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PREFACE.

N the Preface to Volume IV the Editors referred to the loss which

the enterprise had sustained by the death of Sir Edwin Pears before
he saw his chapter in type, and of M. Ferdinand Chalandon when he
had only seen the first proofs of his chapters, although in this case they
were able to obtain a second revision by Madame Chalandon of her
husband’s proofs. They are also indebted to her for a similar revision
in the present volume. But another misfortune has befallen Volume V,
for Count Ugo Balzani died before he could revise his chapters, and this
duty has been discharged by the Editors themselves. They were obliged
to abbreviate them to a certain extent, but except in one instance, duly
indicated in a foot-note, they made no real change in the author’s state-
ment of his conclusions.

They wish to express their gratitude to Mrs Stenton for under-
taking the chapter on Henry II of England at short notice, and for the
promptitude with which she completed the work; to Mr C. J. B. Gaskoin
of Jesus College for preparing the maps; and to Mr C. C. Scott, Sub-
Librarian of St John’s College, for indispensable assistance in preparing

_ the bibliographies for the press. The index has been compiled by

v

Mr E. H. F. Mills of St John’s College, the Librarian of the University
of Birmingham.

For the Corrigenda to Volume IV, the Editors are mainly indebted
to the kindness of Mr E. W. Brooks.

Since this Preface was in type, the Cambridge History School has
suffered a grievous loss by the death of Mr W. J. Corbett of King’s
College, whose original researches in English history have already lent
distinction to Volumes II and IIL and whose last work appears in the
present volume. Even if his researches on Domesday should never now
be published, his main conclusions will be found in the Cambridge
Medicval History.

R.T.
W. P.-0.
N. B,

.
c.
-2

January, 1926,







INTRODUCTION.

Tae century and a half, roughly from 1050 to 1200, with which this
volume is concerned, follows on a period when the disorganisation and
anarchy of the ninth century had barely been made good. Order had
been to some extent restored; the desire for order and for peace was at
any rate widespread. The opportunity for fruitful development, both in
the sphere of ecclesiastical and of secular government, and also in those
pursuits which especially needed peace for their prosecution, such as
culture and commerce, had now arrived. We have to deal, then, with a
period, on the one hand, of new movements and new ideas—the appearance
of new monastic orders, a renaissance of thought and learning, the rise of
towns and the expansion of commerce; on the other, of consolidation and
centralisation—the organisation of the monarchical government of the
Church, the development of monarchical institutions in the various
countries of Europe, and, to give direction and solidity to the whole, the
revived study of Civil and Canon Law. Finally, and most novel of all,
we see Europe at once divided by the great conflict of Empire and Papacy
and united by the Crusades in the holy war against the infidel. The
former as well as the latter implies a conception of the unity of Western
Christendom, a unity which found expression in the universal Church.
For the Church alone was universal, European, international; and, as its
institutions begin to take more definite form, the more deeply is this
character impressed upon them.

The volume opens with a chapter on the Reform of the Church,
which was not merely a prelude to, but also a principal cause of, the
striking events that followed; for in the pursuit of the work of reform
the Papacy both developed its own organisation and was brought into
conflict with the secular power. In the first half of the eleventh century,
it had been entirely dominated by the secular interests of the local nobles.
It had been rescued by the Emperor Henry III, and Pope Leo IX had
immediately taken his natural place as leader of the reform movement.
When he undertook personally, in France, Germany, and Italy, the
promulgation and enforcement of the principles of reform, he made the
universality of papal power a reality; the bishops might mutter, but the
people adored. The Papacy was content to take a subordinate place
while Henry III was alive; Henry IV’s minority worked a complete
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change. 'The first great step was the Papal Election Decree of Nicholas
11, and, though the attempt of the Roman nobles to recover their influence
was perhaps the immediate cause, the Papacy took the opportunity to
shake off imperial control as well. An opening for interference still
remained in the case of a disputed election, as was clearly shewn in the
contest of Innocent I and Anastasius II, and especially in that of
Alexander III and Victor IV. This gap was closed by the Third Lateran
Council in 1179, which decreed that whoever obtained the votes of two-
thirds of the cardinals should be declared Pope.

The Papal Election Decree had a further result. By giving to the
eardinals the decision at an election, and reducing other interests to a
merely nominal right of assent, it raised the College of Cardinals to a
position of the highest importance. There were normally at this time
7 (later 6) cardinal-bishops, 28 cardinal-priests, and 18 cardinal-deacons,
and, unless they were employed on papal business, their functions were
confined to Rome, Leo IX had surrounded himself with cardinals who
were reformers like himself; they composed the chief element in the Pope’s
Council, or, as it came to be called, the Curia. But he could not find
them in Rome, and had to recruit them from the chief reforming centres,
especially north of the Alps. As they were,and continued to be, drawn from
different countries, so in them was displayed the international character
of the Roman Church; and from their number, in almost every case, was
the Pope elected. A further development came when Alexander III
instituted the practice of including bishops from different parts of
Europe among the cardinals; for the regular duties and residence of such
cardinals were no longer in Rome itself.

The freedom of episcopal elections in general was in the forefront of
the reform programme. The papal policy was to restore canonical
election “by clergy and people,” a vague phrase which received its
definition at Rome in the Election Decree. During the twelfth century
a similar definition was arrived at for other sees. The cathedral chapter,
helped by its corporate unity, and especially by the fact that it constituted

- the permanent portion of the bishop’s concilium and that its consent was
necessary in any disposition of the property of the see, established itself
as the electoral body. To the clergy of the diocese and the lay vassals of
the see was left, as at Rome, only the right of assent and acclamation.
The chapter thus became the local counterpart of the College of Cardinals.
The Papacy was principally concerned with the freedom of elections, and
did not yet claim the right of appointment for itself, except in cases of
dispute.. The Third Lateran Council, which gave the decision at a papal

_ election to a majority vote, expressly decreed that elsewhere the old rule
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of the “maior et sanior pars” was to hold good; for, with the exception
of Rome, there was a higher authority which could decide in cases of
dispute.

Leo IX had initiated the campaign of reform at Councils in France and
Germany. The Councils over which the Popes presided passed decrees’
which were to be universally binding. Usually they were held in Rome,
and regularly in Lent by Gregory VIL In them, besides the Curia, any
leading ecclesiastic who happened to be at the papal court, whether on a
visit or in obedience to a personal summons, took part, just as the nobles
did in a king’s Council. A further development occurred in the twelfth
century. Hitherto all the Councils recognised by the Western Church as
Ecumenical had taken place in the East. The schism of 1054 had cut off
the Greek Church from communion with Rome, and in the twelfth
century three Councils were held, each of them at Rome in the Lateran
basilica, which, owing to the importance of their business and the general
rather than particular summonses which were issued, were included later
among the Ecumenical Councils, The First Lateran Council in 1123
ratified the Concordat of Worms, the Second in 1189 solemnised the end
of a schism, and the Third in 1179 the end of another and a greater one.

The next step was the local enforcement of the papal decrees. The
Church had its local officials—archbishops, bishops ete.—and they were
expected both to promulgate the decrees at local synods and to enforce
their execution. It soon became clear that the bishops regarded them-
selves as anything but the docile officials of the central government, and
the Papacy had to establish its authority and to work out a coordinated
system of government by which its policy could be carried into effect.
First of all, for the Pope could no longer do everything in person like
Leo IX, legates were sent to act in his name, travelling about, like the
Carolingian. missi, with overriding authority, to investigate the local
churches and put into force the papal decrees. The appointment of legates
for this general work tends more and more to take a permanent form, and
soon the post of permanent legate—a, position of high honour and at the
same time of personal responsibility to the Pope—becomes the prerogative
of the leading ecclesiastics in each country. But' the Pope still continued
to send legates from Rome, both as ambassadors to temporal sovereigns
and as functionaries with special commissions; these legates o latere as
direct papal agents again had overriding powers. It was not sufficient,
however, for the Pope to control the local officials through his repre-
sentatives, He insisted on their personal contact with himself. Visits
ad limina were first of all encouraged and then directly ordered, and
archbishops were expected to receive the pallium from the Pope in peison,







