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INTRODUCTION

MORE than ten years have passed since the German peogle,
of their own will, set up a new system of government. The
student of German history will find in its first recorded
events a parallel to this revolution; while the liberation of
the Eastern Franks from Carolingian rule offers a similar
departure from the traditional form of government.

In the year g1z the German tribes elected a Frankish
duke to be their king. After his early death their choice
fell upon the Saxon duke Henry, who was successful in
compelling the homage of the remaining tribes. These
events revealed the will of the scattered German peoples
to form one corporate whole; they laid the foundation of
the German State, and may be regarded as the beginning
of German history.

Both these elections were dependent upon the mutual
agreemtent of two tribes. Their spokesmen were the lords
temporal and spiritual. The acclamation of the chosen
king by the crowd gathered there, was the only vestige
remaining of the right enjoyed by the Ancient Germani to
share in his election.

On the other hand, the delegates to the National Assembly
at Weimar were elected by the whole German nation—
neither class nor sex affecting the value of their vote. The
first German king failed to accomplish his most immediate
task—the union of the German tribes, But a united empire
was the birthright of the members of the Weimar Assembly.
Their work offered an illustration of the whole weight of
the influence wielded by a modern state, when they
attempted to realize the will of the German people—'to
build up their empire anew on a foundation of liberty and
justice, to serve the cause of peace at home and abroad,
and to further the progress of the community.’

This contrast between the two governments is the result
of a thousand years of history, and it is the German people
themselves who have brought it about. The State is the
expression of the common will. Economic, social, and intel-
lectual changes affect the State, and the political sitnation
in its turn reacts upon these developments. To describe
the interplay between people and government is one of
the most difficult tasks of the historian. Formerly it was



Introduction

his habit to set political events so much in the foreground,
that development on other lines was mentioned only asan
appendix to ‘true’ history. Older readers will be fainiliar
weh this type of narrative. During the last decades his-
torians have taken pains to give a truer estimate of the
importance of economic and social changes: even the
‘economic’ view of history attempts to trace all historic
events to the changes in economic life. In the following
attempt to describe the growth of the German nation and
its government during the past thousand years, the his-
torian begins with an account of the daily life and work
of the people, and leads up, through the alterations in
social structure and intellectual changes, to the formation
of the State. This method of approach seems better adapted
than the earlier attitude to measure the forces which deter-
mine collective development, and to foster the political
sense no less than the historical.

THE GERMANI

We speak of the German race and the German people.
We are conscious of a racial character which distinguishes
us as Germans, and is so deeply rooted that it is discernible
through all superadded characteristics. As a rule it is less
clearly understood that the racial character has features
which are not original but acquired. As a matter of fact
the race itself has been subjected to the shaping of history.
Climate and soil, economic changes and social structure,
political events and outside influences—these all help to
mould the national character. Such influences are as liable
to strengthen its peculiarities as to weaken them, and it is
undeniable that the nations of the present day are more
easily distinguishable from each other than were their
predecessors.

The consciousness of a common racial character was
not one of the decisive factors in the resolution of the
German tribes to found a political union. They shared
their inheritance of blood and of language with other
branches of the West Germanic family—the Western Franks
in Gaul and the Anglo-Saxons in Britain. It is true that
these distinguishing racial features of all the German tribes
had been profoundly affected by the introduction of foreign
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The Germani

elements: but the tribes remaining in Germany had not
endured changes of such a kind as might strengthen any
existing consciousness of homogeneity. The farther the
Germani spread towards the south from their homes by
the North Sea and the Baltic, the more varied were the
elements which they absorbed—Celts, Slavs, and the mem-
bers of a prehistoric race. At a later date also, the structure
of the German nation was profoundly affected by the intro-
duction of foreign blood, so that none of the great European
peoples to-day can show a stronger admixture. If none but
the ‘pure-blooded’ can be reckoned as true Germans, then
at least two-thirds of the German people must pass *for a
lower order of natives, and it is doubtful whether the
worthiest will be found amongst the elect. A thousand
years ago our forefathers were sharply divided in speech
from the Slavs in the east. In the west, the area in which
the German tongue was spoken was restricted by the
adoption of the Romance language, an offshoot of the
Latin, by the Western Franks, who were the masters of
Gaul. But at that date there were no hard and fast bound-
aries, and great variations in speech had already arisen
amongst the German tribes. The High German permutation
of conscnants which set in in the seventh century A.D.
changed the language of the Southern Germans, the Ale-
manni, Bavarians, and Franks, and extended as far as
the Lombards in Italy. The Low Germans continued to
speak in the old way, with ‘pund, eten, and ik,” and began
to employ the same article for masculine and feminine
nouns. Their language remained akin to the Anglo-Saxon,
out of which the English language was developed, and the
resemblance between the two would be still greater to-day
had not Anglo-Saxon itself developed along its own lines.
The Saxons were first united to the other German tribes
by Charlemagne—but military and political events had
already built up the nucleus of the German States. The
limits within which the German tribes were to develop
had been fixed by the wars between the West Germans
and the Romans. Later, all the tribes living on German
soil were forced by the Frankish conquerors to become
subjects of their state. When Franconia fell to pieces, the
inhabitants of Germany preserved their political homo-
geneity and set up one of the tribal dukes as their leader.
These events were milestones along the road followed by
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the West German tribes on their way to become the German
nation. . .

When the Germani came into touch with the Romans
they had already subdued the Celtic population of Middle
Germany. At that time cattle-rearing played the chief role
in their domestic economy. Their agriculture was still so
undeveloped that they were obliged from time to time to
remove to new fields. A growing population was a continual
incentive to the acquisition of new soil. Thus the Germani
were accustomed to wandering. Wood, pasture and ploughed
land belonged not to the individual but to the community
of the district—and the government was adapted to the
alternations of war and peace. It consisted of an assembly
of free men. They met under arms and ordered the affairs
of the village, the district, and the tribe by general decree.
They divided the fields, gave laws, and chose a leader for
the army. Although certain families enjoyed special con-
sideration, there was neither a priesthood nor a nobility
with definite privileges.

The Germani had no difficulty in dealing with the Celts
on the far side of the Rhine. German tribes established
themselves west of the Lower Rhine, the Cymbrians and
Teutons overran South Germany and Gaul, before they
were conquered by the Roman armies, a century previous
to the beginning of our era. A generation later the leader
of the Swabian army, Ariovistus, made himself ruler of
Middle Gaul. But to insure the safety of Italy the Romans
interfered in the wars between Germans and Celts. In
58 B.C. Caesar slew the Swabian king and subdued Gaul.

The legions governed the conquered peoples from behind
the Rhine frontier, and kept the German onslaught at bay.
Under the reign of Augustus, the Celtic territories south
of the Danube were also incorporated in the empire. The
frontier now ran out at an obtuse angle along the Rhine
and the Danube. The Romans would have found it an
easier task to defend the empire if their dominion had
been extended as far as the Elbe. Already they believed
themselves to be within sight of this goal, when Arminius,
as a Roman author relates, brought the empire, which
had made no halt on the shores of the ocean, to rest on
the banks of the Rhine. When towards the end of the first
century the idea of a shortening of the Rhine-Danube
boundary became in a modest degree an actual fact, the
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Limes, the Roman ‘boundary-way, extended from the
Rhing near the Lahn estuary as far as the Danube, which
it {ouched at Regensburg. "

The Rhine frontier stood for about 400 years. It made
it possible for Roman culture to penetrate Gaul, and
prevented the formation of a West German settlement
between the Elbe and the Atlantic Ocean. It is true that
the left bank of the Rhine was colonized by Germani,
German tribes occupied Gaul and the banks of the Danube,
Germani manned the legions and rose to the highest offices.
But almost all became Romanized, including the tribes
which thronged into Gaul after the fall of the Rhine frontier.
The Germani on the right of the Rhine were affected even
more strongly by their forced seitlement within their own
boundaries than by the Roman influence. The land was
more carefully cultivated and came under individual owner-
ship. Distinctions began to be made in property and rank,
high-born masters cultivated their lands bv means of serfs
and bondmen. Their command of the soil arose {from the
fact that a great portion of the newly won land had fallen
to their share. In many cases the partition of land amongst
the tribes may still have been decided by the sword. But
as wars became less frequent, the remnants of different
tribes which had been scattered during the Roman invasions
were reunited. Members of different tribes became close
neighbours, as the area of cultivated land was extended.
In the second and third ceniuries, when the Germani,
driven by land-hunger, spread over the Danube and Rhine
boundaries, portions of the various tribes were welded
together into communities. The history of the German
peoples had begun.

The Alemanni pushed forward from the Middle Elbe to
the Upper Rhine. About the year 250 they held all ihe
district between the Limes and the Rlune—they advanced
into the Vosges, into Switzerland, even into Italy. Some
energetic Roman emperors offered a stubborn resistance
and threw them back repeatedly over the Rhne: Tréves
was the centre of the war of defence, the imperial residence
and one of the most important cities of the empire. The
defence was broken ahout 400. At that time the Bur-
gundians, a people from east Germany, became the
neighbours of the Alemanni on the Middle Rhine: their
capital was Worms.
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The Saxon border was extended to the south and west
about the year 300, after the migration of the Lombards
from the lower Elbe: in the neighbourhood of Wesel their
new territories reached almost to the Rhine. The marches
of the North Sea coast remained in the possession of the
Frisians. Franks and Alemanni owned the land east of
Saxony, and the Thuringians the territory lying between
the Eibe, the lower Main, and the Danube. The provinces
of the Danube were not occupied till the sixth century.
Their conquerors were the Marcomanni, the former inhabi-
tants of Bohemia, the land of the Boyers, who had taken
the name of Bavarians.

All these tribes were sooner or later subdued by the
Franks. Even their tribal groups were composed of differing
nationalities. It was only by degrees that the three great
families became clearly distinguishable—the Salii (Sea-
Franks), the Ripuarians (Franks from the banks of the
Rhine), and Chatti. The Salii first crossed the Rhine, in
the middle of the third century, at the same pericd during
which the territory between the Boundary-way and the
Rhine was lost to the Alemanni. In the course of the fifth
century they extended their occupation as far as the
Somme. Meantime the Franks from the banks of the Rhine
occupied the country of the Ubii near Cologne, and the
Chatti the valley of the Moselle. Their advance was checked
before the mountain pass which opens upon the Paris basin,
and by the Eifel and Jura Mountains: in the south beyond
Spireila halt was called by the Alemanni to their victorious
march.

The Roman resistance to the Franks became noticeably
weaker about the year 400. The Roman Empire had been
penetrated at other points by Germani from the east, and
in the year 410 Alaric, the King of the Visigoths, conquered
the capital of Italy. The East Germani never made the
transition to a settled life: they remained nomads, building
up a powerful kingdom by their prowess as warriors. Goths,
Burgundians, and Vandals are the heroes of the peoples’
migration: their deeds are celebrated in saga: but their
kingdoms collapsed—their nation melted away, together
with those which they had vanquished. The West Germani
on the other hand endured, because they took permanent
root in the soil, and with all their expansion never broke
loose from their mother country. Only the Rhineland
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kingdom of the Burgundians, who were of East Germanic
descent, collapsed before the assault of the Huns. In the
vear 451, upon the Catalaunian fields of Gaul, West and East
Germani united together under Roman leadership agaifst
their invasion; but many Germans fought also on the side
of the Huns. It was not alone in this battle that the
Frankish peoples were found in the service of Rome—
during the course of their expansion diplomatic agreements
plaved a more important réle than military decisions.
What thev strove for originally was not dominion but
land. It was only by degrees that the Salian dukes won
their way to a throne. The change when it came produced
a corresponding change in the character of the Frankish
advance: royal campaigns of aggression succeeded the
forays of a people in search of land.

THE EMPIRE OF THE FRANKS

In the vear 486 the last vestiges of Roman rule in Gaul
were wiped out by Clovis, a king of the race of the Mero-
vingians, who had not yet passcd his twentieth year. Ten
years later he conquered the Alemanni—the only tribe
which was still capable of threatening the empire of the
Franks. In a final campaign he seized the land of the West
Golhs as far as the Garonne. The remaining Frankish
princes he removed by murder. Uniting wide tracts of
German and Roman territory under a strong Government,
he founded the Empire of the Franks. He left four sons to
divide his inheritance. As a rule they and their successors
presented a united front to foreign enemies. Sharing the
fate of the Romanized Germans in Gaul, of the Burgundians
and of other fractions of the Visigoths, the Thuringians
were overthrown and the Bavarians brought into depend-
ence. A generation after Clovis’s death, the Frankish
dominion extended from the Atlantic Ocean to the Saale
and the Bohemian forest, from the Mediterranean to the
Zuydersee. The Frankish Empire had become the chief
power in the West, on a par with the Eastern Roman
Empire, which from its seat in Byzantium bore sway over
the east and south.

Profound changes in the structure of state and nation
resulted from the extension of Frankish rule. By right of
conquest, public property passed into the hands of the
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king, together with all the land left ownerless by the flight
of its possessors: he received in addition the revenug from
the taxes and tolls of the conquered country. His means to
fower had increased: his subjects in Gaul had been trained,
as vassals of Rome, to submit to imperial absolutism:
under these circumstances kingly authority was able to
dispense with the people’s support and establish itself on
the model of the Caesars. The royal ban—i.e. the right to
command and to forbid, with power to punish——corre-
sponded to a prerogative of the Roman consuls and
emperors. The king’s peace took the place of the people’s
peace. Among the court officials the cupbearer, the lord-
high-steward, and the marshal were survivals from the
Germanic retinue: the titles of the treasurer and director of
the Court Chancery point to Roman origin: the first was
called Chamberlain (Camerarius) and the second Referen-
darius. The count who governed the district, summoned
the army, and presided over the people’s court of justice,
combined Roman with Germanic authority. Side by side
with the old popular nobility there sprang up a mnobility
who owed their title to services rendered, and their estates
to the royal gifts of land. Important rights were granted
to nobles and churchmen which included a limited juris-
diction within the area of their estates. On the other hand,
the status of freeman was steadily losing in importance.
To escape the burdens of military service, and to dispense
with the assistance of the people’s courts of justice, many
put themselves voluntarily under the protection of a feudal
lord and paid taxes to him. The people’s court of law was
overshadowed by the royal court of law: the yearly assembly
of the whole people, which had formerly borne the respon-
sibility of political decisions, degenerated into a military
review. In intellectual life the acceptance of Christianity
brought about a change fraught with important conse-
quences. When Clovis accepted baptism after his victory
over the Alemanni, Christianity was already the ruling
faith in Gaul. He was, however, the first Germanic prince
to enter the Catholic community. His treaty with the
Gallic bishops, who acknowledged the supremacy of the
Bishop of Rome, was of assistance to him in his wars: for
the other German tribes against whom he fought had
accepted the teaching of Arius, which was damned by the
Church. But it was a long time before Christianity gained
10
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a hold upon the hearts of the people. During the sixth
and sgventh centuries, when the old ideas of rehglon
and morality were eradicated, the country relapsed intp
barbarism.

At that time the king had no other way of rewarding
services in peace or war but by gifts of land. But as soon
as the aristocracy became possessed of land and political
rights, they showed themselves to be the enemies of kingly
authority and of political unity, and remained throughout
the Middle Ages their most dangerous opponents. The
efforts of the nobility to gain independence were helped
forward by disscnsions in the royal family. In accordance
with Germanic rights of succession, the kings divided the
empire. Even among Clovis's immediate descendants the
succession gave rise to bitter quarrels, which continued to
the end of the Merovingian rule. In the three divisions of
the empire, which werc gradually formed, officers of the
royal court, the mayors of the palace, seized the power in
their own hands. Towards the end of the scventh century
Pipin was mayor of the palace in Austrasia—a name which
covered the eastern portion of the empire, including the
territory of the German tribes. Pipin conquered the mayor
of the palace of the Western Franks, and thus became
uncrowned king over the whole empire. His son, Charles
Martel, in his turn had a hard struggle with the nobles.
In order to have an army at his command, he gave away
royal and ecclesiastical property to the lords who fought
at his side: they took the oath of allegiance as his vassals,
and in their turn enfeoffed others who followed in their
train as knights. Thus the feudal system took the form
which it was destined to preserve. In 732, Charles with his
army of knights drove back at Tours and Poitiers the
Arabs who had broken in from Spain.

The deliverance of the West from the threatening danger
of Islam was of world-wide importance in history. When
the pope was hard pressed in Rome by the Emperor of the
Eastern Roman Empire and by the Lombards, he sought,
albeit in vain, for support from the conqueror. Yet Charles’s
son, Pipin, whose education in the cloister had given him
a refinement foreign to his rough father, recognized the
advantages of an alliance with the leading spiritual power
in the West. With his support Boniface became the ‘Apostle
of the Germans.’

T1
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Beginning his missionary labours in Friesland, he preached
Christianity in Hesse, Thuringia, and Bavaria. He found.ed
new bishoprics in Bavaria and elsewhere, set the Franklsh
Church on a firm foundation, and brought the bishops into
close connection with the pope. It was with his consent
that Pipin deposed the Merovingian king in 75I. Then
his Franks raised him upon his shield, proclaiming him
after the old custom: the diadem and the anointing oil
were the gift of the pope. In his turn the Frankish king
defended the pope against the attacks of the Lombards
and enlarged the area of the papal dominion: the Papal
State grew out of Pipin’s gift. The Middle Ages were
heralded by the alliance between Church and State.

Charlemagne stands on the threshold of the history of
the Middle Ages. He founded that world empire in which
Emperor and Pope were the two ruling powers. By un-
ceasing labour, unchecked by discouragement, he incor-
porated the independent Germanic tribes into the Frankish
State: the Lombards in Italy, the insubordinate Bavarians,
and finally, after thirty years of conflict, the Saxons. When
all these tribes had been united, a German State could be
formed which was strong enough to repel the advancing
flood of Slavs, and to win back as far as the Vistula the
territory abandoned by the Eastern Germanic tribes at
the time of the migration. Charles himself played a part
in this struggle. He set up a line of marches along the
frontier territories of the wide empire, which promised
additional security to the inhabitants by their fortresses
and by the increased powers given to the counts of the
marches (Markgrafen). The marches were most numerous
in the east. They extended from the Eyder, which was
protected against the Danes by a fortified camp, the Dane-
werk of later times, as far as the Danube. After the victory
over the Awars, Lower Austria was gradually colonized by
Bavarian peasants, while in the Alpine districts the Ger-
manic immigration assumed larger proportions.

Charles’s empire had the same significance in western
Europe which the Byzantine Empire held in the east. In
Rome, where the memory of the departed world empire
had never been wholly extinguished, on Christmas Day of
.the year 800, the supreme ruler of the Church, calling
itself the Catholic, that is, the Universal, set the imperial
crown upon the head of the King of the Franks. We must

12
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suppose that Charlemagne had been awaie of this intention:

vet afterwards he prI\C with ill humour about the pro-
ceedings before the altar at St. Peter’s. He was accustomed
to bend the Church 1o his private views and resolves: buf
now the pope had acted upon his own initiative. Perhaps
also he foresaw dangers in the future—hereafter the Church
might be able to boast of having founded the Western Empire.

The union of the peoples of central Europe under one
leader was of short duration: but throughout the Middle
Ages it remained the ideal form of the political State.
Unity in thonght and feeling, which is the distinguishing
mark of the Middle Ages, was also directlv encouraged by
Charlemagne as he strove to regulate the life of his empire
as a homogeneous whole. Where the separate authority of
the dukedoms still functioned in the provinces, he abolished
it. The division of the empire into counties upon one
pattern made it possible, in spite of many shortcomings,
to govern them from a uniform standpoint, an end which
was not again attained until the absolute monarchy insti-
tuted a government by aid of funclionaries. A further
resemblance may be traced in the fact that the ruler
exercised great legislative powers. Taking into consideration
the great number and diversity of tribal rights, one realizes
that it would have been vain to attempt fo create a homo-
geneous system of law: but Charlemagne made no secret
of his endeavour o equalize them. The highest court of law
worked for the same end.

The king did not adhere in his judgments 1o the tradi-
tional forms of Germanic law. But his endecavours afier
right and justice were remembered with gratitude by the
German people. He lives on in French saga as the imperial
warrior; but the Germans honoured him for centuries, as
the wise law-giver and the upright judge. Charlemagne
openly sought to crown his labours by directing the spiritual
life of his people. The medals which he struck about the
beginning of the century declared the ‘Christian Religion’
to be the fruit of his government, and under religion he
included the Christian sciences and education. He was
justly proud of the qualities which he had inherited. But,
like all the leading men of his time, he believed the
acquisition of a higher culture to be possible only when
one had access to the intellectual treasures of antiquity,
which could be communicated by the Church alone.

13
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In these matters Charles acted with the same energy
which distinguished his work as a statesman and warrior.
We can trace his endeavours in the founding of “‘monas-
‘teries and monastery schools, in his advice to the monks
to write Latin ‘like educated people,” in his request 1o the
priests to preach so that the people could understand, and
mn the beginnings of lay education, in connection, of course,
with the Church. And they were not without fruit. During
his reign and in the following period there was a marked
increase in the scientific, educational, and artistic activities
of many German monasteries. A bishop of Metz superin-
tended the building of the minster at Aix: this building,
the first made of stone on German soil, was the symbol of
a dominion which united the greatest part of the western
territory under the Sign of the Cross.

Of the many songs which kept alive the memory of the
heroic age of the Migration, the Somg of Hildebrand was
the only one written down in the monastery at Fulda.
Yet a Christian poetry in the German tongue was beginning
to spring up side by side with the Germanic epic. Even
before the middle of the ninth century a Saxon poet,
probably with the help of a priest, had written the history
of Jesus and his disciples: a few decades later the monk
Otiried von Weissenburg composed his Book of the Gospels
—the Saxon poet writes in a popular style, employing the
old Germanic alliterative measure in~ which the most
important words of every line are made to correspond
through the strong accentuation of the first syllable.
Otfried writes like a learned man, and employs the end
rhyme, which had been first used in late Latin verse. But
he too is filled with an admiring love for his people: he
undertakes his task in order that the Franks, bold, mighty
in war like the Romans and Greeks, and zealous in God's
service, should be able to sing in their own tongue the
praises of their Creator.

In western Franconia and in Italy, where the tradi-
tions of Roman culture were still active, intellectual life
attained a higher development than in Germany. Even in
economic respects Germany was at that time far behind
her neighbours. Nevertheless a great advance had been
made in husbandry. Cultivation on the three-field
system, originating in the Romanized West, had become
general, and has remained almost unchanged for nearly

14
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a thousand yvears as the accepted meihod of German
agriculture.

In cases where the soil, in spite ol more systematig
cultivation, did not produce enough for the needs of his
growing family, the peasant was able to increase his holding
by turning the surounding forest into arable land. This
he did throughout a long period, with the consent and the
help ot hus neighbours. He had therefore no lack of soil to
grow his food, and learned self-reliance through this exer-
tion of independence. Even when the peasant sacrificed
his freedom by putting mselt under the protection of a
feudal lord, his capacity ior work was so great that his
master would be satisfied with a munimum of service and
tribute. The ruthless exploitation which became common
at a later date under a capitalistic régime, at a time when
land was scarce, was impossible in Germany tor centuries
after this period. Yet even in Charlemagne's time, the
number of those who renounced their freedom was on the
increase. His world policy hastened the process of social
reconstruction by rendering the burden ot mililarv service
insupportable to many. Charlemagne recognized tlus danger
and tried to check it ; but the measures which he took—the
lessening of the obligation which compelled the freeman
to assist at the people’s courts of justice, and the lightening
of military service tor the poorer ireemen —could not hinder
its development. The fall of the frecmen corresponded with
the rise of the propertied nobles, who already showed a
rapid numerical increase. When no more conquests were
being made, and the stream of royal gifts threatened to
run dry, the close connection of the uobilitvy with the
Crown was loosened, and Charlemagne’s immediate suc-
cessors became involved in a sharp siruggle with their
powerful vassals.

As in the time of the Merovingians, the independence
of the nobles was fostered by the quarrcls of succession in
the royal family. As a matter ol principle the Church was
on the side of imperial unity. Yet its attitude towards the
imperial Governmeni soon underwent a change. Under
Charlemagne, State and Church formed a unity ruled over
by the emperor: he presided over the assembly of the
Frankish bishops, who without help irom the pope, them-
selves decided upon questions of doctrine. But a few years
after his death a similar assembly declared that spiritual
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authority took precedence of temporal. Pope Nicholas I
worked with the object of removing the bishops from the
royal jurisdiction and detaching them from the State. By
“this means the influence of the princes of the Church upon
the conduct of temporal matters became more and more
restricted. L

In the year 843, Charlemagne’s grandsons divided the
empire into three parts at the Treaty of Verdun. The
central empire on the Rhine, including Burgundy-and
Italy, fell to Lothar, the eldest, who retained the imperial
crown: West Franconia to Charles, and East Franconia
to Lewis. He was given the nickname of ‘the German’—
in the eighth century the speech of the Eastern Franks was
already known as the ‘German,’ i.e. the popular, language,
in distinction to the Romance language of West Franconia,
and the Latin. Later, the northern district of the central
empire—Lorraine—was divided between East and West
Franconia: Burgundy and Italy were independent. From
the year 880 Eastern Franconia extended as far as the
Scheldt; it embraced all the German-speaking territories,
together with a strip of land on the Maas, where the
Romanic population preponderated.

These boundaries stood with but slight alteration until
the year 1648. In the meantime, East and West Franconia
were again united under Carolingian rule. But differences,
not of speech alone, became increasingly apparent. In
France, money early began to play a part in domestic
economy. Germany dealt in natural products: the Western
empire fell apart into a number of almost independent
vassal lordships. In Germany, hereditary dukedoms deve-
loped in Franconia, Swabia, and Lorraine on the lines of
the constitution of counties; amongst the Saxons and
Bavarians they were set up in the course of the wars of
defence against the Normans, Slavs, and Hungarians.

Under the last of the Carolingians, the hereditary duke-
doms took their own course: in the end the Duke of Lorraine
actually attached himself to France. Only the bishops
stood for the idea of political unity. When the House of
Charlemagne became extinct in 91T on the death of Louis
the Child, Archbishop Hatto of Mayence, a relative of the
Frankish dukes, agreed with the Saxons on the question
of a successor. Saxons and Franks stood in fairly close
relationship to each other. At an assembly in Forchheim
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they elected Conrad, the Duke of Franconia to be their
king. But neither in his possessions, ns ducal authority,
nor his ecclesiastical backing did he find the suppost
necessary to defend his claim to the kingdom. Before his
death he himself designated the powerful duke Henry of
Saxony as lis successor. When the Franks and Saxons
assembled once more, this time at Fritzlar, it was upon
him that their choice fell.

The Saxon race had accepted the leadership of the
German people. Henceforth German and Frankish history
each followed its own road.

History of Germuny (o I7
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FIRST PART
GERMANY’S UNITY AND SUPREMACY

THE family group of the Franks had been dissolved: the
sons had grown up and struck out their own paths. But
each took with him an heirloom from the home of their
common childhood. Germany owed to Franconia the prin-
ciple of unity in nation and government: the German tribes
were caught up into the current of the ideas promulgated
by Church and Empire, which now embraced the whole
world. Thus they came to envisage the path of their further
development: to the Germans, as to other peoples, was
given the task of forming themsclves into a nation.

But as soon as the German kings had taken the first
steps in this direction, they adopted, as their own personal
task, the idea of dominion over the West, reshaping it
as they did so upon a new basis. This dual aim lies at
the root of the richness and the glory, and also of the
shortcoming and the fatality, of our national history.

At that time Germanyv, even more than the other parts
of the former Carolingian Empire, was an exclusively
agricultural countrv. There were indeed other industries,
and other important sources of revenue gradually made
their appearance under the Saxon emperors, but in the
beginning their profit was negligible.

At an even later period than tle Saxon, a Jearned man
divided the population into priests, farmers, and soldiers.
There were no townsmen. It is difficult for us in these
days to imagine how exclusively' the manner of life and
thought, social position and political influence were deter-
mined by the ownership or cultivation of the soil.

In later capitalist times. the eftort to attain a sheltered
life and worldlv honour took a thousand different forms.
At that time in small and great ahke it was expressed in
the desire for ‘more land!

Arable Jand was almost entirely 1n the bands of private
owners: but there was still a sufficiency of woodland,
capable of being converted into arable, within the boun-
dary of the community, and in the virgin forest. Existing
fields were enlarged by cultivation, and new farm buildings
erected, sometimes beside the village green, sometimes
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standing solitary at a distance from their neighbours—and
new villages founded. The place-names ending in rode
{rooting up), ried (marsh), schlag (filling), metz, hau (hewing),
schwand, brand (burning), hagen (fence), tell of the years
of toil which were the lot of the individual, no less than
of the community.

The unequal struggle with the forces of the forest was
not everywhere carried on with the same energy. But in
the thirteenth century the soil which nourished the German
people had been extended and made fruitful to its extreme
natural limits, and the goal had been reached for which
they had striven for many hundred years.

As a rule the peasant could only become possessed of
his piece of land by hard labour. But other methods were
employed by the lords of the soil. According to a reckoning
made about fifty years earlier, 41 royal palaces and
large estates and 730 smaller crownlands were gifted by
Otto I only, to ecclesiastical lords. The number would
have been still higher if the reckoning had been made
nowadays. One valuation gives the average size of the eccle-
siastical crownlands as from 9,000 to 18,000 rods, and an
extent of from 30 €00 10 60,000 as ‘no very rare exception.’

A comparison with modern conditions can only be made
with regard to the extent of the great estates—not to their
composition and manner of working. At that time the
landlord’s property consisted of a number of medium-
sized, smaller, and very small portions, which lay scat-
tered within different and sometimes widely separated
boundaries, and surrounded by fields belonging to peasants
and other landed proprietors. Because of this scattered
position there was no other method of cultivation possible
than that of the smallholder. The three-field system was
almost universally employed.

On the fields of the village community, oats, rye, millet,
and more rarely wheat, were cultivated, and in the gardens
peas and beans, vegetables and iruit of various kinds.
Everyone kept fowls and one or more pigs, and the
majority a few sheep. Oxen and cows were used as beasts
of burden, and more rarely horses. The methods of this
peasant labour may be known from these indications. Its
produce was handed by the tributary tenant to the steward,
who was {o be found in almost every village.

In addition, the lord of the manor possessed large lands
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adjacent to his own manor and the socage-farm. He cul-
tivateq them himself, or had them cultivated; and this
style of husbandry gives their distinctive character to thg
economic methods of the tenth and eleventh centuries. It
is evident from this that the exient to which these con-
ditions obtained has been overestimated; to-day we incline
to believe that such methods were only employed over
about one-sixth of the propertv of the lord of the manor.
But there was an authority behind this economic arrange-
ment which made it far superior to the peasants’ hus-
bandry. The lord of the manor had various means of
cultivation at his disposal, and he had above all many
varieties of labour, his own menials, who lived as a rule in
the manor itself, and peasants, who were under obligation
to serve him with their own labour, and that of their
teams. He would not only set the individual a definite and
invariable task, but was able to command them all when
important works were to be carried out, such as clearing
a forest or draining a marsh.

Hence the private husbandry ot the lord of the manor
was better able than the peasants’ smallholding to satisfy
more refined demands. Wheat, peas and beans, vegetables,
flax, hemp, plants for dyeing such as woad and saffron,
began to take up a larger proportion of the area under
cultivation, vinery and horse-breeding were at first carried
on almost exclusively upon the estate, while at a some-
what later period the keeping of sheep passed gradually
into the same hands. Also in the matter of clearing and
occupying new country the lord of the manor had facilities
at his disposal far superior to those of the peasants.

The peasant daily witnessed and carried out these
labours, housing his lord’s cattle in his own stall through-
out the winter, carrying his grain to the mill, and to the
bakehouse on his lord’s estate, and his hops to his lord’s
brewery. In this way he came to understand the working
of a superior household: something of what he learnt must
have been useful to him in his own more humble sphere.
When the system of husbandry under the lord of the
manor collapsed in the twelfth and thirtcenth centuries,
the peasant farmer was able to take its place with his own
labour.

One must admit that it is not easy to prove this sequence
of cause and effect. The connection is much more easily
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understood between the industries carried on in the
manorial household, and the urban handicrafts which later
game to perfection. But as we estimate the size of the
manorial household on a much smaller scale than was
formerly done: so we are no longer inclined to postulate
a highly developed handicraft within the manorial activities.
There were certainly handicraft workers, both men and
women, belonging to the estate. There is no doubt that
the peasants were obliged to furnish not only bread, beer,
complete garments and cloths of linen and wool, tools,
weapons, and pots, but also grain, malt, woven fabrics,
wool, skins of animals, and even iron. All these had to be
worked up. Yet the craftsman on the estate could boast
only a modest skill. Sombart draws a comparison un-
flattering to both between the mediaeval craftsman and
the workman upon a modern estate—and in the first
beginning, country craftsmen who were freemen inclined
to work for the towns.

In the development of trade the estatc played a much
more important role. Primarily its products were, of course,
employed in meeting the needs of the manorial household.
These must have been considerable, particularly in the
monasteries. In the tenth century the larger monasterics
such as Fulda and Priim in the Eifel had a population
of nearly two hundred monks: that is to say, translated
into the language of national economics, they formed some
of the great centres of consumption of thal period. But
the pfroperty produced more than it could possibly make
use of.

The most lordly train of serving-men could not consume
the 9,604 cheeses which were rendered every year to the
Count of Falkenstein: the heads of the Cathedral of Trient
had over 14,000 to dispose of. What was the monastery
of Heisterbach to do with ‘the rivers of wine and moun-
tains of salt with which its farms supplied it from time
immemorial?” The lord of the manor was obliged to sell:
‘what once answered to his needs, had now grown to be
superfluous.” The peasant too, who had to render a
tribute in money, was obliged to sell, to obtain it. The
proceeds of the industry of the manorial farm, and the
taxes paid by the peasants fell to the lord of the manor,
and enabled him to purchase the satisfaction of his more
refined demands. This development acted as an incentive
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to the interchange of goods and money, and made business
more hrisk in the markets. This was the chief reason for
the great increase of markets in the course of the tenth.
century. During the time of the Carolingians only six
markets are mentioned throughout the entire German
territory: in the sixty-six years of the Ottos we find thirty-
one places in Saxony and Friesland alone, which are
expressly mentioned as markel towns.

The freeman on his hide of land could no longer vie in
importance with the lord ot the soil and of the markets
upon it. As soon as the lord of the soil had once made
good his footing within the confines of the village, he tried
by every possible means to restrict the rights of revenue
belonging to the community within their own borders and
to acquire them for himself: in this aim, which extended
also to forest and lake land, he was frequently successful.

The members of the community themselves stubbed up
the forest, widened their fields, and established new farms.
As they did so, they loosened the ties which bound the
community together. Atltacked from within and from
without, the community of the village could no longer
afford effective proteclion to the individual. Tribal sup-
port had long ceased to be operative. Every disaster fell
with double weight upon theindividual: whether it was the
failure of crops, the death of cattle, military service, war-
taxes, or the exaction of a legal penalty. Men dreaded even
a summons before the court of justice: the complaint of
the corruption of the judges sounds like an unbroken cry
through these centuries. In most cases the judge was—the
lord of the manor. In the end there was no alternative
even for the proud man, but 1o renounce his freedom, and
in so doing to transfer his property, to ihe lord of the
manor.

This happened so fiequenily, and under such varying
circumstances, as to give rise 1o many different formulas
of transference. One man might be in the just possession
of inherited land, with the certain prospect of leaving it
to his child and his children’s children: with others the
right of disposal was doubliful. The one had few, and the
other had many, tasks and services to perform: here
the tenant nced scarcely be conscious of the loss of his free-
dom, there his position was not far removed from that of
the serf—moreover, there were many freemen in various
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districts of Germany who conveyed only a portion of their
property to the lord of the manor, and succeeded.in pre-
Jerving their freedom. Only by degrees were these dii-
ferences so far adjusted that the tenants were able to form
one class—that of the peasants. Yet within the space of
the tenth and eleventh centuries it became evident that the
serfs as a whole were approximating, legally and socially,
to the more fortunately situated tenants; while the tenants
who were more highly placed, the stewards and soldiers
of the lord of the manor, were being assimilated into the
ranks of the masters. Hence the loss of freedom gradually
ceased to imply a loss of importance. In the peasant class,
which was formed in the twelfth century by the union
of the small tenants with the free peasants, there was a
powerful feeling of class-consciousness, an earnest endeavour
to order the affairs of the village after their own judgment.
It is therefore evident that the seignorial right did not
weigh so heavily upon economic and social life as was
formerly believed. But the system made it extremely
difficult for the German people to grow into a nation.
Even before the princely power had interposed between
the people and the sole authority of the king, the seignorial
right cut off from all participation in questions affecting
the life of the nation those tenants and those freemen
who were in any way dependent upon the master—that
is to say, the overwhelming majority of the German people.
Under the Merovingians and Carolingians the great class
of freemen had already little by little lost their political
rights. They were no longer allowed to act as the repre-
sentatives of political authority in the community: as
lawgivers and judges, or as soldiers. The development of
the seignorial right marked the last stage of this evolution.
The lord of the manor ordered the economic life of his
tenants, and became by degrees the ruling power through-
out the community. Social standing was decided by
relationship to him, he exercised public authority as lord
paramount under the king, and was able to make his power
felt, even by those freemen who were not dependent upon
him. Where the lord of the manor ruled, his subjects lost
the feeling that there was still a higher authority, the
whole body of the people.
But the king was in constant need of new officers and
soldiers, and only by grants of land was it possible for
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him to hire them. It was nothing less than his duty to
further,the growth of the seignorial prerogative. Feudal
tenure had occasionally been granted under the Carolin:
gians, to enable the holder to perform some service or fill
some office. Even before Germany broke away from the
United Empire, the larger tenures were in fact almost
invariably hereditary. This had as a natural consequence
the hereditary transmission of offices. At the time of the
Saxon kings the hereditary transmission of the important
offices which were held by a count was formally recog-
nized. These involved administration, jurisdiction, and the
command of levies, and already the lords of the manor
who held hereditary public offices were acquiring more
extensive prerogatives.

Even under the Saxonemperors, many were allowed to strike
medals, to levy taxes, and to hold markets, and the develop-
ment went on without a break under the succeeding rulers.
States arose within the State: their gain was the king’s loss.

At the same time the great lords of the manor were
nominally vassals of the king, bound by oath to obey him
as the supreme liege lord. This connection very often failed,
however, exactly in that parlicular for which it had first
been devised, as an obligation to military service. It was
seldom possible for the king to punish with effect. Behind
the one refractory vassal stood his negligent and wilful
fellows. The difficulty of maintaining the army had the
effect of making it comparatively small: in one battle there
were seldom more than from two to three thousand knights
engaged. As soon as a fair number of troops had assembled,
their leader must make haste to get to grips with the
enemy. The prospect of booty acted as a spur to valour:
the ranks grew thin when a decision was long delayed.
With such armies it was possible to repel an invasion, and
to venture on more ambitious enterprises such as the
Italian campaigns and the Crusades, which aroused an
answering enthusiasm in the great mass of vassals; but
the feudal levies could not, under all circumstances; be
a reliable weapon always ready to the king’s hand. This
was true of other cases, in which compulsion can be
employed by a modern Government. Universal taxation
was unknown. It is true that revenues of the most varied
kind and of considerable value flowed into the king’s
coffers: the merchant must pay toll on road, river, and
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market: since the time of Otto I the miner had been
extracting silver from the mines of Saxony: the MMaster
f the Mint looked for profit in the coining; great men
gave presents and paid money to gain an office or a
privilege: conquered peoples brought tribute. Yet the king
fell more than once into financial difficulties: the Ottos
frequently executed deeds of mortgage, and we learn that
Henry III was even reduced to pledging his crown. The
imperial laws did not run throughout the country and
were subject to interruption: when in the thirteenth
century efforts were made to bring order into the legis-
lative confusion, it was significant that they were not of
the king’s making.

In all these matiers the mediaeval state cannot be
compared with the modern. Its inherent unlikeness arises
in part from its different economic basis. When there is
no money in circulation, the vassal is indispensable. When
the king has no fixed residence, his documents must fall
into confusion: he must spend a disproportionate amount
of time on the road—Charlemagne has been credited with
12,000 miles in the saddle—and he is not on the spot when
he is needed. But unlike their descendants of a later date,
the men of that time would never have allowed the State
to regulate their existence, from rising in the moming lo
going to bed at night. Their conception of the aim of the
State was quite other: the king must maintain peace and
good government and defend the Church. The rest was
a matter for the Church itself. Care for national well-
being, the common weal, social equalization, high national
aims—it was only by degrees that such things were intro-
duced into the conception of the task of government.

The foundation of the king’s authority sufficed to meet
all demands which were made upon it. He was, and re-
mained, up till the height of the Middle Ages, the greatest
landed proprietor within his empire, notwithstanding the
gifts of property which he was constantly bestowing. The
Saxon emperors invariably made good their losses by the
confiscation of a devolving fiel or by new conquests in
the East, and later rulers found other expedients. The
palaces of the kings on the northern slope of the Harz
Mountains were the centres of such exemplary husbandry,
that the Saxons and the first Salian Franks preferred to
let them enjoy a longer occupation.
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