
that they may merely have designated an isolated element which then served as
the centre of a human concentration once all others had disappeared, I would
think that such terms often designated human groups (as it certainly did with
Roman names ending in -iacum or Germanic names ending in -7#g) and moved
around with them, becoming fixed when they did. The baptisms, rebaptisms
and displacements of villages which we can still see today in Europe, and still
more elsewhere, ought to be enough to convince the advocates of perma-
nence.

There is a third problem, which it is particularly unfortunate that we cannot
solve: what did villages and especially houses of the millennium look like?
Unfortunately, the conclusion drawn from the foregoing must be that the vil-
lages and houses of our period lie underneath those of our own. Although we
have many examples of previous habitations, abandoned in the seventh, eighth
or ninth centuries, we cannot use them to help us. To describe Chalton
(Hampshire), Kootwijk (Guelders), Maizy (Champagne) or Warendorf
(Westfalia) and so many others which had been abandoned before goo would
have no interest. Those centres whose displacement has been light enough to
allow us to say something — Hohenrode in the Harz or Wharram Percy in
Yorkshire for example — are very rare, and what we have been able to discern
from them is modest. Houses were still large, 8 metres by 10 or 12, with
beamed roofs, perhaps with the addition of a solar in the case of lordly houses.
These are traces of a family group which was still large; the houses had exterior
doorways and underground foodstores. All the same, change was barely begin-
ning; the task of describing twelfth-century villages can be left to others, but
they ate evidently the continuation of developments whose origins may be
traced in the shadows of the ‘dark age’.

THE BIRTH OF THE SEIGNEURIE

We have now artived at the key result of encellulement. From the tenth to the
eighteenth century it was the seigneurie in which the men of Europe lived, in
forms showing wide chronological and geographical variation. The regions
such as Ireland, Scotland, Frisia, the Basque territories and a few valleys in the
Alps and the Apennines which did not know it were rare. The fact that one can
also show that many towns in western Europe were seigneuries, which is not
our concern here, only serves to undetline the importance of the problem.
Having said this, it is distinctly difficult to trace the means by which the seig-
neurie developed. We certainly cannot understand it without taking into con-
sideration all the phenomena we have just discussed, including castles; but a
‘political’ perspective is also required, even if it has its limitations. We know
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that the early middle ages were characterised by a public grouping of men into
territorial units generally known as pagi, whose origins have been much dis-
cussed. At their head stood an official representing the prince — comes, ealdorman,
gastald, Gaugraf, and so on. Around 920—30 one could have listed about forty of
these units in the British Isles, 160 in western France (two thirds of them north
of the Loire), twenty in Christian Spain, eighty in Lotharingia, and more than
220 in eastern France; in Italy one might estimate them at perhaps 150. At mili-
tary camps, at the centres of walled towns or at palatia, justice was done, fiscal
lands surveyed, free men summoned to arms, and taxation raised if anyone
dared to, or atleast imposts for war, service and forage (Heregeld, fodrums, alberga,
hostilicinm, etc.). In practice, however, from the ninth century onwards the
count, who in general had none of the characteristics of an administrator,
turned to a deputy to help him out. In England the shire-reeve or sheriff played
an essential role. Nevertheless, this delegation was not enough in those cases
where the size of the pagus was too great (was it perhaps a function of the size
of the population?) or where there was need to take rapid decisions, for
example in dealing with Vikings, Hungarians or Saracens, or even, given the
slowness of communications, the need to make on-the-spot assessments of
material needs. or minor problems. For this reason there was a need for more
modest territorial units, grouping at most a few dozen centres of population,
known by terms like centena, vicaria, hundred, ager in Germany, western France,
England, Italy, the Alps, etc. Those exercising the rights of a deputy (vicecomita-
tus) usually had an official delegation of military, judicial and fiscal duties. But
these could be acquired by people on the spot, and we have found a number of
castle-builders amongst them. After about 940 in Italy, 970 in Catalonia, 990 in
Poitou, 1015 in Normandy and England, to mention only a few, these men held
the law-courts. That ‘feudal’ or ‘vassalic’ matters would ultimately also be dealt
with there is a different problem, not relevant here. Serious cases, ‘matters of
blood’, pertained, in principle, to a higher court, such as that of the count.
Around the millennium the situation appears to have been this. Holders of
the bannum (whether lawfully or not), that is to say of the right of pursuit, con-
straint and punishment, came to tolerate, and sometimes to encourage, a
dependent clientele of men who were rich and armed, who were their men or
indeed their relatives, in building towers and holding courts. Such castellans, in
southern Europe at least, were to become more or less independent, or else
simply seniores ot domini, lords. They could not be prevented from dealing with
law-suits affecting land, the most rewarding ones incidentally, before extending
their grasp to others, nor from reclaiming for themselves and their men atarms
the rights of gistum and of fiscal assistance. How can we distinguish between
the imposts they exacted from their peasants, allodialists included, which
derived from their ‘public’ rights (from what the Germans call Landrech?) and
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those which came to them from their land-holding power? In all cases we find
them as lords of ‘custom’, which ruled the life of all, free to innovate and
indeed to expropriate by inventing malae consuetudines or mals usos, evil customs,
which struck so many peasants simply because what is new is inevitably
wicked.

In those regions where royal authority, even if enfeebled, still had some
force (Anglo-Saxon England, northern France, the western part of the
empite), or where comital power remained strong (Catalonia, Normandy,
Flanders, Saxony) this development was reined in and bearable. Elsewhere it
provoked a lively movement of rejection, which itself deserves to be called
revolutionary. The church placed itself at the head of this movement, since it
was even more menaced by such developments, both in its judicial rights of
immunity and in its enormous landed wealth: the ‘peace of God’, so often pre-
sented as seen through the rose-tinted spectacles of piety. The clerics in fact
broke with the class solidarity linking them to the warriors, under the pretext of
coming to the aid of the pauperes, the inermes, deemed to be as dear to God as
they themselves. I do not here have to desctibe the stages of the movement,
from the Aquitanian, Burgundian and Languedocian councils of the period
989—1027 with oaths enforcing a truce, moving on to the oaths sworn before
bishops and princes between 1023 and 1048. What we need to remember for
our purposes here is that the church soon came to terms with the great laymen,
especially after the excesses committed by the peasant bands who had rashly
been encouraged to settle their accounts, in Normandy, Leén or Berry for
example. Making use of the protection the church enjoyed over its lands — that
granted by royal advocacy, for example — it advanced the evolution towards the
seigneurial system, whose birth it had so long retarded. Moreover, the network
of feudal relations, familial interests and political responsibilities put a long-
lasting seal on the rapprochement between the first two of the three orders.

Henceforth the seigneurial cells were in working order in villages and
around castles. As we are now already beyond the period of this book I can
confine myself to these few remarks. It does seem necessary, however, to note
a new feature. Whether their authority was of public or private origin, lords
soon mingled these two notions, so readily elided in the middle ages. A number
of obligations due, strictly speaking, only from those peasants who were
tenants of the demesne soon came to be extended to those who had no such
ties; these included corvées, exacted by right of the ban, but put into effect for
the benefit of the landlord. One could even say in this last case that such dues
involved a concept of ‘banalities’ of a particularly ‘illegal’ kind and hence a
source of protests, and this was not a trivial matter: as late as 1000 or 1020 at
Milan and Brescia a week’s work with oxen was being demanded, as well as two
months’ labour by hand; several days a week were required in England (week-
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works), somewhat less on the continent. Doubtless this was less than it had
been in the ninth century, but it was now imposed on everyone. So was another
banal demand, perhaps more justifiable: the tax in recognition of protection to
which the texts give the flattering name of ‘request’ (Bede, guesta, rogatio) or the
more accurate one of gistum (alberga, gayta, 1.e. (forced) hospitality) or, above all,
that termed ‘exaction’ (#/ta, taille, tonsio).

The ban affected allodialists and engulfed free tenants; serfs were unaffected
because they were the property of an individual and did not, for example, pay
the faille. This was the fiction. In the villages which made up a seigneutie, all in
practice were on the same level vis-a-vis the lord. Divisions between them were
not lacking; these derived in particular from the economic problems with
which all were confronted, and to which I shall now turn.

A STILL FRAGILE ECONOMY

In trying to glean what one can know about the European rural economy of
around the millennium, the first line of enquity should be directed towards
men’s needs, the only criterion by which we can judge whether their efforts
were adequate to satisfy them. This is a difficult subject for the medieval centu-
ries, and especially for those dealt with here. Of course we could assume that
the levels of consumption which we can deduce from Carolingian documents
continued to be valid one or two hundred years later, but can we be certain?
Moreover, there are suspicions of exaggeration and confusions in the numeri-
cal data we have, which at Corbie for example envisage that those doing labour
services would receive 1.95 kg of bread, a litre of wine, 300 g of legumes, and
100 g of cheese and eggs daily, a somewhat unhealthy and unbalanced diet
amounting to about 6ooo calories, possibly a ration for a family rather than an
individual. Chroniclers, misetly with numbers, are still vaguer. When Helgaud
goes into ecstasies over the fact that King Robert allowed beggars to pick up
scraps from below the table, or an epic poem tells of a trencherman eating a
peacock in three mouthfuls, this tells us nothing. Archaeology in its turn is of
little assistance: the finds from the rubbish-pits of Holstein or Hanover in use
between 8oo and 1000 show proportions of animal bones consumed which
suggest a high intensity of animal raising, though the data are random and
varied: 15—66% oxen, 10—70% swine, 11—23% sheep. Sparse and late data from
Germany have led to an estimate of about 2200 calories daily provided by
cereals, though the tenth century has also been described as ‘full of beans’.
How, too, should we count the roots from the woods, the eggs from the farm-
yard, the honey from the beehives? In short, none of our data provides any
certain indications. What is more or less sure, as has already been said, is that
there were acute famines in the early eleventh century. The problem can be
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summed up in one question, a crucial one: did progress keep pace with the
rhythm of needs?

AN ENLARGED CULTURAL HORIZON

In answering yes to this question I am in effect advancing a conclusion which
only the succeeding centuties will justify; but such an opening position is indis-
pensable for the observations which follow. Consider in the first place the
subject of tools, which some have wished to make one of the most important
causes of the rise of Europe. Whereas the middle ages were once credited with
inventions, there has more recently been a swing to the opposite extreme of
only allowing it a certain talent for popularising others’ inventions. This empty
dispute hardly takes account of a geographic reality: the Graeco-Roman civil-
isation of antiquity had brought to a high degree of perfection techniques for
dealing with wood, stone and textiles, and ignored water, which in its zone was
unreliable, and iron, which was there rare. Central and northern Europe was in
a different position; and besides this, the variety of species there permitted
progress in the exploitation of animals. To confine myself to what seems
uncontroversial, I shall look at three key ateas. Historians first claimed that the
shouldet-collar for the horse or the breast-yoke for the ox had saved Europe.
They then maintained that these techniques had been known to the ancients,
just like the hipposandals designed to protect the feet of the horse. In reality,
however, the iconography of harness and the archaeology of metal parts have
revealed no trace of these practices until the end of the tenth century at the
eatliest, and in regions distant from the Mediterranean, such as Trier, Savoy or
Bohemia. Perhaps the novelty of these things, if it was one, came from the
choice of a breed of animal mote appropriate to such practices than those of
southern Europe.

A second point: iron featured greatly in this equipment, as in mills, from a
very eatly point. Here too we touch on a key sector of medieval technology.
Smithies were particularly numerous and relatively easy of access in the
Pyrenees, the Rhineland and Saxon regions, Normandy and the north of the
British Isles, Burgundy and Champagne. It has also been possible to show that
Germanic or Celtic smithery was well in advance of its Mediterranean counter-
part: more solid axes, ploughshares, coulters and mouldboards, horseshoes,
barrel-hoops and wheel-rims, and of course the armaments used for warfare
and hunting. The man who worked them in the midst of the sparks and
bellows was indeed the key worker of the village, and its lord was his first and
most admiring client. The exploitation of mines and the practice of smeltingin
low furnaces are found at Canigou from 945, around Fulda and Lorsch about
960, in Poitou and Normandy from 975 or 980, in the Ardennes, in the forest of
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Othe in the Champagne and in Yorkshire just after 1o00. Before 1030 we can
find ‘pigs’ of worked iron entering into lists of tolls, often heavily taxed as at
Pisa or Arras; and increasing numbers of smiths in villages in Catalonia, Sabina
and Picardy between 1010 and 1030 are a sign of the growth, from now on
unstoppable, of a metallurgy systematically ignored by antiquity. A point
should be noted, however, which bears on what was said previously about the
reordering of men: furnaces and anvils were first of all used in the woods, near
to sources of fuel (there are references to coal in Saxony and near Leicester at
the end of the tenth century). In order to make his work more effective,
however, the smith moved from the forest to the village, and I would readily
claim that the smithy, just as much as the castle, was a crystallising point for the
population.

The appearance of a mill for hammering iron in Germany around 987 leads
us on to the third area of growth: the harnessing of water power. Little utilised
by the ancients, but technologically very relevant to the needs at hand, the
water-mill became the first European ‘machine’. The regularity of water-flows
above a certain latitude, the fortunate nutritional consequences of the fish-
ponds that were full of fish (the by-product of mill-sluices), the gain in time
and of profit (though this was later) which the rich were able to draw from the
use of the mill by the people of the village, all explain the staggering success of
these machines. Carolingian texts refer to them, certainly, but one has the
feeling that their widespread diffusion did not occur much before 920—35: in
Poitou, Catalonia, Berry, the Low Countries. After this period we find them on
every water-course. The effects of their installation are known: they were
expensive to build, needing beams and mill-stones of high quality as well as
lead and iron, but they were estimated in the eleventh century to yield revenues
equivalent to those of 20 hectares of land. The rich men who had them built
thus knew how to get their investment repaid by those who used them; those
who could not afford to use them lost time and energy milling grain at home by
hand. Nevertheless, there is no definite evidence of a ‘banal’ obligation to
grind at the lord’s mill before about 1030—j50. It should be added that, if water
was owned and thus had to be paid for, wind was free to all: there is a reference
to a mill powered by wind in the region of the Spanish Mediterranean coast at
the very end of the tenth century, but it would be a rare phenomenon before
about 1150.

It will have been noted that the major effect of this progtess in technology
was to dispossess the artisans of the demesne of their former omnipotence.
Weaving, joinery and smithery had been carried out under the direct control of
the lord’s agents, or even, in a kind of ‘wild artisanry’, by those working in the
woods as potters or hermits. Henceforth it would be in the village itself, that is
to say at the foot of the castle, that the transformation of products and
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materials would be concentrated. This concentration of technology in the
village would allow the peasantry to apply themselves to the key task of master-
ing uncultivated land, a key to the extension of culture and the food-supply.

The saltus, outfield, bose, foresta (probably derived from foris, ‘outside’, not
from Fdhre, ‘fir’) was uncultivated, the zone which might be no more than
lightly wooded but which man feared and did not know how to tame. It was the
countryside of the Atlantic seaboard of France, the maquis (#escla) or garrigue
of the Mediterranean, the savannah spiked with thorns and isolated trees of
north-western Europe, and of course the thick woodland of Lotharingia,
Germany and Scandinavia. It rested on poor soils, podsolised and stony, but
also on heavy and potentially fertile clays. To clear it was very hard work; it
extended over regions where animals stronger than man lived, the wolf for
example, or, still worse, those evil spirits who set traps for wanderers. Emperor
Henry IV was lost in it for three days, and in Burgundy the least scarcity could
cause this wild world to spring up again. The analyses of pollen or charcoal
which are today our most reliable indications of the nature and extent of vege-
tation are very striking: in the Ardennes, Hesse, Schleswig, Kent, Bohemia,
Valais, Poitou and Languedoc, for example, we find woodland covering
between 50% and 70% (the latter in Germany) of the sutface area, while at the
end of the eleventh century Domesday Book records some 40,000 km? of
woodland in England. This huge mass of land was by no means inert or value-
less: its role as a zone for hunting and gathering on its borders and for military
protection or emergency tefuge, quite apatt from its role as a soutrce of the
principal material from which a wood is made, turned it into a wotld with a
population of gatherers, charcoal-makers, woodcutters and also brigands, as
well as, above all, of domestic animals left there to pasture freely, even with the
risks which that entailed, because the cleared and cultivated land had to be
completely reserved for growing crops for humans.

But if the needs. of the latter grew, because they were now eating more or
their numbers had grown or their family groups were breaking up, we should
envisage an alternative organisation of the ecosystem. It has even been sup-
posed that in the beginning it was the needs of animal husbandry that pre-
vented the peasantry from eroding away the woodland. In any case, the word
‘clearance’, in its primary sense of struggle against the bramble rather than
against the beech, gives a good idea of this struggle, quite modest at first. There
were at least four kinds of attack, no doubt differing in their modalities and
their effects. Heavy soils, marles, limestones and sandstones capable of bearing
good harvests were tackled at the end of the tenth and the beginning of the
eleventh century in the Auvergne, Burgundy and the Rhineland, the Harz, the
Weald and Sussex. Rather later, waterlogged lands, marshes and coastal zones —
Schorren, moeres, fens — were taken on; these were more suited to the rearing of
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sheep. The pebble-strewn floors of the valleys and floodplains of fast
Mediterranean rivers (varennes, ferragina, rivages, bonifachz) along the coastal plains
of the whole of the southern flank of Europe were probably not attacked until
1000 or 1020. Finally, the exhausting conquest of slopes by terracing may have
appeared from 975 in Catalonia, but would wait until 1025 or later in Provence
or Italy. It goes without saying that where these enterprises were carried
through by individuals more or less illicitly on the lands of others they largely
escape our observation. We do not find out about them except through the
steps taken by the rich in the form of contracts. The classic example, at least
that which we find in the documentation which the church provides us with,
was the purchase of land by clerics and its putting under cultivation by teams of
lay workers: the guadras of Catalan pioneers, the Barschalken of Bavaria, the sar-
tores of Picardy. The lands thus gained might as a result preserve a particular
status because the ‘guests’ (hospites) who had come from more or less distant
places, and been established there as cultivators with their dwellings, enjoyed
seigneurial protection, personal liberty and fairly light obligations as far as
renders in kind were concerned, as with the gualdi publici of Lombardy, the
lathes of the Weald and the hostalitates of the Pyrenees.

The trend had hardly begun to show its outlines around the millennium, and
it is hopeless to expect to be able to estimate its size at this point. Pollen analy-
sis gives some indications, but no figures. The breaking up of fields into strips
might be a proof of its existence, but when does this date from? As for place-
names, though their evidence is crucial, they cannot normally offer a precise
date. Places ending in -viller, -hof, -dorf, -sart ot -bois are perhaps the products of
clearances, but these may go back to the initial timid Carolingian phase. What
remain are the micro-toponyms which are certainly linked with the struggle
against the saltus: -ley, -den, -bhurst and -shot in the British Isles, -rod, -ried and -
schlagin the Germanic regions, -essart and -rupt in northern France, -artiga in the
Pyrenees, -ronco in Lombardy and many others. But do these date from the
tenth, the eleventh or even the twelfth century? And how are we to decide?

THE STIRRINGS OF PRODUCTION

What we today call the medieval ecosystem, which survived in essence until the
beginning of the twentieth century, was based on a combination of cereal
crops won from the ploughlands, the products of free pasturage in the forest,
and meat and dairy produce, complemented by fruits and roots from the
uncultivated land and the minor products of the farmyard. Cleatly, even if
some sort of dietary equilibrium could be attained, this situation constituted,
as has been said, a ‘vicious circle: to increase the arable at the expense of
woodland was to cut off what the latter could supply, but to preserve the
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woodland was to risk underproduction of cereals. This millenary conflict
between the carbohydrates of the plough and the proteins of the forest
depended for a favourable outcome either on improvements in technique or
on an equilibrium of needs. It is unnecessary to say that those alive around the
millennium were not weighed down by the need to find solutions. For many
generations they took advantage of Feldgraswirtschaft, a system of shifting culti-
vation on a more or less regular thythm of years: clearance, followed by years
of cultivation until the land started to show signs of exhaustion. Such prac-
tices, which the poot could not putsue for lack of sufficient land to do it on,
were the preserve of the lords. This is the origin of the quite untenable belief
in the general existence of the crop rotation which has been seen in
Carolingian documents. In reality we are dealing with an incomplete occupa-
tion of the areas covered by the polyptichs and with a shifting between winter
or spring grains and a variable fallow period (the famous #res arationes of Saint-
Amand which have so often been cited). Not until the mid-thirteenth century
do we find a conscious and regular rotation; here we are dealing merely with
empirical practices.

What was grown? First of all, cereals for bread-making. The best, grains
yielding white flout, ate known everywhere because of the demands of lords.
It has been noted in Catalonia and the Low Countries that after the millennium
the hulled wheats of antiquity such as spelt yielded to a naked wheat which did
not clog up the mills with which the rich were equipping themselves; batley
declined, but beer and oxen saved it; rye resisted because that is its nature,
robust and plain, quite apart from the quality of its straw; oats, already in use
before 700, soutrce of porridge and soon to be food for horses, begin their
career as a ‘March’ sowing, but are far from equalling the mass of sheaves of
wheat in the granaries. Had panic or millet already made their appearance? The
economic historian would welcome other details as well. And how was work
organised? The wealthy could dispose themselves of the services of their men,
and that in abundance, indeed beyond what was useful: at Brescia there were
60,000 man-days to be used, at Saint-Germain-des-Prés 135,000, which is
surely absurd. But what was expected of them? How much ploughing, what
sowing, what equipment? This last question is crucial, but for the period we are
dealing with unanswerable. We know that the plough of antiquity, the aratrum
with a hardened share, sometimes armed with an iron point, hardly permitted
deep or fruitful ploughing, only light and symmetrical furrows. It remained in
use in southern Europe, but already in the eighth century the Lombards talk of
a ploum (evidently a Latinisation of Pfiug ot plough), which no doubt came from
central Europe, and indeed asymmetrical shares have been found from the
ninth century in Moravia. Unfortunately, the word carruca, which ought to
imply a more effective instrument, appropriate for the attack on rich and heavy
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soils, is used by scribes without discrimination. Archaeology has revealed near
Utrecht and in the Belgian Campina fossil fields where it seems that the two
rival types of plough were in use. What can we say? That the future lay with the
wheeled plough drawn by horses on the best soils? That is certain, once we get
past 1080—1100, but before that we can only guess.

Progress obviously has to be judged by results: three elements, none of them
substantial, seem to me to be signs of a beginning. First of all, what is known
about the layout of fields suggests two tendencies: enclosutre, even the provi-
sional kind provided by a brush hedge at the time of sowing, appeats to give
way, except in the special cases of vineyards and olive groves, to an open coun-
tryside which can be used for regular pasturage. Besides this, the form of fields
is perhaps beginning to change: even though the massive, almost square shape
(qnaderni and azole in southern zones) still appears to survive a little longer, it has
been noted that in the Low Countries and the Rhineland and Bavaria we can
see in outline the beginnings of a system of strip fields, though it is true that
before 1025 this seems to be known only in England (with parallel so/skifts
grouped into quarters ot furlongs). This kind of layout, which can only coinci-
dentally be seen as associated with a patticular kind of plough, appears to rep-
resent the abandoning of the very primitive technique of crossed furrows used
in antiquity. A second point is that it is possible to estimate from some eccle-
siastical examples a growth of the cultivated area: in Catalonia, from 950 to
1000 some estates saw a growth of new cultivated lands amounting to 15% to
35%0 of the whole; similar figures have been proposed for Provence and central
Italy. Finally, we have the fundamental question: what was the volume pro-
duced by the cultivated area, whether or not this increased by a third? We know
that the estimates made for the Carolingian period are appalling: seed pro-
duced twice or at best three times its volume, even if we ignore evidence sug-
gesting a weight for weight return, which would be an absurd negation of
agriculture. The few bits of evidence from the mid-tenth century at Brescia or
in the Miconnais suggest a ratio of 3—3.5 to 1, a very modest improvement.
But the other side of the millennium at Cluny we have arrived at 4—4.5. The 15
to 1 of Flanders in 1300 is still a long way off, but all progress has to make a
start.

The reader will perhaps have been surprised to have heard only about grains.
The reason is that about the rest, the companaticum (etymologically speaking ‘the
accompaniment’) we know nothing: at the foot of the Italian rocca there were
‘herbs and vegetables’ in the viridaria and orticellz, as also in Languedoc, pethaps
after the millennium. Elsewhere there is silence about gathering berties, rabbit
warrens, and the eggs of the farmyard. Essential perhaps, if the weather
betrayed the peasant, but outside our reach. What about the vine, the source of
the Eucharist, the glory of the peasant, the honour to the table, the tradition of
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antiquity? Enthusiastic historians have talked of an ‘explosion of viticulture’;
they have noted the southern European contracts of shared cultivation
between vines and olives, the drinking-bouts of castles and peasant commu-
nities, and stressed the generous rations allowed wine drinkers. But before
about 1100—25 it is not possible to talk about grape varieties, viticulture, wine
trade or quality.

Having stressed the importance of the part of the land reserved to animal-
rearing, not to mention the role which must be ascribed to hunting and fishing,
we find outselves here still more deprived of reliable information. It has been
said that the pig was the animal to which most attention was given because it
was the basic source of meat, and this has been deduced from the practice,
already found in Carolingian times, of measuring the extent of woodlands by
the numbers of swine supported by them or capable of being supported by
them, giving an approximate ratio of o.75 hectares per pig. Itis true that we do
not know whether the animals were really there, except for the rubbish-tips of
northern Germany mentioned eatlier, which appear to suggest that cattle were
more important. We are reduced to general, supposedly common-sense con-
siderations, which are based on the taxes levied on acorns in the clearings of
the Weald (dens), or on the passage of transhumant flocks in the Pyrenees and
probably the Alps, though the first substantial flocks, in Italy for instance, date
from 1050 and later. Quarrels about woodland use, lawsuits over the fisheties
on the Saone, references to fisher-villages in the Fens of East Anglia or on the
Frisian ferpen: these are a poor soil where the historian can glean only the first
signs of a growth which was still taking shape.

SILVER ARRIVES IN THE COUNTRYSIDE

In an economy of waste, at best of gift and counter-gift, money as a sign of
exchange was unable to prevail. Exchanges were of favours, daughters, wine,
horses. Towns put up a short-lived pursuit of the coining of money and the
sale of luxury goods which can dazzle the Carolingian historian; but there is
none of this in the countryside. It was precisely the slow introduction of coins
or ingots into the rural world that was a powerful novelty in a growing
economy: the pump of exchanges between town and countryside sputtered
into life, and it would become an essential motor for the centuries following.
We have some difficulty in following the routes taken by silver from the
mines of Germany, Bohemia, or other less rich regions like western France or
northern Italy. Was there regular extraction, whether controlled by princes or
not, or was it more a case of liquifying thesaurised metal, accumulated espe-
cially by the church? Whatever the source, there was abundant striking of
coins: Athelred II had 120,000 pounds of coins circulated; the mint at Pavia
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emitted 100,000 coins in 1020; In Catalonia, the parias imposed on Muslims
from 1018—35 onwards allowed coinages, gold in this case, on a very regular
basis. The number of mints rose sharply: more than twenty have been counted
for Picardy towards 1000, ten in Flanders, fifteen on the Meuse, if we confine
ourselves to considering northern France. Hoards recovered from this period
show a substantial quantity of denarii (pennies) in circulation: the Fécamp
hoatd, abandoned around 985, contained 130,000 pieces.

Needs increased, in the town in particulat, which is not our concern here.
But one should also take account of heavy and unavoidable expenses: between
980 and 1010 the Danegeld paid by the English to Scandinavia amounted to
150,000 pounds, and on a more modest scale the erection of a fortified tower
cost 2000, that of a mill 500. In order to build a church in the Boulonnais in
1017 the lords of the area had to sell a wood, two granaries and four mills. To
cope with these demands the lords were certainly able to count on the income
from commuting labour services, the extension of money rents, the expansion
of the taille; but in order for these further demands to be met there was a need
for peasants to have pieces of silver which could be screwed out of them.
Where could these have come from if not from the sale of surplus foodstuffs
ot craft products, ot from a supplementaty income? Between 975 and 1000 in
Catalonia the documented transactions conducted in silver coin amounted to
32% of those concerning foodstuffs, and 41% of those concerning cattle and
horses, though only 15% of those concerning manufactured products. At
Farfa in Central Italy in the same period almost all the renders were converted
to renders of coin.

Our documents are not distributed sufficiently equally to permit a geogra-
phy of the penetration of silver into the countryside. We only have a few hints
ata chronology: 945—75 on the coastlines of Catalonia and Languedoc, 9g60—9o
in Italy and Aquitaine, not until the millennium and beyond north of the Loire.
In northern France and the Rhineland payments by weight or in heads of cattle
survived a long time, up to 1030 or 1050. But these were hangovers; by these
dates silver had already begun its role of economic and indeed social differenti-
ation within the village; a tripling of the price of livestock has been estimated
for Spain and Italy between 975 and 1030, and at this last date a third of all
those who made wills in Catalonia had debts.

These were the timid beginnings of a silver-based economy. The founda-
tions of society wete still land and freedom, and it was family ties, oaths and
rituals which kept them in place. The idea of a society without silver where
God had established a division of his creation into ‘orders’, each with its own
responsibilities, still remained the rule. In 1020 Adalbero of Laon was able to
express it forcibly, and the poet of Guarin le Lorrain affirmed that ‘that which
makes for riches is not ornaments and treasures, but friends, for a man’s heartis
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worth all the gold in the wotld’.!* Was this an opinion still held, or merely nos-
talgia for a world which was disappearing?

We must conclude, and I shall do so in two ways, first by setting out what is
known about demography around the millennium, and then by summing up.
The question of population has been deliberately avoided up to now; to have
inverted the order of exposition by talking first about growth would have sug-
gested that this was undoubtedly a prior cause. I think that it was rather an
effect of the transformations which have been surveyed here, or, if one
prefers, a coincidental phenomenon, for, as we shall see, the dates where
expansion can be noted seem to be rather later than those of the developments
we have been discussing, though it must be conceded that research on this is
difficult. We have only two approaches: the study of cemeteries, though as has
been noted these were in the course of shifting at the time, allows us to say
something about the state of health and about the age of those who were
buried there; and lists of tenants or those owing labour-services kept by the
church, but here numerous and well-spread, in England (Evesham, Bath, Bury
St Edmunds), Germany (Fulda, Ghent, Gorze), Italy (Subiaco, Farfa), Spain
(Urgel, Braga). Coupled with the signs of increased exploitation of the land
revealed by pollen analysis, these data allow some quite precise observations.

The essential common feature is the beginning of demographic growth. It
was to last for three centuries. Can we date the beginnings? It was in 930—50 in
Sabina and Lombardy, 940—90 in Catalonia, 98o—1010 in Languedoc, Provence,
Poitou and the Auvergne, 1o10—30 in Flanders and Picardy, Bavaria and
Franconia, Burgundy and Normandy, 1050—80 in England and the Rhineland,
after 1100 in central Germany. Attempts have been made to measure it
between its first signs around 950 and the mid-eleventh century, a period which
represents the first phase. One author has estimated the global figure for
European population rising from 42 to 46 million inhabitants; another con-
fines himself to a rise from 20 to 23 million. These suggestions are interesting,
but lack any kind of proof, though one can accept the estimation of a slow
annual rise in western Europe, amounting to 11% in the first half of the
eleventh century, modest but regular, or the figures for the average number of
children born to a fertile marriage, rising from 3.5—4 to 4—5.3 between 980 and
1050. It goes without saying that these figures cannot do more than show a ten-
dency, for too many data escape us. Was it an improvement in nutrition which
caused a decline in mortality? Swedish and Polish cemeteries of the millennium
still contain 20—30% of children aged less than five. Or was it the ‘hidden
infanticide’ practised against daughters by giving them less care that declined?
Or was the social change of earlier marriage accompanied by the physiological

12 i romans de Garin le Loherain 11, verse 268.
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change of a growth in wet-nursing, creating a tendency in favour of births? All
these problems confront the demographer, whose only certainty is that there
were more and more people.

A few remarks will suffice to sum up. The climate may have been better,
there were certainly more people, the family was set on a new basis, the frame-
work of the village was stable, the seigneurie with its guarantees and restriction
was being putin place: this is the balance-sheet of the decades around the mil-
lennium. What about the ‘terrors’ invoked by the romantics? In 1000, as in
103 3, people may have thought about the birth or death of Christ, but they had
enough to do to make a living; there was no need to worry about dying. On the
contrary, they were participating in a ‘birth’, that of Europe, and they were
conscious of it. How otherwise can we conclude than by citing the words of a
Burgundian monk and a German bishop: “The world, shaking off the dust of
its senility, seemed to cover itself everywhere with a white robe of churches’,?
and ‘at the thousandth year after the birth of Christ a radiant dawn broke over
the world’.!*

13 Radulf Glaber, Historiae1v, 5. 14 Thietmar, Chronicon VT, 1.
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CHAPTER 3

MERCHANTS, MARKETS AND TOWNS

Peter Johanek

THE BEGINNINGS of the European town in the form known to us from the
late middle ages lie in the tenth century. Urbanism began its dynamic phase in
the late eleventh century, reaching its climax in the thirteenth, but the basic ele-
ments were assembled between the decomposition of the Frankish empire at
the end of the ninth century and the early decades of the eleventh. In this tran-
sitional period the commercial revolution bega<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>