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PREFATORY NOTE TO THE
ILLUSTRATIONS

I selecting these {llustrations to form a pictorial commentary on
the text, I have been guided by two considerations, first, that they
should be drawn as far as might be from English sources as dis-
tinct from European sources genetally, and secondly, that they
should be as nearly contemporaty as possible with the scenes they
represent. It has not been possible to adhere strictly to these two
principles in every example, for instance, I have had to turn to
French chronicles (with Flemish illumination) fot such illustra-
tions as those of the Peasants’ Revolt (§ 11, 12, 13), where the
chronicler’s minjaturist is endeavouring to portray the actual his-
torical events of some eighty years before; again, 1 have used
Flemish sources for the mediaeval garden (§ 91) and the mediaeval
farm (§ 93) and French sources for the mediaeval dramas (§ 113,
114, 115), since no such suitable minjatures are available for that
period from English sources. But these illustrations, while afford-
ing useful parallels at a time when the practices of chivalry, the
minutiae of everyday life and entertainment, or the methods of
agriculture and industry, had doubtless much in common through-
out Burope, must inevitably betray local differences: the archi-
tecture of the farm in § 93, for instance, or the elaborate formalism
of the garden scene in § gr. Similarly, it has been sometimes
necessary to draw examples from an apparently faithful copy of an
carlier original now lost, as in John Doharty’s 1744 copy of
Blagrave’s map of Feckenham (§ 143) or 8. H. Gritam’s r78;
watee-colout copy of the Cowdtay picture of Edward VI’s Riding
from the Tower in 1547 (§ 121), which was destroyed in the
disastrous Cowdray fire of 1793.

Modeen photographs and Eighteenth- and Nineteenth-Century
engravings have been used freely to illustrate places (as distinct
from social scenes), even though the putrist might, I suppose, com-
plain that I have used Loggan’s engravings of Trinity or Christ
Chutch to show in full maturity the foundations of Heary VIII
and Wolsey, instead of confining myself to plans of the stage
which they had actually teached in Tudor times.
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PREFATORY NMOTE TO THE ILLUSTRATIONS

I cannot hope to reflect in entirety the many-sided picture pre-
sented by Dr. Trevelyan, but I have endeavoured to cover as
representative a selection as possible of all the places and activities
mentioned.

Detailed descriptive notes on the illustrations will be found at
the end of the book; these give a summary account of the source
of each illustration, its authorship, date and provenance and its
present whereabouts, together with an indication of any particular
noteworthy features either in its subject-matter or manner of
treatment.

Rura C. WrigHT
Illustrations Editor
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INTRODUCTION
TO COMPLETE EDITION

ArrroucH I have attempted to bring this book up to date in the
light of the most recent publications (1941), it was neatly all
written before the war. I then had in view a social history of
England from the Roman times to our own, but I left to the last
the part that I would find most difficult, the centuries preceding
the Fourteenth, The war has rendered it impossible for me to
complete the work, but it has occurted to me that the chapters
which I have already finished constitute a consecutive story of six
centuries, from the Fourteenth to the Nineteenth, and as such
some readers may give it welcome.

Social history might be defined negatively as the history of a
people with the politics left out. It is perhaps difficult to leave out
the politics from the history of any people, particularly the English
people. But as so many history books have consisted of political
annals with little reference to their social environment, 2 reversal
of that method may have its uses to redress the balance. During
my own lifetime a third very flourishing sort of history has come
into existence, the economic, which greatly assists the serious
study of social history, For the social scene grows out of econo-
mic conditions, to much the same extent that political events in
their tutn grow out of social conditions. Without social history,
economic histoty is batren and political history is unintelligible,

But social history does not merely provide the required link
between economic and political history. It has also its own posi-
tive value and peculiar concern. Its scope may be defined as the
daily life of the inhabitants of the land in past ages: this includes
the human as well as the economic relation of different classes to
one another, the character of family and household life, the con-
ditions of labour and of leisure, the attitude of man to nature, the
culture of each age as it arose out of these general conditions of
life, and took ever-changing forms in religion, literature and
music, architecture, learning and thought,

How far can we know the real life of men in each successive age
of the past? Historians and antiquarians have amassed by patient
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xii INTRODUCTION

scholarship a great sum of information, and have edited innu-
merable records, letters and joutrnals, enough to provide reading
for whole lifetimes; yet even this mass of knowledge is small in-
deed compared to the sum total of social history, which could only
be mastered if we knew the biographies of all the millions of men,
wotnen and children who have lived in England. The generaliza-
tions which are the stock-in-ttade of the social historian, must
necessarily be based on 2 small number of particular instances,
which are assumed to be typical, but which cannot be the whole
of the complicated truth.

And small as is the mass of accumulated knowledge in propor-
tion to the vastness of the theme, how pitifully small is the selec-
tion from that mass which I have been able to set down in
200,000 words dealing with six whole centuries of the variegated
and wonderful life of England. Yet even a millionth part of a
loaf may be better than no bread. It may at least whet the appetite.
If it makes a few people more eager to study the literature and
recotds of the past, this book will have served its turn.

Disinterested intellectual cutiosity is the life-blood of real civi-
lization. Social history provides one of its best forms. At bottom,
I think, the appeal of history is imaginative. Our imagination
craves to behold our ancestors as they really were, going about
their daily business and daily pleasure. Carlyle called the anti-
quatian or historical tesearcher ‘Dryasdust.’ Dryasdust at bottom
isa poet. He may find difficulty in expressing to his neighbour the
poetry he finds for himself in the muniment room. But the main
impulse of his life is the desite to feel the reality of life in the past,
to be familiar with ‘the chronicle of wasted time’ for the sake of
‘ladies dead and lovely knights.’

Scott began life as Dryasdust—as an antiquatian—because that
way he could find most poetty, most romance. Carlyle, like every
great historian, was his own Dryasdust. Indeed he is really the
greatest defender of Dryasdust in the whole field of literature. He
declared, with a striking exaggeration, that the smallest real fact
about the past of man which Dryasdust could unearth was more
poetical than all Shelley and more tomantic than all Scott.

Consider all that Hes in that one word Pas#! What a pathetic,
sacted, in every sense poetic, meaning s implied in it; a meaning grow-
ing ever the clearer the farther we recede in time—the more of that
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same Past we have to look through! History after all is the true poctry.
And Reality, if rightly interpreted, is grander than Fiction,

It is the detailed study of history that makes us feel that the past
was as real as the present. The wotld supposes that we histotians
are absotbed in the dusty records of the dead; that we can see
nothing save—

The lost-to-light ghosts, gtey-mailed,
As you see the grey tiver mist
Hold shapes on the yonder bank,

But to us, as we read, they take form, colour, gesture, passion,
thought. It is only by study that we can see our forerunners,
remote and recent, in their habits as they lived, intent each on the
business of a long-vanished day, riding out to do homage or to
poll 2 vote; to seize 2 neighbour’s manotr-house and carry off his
ward, ot to leave cards on ladies in crinolines.

And there is the *fair field full of folk.” Generation after genera-
tion, there is the ploughman behind the oxen, or the horses, or the
machine, and his wife busy all day in the cottage, waiting for hitn
with her daily accummulated budget of evening news.

Each one, gentle and simple, in his commonest goings and
comings, was ruled by a complicated and ever-shifting fabric of
custom and law, society and politics, events at home and abroad,
some of them little known by him and less understood. Our effort
is not only to get what few glimpses we can of his intimate pet-
sonality, but to teconstruct the whole fabric of each passing age,
and see how it affected him; to get to know more in some respects
than the dweller in the past himself knew about the conditions
that enveloped and controlled his life.

‘There is nothing that more divides civilized from semi-savage
man than to be conscious of our forefathers as they teally were,
and bit by bit to reconstruct the mosaic of the long-forgotten past.
To weigh the stars, or to make ships sail in the air or below the sea,
is not a more astonishing and eanobling performance on the part
of the human race in these latter days, than to know the coutse of
events that had been long forgotten, and the true nature of men
and women who were here before us.

Truth is the criterion of historical study; but its impelling
motive is poetic. Its poetry consists in its being true. There we
find the synthesis of the scientific and literary views of histoty.
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Since, however rashly and inadequately, some attempt is to be
made in this work to imagine the life of our ancestors in such
pattial light as modern research can afford, in what form can the
story best be told? It cannot, like the web of political history, be
held together by the framework of well known names of Kings,
Patliaments and wars. These indeed have their influence on social
development which has often to be noted. The Puritan Revolu-
tion and the Restoration were social as well as political events.
But, on the whole, social change moves like an underground rivet,
obeying its own laws or those of economic change, rather than
following the direction of political happenings that move on the
surface of life. Politics are the outcome rather than the cause of
social change. A new King, a new Prime Minister, a new Parlia-
ment ofien marks a new epoch in politics, but seldom in the life
of the people.

How then is the tale to be told? Into what periods shall social
history be divided up? As we look back on it, we see a continuous
stream of life, with gradual change perpetually taking place, but
with few catastrophes. The Black Death is perhaps one, and the
Industrial Revolution another. But the Industrial Revolution is
spread over too many generations to be rightly regarded cither as
a catastrophe or as an event. It is not, like the Black Death, a for-
tuitous obstruction fallen across the river of life and temporarily
diverting it; it is the river of life itself in the lower part of its
coutse.

In political history one King at a titne reigns; one Parliament at
a time sits. But in social histoty we find in every period several
different kinds of social and economic organization going on
simultaneously in the same country, the same shire, the same town.
Thus, in the realm of agriculture, we find the open-field strip culti-
vation of the Anglo-Saxons still extant in the Eighteenth Century,
side by side with ancient enclosed fields of the far older Celtic pat-
tern, and modern enclosutes scientifically cultivated by methods
approved by Asthur Young. And so it is with the vatieties of
industrial and commercial organization—the domestic, the craft,
the capitalist systems are found side byside down the centuties. In
everything the old overlaps the new—in religion, in thought, in
family custom. There is never any clear cut; there is no single
moment when all Englishmen adopt new ways of life and thought.

"These things being so, it has scemed to me best to tell the story
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as life is presented on the stage, that is to say by a series of scenes
divided by intervals of time. There will be 2 good deal in common
between one scene and the next, between the age of Chaucer and
the age of Caxton, the age of Dr. Johnson and the age of Cobbett
—Dbut there will also be 2 good deal that is different.

To obtain a true picture of any period, both the old and the
new elements must be botne in mind. Sometimes, in forming a
mental picture of a period in the past, people seize hold of the new
features and forget the overlap of the old. For example, students
of history are often so much obsessed by the notorious political
event of the Peterloo massacre that they imagine the Lancashire
Jactory hand as the typical wage-earner of the year 1819; but he
was not; he was only a local type, the newest type, the type of the
future, The trouble was that the test of old-fashioned society of
the Regency period had not yet adjusted itself to the change
heralded by his advent. They were annoyed with him, they could
not place him, because he was not then, as he is now, the normal.

So then the method of this book is to present a series of suc-
cessive scenes of English life, and the first of these scenes presented
is the lifetime of Chaucer-—(1340-1400). I have already confessed
that the reason why the book begins at that point is personal and
accidental. But in fact it is a good starting-point, For in Chaucet’s
time the English people first clearly appear as a racial and cultural

~-unit, The component races and languages have been melted into
one. The upper class is no longer French, nor the peasant class
Anglo-Saxon: all are English. England has ceased to be mainly a
recipient of influences from without. Henceforward she gives
forth her own. In the age of Chaucer, Wycliffe, Wat Tyler and the
English bowmen, she is beginning to create her own island forms
in literature, religion, economic society and war. The forces
moulding England are no longer foreign but native. She no
longer owes her progress to great foreign churchmen and ad-
ministrators, to Norman ideas of the feudal manor, to Angevin
lawyer kings, to cavalry armed and trained on French models, to
the friars coming over from Latin lands. Henceforward England
creates her own types and her own customs,

When, in the Hundred Years’ War (1337-1453) the ‘Goddams’
(as Joan of Arc called them) set aut to conquer France, they went
there as foreign invaders, and their successes were due to the fact
that England was already organized as a nation and conscious of

&
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xvi INTRODUCTION

her nationhood, while France as yet was not. And when that
attempted conquest at length failed, England was left as a strange
island anchoted off the Continent, no longer a mete offshoot ot
extension of the European world.

It is true that thete was nothing sudden in this growth of our
distinctive nationhood. The process neither began nor ended in
the lifetime of Chaucer. But during those years the principle is
more active and more observable than in the three previous
centuries, when the Christian and feudal civilization of Europe,
including England, was not national but cosmopolitan. In the
England of Chaucer’s time we have a nation.



Chapter One
CHAUCER’S ENGLAND (1340~1400)
1. Fisld, Village and Manor Fouse

IN Chaucer’s England we see for the first time the modern
mingling with the mediaeval, and England herself beginning
to emetge as a distinct nation, no longer 2 mere oversea extension
of Franco-Latin Eutope. The poet’s own works register the
greatest modetn fact of all, the birth and general acceptance of our
language, the Saxon and French words happily blended at last
into ‘English tongue’ which ‘all understanden,’ and which is there-
fore coming into use as the vehicle of school teaching and of legal
proceedings. ‘There were indeed various provincial dialects of
English, besides the totally distinct Welsh and Cornish. And
some classes of society had a second language: the more learned
of the clergy had Latin, and the courtiers and well-born had
French, no longer indeed their childhood’s tongue but a foreign
speech to be learnt

‘after the school of Stratford-atte-Bowe.” !

Chaucer, who spent long hours of his busy day in Court circles,
bad the culture of mediaeval France at his fingers® ends: when
therefore he set the pattern of modern English poetry for centuries
to come, he set it in forms and metres derived from France and
Ttaly, in both of which countties he bhad travelled several times on
business of State. None the less he struck a new English note, It
was he who, in the Canterbury Tales, gave the first full expression
of ‘the English sense of humour,” one quarter cynical and three

‘Some can Prench and no Latin

‘That have used courts and dwelled therein:

And some can of Latin a party

That can Prench full febelly:

And some undetstandeth English

‘That neither can Latin nor French:

But lerid and lewid [learned and ignorant], old and young
All undetstanden English tongue.’

So, in Chaucer’s day, wrote William Nassyngton.
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quartets kindly, that we do not look for in Dante, Petrarch or the
Roman de la Rose, and do not find even in Boccaccio ot Froissart.

Other characteristics of the new-born nation were expressed in
Langland’s religious allegory, Piers the Plowman. Though he too
was a learned poet and a Londoner most of his life, he was by
origin a Malvern man, and used the form still common in the West
countyy, the alliterative blank verse derived from Anglo-Saxon
poetry. That native English form was soon to be generally dis-
placed by Chaucer’s rhymings, but the spirit of Piers the Plowman
lived on in the religious earnestness of our fathets, their continual
indignation at the wrong-doing of others and their occasional
sorrow for their own, English Puritanism is much older than the
Reformation, and the two ‘dreatners,” Piets the Plowman and
Bunyan the tinker, are more alike in imagination and in feeling
than any other two writers divided by three centuries.

While Langland and Gower, without straying into heresy, be-
wailed the corruptions of mediaeval society and religion, looking
back to the ideals of the past rather than forward to a different
future, Wycliffe hammeted out red-hot a programme of change,
most of which was long afterwards put into force by English
Anti-clericalism and English Protestantism. An open Bible in the
new common tongue of England was part of this programme.
Meanwhile John Ball asked it mediaeval terms the most modern
question of all:

When Adam delved and Evé span
Who was then a gentleman?

For in the economic sphere also the mediaeval was beginning
to yield to the modem, and England was heginning to develop
sacial classes peculiar to herself. The break-up of the feudal
manor and the commutation of field-serfdom wete proceeding
apace. The demand advanced by the tebellious peasants that all
Englishmen should be freemen has a familiar sound to-day, but it
was then a novelty and it cut at the base of the existing social
fabric. Those wotkmen who already enjoyed this boon of free-
dom, were constantly on strike for higher pay in approved
modern English fashion. Moreover, the employers against whom
these strikes were directed were not so much the old fendal lords
as new middle classes of leasechold farmers, manufacturers and
tnerchants. The cloth trade, destined to make the wealth and



A NATION IN THE MAKING

remould the society of England, was already in the reign of
Edward III fast encroaching on the mediaeval marketing of our
raw wool oversea. And the State was already making intermittent
attempts to unite the interests of the mutually jealous mediaeval
towns in a common policy of protection and control for the trade
of the nation.

In pursuit of this policy, sea-power must be maintained in home
waters, and Edward IIT’s new gold coinage represents him stand-
ing armed and crowned in a ship. [See § 2.} Chaucer’s merchant

‘Wold the see were kept for anything
Betwixt Middleburgh and Orewell’

(viz. between Holland and Suffolk). National self-consciousness
is beginning to dissolve the local loyalties and the rigid class divi-
sions which had characterized the cosmopolitan society of the
feudal age, And so, in the Hundred Years’ Wat to plunder France,
the King and nobles find themselves supported by a new force,
a democratic Jingoism of the modern type, taking the place of
feudal polity and warfare. At Crecy and Agincoutt, that ‘stout
yeoman,” the archer, is in the forefront of his country’s battle,
fighting shoulder to shoulder with the dismounted knights and
nobles of England and shooting down, in heaps of men and
hotses, the antiquated chivalty of France. [See § 1.]

The institution of Justices of the Peace, local gentry appointed
by the Crown to govern the neighbourhood in the King’s name,
was 2 move away from inherited feudal jurisdictions. But it was
also a2 teversal of the movement towards bureauctatic royal
centralization: it recognized and used local connections and in-
fluence for the King’s purposes, a compromise significant of the
future development of English society as distinct from that of
other lands.

All these movetnents-——economic, social, ecclesiastical, national
——are teflected in the proceedings-of Parliament, a characteristi-
cally mediaeval institution in origin, but already on the way to be
modernized. It is not merely a council of great nobles, church-~
men, judges and civil servants, brought together to advise or
batass the King. The Commons are already acquiring a limited
importance of their own, In high politics it may be that the mem-
bers of the Lower House ate only pawns in the game of rival
parties at Court, but on their own account they voice the economic

3
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policy of the new middle classes in town and village, often selfish
enough; they express the nation’s anger at the misconduct of the
war by land and sea, and the perpetual demand for better order
and stronger justice at home, not to be had till Tudor times.

Thus the age of Chaucer speaks to us with many voices not
unintelligible to the modern ear. Indeed we may be tempted to
think that we ‘understanden’ more than in fact we do. For these
ancestors of ours, in one half of their thoughts and acts, were still
guided by a complex of intellectual, ethical and social assumptions
of which only mediaeval scholars can to-day comprehend the true
purpott.

The most important of the changes proceeding during the life-
time of Chauncer (1340-1400) was the break-up of the feudal
manor. Farm leases and money wages were increasingly taking
the place of cultivation of the lord’s demesne by servile labour, so
beginning the gradual transformation of the English village from
a community of semi-bondsmen to an individualist society in
which all were at least legally free, and in which the cash nexus
had replaced customary rights. This great change broke the
mould of the static feudal world and liberated mobile fotces of
capltal labour and personal enterprise, which in the course of
time made a richer and more varied life in town and village, and
opened out new possibilities to trade and manufacture as well as

to agticulture.

In order to understand the meaning of this change, it is neces-
sary to give a brief account of the older system that was gradually
displaced.

The most characteristic, though by no means the only, method
of cultivation in mediaeval England was the ‘open field.’ 1 It was
established throughout the Midlands from the Isle of Wight to the
Yorkshire Wolds. It implied a village community, working huge
unenclosed fields on a principle of strip allotments. Each farmer
had a certain number of arable strips, of half an acte ot one acre
each, His long, narrow strips did not lie next to one another in
2 compact farm, which would have involved the expense of

hedging; they wete scattered over the ‘open field® between those
of his neighbours,

* Sec The Open Fiddds, by C. S. Orwin (1948), for the best account of the
system,

4 1



OPEN FIELD AND STRIPS

The outline of many of these ‘strips,” ploughed by the farmets
of Saxon, mediaeval and Tudor-Stuart times can still clearly be
seen. The ‘ridge and furrow’ of pasture-fields that once were
arable is one of the commonest features of the English landscape
to-day. The long, raised round-backed ‘ridges® or ‘lands,” were
divided from one another by drains or ‘furrows,’ made by the turn
of the plough in otder to carry off the water.! Often, though not
always, the curved ‘ridge’ or ‘land,’ thus clearly visible to-day,
represents a ‘strip’ that was held and worked long ago by a
peasant farmer, who also held and worked many other strips in
other parts of the “open field.” The strips were not, in most cases,
divided from one another by grass balks, but only by the open
drain made by the plough. [Sce § 3 and 4.]

The strips or ‘lands’ were not severally enclosed. The whole
vast ‘open field” was surrounded, when necessary, not by perma-
nent hedges but by movable hurdles. There might be two, three
or more of these great arable “‘felds’ belonging to the village and
subdivided among the farmers; one of the fields lay fallow while
the others were under crop.

The meadowlands for hay were cultivated on a similar principle.
Both meadowland and arable, after hay and cotn had been cut,
were thrown open for common pasture, the grazing rights
being ascribed to each man by stints and regulations settled by
the village community as 2 whole, to do justice to each of its
membets.

‘This system of cultivation, otiginated by the first Anglo-Saxon
settlers, lasted down to the time of the modetn enclosures. It was
economically sound as long as the object of each farmer was to
raise food for his family rather than for the market. It combined
the advantages of individual labour and public control; it saved
the expense of fencing; it gave each farmer a fair share in the
better and worse land; it bound the villagers together as a com-
munity, and gave to the humblest his own land and his voice in
the agricultural policy to be followed for the year by the whole
village.

On this demoeracy of peasant cultivators was heavily super-

3 The first sentences of Dorothy Wordsworth’s Jorrna/, written after a night of
rain, Mlustrate the pature and appearance of this system of surface drainage, once
almost universal in English ploughlands.,

‘Alfoxden, Jan. 20, 1798. The green paths down the hillsides are channels for
steeams, Tlhe young wheat is siveakad by silver lines of water rimying beiween the ridges.”
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imposed the feudal power and legal rights of the lord of the
manor, The peasant cultivators, in relation to each other were a
self-governing community, but in relation to the lord of the
manor they were serfs. They had not the legal right to leave their
holdings: they were ascripti glebae, ‘bound to the soil.’ They must
grind their corn at the lord’s mill. They could not give their
children in marriage without his consent. Above all they owed
him field service on certain days of the year, when they must
labout not on their own land but on his, under the orders of
his bailiff. In some villages many of the strips in the great field
belonged to the lord; but he also had in most cases a compact
demesne land of his own. {See § 5 and 7.]

This system of servile tenure with the fixed ‘work-days’ of
service on the lord’s demesne held good all over England, not
only in the regions of open-field strip cultivation, but in the
south-east, the west and the north, lands of old enclosure where
other systems of cultivation were practised. The Norman lawyers
had made the feudal Jaw of the manor more or less vniform for
all England. In Notman and eatly Plantagenet times the typical
rural village was a society, constituted by the lord of the manor
or his agents on the one side and by his peasant setfs upon the
other. ‘The freemen wete few and far between, fewer than they
had been in Anglo-Saxon times, particularly in the Danelaw.

But, for a true picture of mediaeval agriculture in England, we
must never forget sheep farming and the shepherd’s life. QOur
island produced the best wool in Eutrope, and had for centuries
supplied the Flemish and Italian looms with material with which
they could not dispense for luxuty production, and which they
conld get nowhere else. The woolsack, the symbolic seat of
England’s Chancellor, was the true wealth of the King and of his
subjects, rich and poor, cleric and lay, supplying them with coin
over and above the food they wrung from the soil and themselves
consumed. Not only the distinctively pastoral regions, the great
Yorkshite dales and the Cotswold hills and Sussex downs and the
green oozy islands of the fens, but ordinaty atable farms had sheep
in abundance, Not only the great sheep-farming barons, Bishops
and Abbots—with their flocks counted by thousands and tens of
thousands, tended by professional shepherds—but the peasants of
ordinary manors themselves dealt in wool, and often together
owned more sheep than were fed on the lord’s demesne, Indeed

.6
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the propottion of English sheep reared by the peasants was in-
creasing in the reign of BEdward III as against the number reared
by lay and ecclesiastical landlords. {See § 6 and 8.] (Eileen Power,
Mediaeval English Wool Trade, 1941, Chap, I1.)

The lifetime of Chaucer roughly corresponds with the years
when the disruption of the old manorial system was in most rapid
and painful progress. But the change was not complete till long
after his death, and it had begun long before his birth. As early
as the Twelfth Century the lords of a number of manots had
adopted a custom of commuting, for money rents, the forced
services due on their demesne lands. The setfs did not thereby
become freemen in the eye of the law, they were still subject to
other servile dues, and even their liability to work for certain days
on their lord’s land might be revived if he chose to renew his
claim. Meanwhile it stood commuted from year to year. For ex-
perience had taught the bailiff that the demesne was better culti-
vated by hited men working all the year round, than by the
grudging service of farmers called off from labour on their own
strips, only on such ‘wotkdays’ as the custom of the manor
assigned to the lord. In some cases the villeins themselves actually
preferred the old system of petsonal service,

. The commutation of field services had thu$ made some head-
way before the Twelfth Century closed. But in the following
Century the process was very frequently reversed. “Workdays,’ for
which money payments had been substituted in the age of Becket,
were being again demanded in the age of Simon de Montfort,
and in some cases new butrdens were imposed. A genesal
tightening up and defining of the lords’ claims characterized the
Thirteenth Century, particularly on certain great ecclesiastical
estates where commutation had formerly been creeping in.

One cause of this ‘feudal reaction’ was the tapid increase of
population and the consequent land-hunger of the Thirteenth
Century., As the families of the villeins multiplied, the number of
strips in the open field assigned to a single farmer grew less. The
pressure of population on the means of subsistence, and the com-
petition for land to farm, enabled the lord’s bailiff to drive harder
bargains with the villeins, and to te-enforce or enforce more
strictly the demand for field-work on the home farm as the con-
dition for tenure of other lands,

7
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When therefore the Fourteenth Century began, the lords
of the manors were in a strong position. But then the tide
tutned omce more. The increase of population had slowed
down in the reign of Edward II and it was again becoming
usual to commute field services for money trents, when the
disaster of the Black Death (1348-1349) came to speed the
change,

When a third or possibly a half of the inhabitants of the King-
dom died of plague in less than two yeats, what was the effect on
the social and economic position in the average English village?
Obviously the survivois among the peasantry had the whip-hand
of the lord and bis bailiff. Instead of the recent hunget for land
there was a shortage of men to till it. ‘The value of farms fell and
the price of labour went up at a bound. The lotd of the manor
could no longer cultivate his demesne land with the reduced
number of serfs, while many of the strip-holdings in the open
fields were thrown back on his hands, because the families that
farmed them had died of plague.

But the lord’s difficulty was the peasant’s opportunity. The
number of strips in the open field held by a single farmer were
increased by the amalgamation of derelict holdings; and the villein
cultivators of these larget units became in effect middle-class yeo-
men employing hired labour. Naturally they rebelled all the mote
against their own servile status and against the demands of the
bailiff that they should still perform their ‘wotkdays’ in person on
the lord’s demesne. Meanwhile free labourers who had no land
were able, in the general scarcity of hands, to demand much higher
wages than before, whether from the bailiff of the demesne or
from the farmers of the open field.

Some lords still relied on the compulsory labour of the setfs to
cultivate the home farm, but the decreased numbers and the in-
creasing recalcitrance of the villagers from whom such services
were due clogged the wheels of the old system. Often, when the
bailiff pressed a villein to petform his field-wotk, he ‘fled’ to better
bimself on the other side of the forest, where evety town and every
village were so short of labour after the Black Death that high
‘wages were given to immigrants, and no questions asked as to
whence they came. A setf, ‘bound to the soil’ of 2 manor by law,
might detach himself in physical reality, unless indeed he was en-
cutbered by 2 wife and children whose migration was more diffi-
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cult. Such “flights’ of single villeins, usually the young and ener-
getic men, left on the lord’s hands the holding in the open field
that the fugutive had deserted, and often there was no one willing
to take it except for a low money rent.

More and mote, thetefore, as Chaucer was growing to man-
hood, the lords abandoned the attempt to cultivate their demesne
lands by the old method, and consented to commute field services
for cash. Since there was mote coin per head of the reduced
population, it was easier for the serf to save or borrow enough
shillings to buy his freedom and to pay money rent for his farm.
And many of the peasants kept sheep, by the sale of whose wool
they obtained coin to buy their freedom.

With the money received in lieu of field setvice, the lords
could offer wages to free labouters. But they could seldom offer
enough, because the price of labour was now so high. Many
landlotds therefote ceased to cultivate the demesne themselves,
and let it on lease to a new class of yeoman farmer, These farmers
often took over the lord’s cattle on a stock-and-land lease. Some-
times they paid money rents, but often it was agtreed that they
should pay in kind, supplying the household of the manor with its
food and drink. ‘The lord’s ‘family’ had always been fed from the
produce of the home farm and, now that it was let, the old kindly
connection was continued with mutual convenience. On some
manors in pastoral districts where the peasants grew rich by
selling wool, the bondage tenants taok a lease of the whole of the
lotd’s demesne and divided it among themselves.

In a number of different ways, therefore, new classes of sub-
stantial yeomen came into existence, Some of them farmed the
lord’s demesne, others the new lands lately enclosed from the
waste, others took over strips in the old open field. Some dealt in
corn, others in sheep and wool, others in 2 mixed husbandry. The
increase in their numbers and prosperity set the tone of the new
England for centuries to come. 'The motif of the English yeoman
—his independence, his hearty good rature, his skill in archery
[see § 9 and 1o]—fills the balfads from the time of the Hundted
Years’ War to the Stuatt era.l

1 The word ‘yeomant’® meant any sort of countryman of the middling classes,
usvally 2 farmer, but sometimes a servant or an azmed rewiner (like the Knight's and
the Canon’s yeomen in the Camterbury Tales). In the earlier ballads Robin Hood is
not a disgnised earl but a ‘yeman.’ The idea that 2 yeoman must be a frecholder
owning his own land is very late indeed.

9



ENGLISH SOCIAL HISTORY

The wide gap between lord and villein that had characterized
the society of the feudal manor is being filled up. Indeed the
villein serf is in process of extinction. He is becoming a yeoman
farmer, or else 2 landless labourer. And between these two classes
enmity is now set. The peasantry are divided among themselves
as employers and employed, and an eatly phase of their strife is
seen in the famous ‘Statutes of Labouters.”

These Parliamentary laws to keep down wages were passed at
the petition of the Commons, at the instance of the smaller gentry
and tenant farmers—‘husbands and land-tenants’ as the Statutes
called them. The policy was dictated by the new agricultural
middle class rather than by the old-fashioned feudal magnates,
though the great landlords supported the demand of their
tenants, because high wages indircctly endangered the pay-
ment of rents. But the direct quarrel lay between two classes
of peasants, the small farmer and the landless labouter whom
be hired: their fathers might have worked their strips of
land side by side in the village feld and laboured together
as serfs on the lord’s demesne, but the sons’ interests wete
opposed.

These Parliamentary laws in restraint of wages mark the gradual
change from a society based on local customs of petsonal service
to a money-economy that is nation wide. EBach mediaeval manor
had been governed by its own custom, which had now in many
cases broken down, and here we have an early attempt of Parlia-
ment to substitute national control. The avowed purpose of the
Statutes of Labourers is to prevent the rise of wages, and to a
lesser degree of prices also. Special Justices ate appointed to
enforce the Parliamentary rates, and to punish those who demand
more.

So the battle of the landless labourers against the farmers backed
by the Parliamentary Justices went on, from the time of the Black
Death to the Rising of x381 and after. Strikes, tiots and the
formation of local unions were met by prosecntion and imprison-
ment. But on the whole the victory lay with the wage-earner,
because of the shortage of labour caused by the great pestilence
and by its continnal local recurtence. Prices indeed rose, but
wages tose faster still, During this period the landless labouter
staod in the fortunate position described by Piets Plowman
{B, VI, 308-319),

p Lo
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Labourers’that have no land to live on but theit hands
Deigned not dine a-day on worts a night old.

May no penny-ale pay, nor no piece of bacon,

But if it be fresh flesh or fish fried or baked

And chaude or plus chaude [hot and hot] for chill of their maw
And bat i he be highly hired else will he grieve

And that he was workman wrought wail the time

[And bewail the time when he was botn a working man.]

And then curseth he the King and all his council after

Such laws to loke [enforce] labourers to grieve.

So let us leave the landless labourer, eating, occasionally at least,
his dinner of hot meat, or growling seditiously over his cold bacon
and stale cabbage, and turn back to the small peasant cultivator,
the farmer of the open-field strips. How was it going with his
fight for freedom—while Chaucer was reaching plump and pros-
perous middle age at the court of the boy King Richard?

On some manors the change in the relation between landlord
and tenant had taken place without a struggle, in accordance ‘with
the clearly perceived interest of both parties to replace villein
services by money rents. But even on manors where field service
had thus been commuted, the lords often continued to claim other
servile dues: such were the merchet, the fine paid for marriage; the
berdot, the seizure of the family’s best beast on the death of a tenant;
the compulsory use of the lord’s mill for grinding the family cosn
at 2 monopoly price—and many more such galling instances of
servitude, The half-frecd farmers would be content with nothing
less than complete emancipation, and the status of freemen before
the law with all the rights of the Jber bomo of Magna Carta. More-
ovet, on many estates the atternpt was still being made to enforce
the field-wotk of the villein on the demesne lands, rendeting strife
yet more acute.

The battle for freedom, differing in its precise character from
manot to manor and from farm to farm, led to sporadic acts of
violence that prepared the way for the rising of r381. The pre-
amble of a Statute passed by the Parliament of 1377 is significant,
The lords of manots, ‘as well men of Holy Chuzch as othet,” com-~
plain that the villeins on their estates

‘affitm them to be quit and utterly discharged of all manner of setfage,
due as well of their body as of their tenures, and will not suffer any dis-
tress ot other justice to be made upon them; but do menace the ministers

Ir
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of their lords of life and member, and, which more is, gather themselves
in great routs and agree by such confederacy that every one shall aid
other to resist their lords with strong hand.’

(Stats. of Realw, 10, p. 2.)

If such had for years been the state of the countryside, we can
better understand the astonishing events of 1381. In the villages
within a hundred miles of London, and in many regions yet more
distant to west and notth, unions of labourers to resist the Parlia~
mentaty laws fixing wages, and unions of villein farmers to tesist
the custom of the manor, had taught whole communities to defy
the governing class by passive and active resistance. Nor was
social discontent confined to the village. In the market towns
ovetshadowed by great abbeys, like St. Albans and Bury St.
Edmunds, not only the serfs but the burghers were at constant
strife with the monks who refused the municipal libetties which
successive Kings had readily sold to towns fortunate enough to
have grown up on royal land.

The English rebels were not, like the Jasguerée of France, starving
men driven to violence by despait. In wealth and independence
their position was improving fast, but not fast enough to satisfy
their new aspirations, And many of them had the self-tespect and
discipline of soldiers, having been armed and drilled in the militia.
Not a few of the famous English long-bowinen were found in the
rebel ranks. And in the forests lurked formidable allies of the
movement, Robin Hood bands of outlaws, peasants whom uppet-
class justice had driven to the greenwood, professional poachers,
broken men, criminals and discharged soldiers of the French
war,

‘These various formidable elements of social revolt had been
inflamed by a propaganda of Christiab Democtacy, demanding in
God’s name freedom and justice for the poor. Such was the
preaching of John Ball and of many itinerant priests and friars.
[See § 11.] And the parish priest, being usually of much the same
clags as the villein farmer, often sympathized with his desire for
freedom. The idealism of the movement was Christian, in most
cases not unorthodox, though some of Wycliffe’s Lollard preachers
were involved. But whether orthodox or heretic, the rebels had
lost all tespect for the privileges of the wealthy Churchmen, ‘the
Caesarean clergy’ allied to the upper class in resistance to the
demands of the poor. The rich monasteries, prelates or laymen

12
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who took the tithe of the parish and starved the patson, were
hateful alike to the priest and his parishionets.

In the south-eastern half of England, the chief area of the revolt,
the monasteries were specially unpopular, and suffered much from
the violence of the rebels. The Prior of Bury St. Edmunds was
mutrdered by his own serfs. In London, Wat Tyler’s men be-
headed the Archbishop of Canterbury on Tower Hill, because as
Chancellot of the realm he represented the unpopular government.
In revenge, the fighting Bishop of Norwich led in person the army
that suppressed the rising in East Anglia. Thus the equalitarian
and the conservative elements, always present together in the
Christian Church, were for a while at open war with one another.

The Rising originated from an unpopular poll-tax. Its oppres-
sive and corrupt administration caused local revolts in Essex and
Kent, which became the signal for a national rebellion in no less
than twenty-eight counties. The word was sent round by the
popular leaders that ‘John Ball hath rungen your bell.” Headed
sometimes by the parish priest, sometimes by old archers, in a few
cases by sympathetic gentry, the half-armed villagers and towns-
folk rose. They invaded the manor-houses and abbeys, extorted
the rights they claimed, and butnt obnoxious charters and manor
rolls. Some murders were committed, and the gentry fled from
theitr homes to hide in the thickets of the woods, whence the out-
laws had just emerged.

Then took place the most remarkable incident of our long social
history—the capture of London. Many of the village bands had
been advised to march on the capital, where the popular leaders
had allies. The London mob and a patty among the aldermen
opened the gates to the rustic armies. 'The panic of the govetning
class was such that theimpregnable royal fortress of the Tower was
surrendered to the rebels, much as the Bastille was surrendered
in 1789. Unpopular characters were murdered, including the mild
Archbishop Sudbuty, whose head was placed over London
Bridge. [See § 12.] Lawyers were specially obnoxious. And 2
massacre of foreign artisans was pespetrated by their trade rivals,t

1 The only tefetence in the Canterbutry Tales to the events of 1381 oceurs in the
Niud's Priest's Tale when the farm hands are chasing the fox:
‘Certés Jack Straw and his meinie
Ne maden never shoutes half so shrille
When that they wolden any Fleming kille
As thilke day was made upon the fox.?

13
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The cause of law and order had been lost by the poltroonety of
the government; it was revindicated, partly by courage and partly
by fraud. The boy King Richard II, whom the rebels had every-
where declared to be on their side, met their London army at Mile
End and granted commutation of all servile dues for a rent of four
pence an acre, and a free pardon for all the rebels. Thirty clerks
were set to work drawing up charters of liberation and of pardon
for the men of each village and manot, as well as more generally
for every shire. After this great concession, which satisfied the
majority of the rebels, it became possible to deal sternly with the
more recalcitrant. Wat T'yler was slain at Smithfield in the presence
of the mob he led. [See § 13.] After that bold stroke by Mayor
Walworth, the upper class recovered its courage, called out its
men-at-arms, put down the rising in London and in the provinces,
and punished it with cruel severity. The charters of liberation,
which had served their turn, were tepealed by Parliament as
having been extorted under duress.

‘The rebellion had been a great incident, and its history throws
a flood of light on the English folk of that day. Histotians cannot
decide whether it helped or retarded the movement for the aboli-
tion of setfdom, which continued at much the same pace after 1381
as before, But the spirit that had prompted the rising was one of
the chief reasons why serfdom died out in England, as it did not
die out on the continent of Europe.

Personal freedom became universal at an early date in our
country, and this probably is one reason for the ideological attach-
ment of Bnglishmen to the very name of ‘freedom.” But many of
the serfs won this freedom at the price of divarce from the soil;
and the ever increasing wealth of the country was accompanied by
greater inequalities of income, The feudal manor under its lord
had been a community of setfs, all poor, but neatly all with rights
of theit own in the lands to which they wetre hound; the land was
tied to them as well as they to the land, The modern village under
the squire was a society of wealthy farmers, village craftsmen, and
a proletariat of free but landless labourers constantly drifting off
to the towns, The change from the one form of society to the
other was long-drawn-out through centuries, from the T'welfth to
the Nineteenth.

Typical of the new England of Chaucer’s day was the yeoman
farmer, Clement Paston, whose descendants became great land-
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owners and politicians in Bast Anglia in the following Century.
Of him it was told that—

¢ He was a good plain busband[man], and lived upon his land that he
Jhad in Paston, and kept thereon a ploughall times in the year,and some-
times in barleysell two ploughs. The said Clement yede [went] at one
plough both winter and summer, and he rode to mill on the batre horse-
back with his corn undet him, and brought home meal again under him;
and also drove his cart with divers corns to Wynterton to sell, as a good
husband[man] ought to do. Also, he bad in Paston a five score ot a six
score acres of land at the most [about four times a normal villein
holding], and much thereof bondland to Gemyngham Hall, with a little
poot water-mill running by the river there, Other livelode nor manors
had he none, not in none other place.” [See § 7, 14, 15, 16.]

Himself free, he martied ‘a bondwoman.” He saved enough money
to send their son to school and thence to the law, and so founded
the fortunes of the famous Norfolk family that in two generations
acquired many Manors in many ‘other places’—and left to pos-
tetity the Paston Latters.

'The story of the Rising of 1381 reminds us how ill policed was
the England of that day and how weak the arm of the law, Murder,
rape, beating and robbery by violence were everyday incidents.
Lord, miller and peasant must each guard his own family, property
and life. ‘The King’s peace had never been very strong, but it had
probably been stronger in the reign of Edward I and possibly even
under Henry II. The Hundred Years’ War enriched individuals
with plunder and ransoms from France, and swelled the luxury of
court and castle, but was a curse to the country as a whole. It in-
creased disorder and violence, by raising the fighting nobility and
their retainers above the control of the Crown,

‘The King was powetless to act against the great nobles, because
his military resources were the resources commanded by the nobles
themsefves. His army consisted, not of his own Life Guards and
regiments of the Line, but of numerous small bodies of archers

.and men-at-arms enlisted and paid by earls and barons, knights
and professional soldiers of fortune, who hired out their services
to the government for a greatert or less time. Such troops might
do well for the French wat, and might rally round the throne on
an occasion like the Peasants® Rising, when all the upper classes
were threatened by 2 common danger. But they could scarcely be
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used to suppress themselves, ot to atrrest the employers whose
badges they wore on their coats, and whose pay jingled in their
pockets. Once indeed, i 1378, the Commons insisted that a
special commission should be sent into the country to restore
order. But the new body was necessarily composed of great lords
and their tetainers, who were scon found to be even more in-
tolerable than the law-breakers whom they were sent to supptess,
The Commons next year asked that they might be recalled, as
the King’s subjects were being brought into ‘serfage to the said
Seigneurs and commissioners and their retinues.’

A very similar story is told in Péers Plowman, where ‘Peace’
comes to Parliament with a petition against “Wrong,” who, in his
capacity of King’s officer, has broken into the farm, ravished the
women, carried off the horses, taken wheat from the granary, and
left in payment a tally on the King’s exchequer. “Peace’ complains
that he has been unable to get the law of him, for ‘he maintaineth
his men to murder mine own.” Such were the King’s officers as
known in the country districts. They were really ambitious lords
using the King’s name to acquire wealth for themselves. These
evils wese partly the result of the bankruptcy of the government.
The King could not change the military system, because he could
not hire men to take the place of the nobles’ retainers. He had to
accept the aid of the lords for the French wars very much on their
own terms,

Yet the peasant profited as much as he lost by the absence of
police. The villein farmer striving for freedom, the free workman
in constant revolt against the Statute of Labourers, were neither
of them in such real subjection to their ‘betters’ as the agricultural
labourer in the well-policed countryside of the Nineteenth Cen-
tury, when the poor had been deprived of bow and club, and had
not yet been armed with the vote. In the Fourteenth Century,
when every man was expected to ‘take his own part’ with stick or
fist, with atrow or knife, 2 union of sturdy villagers was less easily
overawed.

The militaty system by which England fought the Hundred
Years® Waz, strengthened the power not of the King himself but
of more than one class of his subjects. While the armies that in-
vaded France wete raised by the Xing contracting with lords and
gentry for the service of their retainers, home defence was pro-
vided for by a militia compulsotily raised among the common

16
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THE BORDER COUNTRY

people. And this conscript militia was so well armed and trained
that the Scots often rued their temerity in invading the land while
the King and nobles were away in France. The good yeoman
archer “whose limbs were made in England’” was not a retrospec-
tive fancy of Shakespeare, but an unpleasant reality for French and
Scots, and a formidable consideration for bailiffs and Justices
trying to enforce servile dues or statutory rates of wages in the
name of Law, which no one, high or low, regarded with any great
respect.r [See § 17, 18.]

In most of the counties of England the King’s writ ran, though
it was often evaded ot defied. Mutderers and thieves, when not in
the service of some great lord, wete often obliged to fly to the
greenwood, or to take sanctuary and then forswear the realm.
Sometimes they were actually arrested and brought into court.
Even then they often slipped through the meshes of law by plead-
ing their ‘clergy’ or by some other lawyer’s trick, But, at worst, a
gtreat many thieves and a few murderers were hanged by the King’s
justice every year. The engine of law worked in the greater part
of England, though cumbrously, cotruptly and at random.

But in the counties bordering on Scotland the King’s writ can
scarcely be said to have run at all. War seldom ceased, and cattle-
raiding never. On those roadless fells, society consisted of
mounted clans of farmer-warriors, at feud among themselves and
at wat with the Scots. No man looked to the King’s officers to
protect ot avenge him. In the land of the Border Ballads all men
were warriors and most women were heroines.

To Chaucet it was an unknown, distant, barbarous land—much
further off than France—*far in the North, I cannot tellen where,”
There the Percies and other border chiefs wete building magnifi-
cent castles to resist the siege of the King of Scotland’s armies—
Alnwick, Warkworth, Dunstanburgh, Chipchase, Belsay and many
more. The lesser gentry had their square “peel towers,’ smaller

! The secret of that greater efficacy of which Eoglish archess had the monopoly
in Burope lay in the fact that
*the Englishtnan did not keep his left hand steady, and draw his bow with his tight;
but the keeping his tight at rest upon the nerve, he pressed the whole weight of his
body into the horns of his how. Hence probably arose the phrase “bending a bow,”
and the French of “drawing” one.” (W. Gilpin in Remardks on Forast Scenery, 1791.)

‘This is what Hugh Latimer meant when he described how he was eatly tanght ‘not
to draw with strength of arms as divers othet nations do, but with the strength of the
body.” It was an att not easily learned,
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THE BORDER COUNTRY

people. And this consctipt militia was so well armed and trained
that the Scots often rued their temerity in invading the land while
the King and nobles wete away in France. The good yeoman
archer “whose limbs were made in England’ was not a retrospec-
tive fancy of Shakespeare, but an unpleasant reality for French and
Scots, and a formidable consideration for bailiffs and Justices
trying to enforce servile dues or statutory rates of wages in the
name of Law, which no one, high or low, regarded with any great
respect.r [See § 17, 18.]

In most of the counties of England the King’s writ tan, though
it was often evaded or defied. Murderers and thieves, when not in
the service of some great lord, were often obliged to fly to the
greenwood, or to take sanctuary and then forswear the realm.
Sometimes they were actually arrested and brought into coutt.
Even then they often slipped through the meshes of law by plead-
ing their ‘clergy’ or by some other lawyer’s trick. But, at worst, a
great many thieves and a few murderers were hanged by the King’s
justice every year. The engine of law worked in the greater patt
of England, though cumbrously, corruptly and at random.

But in the counties bordering on Scotland the King’s wtit can
scarcely be said to have run at all. War seldom ceased, and cattle-
raiding never. On those roadless fells, society consisted of
mounted clans of farmer-watriors, at feud among themselves and
at war with the Scots. No man looked to the King’s officers to
protect ot avenge him. In the land of the Border Ballads all men
wete wartiors and most women wete heroines.

To Chaucet it was an unknown, distant, barbarous land—much
further off than France—far in the Notth, I cannot tellen where,’
There the Percies and other border chiefs were building magnifi-
cent castles to resist the siege of the King of Scotland’s armies—
Alnwick, Watrkworth, Dunstanburgh, Chipchase, Belsay and many
more. ‘The lesser gentry had their square ‘peel towers,” smaller

1 The secret of that greater efficacy of which English archers had the monopaly
in Burope lay in the fact that
‘the Englishman did not keep his left hand steady, and dtaw his bow with his right;
hut the keeping his right at rest upon the nerve, he ptessed the whole weight of his
body into the horns of his bow. Hence probably arose the phtase “bending a bow,”
and the French of “drawing” one.' (W. Gilpin in Ramarks on Forest Scenery, 1791.)
"This is what Hugh Latimer meant when he described how be was eatly taught ‘not
to deaw with strength of arms as divers other nations do, but with the strength of the
body.' It was an ast not easily leasned,
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LNGLISH SOCIAL HISTORY

copies of the castles of the great; there were no manor-houses, a
product of relative peace, The peasants lived in wooden shanties
that the raiders burnt as 2 matter of course, while the inhabitants
and their cattle hid in the woods or sheltered in the peels. [See
§ 19, 21, 22.]

This state of things outlasted the Tudors who gave such firm
peace to the rest of fingland. Only after the union of the Crowns
on the head of James Stuart had made an end of Border War (1603)
did peaceful manor-houses begin to rise beside the castles and peel
towers of the North,

One result of this long continuance of warlike habits, amid a
sparse population, was that a greater familiarity between high and
low prevailed in those wild regions and lasted into modern times.
The moorland shepherd and the ‘hind,’ as the Northern farm hand
was called, never became as subject to ‘squire and farmer” as the
pauper labourer of the South in days to come. There was always
a breath of freedom blowing off the moots.

While the North was still armed and fortified for wat, and while
the Marcher lords still relied on their castles to hold down the
Welsh, in the more civilized parts of England it was no longer
usual for lords and gentlemen to build fortress-homes meant to
withstand the siege of a regular army. While the Black Prince was
ravaging Prance, war was no longer a normal incident in the
English countryside. But local violence was always to be feared,
whether from the retainets of a bad neighbour, the rebellious
peasants of the village, or outlaws from the greenwood.

Modified precautions were thetefore taken in the domestic
architecture of the day. The manor-houses that rose throughout
the southetn and midland counties were seldom more than two
stoteys high and they were not completely castellated; but they
presented narrow shok-hole windows on the sides that overlooked
the moat, across which entry was made by the drawbridge, The
Inner and safer aspect that looked on to an enclosed courtyard had
larger windows and more domesticated architecture. The court-
yard wits surrounded by suites of rooms; the demands of luxurious
living had vecently added more accommodation to the high hall,

lont sod kitchen which had met the needs of a simpler age.
nley fo the roof no longer sufficed to conduct the smoke of the
)hmth ewgy from throats and eyes; noble fiteplaces were now
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HOUSES OF RICH AND POOR

built in the dwelling rooms and great chimneys in the thickness of
the walls, But the farm and the cottage were still without chim-
neys. Near the manot-house lay the formal garden or lady’s
pleasaunce, the traditional place for flirtation according to the
poetry of the ‘laws of love.” [See § 23, 24.]

In hilly country a moat filled with water was less usual and the
tise of ground took its place in the scheme of defence. Haddon
Hall in Derbyshire is a perfect example of a half-fortified English
manor-house, built round two courtyards and adapted by constant
enlargements to the use of many succeeding generations. [See§zo.]

In the West, fine houses wete sometimes built of wood and
plaster instead of stone, with a lessening regard for considerations
of defence. Brick was very rare in England from the time of the
departure of the Romans until the Fifteenth Century, when it came
into general use in East Anglian and other regions where local
stone was scarce, and where the timber of the forests was be-
ginning to tun short,

In Chaucer’s day, life was already somewhat safer and a good
deal more comfortable than in the watlike era when the most
wealthy families had been crowded into the darkness of grim,
square Norman keeps. In the Thirteenth Century, Kenilworth
Keep had resisted the force of the Kingdom for six months, but
the cannon of the Hundred Years’ War would soon have breached
its antique strength. Nor was it any longer regarded as tolerable
quarters for a great man’s court, John of Gaunt therefore built at
its foot a palace with a banqueting hall, into which light looded
through wide windows of delicate tracery. But he took care to
protect his new home, at each end, with a tower suitable to carty
cannon.

While the square keeps of the Norman warriors were being
deserted as no longer habitable, some of the finer Plantagenet
castles were being enlarged and adapted to the uses of a new age.
Not a few of them continued as royal or private palaces down to
the time when Milton’s Comss was acted in Ludlow Castle,
Finally Cromwell’s men stormed and dismantled a large propos-
tion of the castles which had till then served as homes of the great.

The farms and cottages of the poot were built of logs or planks,
or of uprights and beams supporting rubble and clay. The floors
were usually bare garth, and the roof of thatch. But since these
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BENGLISH SOCIAL HISTORY

humble homes have disappeared, we know very little about them.
Something has already been said about their inhabitants, duting
this period of social change and strife. But nothing is more diffi-
cult to assess than the teal degtee of the peasants’ poverty or well-
being, which differed gteatly not only from place to place but
from year to year. Many of them by feeding sheep acquired con-
siderable wealth by the sale of the wool; the great English wool
mart was supplicd largely by the peasants. Their bread and ale
depended on the uncettain harvest of the common field, and in
bad scasons there was local shortage or famine. But meat, cheese
and vegetables made up an equally important part of their diet.
Many peasants kept poultry and ate the eggs. Most had a plot of
land with their cottage, where peas, beans or more primitive
‘worts’ wete grown, and where sometimes a cow or pig was kept.
‘The farmers of the open field, whether setf or free, had each his
oxen on the village stubble and pasture; the poor beasts, half the
size of modern cattle, were lean with scant fare and tough with
yeass of tugging at the plough; but some were slaughtered every
Martinmas to be salted for the winter’s food, or were killed fresh
for Christmas feasting. [See § 25-32.]

Bacon was a more common dish on the cottage table; but the
number of pigs in the village herd depended on the extent and
character of the “waste.” On some manors the heaths and woods
had shrunk to small proportions before the encroachments of
‘assart’ farms enclosed for agriculture. In others, particularly in
West and North, the waste was essential to the life of many
families. Lonely squatters, with or without leave, built their huts
and fed their beasts on some outlying bit of land. And every law-
ful villager required timber from the trees on the waste, to build
his cottage, to warm his heatth and cook his food, to make his
carts, plonghs, farm tools and household furniture. The rights of
the customary tenants differed from manor to manot, but often
they had the privilege of cutting wood for building and catpentry,
and of taking sticks for fuel by ‘hook and crook,” that is, by
pulling branches from standing trees. The waste, too, meant pig-
pannage and axtra pasture for cattle and sheep, the lattet often the
most valuable item in a peasant’s budget by the sale of the wool,
In these respects the comfort and wealth of the villager diminished
ss the carnfields encroached on wild natute. There was gain with
loss and loss with stare,
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THE TAKING OF GAME

But thete is other meat besides beef and mutton, poultty and
bacon. ‘The waste and the woodland swarmed with game, In the
King’s fotrests, an ever diminishing area, and in the warrens and
enclosures of lords and gentry, which were always on the increase,
the deer and lesser game were guarded by severe laws, and still
mote effectively by keepers who administered club law of their
own without bothering the King’s courts. Poaching was not only
the livelihood of outlaws, but the passion of men of all classes—
gentry, clerks of Holy Church, besides farmers and workmen
seeking a pheasant or hare for the pot.*

In 1389 the Commons complained in Patliament that ‘attificers
and labourers, and servants and grooms keep greyhounds and
other dogs, and on the holy days, when good Christian people be
at Church, hearing divine service, they go hunting in patks,
watrens and coneyries of lords and others, to the very great de-
struction of the same.” Evil indeed is the heart of man! Hence-
forth let no layman with less than forty shillings a year in land,
and no priest or clerk with less than ten pounds income a year, be
so bold as to keep sporting nets ot dogs. So the Statute decreed;
how far it was observed may well be doubted. (S7ass. of Realrs,
1L, p. 65.) ‘There wete, moreovet, great regions of moor, fen and
woodland where game was not strictly preserved and could be
taken with little or no risk of challenge.

Rabbits, then called ‘coneys,” wete a plague in many parts of
mediaeval England, and were snated and dug out by all classes,
except in private warrens. To take and eat small birds like
thrushes and larks was then as usual in our island as it still is on
the Continent; they were limed and netted in great numbers both
by the peasants and by the sporting gentry. [See § 31~33.] But
most of all did it rejoice the farmer’s heart to slay secretly for his
own pot one of the legion of privileged birds from the dovecot of
the manor-house whose function in life was to grow plump on the
peasants’ corn till they were fit for the lord’s table.? Then there

1 The proverbial efficiency of ‘the poacher tutned gamickeeper’ is as old as

Chaucer;
A thief of vendson, that hath forlaft
His likerousness and all his olde craft.
Can kepe a foteat best of any man,” (Docior’s Tuak,)

3 In the Fifteenth Century, the Pellows of King’s College, Cambridge, ate ox sold
from two to three thousand doves a year from the great davecot of their Grani-
chester estate.
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ENGLISH SOCIAL HISTORY

were trout in the streams and meres, and great pike in the “stews’
(ponds) of manor-house and abbey. Of Chaucer’s Franklin we
read-—

‘It snowed in his house of meat and drinke

Of alle dainties that men coulde thinke.

After the sundry seasons of the year,

So changed he his meat and his supper.

Full many a fat partridge had he in mewe [cage]

And many a bream and many a luce in stewe’ [pike in

fishpond]. [See § 30, 34, 35, 36.]

The gentry spent much of their lives hunting the deer with
horse and hound, or flying hawks at pheasant, partridge and heron,
or lying out at night to net the fox and the badger. [See § 37-40,
Colour Plate III (58).] Such field spotts, and tilting in tourna-
ments before the gallery of ladies, were the lighter sides of their
life; the more serious were war abroad, and at home law-suits,
national politics and local administration.! The improvement of
agricultural methods did not interest them as much as their
descendants. ‘The historian of English farming has said: ‘Feudal
barons are rarely represented as fambling in the recesses of their
atmour for samples of corn.’ (Ernle, p. 31.) But the break-up of
the feudal manor and the new opportunities it afforded of pro-
ducing for the market, opened the way to agricultural improve-
ment and thereby encouraged the landlord class to take a greater
interest in farming methods. Indeed, Lord Berkeley, though very
exceptional, was a great improver of his land, a Fourteenth-
Century Coke of Notfolk.

By self-flartering fallacy, some of our city-bred folk to-day sup-
pose that their ancestors, because they were accustomed to countty
sights and sounds on wotkdays as well as week-ends, cated
nothing for the loveliness around them. No doubt many of them
raised their eyes to nature’s beauty as little as the Philistines of
ta-day. But the poetry of the age of Chaucer and Langland shows
that they were by no means all so indifferent.

Here, in an alliterative poem of the mid-Fourteenth Century,

! The ‘knights of the shire’ (county members in the House of Commons) wete
basy in Yocal ndministradon, Miss Wood-Legh has ascertained that of 1636 petsons
who were knights of the shire in the fifty odd Parliaments of Edward IfI, 125 served
o excheators, 377 as collectors at *tenths and ficenths’ (taxes), 387 as sheriffs and
64x a Justices of the Peace, Chaucer’s Franklin is an example. (Review of Elnghish
Stwdier, April 2g28)
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THE POET POACHER

is a poachet’s account of dawn in the woods, as he wnits for the
deer:

In the monethe of Maye when mirthes bene fele,

And the sesone of somete when softe bene the wedtes,
Als T went to the wodde my werdes to dreghe,

In-to the schawes my-selfe a schotte me to gete

At ane hert or ane hynde, happen as it myghte:

And as Dryghtyn the day droue from the heuen,

Als I habade one a banke be a btyme syde,

There the gryse was grene growen with floures—

The primrose, the pervynke, and the piliole the riche—
The dewe appon dayses donkede full faire,

Burgons and blossoms and braunches full swete,

And the mery mystes full myldely gane falle:

The cukkowe, the cowschote, kene wete they bothen,
And the throstills full throly threpen in the bankes,
And iche foule in that frythe fayaere than othet

That the derke was done and the daye lightenede:
Hertys and hyndes one hillys thay gouen,

‘The foxe and the filmarte thay flede to the etthe,

The hare hurkles by hawes, and hatde thedir dryves,
And ferkes faste to hir fourme and fatills hir to sitt.

At last the hart appears, with tall antlers. The poet-poacher
watches him, cross-bow in hand:

And he statayde and stelkett and starede full brode,

Bot at the laste he loutted doun and laugt till his mete

And T hallede to the hokes and the herte smote,

And happened that I hitt hym be-hynde the lefte sholdire.
* * *

Dede as a dorenayle doun was be fallen.2
The poet then hides the body lest the game-keepers should find it.

Y The Pariesnent of the Thres Ages. Bd. Gollancz, 1915. The following is the trans.
lation of these lines given in H, 8. Bennett's Life on the Bnghsh Mavor, p, 271

“In May, when there are many things to enjoy, and in the sununer season when
alts are soft, I went to the wood to take my luck, and in among the shaws to get a
shot at hart or hind, as it should happen. And, as the Lord deove the day through
the hegvens, 1 stayed on 4 bank beside 2 brook where the grass was green and starred
with flowers—primtoses, petlwinkles and the rich pennyroyal. The dew dappled
the daisies most beautifully, and also the buds, blossoms and braaches, while arcund
me the soft mists began ro fall. Both the cuckoo and pigeon were singing loudly, and
the throstles {n the banksides eagetly poured out their songs, and every bird in the
woud seemed more delighted than his neighbour that datkness was done sad the

23



ENGLISH SOCIAL HISTORY

In men’s dress, as well as in so much else, the beginning of the
change from mediaeval to modern might be ascribed to the age
of Chaucer. He himself, like Dante, is known to us clad in the
dignified long gown and plain hood—the distinctively mediaeval
dress that the Pranciscan brotherhood still preserves in our midst
in its simplest form. But Chaucer’s fashionable contemporaries,
especially the younger sort, abandoned the decent gown for a
short coat or jacket and displayed the symmetry of their legs in
tight-fitting ‘hosen.” The new mode rescmbled in fundamental
form the ‘coat and trousers’ of the modern male biped, but by
no means in our drab detail and monotony of dullness. In
Richard IT’s court, coats and ‘hosen’ blazed with colour. One leg
might be draped in red, the other in blue. Men “wore their estates
on their backs,” and flashed in jewels and costly stuffs no less than
their wives. Following the fashion of an extravagant court, gilded
youth was everywhere ‘expressed in fancy.’ Sleeves ‘slod upon
the earth’; shoes with long toe-points chained to the waist pre-
vented the wearer from kneeling to say his prayers. [See § 41-43,
47 and frontispiece.]

The long gown did not, however, go out of use among the
mare sober part of mankind till Tudor times. And sometimes the
gown itself became an extravagance; men of high rank wore rich
gowas trajling behind them on the ground as if they were women.
Both men and women of fashion wore enormous head-dresses of
fantastic shape, like horns, turbans or towers.

‘With much absurd and ephemeral Juxury came in much solid
comfort and new habits of life, that have survived, Now for the
first time in our country, gentlemen’s families retited from the
great hall where they used to feed in patriarchal community with
theit houschold, and ate their more fashionable meals in private.
The tribute and plunder of France that had been poured into
England during the early and more successful patt of the Hundred
Years’ War, revolutionized the primitive economy of the English
feudal household, just 2s, among the ancient Romans, the tribute

daylight setutned, Hares and hinds betake themselves to the hills; the fox and pole-
¢at venk thefr earths; the hate squats by the hadges, hutries and hastens thither to
e Forme and prepares to lurk there.

*The hart paused, went on cauntiously, stating here and there, but at last he bent
sown and began on his feed. Then T hauled to the hook [1.e the teigges of the cross-
baw} and smote the haet. [tso happeaed that T hit him bebind the lefe shonlder . . .
be b fullen down, deed as a door nail.?
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LUXURY AND TRADE

and plunder of the Mediterranean overturned the austere sim-
plicity of Camillus and Cato. French nobles, taken in war, waited
sometimes for years till their ransoms could be wtung from their
peasants, and meanwhile they lived as honoured guests in the
country houses of their English captors; they hunted with the
men, made love to the ladies, and taught English provincial sim-
plicity that every gentleman must have this fashion in his clothes
or that dish on his table.

Under such tutors luxury increased, and with it commerce
gtew and refinement spread by the very means which the moralists
denounced. The merchants of the town rejoiced to supply the
noblemen’s courts with every new fashion and requirement, in
dress, furniture or food. By their own magnificence and outlay
the feudal lords were helping the rise of the mercantile classes who
wete one day to take their place. Most of our town manufactutes
and overseas commetce, and almost all Buropean trade with the
East were conducted to supply the luxuties of castle and manor-
house, and not, as in modetn times, the needs of the mass of the
population. English towns and English trade would have made
little headway in those days if they bad catered only for the farm
and the cottage, which produced their own food, while almost all
their clothing, furniture and farm implements were home-made
either by the peasant family itself or by the craftsmen of the
village.
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Chapter Two
CHAUCER’S ENGLAND (continued)

s, Town and Church

N the Iourteenth Century the English town was still a rural

and agricultural community, as well as a centre of industry and
commerce. It had its stone wall or earth mound to protect it, dis-
tinguishing it from an open village. But outside lay the ‘town
field’ unenclosed by hedges, where each citizen-farmer cultivated
his own strips of cornland; and each grazed his cattle or sheep on
the common pasture of the town, which usually lay along the
riverside as at Oxford and Cambridge.! In 1388 it was laid down
by Patliamentary Statute that in harvest time journeymen and
apprentices should be called on to lay aside their crafts and should
be compelled ‘to cut gather and bring in the corn’; Mayors,
bailiffs and constables of towns were to see this done. (S7ats. of
Realm, 11, 56.) In Notwich, the second city of the Kingdom, the
weavets, till long after this period, were conscripted every year to
fetch home the harvest. Even London was no exception to the
rule of a half rustic life. There was none of the rigid division be-
tween rural and urban which has prevailed since the Industrial
Revolution. No Englishman then was ignorant of all country
things, as the great majority of Englishmen are to-day. [See § 44,
45, 116, 117.]

The town was more insanitary than the village and was often
visited by plague. But it was not, as in later centuties, crowded
thick with slums. Its houses still stood pleasantly amid gardens,
orchards, paddocks and farm-yards. For the number of inhabi-
tants was still very small—two or three thousand for a town of
fair size,

The life of the burgher combined the advantages of town and
countryside. The all-pervading atmosphere of natural beauty un-
consciously affected the language and thoughts of all, Chaucer

* Carnbridge was protected not by walls but by water, the tiver on the west, the
King’s ditch on the enst,
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THE MEDIAEVAL TOWN

was a Londoner, but, in describing a beautiful and sprightly young
woman, he employs four metaphors, one taken from the Tower
mint, the other three from familiar, vulgar sights, sounds and
smells of the rustic farm:

‘Full brighter was the shining of her hewe

‘Than in the Tower the noble yforged newe.

But of her song, it was as loud and yerne [brisk]

As any swallow sitting on a berne. [barn}

Thereto she could skip and make game

As any kid or calf following his dame.

Her mouth was sweet as brachet ot the meeth [honeyed
ale or mead]

Or hoatd of apples laid in hay or heeth.’

How simple, strong yet exquisite it is—a lost quality, because the
influences of daily life that made it ate lost, or at least are over-
mastered by others more ugly and mechanical. It was equally
characteristic of the age of Chaucer that the young woman so
beautifully described was no better than she should have been!
(The Miller’s Tale.)

But these little towns, half rural though they were, had burgher
pride of the most exclusive kind. Their constant preoccupation
was to keep and extend the privileges of self-government and the
monopoly of local trade, which they had bought from King or
Lord, Abbot or Bishop. To defend the merchants of their own
town in their dangerous journeys, and to gather in their debts
owing in other towns, municipal action was quasi-diplomatic;
Norwich talked to Southampton like England to France. Com-
mercial treaties between towns were common. As to London, its
power of self-government, which included jurisdiction over wide
territories up and down the river, might have been the envy of
many German ‘free cities.” Woe to the King’s officer, or to one
of John of Gaunt’s ‘meinie,” who infringed the right of a London
citizen or challenged the jurisdiction of the Mayor.

Yet, great as was the power of London and considerable as
were the ‘liberties® of other towns, they were loyal members of a
State, whos¢ Parliament legislated, partly by their advice, on their
economic concerns in so far as they were national; and in the
Fourteenth Century trade was becoming more and more national
without ceasing to be municipal. The history of all English towns
was swallowed up in the history of England which they helped to

7



ENGLISH SOCIAL HISTORY

make; while in Germany, not then a nation, the history of Nurem-
berg and of the Hanse Towns form separate chapters in the annals
of Furope.

But even in Ringland and even during the Hundred Yeats’ War,
natinnal sentiment and loyalty to the Kingdom at latge made no
such daily and urgent claims as did the civic patriotism that a man
felt for his own town. The first duty of the burgher was to play
his part in the city militia, to defead the walls and if possible the
fields of the town against French or Scottish raiders, bands of out-
laws, ot the retainets of great men at feud with the privileges of the
borough. The principle of ‘conscription” raised no difficulty in the
mind of the mediaeval Iinglishman. How indeed could he expect
other people to defend him and his fellows from dangers con-
stantly at his door? For purposes of wat and police, and for town-
works of all sorts like digging a town ditch or drain, repairing the
town bridge, helping in the harvest of the town fields, very
occasionally cleaning or mending the street in front of his own
house, 2 man might be called on for personal setvice by the civic
authorities. Such work in the common cause was not regarded as
‘servile,” likec work on the lord’s demesne. No one then thought
that “liberty’ consisted in avoiding military oz other obligations on
the performance of which the cherished ‘liberties® of his town and
of his fellow burghcrs ultimately depended. Self-help and self-
government were for long centuries taught to the English in the
school of town life, and to a less degree in the shire-court and in the
manor-court of the village. There were no rights without duties.

Political strife ran strong and fierce in the streets of every town
of Eagland, not the strife of national parties, but the politics of the
craft and of the town which touched the burgher in his daily life.
The struggle for powet was constantly being waged in disputes of
the crafts with the corporation; of the big merchants with the
small manufacturing masters; of the masters with their men; of the
whole body of citizens with outsiders trying to settle and trade in
the town; of all the inhabitants of the borough with the King’s
Sheriff, the lord’s or bishop’s bailiff, or the monks of the Abbey
the worst enemies of all. In a hundred ever-changing fotms such
disputes went on for centuries, with different fortunes in a hundred
different towns, from great London, itself a State within the State,
to the smallest would-be borough that was struggling to rise above
the position of a feudal village ruled by the lord’s bailif and
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manor-court. In all these civic battles, external and internal, each
party used every appropriate weapon of legal proceedings, open
riot and economic pressure

In London, ‘sea’ coal, so called because it was brought by ship
from Tyneside, was being more and more used in place of wood
and charcoal, causing ‘clergy and nobility resorting to the city of
London’ to complain of danger of contagion from “the stench of
burning sea-coal.” * For fear of fire, thatch was gradually giving
way to red tiles on London roofs. The walls of the houses were
still of mud and timber, though the number of fine stone mansions
built by great lords or wealthy citizens was on the increase, like
_]'ohn of Gaunt’s Savoy on the way between London and West-
minster. But the chief architectural glory of the capital was its
hundred churches. [See § 46.] The streets were ill paved and had
no side walks; the crown of the causeway sloped down on both
sides to the ‘kennels,’ into which the filth ran; weaker passengers,
shoved down off the centre of the road, ‘went to the wall’ and
splashed through the mud. Too little checked by municipal
authority, householders and tradesmen threw their garbage, litter
and offal into the street from doors and windows, without regard
to amenity ot sanitation.

Two miles from London lay Westminster, clustering round its
Abbey, and its Hall which Rufus bad built and which Richard II
was adorning with rafters of oak. Westminster had become the
tecognized centre of royal administration, law and Parliament
[see § 47], although it had no commerce and no municipal privi-
leges of its own, and was only a village at great London’s gate.
There was no royal foothold inside the English capital cortre-
sponding to the Louvre in Paris. When the King came up to
town, he lived sometimes at Westminster on one side of London,
sometimes in the Tower on the other. But the City that lay be-
tween was not his ground, and Richard I was no more able than
Charles I to dictate to its militia, its magistrates and its mob. The
mediaeval balance and harmony of powers, from which modern
English liberty has sprung, is clearly illustrated in the relation of
the Plantagenet Kings to their capital.

The richest citizens of London were now on a par with the

} Thete was & prejudice against coal as domestic fuel until the shortage of wood
brought it increasingly into use. In the country at large it was, till Tudor times,
chiefly used by smiths and lime burners.
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great territorial nobles, not only because they had at their com-
mand the City militia and a large proportion of the shipping of
Ingland, but because they lent money to government. In 1290
Edward I had cxpelled the Jews from England, so putting an end
to the older method of raising royal loans. This expulsion of the
Jews Is one causc why anti-semitism is to-day less strong in
Fngland than in many countrics of Europe: our fotefathers were
compelled by the action of Edward I to undertake their own
financial and intellectual life unaided by Jewry, so that when in
Cromwell’s time the Jews were allowed to return, the English had
learnt to stand alone, and could meet without jealousy that gifted
race on equal terms.t

And so, in the absence of the Jews, Edward III borrowed
money for his wars from Florentine bankers, who also supplied
the needs of his barons. In the Second Day of Boccaccio’s
Decameron we read how three Florentines ‘coming to London,
took 2 little house, and lived as frugally as possible, letting out
money on interest.” When they had made enough money they
returned to Florence, but ‘keeping on their banking trade in
England, they sent a nephew thither, named Alessandro, to
manage their business. . . . He let out money to the barons upon
their castles and other estates, which turned to good account.’

But the King also borrowed from his own subjects, the ‘great
City men’ as we may already call them, and from the wealthy
merchants of other towns, like Sir William de la Pole of Hull, the
first Eaglish business man to become the founder of a great noble
house, The relation of the Crown to these new creditors was very
different from its previous relation to the Jews, who had been
mere sponges in the King’s hand to suck up his subjects’ wealth,
helpless clients whom he alone protected from popular malice and
massacre. But the English merchants who leat money to govern-
ment for the Hundred Years’ War could give ot withhold their aid
as they chose, and they took advantage of the need the King

} The expulsion of the Jews had been preceded by a decline in their wealth and
povwes of lending; otherwise they would not have been expelled. English and foreign
Christtans had aleeady been taking their place as moneylenders ta the King and to his
subjects, Industryand agriculture were changing and expanding all through the later
middle ages and required the borrowing of eapital by King, loid of manor, farmer,
villein and trader. The laws against usuty prohibited interest instead of limitng it;
the result was that very high interest, often 5o per cent., was asked and given, as the
teansaction was illepal. (Lipsom, 1, pp. 616~620.)
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had of them to batgain for commertcial ot other advantages for
themselves or their families, for their city, their craft or their trade.

It was in these circumstances that the network of Edward ITI’s
financial, home and foreign policy was elaborated. The Hundred
Years’ War was not merely an adventure for military plunder and
dynastic ambition; it was also an attempt to keep open the market
for our wool and cloth trade in Flanders and in France. The
alliance with Van Artevelde and the Flemish burghers against
France, was at once diplomatic and commercial.

English national policy was continually changing under the
pressure of the King’s necessities, and of rival interests among his
own subjects and among his allies oversea. Experiments in Pro-
tection and Free Trade, ncither yet an established doctrine, were
made in bewildering alternation. The ‘mercantilist’ era of a fixed
Protectionist policy had not yet come, but the country was alteady
groping towards it. Navigation laws to exclude foreign vessels
from trading in English ports were passed as early as the reign of
Richard II, but could not be enforced, because out merchant
shipping was not large enough, until Stuart times, to cope alone
with the ever increasing volume of our trade. English merchants
did much of their overseas trade in foreign bottoms,

But the English marine was at last beginning to be formidable.
Edwazrd III used it to clear the Channel of foreign pirates, and suc-
ceeded for a number of years. The fleet that defeated the French
at Sluys (1340) was not a royal navy: it was composed of the met-
chant ships of many different towns, temporarily conscripted to
fight under a royal Admiral. Cannon had as yet no place in war-
fare at sea. Still, as at Salamis, ships rammed and grappled each
other, and the fight was conducted with swords, spears and arrows,
like a battle on land. [See § 43.]

The ‘Staple,” where English goods for export had to be col-
lected, taxed and sold, was necessary for levying the customs
duties on which the King’s finances depended, and it was thought
also to be of service in protecting English merchants against the
fraud and violence of international commerce in that age. But ‘the
Company of the Staple’ obtained a partial monopoly in export that
was not at all agreeable to many wool growers and to many rival
merchants. [See § 49.] Numerous and divergent interests, agri-
cultural, industrial and mercantile, held conflicting views about
the Staple, and particularly about its proper location. At one time
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it was fixed in certain Inglish towns, then in Flanders, finally in
Calais, which English arms won and held as the port of entty into
France. ‘When the wool reached Calais, it was the common prac-
tice for the foreign buyer to pay a certain sum in cash and give
bills for the test. The discounting of bills by assigning ot trans-
ferring them was also usual, so that the trade custom of citculating
bills from one creditor to another is at least five hundred yeats
old? (Lipson, I, 549, cd. 1937.)

Most of the Lnglish goods expotted through the Staple at
Calais consisted of raw wool; but woollen cloth was constantly
gaimng ground, till in Tudor times the export of cloth killed the
expott of raw wool. But tn Chaucer’s day and for long after, the
men who lent most money to the King were the Staplers who ex-
ported wool to feed the foreign looms; and the customs levied at
the Staple on exported wool were the great source of royal
revenue.!

These London~Calais merchants, with whom the King had to
bargain for loans and levies as if with a fourth estate of the realm,
had extensive business and personal connections with wool-
growing districts like the Cotswolds, where they and their rivals
the clothiers bought estates and founded many of the great county
families of Western England. In 1401 was laid to rest in Chipping
Campden the body of William Gtevel, ‘late citizep of London and
flower of the wool merchants of England,” and his stone house is
still an ornament of the most beautiful village street now left in
the island: for Chipping Campden was not an ordinary Gloucestet-
shire village but a collecting centre for England’s greatest trade.
{Sce § 50, 51.]

It is, in fact, to the age of Chaucer that Professor Postan points
a3 the ‘great breeding season of English capitalism; in the early
phases of the Hundred Years’ War, the time when the exigencies
of Royal finance, new experiments in tazation, speculative ven-
tures with wool, the collapse of Italian (inance and the beginning

! Bath wool and cloth wete collected, taxed and sold at the Staple. But the ‘Staple
Company,’ the *Staplers’ par excellence, dealt in wool, not in cloth, and their gradual
decline was due tu the increase of the export of cloth by the Merchant Adventuters,
In the early Fourteeath Century wool exports were 30,000 sacks a2 year and cloth
expsts aboue o cloths. In the middle of the Sixteenth Century the wool expotts
wete ood sacks and the cloth exports well over 100,000 cloths., See E. E. Rich, The
Qvdiwance Baok of the Merchanis of the Staple, 1937.

On the casly history of the Staple, see Eileen Power, Mediseral English Wool Trade,
1941,
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THE CLOTH TRADE

of the new cloth industry, all combined to bting into cxistence a
new race of war financiers and commercial speculators, army
purveyots and wool monopolists.” (Ee. Hist. Review, May 1939,

p. 165.)

If the capitalist as financier and public creditor was found
chiefly in the wool trade, the beginnings of the capitalist as
organizer of industty were found during the same period in the
cloth manufacture.

While raw wool was still the chicf article of export, domestic
needs were supplied for the most part by cloth made in England.
In the times of Ancient Britons, Romans and Saxons and ever
since, the spare moments of the housewife, her maids and daughters
had been devoted to spinning—the supposed occupation of our
mother Eve. And equally from the earliest times the more difficult
art of weaving had been practised by men specially trained as
websters, sitting all day each at the loom in his own cottage, to
provide the coarse clothes of the local peasantry. In the Twelfth
and Thirteenth Centuries a better class of manufacture was con-
ducted by Weavers’ Gilds in many towns, including London,
Lincoln, Oxford and Nottingham. In Henry III’s reign, Stamford
cloth was well known in Venice, while Yorkshire, both east and
west, was already famous for its woollens.

In the Thirteenth and early Fourteenth Centuries the produc-
tion of standardized cloth for the market began to deteriorate in
English towns, where the number of weavers seriously declined.
The fact was that the manufacture had begun to move into the
country districts, particularly to those of the West where running
water was obtainable to work fulling-mills. One of the many pro-
cesses necessary in cloth-making, that which was conducted by
the fuller, had in all previous ages been done by human labour
with hand, foot or club; but it was now beginning to be done by
watet-power. Already therefore when the Fourteenth Century
opened, the Cotswold and Pennine valleys and the Lake District
bad begun to compete seriously with Eastern England in the
manufacture of cloth, And the country was already vying with the
town as the seat of the industry, It was an early case of technical
invention having important social results, (Eec. Hirt, Review,
1941, Miss Carus Wilson’s article, ‘An industrial Revolution of

the x3th Century.”) ) -
. ¢
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ENGLISH SCCIAL HISTORY

Goverament action in the reigns of Edward I and T11 further
stimulated our greatest industry. The importation of cloth from
abroad was probibited. Skilled artificers with trade secrets were
invited over, particularly into London and East Anglia, and were
protected by the Government against native jealousy; special
privileges were ar the same time extended to English clothiers.
During the lifetime of Chaucer the production of broadcloth in
England was trebled, and the export of broadcloth was increased
nincfold. The enowmous advantage that Ingland had over other
countties as a feeder of sheep and a producer of the best wool gave
het the opportunity gradually to win the command of the world’s
cloth market, as she had long commanded the European matket
for taw wool. [See § 52, 53, 54, 55.]

The growth of the cloth trade was destined to go on for genera-
tions to come, creating new classes in town and country, adding
to the luxury of the manor-house and relieving the poverty of the
cottage, altering the methods and increasing the rewards of agri-
culture, supplying our ships with their cargoes, spreading our
commerce first over all Europe and then over all the world, dic-
tating the policy of cur statesmen and providing the progtammes
of our parties, causing alliances, treaties and wars. The cloth trade
held its place as incomparably the most important English in-
dustey, till the far distant day when coal was wedded to iron. For
centuries it occupied men’s daily thoughts in town and village,
second only to agriculture; our literature and common speech
acquired many phrases and metaphors botrowed from the manu-
facture of cloth—‘thread of discourse,” spin a yarn,” ‘utiravel a
mystery,” ‘web of life, ‘fine-drawn,” “homespun,’ ‘tease®~—while
all unmarriedd women were put down as ‘spinsters,’

Already in the Fourteenth Century it was evident that the rapid
expansion of the cloth trade required a new economic organiza-
tion, The manufacture of raw wool into the best cloth called not
for une craft alone but for many—carding, spinning, weaving,
fulling, dyeing, cloth-finishing, Therefore a large expansion of
the cloth industry for the market at home and abroad could not
be organized by the Craft Gilds which bad done so much to im-
prove weaving in former centuries. ‘The entreprensur, with a more
thart Jocal outlook and with money at his command, was required
£o collect the raw material, the half-manufactured and the finished
article, and pass them on from craftsman to craftsman and from
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place to place, from village to town, from town to port, and
finally to bring 2 standardized article to the best market. For all
this capital was needed.

Capitalism as the organizer of industry is first clearly visible in
the cloth trade. Already in the lifetime of Chaucet, the capitalist
clothier could be found, employing many different people in many
differcnt places. He was a social type more modern than mediaeval,
and quite different from the master craftsman labouring at the
bench with his apprentices and journeymen.? The ultimate future
lay with the capitalist employet, in the far distant days of the In-
dustrial Revolution. But the cloth manufacture had brought him
jnto existence four hundred years before he swallowed industry
whole. Shipping, the coal trade and the building trade [see § 57,
58] were also conducted in part on a capitalist basis at this early
date.

But, for centuries to come, most industries were still conducted
by the old-fashioned master craftsman, with a few apprentices
and journeymen sleeping and working under his roof, subject to
the general supervision of the Craft Gild. Here too trouble was
brewing between the master craftsmen and the journeymen whom
they employed, corresponding to the trouble between the farmers
and the free labourers. The journeyman in the shop felt the same -
movement of aspiration and unrest as the labourer in the field.
He too struck for higher wages when the Black Death made
labour scarce, and the Statute of Labouters was in part directed
against his claims. [See § 56.]

But there was mote in it than 2 struggle for wages. The unrest
in the towns had deeper causes, Owing to the expansion of trade
and the increase of its rewards, the harmony of the mediagval
Craft Gild was being distutbed by social and economic cleavage
between master and man, which had not been felt in the simpler
day of small things.

In the eatlier stages of the Craft Gild, masters, apprentices and
joutneymen were more ot less of one class. They wete all ‘small
men’ together, brother labourers in the shop, sharing the same
meals. Though poot by any modern standard, they wete a proud

! Uatil the coming of elaborate machinery in the Eighteenth Century, capitalism
did not mean factories, Except for the water-worked fulling-mills, the capitalist
employed the vations wotkmen in their own honies, and they owned their own tools

and plant, This Is the ‘domestic’ system of industry, The capitalist had indeed to
provide warchouses to store the goods.
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fratetnity, the skilled men of the trade. Their Gild represented
their common interest and, subject to the general control of the
Municipality, it managed the affairs of the craft within the town,
fixing prices, wages and conditions of work to the general satis-
faction of 1nasters and men. The apprentices at the expiry of their
indentures, became cither masters or journeymen, and most
journcymen sooner or later became small masters., The master-
craftsman wothed with his men. He often beat his apprentices
and sometitmes beat his journcyman, for blows were common
currency in those days. But there was no marked division of
social standard and way of life. Outside the Gilds, indeed, there
had always been a pool of unskilled labour in the town, ill paid and
uncared for, But in the Gilds themselves there had been much
harmony and content,

In the age of Chaucer these things were changing. The expan-
sion of industry and trade were bringing variety of function and
an increasing difference of monetary reward. The master was
becoming less the brother craftsman and mozre the entreprencar,
engaged in organizing the business and selling the goods. Some
apprentices became masters, especially if they ‘married their
master’s daughter.’” But most apprentices could only look to
become journeymen, and few journeymen could any longer look
to become masters. In propottion to the increasing numbers
engaged in the trade, the number of masters was less than of old.
The harmony of the Craft Gild had depended on the identity of
interest of its members, and on a cettain sense of social equality
among them. But this was growing less every year. ‘The distine-
tion between ‘employer and cmployed” was becoming mote
marked. There was also an increasing diflerence between the tich
trading master and the poor manufacturing master, who worked
with a couple of journeymen to make the goods that the great man
sald.

And so we find in the towns of the Fourtecath Century not only
occasional strikes for higher wages inside the Gild, but in some
cases the formation of permanent ‘Yeomen Gilds,” to champion
the interest of the employees and perform the fighting functions of
a modem Trade Union. In some trades and in some towns these
Yeomen Gilds also included small master-craftsmen. For they too
were opposed to the richer masters, who were ceasing to be crafts-
men at all and were concerned only in selling the goods. The
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trader and the manual worker were in some trades beginning to
be separated, and the trader was assuming control of the industry,
by his command of the Craft Gild or the Livery Company. The
manual worker, whether journeyman or small master, was losing
much of his economic independence and was acquiting an inferior
status. ‘The government of the towns was in the hands of the big
merchants. But the modern trade union spirit was already active.l

These economic and social changes, begun in the Fourteenth
Centuty, were going on all through the succceding epoch. But
there was no uniformity, and generalization is neccssarily in-
accurate. ‘The history of each craft and of each town differs from
every other. But such was the general direction of growth in
industry and commerce during the Hundred Years® War and the
Wars of the Roses.

Great changes, therefore, were taking place in Chaucet’s day
in the structure of society. Servitude was disappearing from the
manor and new classes were arising to take chatge of {farming and
of trade. Modern institutions were being grafted on to the
mediaeval, in both village and town. But in the other great de-
pattment of human affairs—the religious and ecclesiastical, which
then covered half of human life and its relationships—institu-
tional change was prevented by the rigid conservatism of the
Church authorities, although here too thought and opinion were
moving fast.

Change indeed was long overdue. The ‘corruption’ of the
clergy was being denounced not merely by Lollard hetetics but by
the orthodox and the worldly, by Langland, Gowet and Chaucer
no less than by Wycliffe. ‘Corrupt’ the Church certainly was,
but that was not the whole of the matter: she had been “corrupt’

! The gangs of workmen who built the glorious Cathedrals and lovely churches
and manor-houses of the later middle age were organized not as a gild but on a
capitalist basis. Trade unionism was thercfore strong among the “free masons’—a
very different folk from modezn *fice masons.” Wycliffe thus describes their trade
union policy which secms to have been already highly developed:

‘Also men of sutel craft, as fre masons and othere, . . . conspiren togidere that
no man of here {their] cralt schal take lesse on a day than thei setten [agree] . . .
and that noon of hem schal make sade trewe work to lette othere mennus wynnyng
at the craft [viz. that none of them shall do steady true work which might hinder the
earnings of other men of bis craft] and that non of hem schal do ought but only hews
stone, though he migght profit his maister twenty pound bl o dates werk by leggyng
on a wal [laying stones on a wall] without barm or penyng [paining] to himself.’
(Wyclitfe, Sefoct Eng. Works, IIL, p. 333, and Srats. of Realm, 111, p. z27.)
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yet perfectly safe for centuries past, and was no mote ‘cotrupt’ in
the time of Chaucer than was royal justice or the conduct of the
lords and their retaivers. Most institutions in the Middle Ages
were ‘cortupt’ by modern standards. But whereas the kity were
moving with the times, the Church was standing still. Entrenched
behind her immutable privileges and her inalienable and ever in-
creasing wealth, her Jeaders took no steps to pacify the clamour of
moral disapprobation and the growls of envious greed that rose
on every side against her and her possessions. The laity were not
only more critical but were far better educated and therefore more
formidable than in the days of Anselm and Becket, when the
clergy had enjoyed a fairly close monopoly of trained intelligence.
The Church, however, refused to do anything to satisfy the general
discontent, and during the Fifteenth Century the storm subsided.
But the respite was not lasting, and the refusal of all reform under
the Plantagencts led under the Tudots to revolution.

Many of the clerpy themselves were critics of the Church as out-
spoken as the laity. The scholars of Oxford and not a few of the
priests serving parishes whose tithes went to rich monks and
foreign prelates, were reformers and even rebels. Moreover the
accused parties themselves denounced one another with the in-
temperance of language habitual in mediaeval controversy. The
friars attacked the Bishops and secular clergy, who repaid their
abuse with interest. In Chaucet’s Tales it is the friar and the
summoncr who expose each other’s tricks, to make mirth for the
company of laymen. From every quarter, within and without the
Church, the air resounded with attacks on the various orders of
clergy. [See § 59-Go.]

Yet nothing was done. ‘The Church, unlike the manor and the
gild, could not be transformed by the natural working of economic
change or by the mere pressure of opinion. Definite measures of
administrative and legislative reform were required, and there was
no machinery to effect them, except such as rested in the hands of
the Pope and the Bishops. But the Pope, who in former ages had
donc so much, now did less than nothing to imptrove the condi-
tion of the Church in England. He used his powers to foster
abuses that brought wealth to the Roman Court—simony, non-
residence, plurality, the sale of indulgences, all of which offended
the roused conscience of a censotious age.

Yet even without the support of the Pope, the English Bishaps
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might have done at least something. And the Bishops in the age
of Chaucer were, with scarcely an exception, able, hard-working,
highly respectable men. Why then did they not at least attempt to
make some reform in the Churchy

The main reason was their preoccupation with secular interests.
Though paid out of the revenues of the Chutch, the Bishops gave
their lives to the service of the State. In spite of Patliamentary
laws, the best places in the Church were disposed of by collusive
agreement between Pope and King. The Pope thrust foreign
favourites into many rich benefices, but as part of the bargain he
usually left the appointment of Bishops in royal hands. So the
King paid his Ministers and civil servants not out of the public
taxes but out of the episcopal revenues. Among the twenty-five
persons who were Bishops in England and Wales between 1376
and 1386, thirteen held high secular office under the Crown, and
several others played an important part in politics. Sometimes
they wete sent abroad as ambassadots to foreign powers. Others
had 1isen by secular services rendered to the King’s sons: the
Bishop of Bath and Wells had been Chancellor of Gascony fot the
Black Prince, the Bishop of Salisbuty had been Chancellor of
Lancaster for John of Gaunt, The Chancellor of the Realm was
usually a Bishop like the Primate Sudbury, and William of
Wrykeham.

In the days of the Norman Kings, the close connection between
the bench of Bishops and the royal ministty had supplied a bar-
barous land with able and learned bureaucrats, who derived from
their episcopal authority a prestige which enabled them to cope as
the King’s servants with an ignorant and brutal baronage. But the
need for a system once so valuable to the country was growing
less with every generation. ‘The laity, of whom Chaucer was one,
wete many of them now qualified to be the King’s civil servants.
The monopolization of sectetarial work by the clergy, and of the
principal offices of State by the Bishops, was beginning to arouse
a reasonable jealousy. There were now ready to hand intelligent
and highly trained lawyers, like Kayvet, and gentlemen, like
Richard Scrope, well capable of conducting the highest business
of the State, It was men of this type who, under the Tudor
monatchs, replaced both prelates and nobles as the instruments
of royal government. Already under the later Plantagenets the
first signs of such a change were visible, Owing to a petition of
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the Housc of Commons of 1371 against the employment of clergy
in the royal service, laymen {or some years alternated with clerics
as Chancellors and Treasurers of the Realm,

O)ccupied as they were by the cates of secular office, the Bishops
paid little attention to the deplorable state of their dioceses. If
Rectories were empty or filled with scandalous persons or under-
paid substitutes, it had always been so. If the Pope pushed the sale
of indulgences and sham relics, the Bishops could only regard it as
a legitimate prece of business; without thinking more of the
matter, they supplied the Pardonetrs with episcopal letters com-
meading their wares to the public,

One branch of their dutics, the proper control of the Spiritual
Courts, the Bishops neglected with unfortunate results. As re-
gards the business of wills and matriages, then conducted by the
Chutch, the ecclesiastical tribunals were no more corrupt or
inefficient than the lay Judges and lawyers of that time. But the
maote specifically religious function of the Bishop’s Court, which
be usually left to the Archdeacon, was causing grave scandal in
Chaucer’s day, as his Friar's Tale illustrates. Punishment for sing
not cognizable by the lay Coutts, particularly sexual incontinence,
was then undertaken by the Church. But in fact the habit of com-
muting penance for money payment had become general. And
from that official practice the step was short to blackmail of sinners
in their homes by the officers of the Bishop’s Court, particularly
the ‘summoners,” who had a most evil reputation:

*Art thou a bajlif?” “Yea,” quod he
He dorste not for veray filth and shame
Say that he was a Sompnout, for the name. (Friar’s Tale.)

But the Bishops, though they neglected many of their duties,
were so far interested in ecclesiastical affairs as to fight for Church
privileges and endowments against all comers, and hunt down
heretics, when hetesy, now for the first time, seriously raised its
head in England with Wycliffe’s denial of transubstantiation in the
sacrifice of the Mass (1380),

Many parishes, no doubt, were faithfully and sufficiently served
by men like Chaucer’s *poot parson,’ the only type of Churchman
for whom the poet seems to have felt affection and respect. But
a latge proportion of the livings in lay gift were presented to
people tiot in priests’ orders at all, or to mere laymen. And far too

40



TEACHING AND PREACHING

often the church belonged to a monastery or 10 a wealthy absentee
pluralist, and was served by some undetpaid and ignorant ‘mass-
priest,” who scarcely understood the Latin wotds he mumbled,
any better than his audience. Other patsons, who might have
done their duty well, wandercd off from their charges to London,
Oxford, or some great man’s house, in search of a more frec and
exciting life and additional stipends. The parish priest was seldom
the Rector, very often not even the Vicar, but a chaplain or clerk
miserably paid to do the duty neglected by the incumbent.

It followed that teaching and preaching often amounted to very
little in an English village, so far as the resident priest was con-
cerned, though Mass was regularly performed. But this deficiency
was to a large extent supplied by the preaching friar on his regular
beat, by the travelling Pardoner with his wallet ‘bretful of pardons
come from Rome all hot,> by Wycliffe’s heretical missionaties, by
John Ball’s agitators of Christian Democracy. Whether we regard
these interlopers as sowing tares in the wheat, or as entiching the
Lord’s harvest, they played a great part in the religious and intel-
lectual life of the nation. They catried the latest thoughts, teach-
ing and news of the time to remote farms and hamlets, whose
inhabitants never moved from the neighbourhood and could read
no wreitten word. These religious roundsmen, on foot and on
horse-back, were always on the move along the winding muddy
roads and green lanes of England; and to their peripatetic fellow-
ship must be added the more sccularly minded minstrels, tumblers,
jugglers, beggars and charlatans of every kind, and pilgrims pious
and worldly alike. All these wayfarers acted the part of “microbes,’
as their historian Jusserand? has said, infecting the stationary part
of the population with the ideas of a new age and of a larger
wotld. They too were preparing the change from mediaeval to
modern, [See § 61~71.]

But the parish priest reigned within the walls of his Church and
there he said the Mass, attended on Sundays by the greater patt
of the village. It was the heart of mediaeval religion.

"The peasant as he stood or knelt on the floor of the Church each .
Sunday, could not follow the Latin words, but good thoughts
found a way into his heart as he watched what he revered and
heard the familiat yet still mysterious sounds. Around him blazed
on the walls frescoes of scenes from the scriptures and the lives of

* Buglish Wayfaring Life in the Middle Ages (XTVth Centiry). J. J. Jusserand,
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saints; and over the rood-loft was the Last Judgment depicted in
lively colouts, paradise opening to seceive the just, and on the
other side flaming hell with devil executioners totmenting naked
souls. Fuar of hell was a most potent force, pitilessly exploited by
all preachers and confessors, both to enrich the Church and to call
sinners to repentance. [Sce § 76, 77.] The orthodox consigned
the heretics and the heretics consigned the Bishops to eternal
flarnes, and all patties agreed there would scarce be room in hell
‘of friars there is such throngl’

‘The peasant knew some of the sayings of Christ, and incidents
from his life and from those of the Saints, besides many Bible
stories such as Adam and Eve, Noah’s load, Solomon’s wives and
wisdom, Jezebel’s fate, Jephthah and his daughter ‘the which he
loved passing well.> All these and much more with manystrange
embellishments, he learnt from ‘pious chansons® and from the
friars’ sensational and entertaining sermons. He never saw the
Bible in English, and if he had he could not have read it. There
was pothing in his own home analogous to family prayers and
Bible reading. But religion and the language of religion sur-
rounded his life, The crucifix was often before his eyes, and the
story of the crucifixion in his mind.

Confession was 2 compulsory duty, normally made to the
patish priest, but very frequently to the intruding friar, who gave
absolution morc easily, often it may well be more intelligently, and
often (so all said) more corruptly for money, for a good meal, or
for other favours,

But there is a great deal more to be said about the friars than
that. Like Rob Roy they were ‘ower bad for blessing, and ower
gude for banning.” The black friars of St. Dominic and yet more
the grey friars of the gentle St. Francis had been the true evangelical
force in England in the Thirteenth Century, and in the Fourteenth
they still shouldered most of the missionary work of the Church,
They were still the great preachers and had created a demand for
preaching, The illiterate folk of an age awakening to intelligence
demanded more and yet mote of the spoken word, and could
seldom get enough of it from the parish priest.

And so the friars still set the pace in the age of Chaucer. It was
in imitation as well as in rivalry that the Wycliffites laid such stress
on preaching to the people. If Protestants in times to come
attached more lmpottance to the pulpit than to the altax, they.
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were only carrying further a movement begun by the friars. {See

2.
§ 7If ]the orthodox secular clergy denounced the friars for filling
their sermons with idle and unedifying stories to attract the
vulgar, it was partly because those sermons attacked the sloth of
Bishops, monks and clergy and the corruption of the Archdeacon
and his summoner. In the fiest part of Wycliffe’s carect the friars
were his allies against the “possessionate clergy,” and it was only
when he propounded his heresy on transubstantiation that the
mendicant ordets became his most effective encmies. In theory
the friars, unlike the monks, lived by begging alms, had no pro-
perty of their own and preached the doctrine of evangelical
poverty so deat to St. Francis. In practice they had now amassed
wealth and treasure which they stored in their magnificent con-
vents. Wycliffe liked their theory and condemned their practice.

If we seek the origins of some of the distinctive traits of English
Puritanism, of its asceticism, its war on sin, its sabbatarian rigoutr,
its {eat of hell, its attacks on the Bishops and wealthy cletgy, its
crude denunciation of opponents, its vigorous and soul-stirring
sermons, its tendency to unctuous sentiment, its lapses into hypo-
ctisy, its equalitarian appeal to the poor and lowly, they are all to
be found in the mediaeval Chutch, and particularly in the work of
the friars. But not of the friars alone; clerk Langland was Bunyan’s
forerunner, and Wycliffe would have found his ideal of priest-
hood realized by Latimer and Wesley, ‘Those scholats who have
most recently and most fully studied the sermouns and other pious
literature in prose and verse of the Fourteenth Century, are most
averse to ‘the appropriation of mediaeval religion by any modern
pasty or the repudiation of it by any other party, For the mediae-
val Church is the mother of us all.” As Chaucer himself said:

“Ther n'is no newé guise that it n’as old.’

On the other hand there were elements in later English Pro-
testantism which were not mediaeval at all. Family worship and
the religious dedication of family life and of business life ate later
Protestant accretions. They had no place in mediaeval ideals or
practice. For mediaeval ideals derived from more purely ascetic
and anti-~mundane sources in primitive Christianity, to which

1 The People's Faith in tde time of Wyelif, B. Manning, pp. 186~188 and passinm.
greatb)ing in Mediaaval England, G. R. Owst, pp. xii, 91~95 and passim. (Cambridge
ress,
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practice indeed seldom conformed bhut which held the field in
theory.

While the enemies of the friars complained that they did too
much and intruded too busily where they had no rightful place,
the monks of this age were accused of doing too little. The fire of
seligious enthusiasim and the light of learning burnt Jow within
the walls of monasteries that once had supplied England with
noble leadership. The King no longer sent for some saintly abbot,
to implore him to take pity on the land and exchange the govern-
ment of his House for the government of a great diocese. The
cloister of Canterbury no longer rivalled the University of Paris
in scholarship and philosophy: the higher thought and education
of the country was now concentrated at Oxford, and there the
chief intellectual influences were the friats and the secular clergy.
Nor did the monks any longert, as in the days of the Barons® War,
play a patriotic and formidable part in politics. Chronicles were
still compiled in monasteries, but they metely cartied on the
literary tradition of a former age, while the worldling Froissart
was setting up a new standard of history. In the Thirteenth Cen-
tury, Matthew Paris of St. Albans cloister had been a truly great
histotian, but the monastic chroniclers of Chaucer’s day, even the
best of them like Walsingham, had no power to grasp the relative
importance of events, or to appreciate the significance of what was
going on in the world outside the abbey close, The monk had little
thought except for the interests of his House. His whole life was
passed within its precincts, except when he was sent out to gather
in the rents of distant estates, or to accompany the abbot on a
hunting expedition or an occasional visit to London. At home he
spent his time with brethren whose interests and experience were
as limited as his own. It is then, not wondetful that the monks
offered so stubborn a resistance to the claims of the townsfolk and
peasantry, to whom the local ptivileges of the Abbey had, under
changed conditions, become galling and vexatious, In every way
the world was moving on, but the monastic life was standing
still. Only in Yorkshire and the North the monasteries wete
popular, and continued to be so up to the titne of the Dissolution.

‘The monks in Chaucer’s England were worldly and well-to-do,
living lives of sauntering comfort in the monastery, ot roaming
the land dressed like laymen, to hunt game or look after their
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estates. They were not numerous—probably rather more than
the sooo at which they were estimated at the time of their Dissolu-
tion in the reign of Henry VIII. But, having themselves abandoned
the manual labour practised by their predecessots, they maintained
armies of servants to carry on the daily routine of their great estab-
lishments, which often covered many acres of ground, as at Bury
St. Edmunds and Abingdon. The monks petformed in petson
their obligations of prayers and masses for the living and the dead,
their patrons and their foundetrs. They gave daily alms in money
and broken meats to the poor, and showed a lavish hospitality to
travellers, many of whom were wealthy and exacting guests. The
rich fed at the table of the Abbot or Prior, while humblet way-
farers were accommodated in the guest house of the Monastery.
[See § 74~75, 78.] Founders® kin, influential nobles and gentry,
claimed rights as guests, officers and agents of the monasteries,
consuming much of their wealth; and at the same time the monks,
especially the abbots, spent plenty upon themselves. (Snape,
English Monastic Finances, Cambridge Press, 1926; Savine, English
Monasteries on the eve of the Dissolution, Oxford Studies, ed. Vino-
gradoff, 1909.)

‘The monasteries had by this time accumulated vast endowments
in land, tithes, appropriated churches, treasures, and clerical
patronage—enough to cause them to be bitterly eavied as idle
drones, living at the expense of the impoverished Kingdom. The
Commons declared that a third of the wealth of England was in
the hands of the Church, most of it belonging to the regular clergy.
And yet the monks were constantly in financial straits, sometimes
through their magnificent architectural zeal for enlarging and
beautifying the abbey and its church, sometimes through sheet
mismanagement. The abbot who, like Catlyle’s Samson, had good
business ability among his other qualities, seems to have been rare
in later times, though some of the Cathedral Priories, like Canter-
bury, continued to manage their finances and administer their far
scattered manorial estates well. The Black Death hit the monastic
landlord as hard as the lay. The Italian and English moneylendets,
who had succeeded the Jews, charged just as high interest, and the
monks were reckoned an easy prey. The monasteries often specu-
lated in a form of life annuity known as a2 ‘cotrody,” whereby the
abbey borrowed money in return for an undertaking to keep the
creditorfor the rest of his life—and often he lived disastrously long.
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In carlicr times the demesne lands of monastic manors, adminis-
tered by the Abbey’s own officials direct, had often been ad-
mitable examples of estate management and agricultural improve-
ment, not only in the sheepruns of Yorkshire dales but in mixed
arable and pasture tegions of the South. But in the Fourteenth and
Fifteenth Centuries the demesne lands of the Abbeys were in-
creasingly let out on long leascs to laymen, who either farmed
them or sublet them to others. In this and other ways the lay
control and enjoyment of monastic wealth began long before the
final Dissolution.

There were occasional scandals in monasteries, and the ortho-
dox Gower was as certain as Wycliffe that the monks were un-
chaste. But if allowance is made fot the low standard of all classes
inn that age and for the peculiar difficulties of the celibate clergy,
there is no reason to think that the monasteries were wonderfully
bad in that respect. Certainly the ascetic impulse of former ages
had died away, and the monks were no longer famous for strict
adhesjon to their rule. The ordinary monk lived luxuriously by
the standatrds of that age, dressed smartly and was fond of good
food. The former restrictions on his meat diet had been relaxed,
He was fond of field sports—hut so were other men. It was not
the sinfulness but the uselessness of the monk on which the world
commented most. The worst that Langland could say of him was
that when outside the cloister he appeared as—

‘A rider, 2 roamer by streets

A leader of lovedays {manor-court sittings] and 2 land buyer
A pricker on a palfrey from manor to maanor,

An heap of hounds at his arse as he a lord were.?

And the poct looks forward to a day which indeed came in the
fullness of time—

“Then shall the abbot of Abingdon and all his issue for ever
Have 2 knock of a King and incurable the wound.’

* Langland’s criticism of the monk’s life wag not, like much modetn criticism
including Wycliffe's, due to want of appreciation of the tetired, contemplative life of
sclf-abnegation, but to Langland’s perception that the monks had ceased to realize
that ideal. “The Micddle Ages had no doubt that the Contemplative Mary had chosen
hee part better than the Active Martha,! But the monks had ceased to be Maries
without becoming Marthas.

Fur the undesstanding of Prars the Plowman I would recommend the reader to the

Bluminating essays on the subject in Professot R. W, Chambets’ Man’s Unconguorable
Mind (1939).
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Alrcady it was to the kingly power that Church reformers,
baffled by Pope and Bishops, were beginning to turn their hopes.
Parliament was already demanding a large disendowment of the
Church, which had swallowed so much land from countless genera-~
tions of benefactors and gave not an acre back. But the time had
not yet quite come when the general conscience considered that
lay power could dispose of the sacred endowments of the Church.
The omnicompetence of the King in Patliament was not yet an
established constitutional doctrine. The patallel authoritics of
Church and State, of Convocation and Parliament still reptesented
the actual balance of society.

In one great branch of service to mankind the Church in the age
of Chaucer was neither decadent nor even stagnant. The con-
tinuous but ever moving tradition of ecclesiastical atchitecture
still proceeded on its majestic way, filling England with towering
forests of masonry of which the beauty and grandeur have never
been rivalled ecither by the Ancients or the Moderns. With a brief
pause in building caused by the Black Death, the march of English
Axchitecture in Cathedral, Abbey and Parish Church went for-
wards through the Decorated and the Flamboyant, to the Perpesn-
dicular, the chief new feature being the elaboration of tracery, and
the size of the great windows each with its framework of stone
shafts. {See § 79~81.] Archdeacons, on their visitations would
condemn a little old Norman church, perfect in its own way, as
‘too small and too dark.” In the newer churches the light no longer
crept but flooded in, through the stained glass of incomparable
beauty and richness of colour. No doubt the mediaseval Church
became too wealthy, no doubt her rival chiefs and corpora-
tions suffered from the sins of pride and luxury and narrow
esprit de corps; but if the Church had been as St. Francis or as
Wryclife wished, a poor, devoted evangelist, those cathedrals
and minsters would never have been built in such supreme
magnificence, to stand, century after century, silently praising
God, giving to one generation of men after another the purest
and highest delight of worship that can be kindled through the
eye.

The section of the mediaeval Church that was under least dis-
cipline and had only too little ‘corporate sense,” was the army of
unbeneficed priests, deacons and clerks in holy orders who were
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scattered about the countey, in every variety of employment, often
under no control beyond that of their lay employers. In most
cases they fulfilled functions performed in the modetn world by
laymen. They were the “clerks’ (in both senses of the word) who
wrote papers and kept accounts for men of affairs, whether mer-
chaats, Jandowners or officials. Others fulfilled sacred functions,
as private chaplains in castle or manor-house, ot as ‘chantry
priests,” paid by laymen to say masses for the souls of departed
relations. Many drifted about from one job to another, forming
lazy and ctiminal habits that made them in the end ‘unemployable’
for any good purpose.

The ‘clerks’ in business houses and legal or State offices were
petforming functions necessary for society, and were neither
better nor worse men than their neighbours. But in view of the
fact that they were under such slight ecclesiastical discipline it
was perhaps unfortunate that they were ‘clergy’ at all. Except
those in minor orders, cletks were expected not to marty,! and
many of them would have been better with a wife and a settled
home. In the literature of the time the ‘clerk’ is often the heto of
an amorous inttigue. Moreover, when they committed crimes of
theft or murder they could plead benefit of clergy and so escape
from the severe justice of the King to the lighter penances of the
Spiritual Court. No wonder that ‘criminous clerks’ often earned
an ill name for themselves and for the Church to which they were
so loosely attached.

There was already considerable provision for the education of
clerks in reading, writing and Latin. Thtee or four hundred
grammar schools, most of them indeed very small establishments,
were scattered through the length of England. They were usually
under the control of Monasteties or Cathedrals, Hospitals, Gilds,
or Chantries; the masters whom these authorities appointed were
secular clergy. Clever boys of humble origin rose through such
schools to be clerks and priests, for the Church was still the cateer
of ambition most easily open to the poor. But no attempt was
made to teach reading and writing to the mass of the people until
the Eighteenth Century brought the Charity Schools.

* In fact o number of clergymen, including parsons of parishes, were married.
Such murriages were irregular and voidable, but not void until challenged, Others
lived in concubinage of a more or less permanent kind, Many English clergy had
always resented the rule of clerical celibacy gradually forced on the island after the
Worman Conquest, The strupgle agninst it continued till the Reformation gave
victory o the rebels,
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THE UNIVERSITIES

In 1382 William of Wykeham [sce § 84], desiring better educa~
tion for the secular clergy, founded at Winchester a grammar
school on a scale of unexampled magnificence, which became the
model for later foundations of equal splendour, like Eton. A cer-
tain proportion of the scholars were to be ‘sons of noble and
powerful (valentinm) persons,’ a provision which the historian of
our mediaeval schools has called the ‘germ of the public school
system.” [See § 83.] (Winchester College, A. F. Leach, p. 96.)

The two ancient Universities of England alteady existed; but
scarcely yet as rivals, for Cambridge only rose to national im-
portance in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Centuries,

In Chaucer’s day, Oxford was the intellectual centre of England,
and Wyclific’s influence was the chief fact in Oxford, until he and
his followers wete driven out or silenced by the interference of
Bishops and King with the independent life of the University
(1382). If Oxford had been united, the invasion of her liberties
would have been more difficult. But there had long been two
academic parties, the secular and the regular clergy; the former
took Wyclifie’s side, while the latter turned against him.

The ‘regulars’ were the monks and friars who had several great
convents of their orders attached to the University. In the pre-
vious centuty the friars had been the leaders of academic thought,
with their Grossetete, Roger Bacon and Duns Scotus, and they
were still a great power in Oxford.

The ‘seculars,” who regarded themselves as the University
proper, consisted of secular clergy, priests like Wycliffe, or deacons
and cletks in lower orders. These men were academicians first and
churchmen second. They wete as jealous for the ‘liberties’ of their
University as a burgher for those of his town. They were always
on guard against Papal and episcopal interference, royal mandates,
and the claims and privileges of the town. Their rights wete de-
fended against all aggression by the hosts of turbulent undet-
graduates herding in the squalid lodging-houses of Oxford, who,
when occasion called, poured forth to threaten the life of the
Bishop’s messenger, to hoot the King’s officials, ot to bludgeon
and stab the mob that maintained the Mayor against the Chancellor.

Town and gown used daggers, swords and even bows and
arrows in their pitched battles in High Street. In 1355 the towns-
men made a regular massacre of clerks and students: the survivors
fled in terror from Ozxford, and the University closed down until
the King intervened to protect and avenge the scholars. At
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Cambridge, in the riots of 1381, the town destroyed the University
charters and records.

"I'be mediacval student, before the development of the College
system had dene its work, was riotous, lawless and licentious.
Fe was miscrably poor; he often learnt very little for want of
books and tutoring, and left without raking a degree. Yet many
were enthusiastically cager for learning or at least for controversy.
Some were only fourteen years old, but most were of an age
rather more nearly resembling that of modern undergraduates.
Many were still laymen, but nearly all intended to become clerks
if not also pricsts. ‘There can be little doubt that the habits con-
tracted at Oxford and Cambridge account for the violent and
scandalous character of so many of the clergy in later life. The
authorities of the Universities, imitating the folly of authoritics in
Church and State elsewhere, forebade athletic exercises among the
youth in their jurisdiction, but made no great effort to keep them
out of the tavern and the brothel; some of them roamed the
countryside in robber bands.

But England found a remedy for these evils. The College
system, though it had originated in Paris, became in the end the
unique characteristic of the two English Universities. In the late
Thirteenth Century several Colleges had been founded at Oxford,
and Peterhouse at Cambridge. But College life was still the ex-
ception, and in the early part of Wycliffe’s career it may be doubted
whether more than a hundred of the three thousand Oxonians
were under any such discipline—except the monks and friars in
their convents. But before Wycliffe died, William of Wykeham
had already founded his magnificent New College, with its quad-
rangular buildings and its ‘hundred derks.” With such a pattern
to copy, the English College system grew apace with ever new
foundations duting the next two centuries. [See § 82.]

The demand for Colleges and the treadiness of founders to
supply the need were stimulated by religious controversy. The
orthodox desired to place the boys, who wete to be the clergy of
the aext generation, in the safe keeping of such institutions and
Mastets as would preserve them from the Wycliffe heresy, which
raged in the lodging-houses and inns where the students lived
crowded together, discussing all things in heaven and earth with
the freedom of irresponsible and ardent youth., And, apart from
all questions of divinity, parents and practical men saw the advan-
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tage of academic homes to shelter the young from material and
moral dangers possibly as bad as the intellectual errors of Wycliffe.
The College system struck root in England and flourished as
nowhere else. The business management of the College revenues
at this period secms to have been more often efficient than the
management of monastic finance.

And so, in the Fifteenth Century, while the forcible suppres-
sion of debate on religious and ecclesiastical questions crippled
for 2 hundred years the intellectual vigour of the English Univet-
sities, the rapid growth of the College system brought about an
improvement in morals and discipline, and a civilizing of acade-
mic life, for which later generations of Englishmen stand deeply
in debt to the Oxford and Cambridge of the late mediaeval period.

One very important branch of learning had found for itself a
home that was neither Oxford nor Cambridge. The lay lawyers,
who were building up the common law administered in the King’s
Courts, had formed for themselves the Inns of Court between
London and Westminister, where legal education, other than that
of the ecclesiastical courts, was carried on. Maitland has thus
described them (Collected Papers, 11, 482): “They were associations
of lawyers which had about them a good deal of the club, some-
thing of the College, something of the trade-union. They acquired
the inas or bospices—that is, the town houses—which had belonged
to great noblemen: for example, the Earl of Lincoln’s inn. The
house and church of the Knights of the Temple came into their
hands. . . . The serjeants and apprentices who composed the
inns of court enjoyed an exclusive right of pleading in court.’
These common lawyers were, as a class, the first learned laymen,
and as such were of great importance to the growth of the nation.
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Chapter Thres
ENGLAND IN THE AGE OF CAXTON

Feary V1, 1422, Edward IV, 1461, Edward V', 1483
Rithard ITI, 14835. Henry VI, 1485

IT is difticult tor us to-day to imagine how slow was the pace of
change before the era of inventions. After the social and intel-
lectual unrest of the English Fourtcenth Century, it might have
been expected that something big and dramatic would soon occut.,
Yet the Fifteenth Century proved markedly conservative in most
aspects of life and thought.

If Chaucer in the ghost had haunted England during the life-
time of Caxton (1422-1491), he would have found little to astonish
him, except perhaps that nothing had come of all the talk against
the Church. As he rode along the familiarly bad highways, still
dangerously beset by robbers, and crossed the deep fords and ill-
mended bridges, he would see the peasants with their oxen culti-
vating the same strips in the big open fields, and only if he
attended the manor-court would he learn that very few of them
were any longer setfs. The wayfarers who accosted him would
still be the types he knew so well—pilgrims™s many and as jolly
as those with whom he had ridden to Canterbury [see § 85]; friars,
summoners and pardoners still at their old games with simple folk;
merchanats guarding their pack-horse trains; gentry and chutch-
men with hawk and hound; lords’ retainers with bow and spear
bound on the same dubious errands as when John of Gaunt’s men
held the countryside in awe, From their talk of Red and White
Roses and battles fought on English soil, he might surmise that
disorder was even worse than it had been in his own day, but the
nature and cause of misrule was the same, the terrorising of
honest folk by the retainers of great men, and the corruption and
intimidation of the law courts and of the Privy Council itself. It
would not take Chaucer long to discover from wayside chat thata
battle at Agincourt had revived in the minds of his counttymen
ideas first implanted there by Crecy when he himself was a boy, to
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the effect that one Englishmen could beat three foreignets and
that it was England’s proper business and pastime to tule and rob
France. And therefore England’s own social ills remained in-
curablc as ever. Fot her success in France had proved no more
dutable after Agincourt than after Crecy; again driven back over
the Channel, the privately enlisted armies had again disturbed
prace at home as the retainers of great men.

Most of the towns, out ghostly visitor might notice, had not
grown since his day and some had even shrunk. But London and
Bristol flourished and thrust out new suburbs. In town and
country there were some spleadid new churches, guildhalls and
chantries, and equally splendid enlargements of old chutches.
They wete all built in an intricate and ornate style of masonry
which would seem to Chancer a ‘newe guise,” as also would the
brick buildings now to be seen in the Eastern counties—manot-
houses, gatehouses, Cambtidge colleges like Queens’, and noble-
men’s palaces like Tattershall, towering up in red brick [see § 87~
89]—and the King’s College at Eton.*

In the port towns, bearded mariners, much the same as a certain
‘Shipman’ whom Chaucer had described long ago, told rough
tales of trade and tempest in the Channel and the Biscay Bay; of
the luck of English pirates who preyed on the merchandise of
Spanish galleys, Genoese carracks and Breton and Flemish
ballingers, and of adventures with foreign pirates who tried to
retaliatel And amid all this old, familiar chat about the home seas,
might be noted a strange rumour of something new: that certain
foreign shipmen were hoping to reach the Indies by sea, round
Africa or across the Ocean westward, and that some folk in
Bristol were inclined to give ear. [See § 86.]

In the gentleman’s manor-house, the nobleman’s castle and the
King’s Court, the poet’s ghost would find the culture he loved
still alive in a faded kind of way. It was good that they should
still be reading his poems, but his successors did not seem to do
much except imitate with indifferent success. The imagination of
youth still seemed prisoner to the formal allegories of mediaeval

1 There had been no bricks made or used in England after the thin tile bricks of
the Roman period, unti! in the Fourteenth Century bricks began to come in from
Flandets (the very name bricks is of French or Walloon origin). In the Fifteenth
Century brick was widely used in parts of the Hastern Countics where there was

little or no stone cxeept clunch and whete fimber was now running short. Already
the bricks were menufactured in England of local clay,

i3



ENGLISII SOCIAL HISTORY

love-longing and its conventional discipline, and still delighted in
the war of the Greek knights against Troy—as interminable as
the Yinglish war against France. But the stories of King Arthut’s
Table were being newly readered from the ‘Frenssche book’ into
Malory’s immeortal English prose.

And if Chaucer’s spirit could have peeped over the shouldets of
LKidwatd 1V at the machine which Master Caxton had brought
from Flanclers, as it stamped off in quick succession copies of the
Canterbury Tales to look almost like real manuscripts, the flattered
poct would have smiled at so pleasant a toy. He would hardly
have foureseen in it a battering-ram to bring abbeys and castles
crashing to the ground, a tool that would ere long refashion the
teligion and commonwealth of England.

After the second expuision of the English armies from France
came the Wars of the Roses at home (1455-1485). How far did
they affect the social life of England® The answer depends on
what we mean by ‘the Wars of the Roses.” Very little, if we mean
only those brief occasional campaigns conducted by 2000 to
10,000 men a side, which ended in battles like St. Albans, Towton,
Barnet and Bosworth Field.! The verdict of such a battle, even if
fought far away in Yorkshire or in the Midlands, was usually
accepted without more ado by London and by the whole realm, as
deciding which group of noblemen was for the time being to
govern England. It was not possible for the Houses of York and
Lancaster to wage civil war after the manner afterwards employed
by Charles 1 and the Long Parliament, when numerous and enthu-
siastic armies were maintained by systematic plunder and by
national taxation, to make regular campaigns, to besiege walled
cities by the score and castles and manotr-houses by the hundred.
The Lords of the Roses had no such hold over their countrymen:
since they could make no appeal to any principle or to any popular
sentiment on hehalf of rival pretensions to the Crown, neither side
could venture to antagonize opinion by heavy war taxation, by
the intetruption of trade ot the devastation of the countryside,
according to the recent and cvil example of our armies in France.

1 These batdes were still fought with the same infantry tactics as Crecy and
Agincourt, by archers shooting arrows, and knights and men-at-arms dismounted ro

fight by the archers’ side. But cannon wete now occasionally used 1n the field with
effect.
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In this sense it is true that the “Wars of the Roses’ were, militarily
speaking, only a skin eruption on the sutface of English life.

But if by ‘the Wars of the Roses’ we mean a period of social
disorder which gave tise at intervals to spurts of real warfare, it is
clear that the whole social fabric was affected by the generalstate
of mistule. So deep and so widespread was the damage done by
‘overgreat subjects’ and ‘lack of governance,’ that in the succeed-
ing ceatury the Tudor monarchy was popular because it was
strong and could ‘bridle stout noblemen and gentlemen.’

In what did this social disorder consist? It was a rural pheno-
menon, not much affecting the towns. But the population of
England was ninc-tenths rural, and the social disorder was mainly
a struggle of landowners among one another for land.

Most men’s conduct is determined by the prevailing fashion
of the society in which each lives. Just as in the Eighteenth Cen-
tury the squire was little thought of who did not drain and enclose
fand, rebuild farm houses, plant trees, enlarge his hall and adorn
his grounds—so in the Fifteenth Century, a country gentleman
was likely to imitate his most highly esteemed neighbours, when
he observed them devote their time and energy, partly indeed to
holding their manor-courts and exacting their renats, but still more
to increasing their family estates and fortunes by marriage treaties,
and frequently by the armed occupation of a neighbour’s estate on
some trumped-up claim of law. And those who were themselves
the victims of such injustice, could only defend their rightful
heritage by a similar combination of legal proceedings and brute
force. An English county such as the Pastons’ Nozrfolk was not
unlike Europe, with its great and small powers, its alliances
sealed by child-marriage, its balance of power, its territorial claims
and counterclaims always simmering and occasionally leading to
some act of violence or legal chicane. The connection between
this state of society and the official Wars of the Roses is illustrated
by the siege of Caister Castle in 1469 by an army of 3000 men in the
pay of the Duke of Norfolk, acting in a purely pzivate quarrel over
the right of possession.

The technique of estate-jumping included assault and battery,
ot downright murder, often committed in a public place and in
the cye of day to produce the greater effect. For not only the rival
claimant but the jurors in court must be made to go in fear of their
lives. Justice was not to be had from juries on the mere merits of
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a case. The livery of 2 powerful lord or knight gave immunity for
the cutting of purses and even of throats. [Sce § 90.]

Under these conditions, any aspirant to importance in the
county, any ambitious man covetous of his neighbour’s lands, or
any quict man who wished to remain safe in possession of his own,
had need to seonre the patronage of some magnate of the realm to
be ‘good lord’ to him, to overawe the judge and jury when his
case came on, and to speak the word for him at the Privy Council
that should invoke ot prevent interference by the Crown in the
course of local justice. Redress was not to be had, unaided by fear
or favour, whether in the law courts or at the Council Board.t

In the following century the Tudors {reed the Privy Council
and the courts of law from the dictation of the nobility, put down
retainers and enforced order in the land. But even they could not
change human nature, either in themselves or their subjects, and
in the palmy days of Elizabeth, Shakespeare put into the mouths
of Justice Shallow and his serving-man Davy, the principle on
which justice was conducted in the Fifteenth Century, and to a

less degree in the later and better times in which Shakespeare
himself lived:

Davy: T beseech you, sir, to countenance William Visor of Woncot
against Clement Perks of the Hill,

Suarrow: There is many complaints, Davy, against that Visor; that
Visor is an arrant knave on my knowledge.

Davy: I grant your worship that he is a knave, sir: but yet, god forbid,
sit, but a knave should have some countenance at his friend’s request.
An honest man, sir, is able to speak for himself when a knave is not.
I have served your worship truly, sir, this eight years; and if I cannot
once ot twice in a quarter bear out a knave against an honest man
I have but very little credit with your worship. . .

Suavrow: Go to: I say he shall have no wrong,

In the Fifteenth Century perpetual law-suits about title to land,
often dragping on for years without settlement, wete a serious
matter for the farmer of the land in question, especially when both
claimants for a manor sent in armed men and extorted the rents by
force, The cxpense of retainers and actions at law, and the agti-
cultural depression of the period, made landlords niggardly about
repairs and exorbitant about rents, For the country gentleman

* By, in 1451 the Shetiff of Norfolk told John Paston that it was useless to think
of suing Robert Flungesford, Lord Moleyns, because the Sheriff had received ‘writing
from the King that he make such 2 panel (as) to acquit the Lord Molynes,’
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looked to his rent-roll to keep him in ready money. In those days,
unless he were a breeder of sheep, he had seldom any other
source of income in cash other than his money rents, though food
and clothing for his household might come off his home farm, or
from rents paid in kind.!

The relation of the landlord to the tenant—whether of open-~
ficld strips or of an enclosed farm—was assimilating itself year by
year to modern practice. Fendalism ptoper and serfdom were
dying out. But the quasi-feudal position of the landlord still
survived in his powerful chairmanship of the manor-court or
court-leet, exercised by himself in person ot by his stewatd.
There the affairs of lord of the manot and his copyhold tenants
were decided and registered, as well as the internal relations of the
community of farmers of the open field and sharers of the common
pasture and waste. It might not always be possible in practice for
the tenants to overtide the will of the lord ot his steward, but
the tenants were judges in the court, and the procedure of an open
court guided by the traditional custom of the manor was a real
check on landlord tyranny, as well as an exercise in self-govern-
ment for all, in which ‘the poorest he” might take his part.

Disputes between landlord and tenant as to the obligation to do
repairs, and as to the amount and regularity of rent payments,
characterized this period of transition from the old feudal ways to
a new leasehold money-system, of which the rules had not yet
been regularized by tradition. Landed proprietors, as their corre-
spondence shows, were kept busy over these controversies, and
their agents, lay and clerical, had no easy task with a recalcitrant
peasantry. James Gloys, the Pastons’ chaplain and factotum, who
acted as tutor to theit sons, and as confidential secretary and land-
agent, distrained and thtreatened to distrain cattle and ploughs.

¥ The regular ‘investments® by which the upper and middle classes live to-day did
nat then exist for ordinary people. But great lords and prelates often had other forms
of acquiring wealth besides agriculture. Palitics, though a very dangerous, were 2
very lucrative profession. Moreovetr, statesmen {n close touch with the great met-
chants were let in to good things in trade. Cardinal Beaufort was supposed to deal
in wool and certainly worked silver mines in Cotnwall and Devon. Henry VT paid
Adam Moleyns, Privy Seal and Bishop of Chichester, £10006 to cancel a patent that
had authotized him to ship wool whete he pleased. (Ramsay, York and Lancaster, 11,
p. 79.) This Moleyns was a characteristic figure of that epoch; Clerk of the Council
and 4 politician useful to the great men, he was rewatded for his services to the State
with the Bishopric of Chichester and licence to impark 12,000 actes and to fottify
twelve manor-houses,
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yet mote characteristic of earlier ages which have lcft no such
intimate records.

The extreme and formal deference that children were made to
show to their parents, the hardness of home and school discipline,
the constant ‘belashing’ of boys and girls and of servants will
perhaps cause no surprise. But to somec readers, vaguely accus-
tomed (o think of the Middle Agesasaperiod of chivalry and love,
with knights ever on their knees to ladies, it may come as a shock
to realize that, in the knightly and gentle class, the choice of
partners for marriage had normally nothing whatever to do with
love; often the bride and bridegioom were small children when
they were pledged for life, and even if adults, they were sold by
their parents to the highest bidder. The Pastons and other county
farnilies regarded the marriages of their children as counters in the
game of family aggrandizement, useful to buy money and estates,
or to secure the support of powerful patrons. If the victim
destined for the altar resisted, rebellion was crushed—at least in
the case of a daughter or a female ward—with physical brutality
almost incredible, Elizabeth Paston, when she hesitated to marry
a battered and ugly widower of fifty, was for neatly three months
on end ‘beaten once in the week or twice, sometimes twice in one
day, and her head broken in two or three places.” Such wetre the
methods of her mother Agnes, a highly religious, respectable and
successful controller of the large Paston household. Many parents
seem to have cared very little who married their children, provided
they themselves got the money; John Wyndham, one of the
Pastons’ neighbours, proposed to sell to a London merchant the
right to dispnse of his young son in martiage.

These old-established mediaeval customs, still vigorous in the
Fifteenth Century, may at first seem inconsistent with the tone of
mediaceval literature; for three centuries past, poetry had been the
analysis of love-longing, the service and devotion of the knight to
his lady, sung in strains of rapture and in forms of mystic allegory.
[See § 91 and Colour Plate II.] Such indeed was literature as
known to the Pastons and their neighbours. But this poetry of
love, from jis most heavenly flight in Dante’s chaste wotship of
another man’s wife, to the more usual idealization of courtly
adultery, had seldom anything to do with marsiage.

To the educated mediaeval man and woman, marriage was one
relation of life, love another. Love might indeed chance to grow
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out of marriage, as doubtless it often did. If it did not, the wife
tried to assert her rights by her tongue, sometimes with success.
But the ‘lotdship’ was held to be vested in the husband, and when
he asserted it by fist and stick, he was seldom blamed by public
opinion. In this unequal struggle, the woman also laboured under
the handicap of constantly bearing children—most of whom soon
died and had to be replaced. Such marriage was not an ideal state
of things, but for centuries it served to people England, a diffi-
cult task in those days of plague and medical ignorance.

A nobler view of what marriage might and should mean had
not yet been envisaged by general opinion. Even the Church had
scarcely been helpful, for her ascetic ideal was unsuited to average
human nature. The Fathers had regarded women with suspicion
as potential snares of Satan. The Church had indeed endeavoured
to protect them by her authority from lawless lust and viclence,
and her support of the marriage tie had at least made it more
difficult for a man to discard his wife—though divorce was some-
times obtained for money. But ecclesiastical authority, which
insisted that priests must be celibate, regarded marriage as a
lower state. In this imperfect world the laity must be permitted to
marry, but the relation of man and wife was not held to touch a
high spiritual plane. It was not therefore wondetful that the
clergy sanctioned by their cetemonials the customs of child
betrothal and child marriage, thereby accepting the materialistic
view of the laity, that the rational choice of the parties most con-
cerned was not necessary, and that the marriage of a boy and girl
might be a propet subject for barter between other persons.t

Since, therefore, love was not the normal basis of matriage, the
Troubadours of Languedoc at the end of the Eleventh Century,
and the Frenchand English poets who succeeded them in chanting
the service of a pagan ‘God of Love’ regarded the passion of love
as being under no obligation to respect so irrelevant a thing as the
marriage bond. It has been shrewdly said that ‘any idealization of
sexual love in a society whete martiage is putely utilitarian, must
begin by being an idealization of adultery.” But it need not so end.?

1 The degree ro which the Churceh tricd to Iimit and in fact aliowed child marriage
is discussed in Coulton’s Clancer and bis England, pp. 204208, ed. 1921.

3 It wuas said that a Court of Love had pronounced that martied persons could not
be in love with one another. I would refer the resder to a vety remarkable and

schalarly book on the whole subjece—Ths Alegory of Love, a study in mediacval
tradition, by C. S. Lewis of Magdalen, Oxford, 1936.
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The great gift of the mediaeval poets to the Western world was
this new conception of the love of man and woman as a spiritual
thing—the best of all spititual things, raising men and women
above their normal selves in all gentleness and virtue.

The God of love, a benedicitel
How mighty and how great a lord is hel
Fior he can make of low hertes high,
And of high low, and like for to die,
And bard hertes he can maken free.
- * *
And thereof cometh all goodnesse,
All honour and all gentilnesse,
Worship, ease and all hertes lust,
Patfit joy and {ul assured trust,
Jolitee, pleasaunce and freshnesse,
Lowlihead, largesse and curtesye,
Semlihead and true companie,
Drede of shame for to doon amis;
For he that trewly love’s servaunt is
Were lother be shamed than to die.
(The Cuckoo and the Nightingals
by Sir Thomas Clanvowe, temp. H.IV,,
formetly attributed to Chaucer.)

Here was a new and constant source of inspiration to the life of
mankind, based on the facts of nature. It was an idea unknown to
the Ancients,! and unknown to the early Church. Could this
thrice precious concept of the mediaeval poets be allied, by a
further revolution, to the state of Marriage? Could the lovers
themselves become husband and wife? Could the bond of young
love be prolonged till age and death? This change has actually
taken place in England in the gradual evolution of the idea and
practice of matriage. It was not an inevitable change. In France,
for instance, the arranged marriage is still normal, though of
course the civilized French parent pays far greater consideration
to the wishes and mutual compatibility of the young people than
did Mistress Agnes Paston. And such martiages are often very
happy. But in England the arranged marriage has given place to
the love match; the parents have yielded to the children the
_ } There is a very shrewd analysis of marriage and love in the Graeco-Roman world
in John Buchan's Asgartns, p. 244,
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choice of their own destiny. The battle of Gretna Green has been
worL.

This victory of {reedom and love has behind it a long roll of
unknown warriors and martyrs. No doubt there were many cases
of lovers marrying, all through the Middle Ages. Men did not
always obey their fathers, and fathets were sometimes human, and
often died young. Chaucer’s Franklin’s Tale is a beautiful story of
2 martriage made and maintained by love. And in the Fiftecnth
Century things were slowly moving. The poet-King, James I of
Scotland, made his love his Queen, and wrote The Kingis quair in
her honous.

Even in the society of the prosaic Pastons we have epistolaty
record of at least two love marriages. In the first case, that of
Margery Brews and John Paston in 1477, the girl won over her
soft-hearted mother to the romantic view. Here, in the original
spelling, is Margery’s love letter to John while the mattet was still
being negotiated, not very hopefully, on the usual purely financial
ground.

Right reverent and wurschypfull, and my ryght welebeloved Voluntyne
(Valentine)

. « » My lady my moder hath labored the mat(t)er to my Aadur full
delygently, but she can no mor gete (viz. she can get no more dowry
provided with me) than ye knowe of, for the wheche God knowythe
I am full sory. But yf that ye loffe (love) me, as I tryste verely that ye
do, ye will not leffe (leave) me therefor,

Her next letter on the same situation, though not very gram-
matical, is as moving as anything in English prose (I give it in
modernized spelling).

Wherefore, if ye could be content with that good (viz. that amount of
dowty) and my poot person, I would be the merriest maiden on ground.
And if ye think not yourself so satisfied, or that ye might have much
more good as 1 bave understoad by you before; good, true and loving
Valentine, that ye take no such labour upon you as to come (any) more
for that matter but let it pass and never more be spoken of, as I may be
your true lover and bedewoman during my life (viz. pray for you the
rest of my life).

This was too much for John. He was more his own master
than many young men, for his father was dead, and he put the
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matter through in spite of the doubts of his mother and
relations.

The other Paston love story had a longer and rougher course
but reached an equally happy haven. Margery Paston had the
courage secretly to plight herself to Richard Calle, the bailiff of
the Paston cstates. Such betrothals were regarded as binding and
the Church could not refuse to maintain them, but they were
sometimes brohen by the consent of the parties. For years the
girl stood out against the fury and bullying of her family, il at
last, wearied out by her obstinacy and still desiring to retain the
indispensable services of their too aspiring bailiff, the Pastons
allowed the lovers to complete their marriage.

Already in the popular ballad literature of the later Fifteenth
Century the wotif of the love marriage was mote and more making
itself heard, as in the INa# Brown Maid, ancestress of the Bailiff's
Danghter of Isington and a hundred other romantically martied
heroines of ballad. When we reach the age of Shakespeare,
literature and the drama treat mutual love as the proper, though
by no means the invariable, basis of marriage. The struggle of
children against parents for matrimonial freedom has got hold of
the sympathetic popular imagination, and the commonest intetest
on the Elizabethan stage is the devotion of lovers aiming at
marriage, and the adventures of runaway couples like Master
Fenton and Anne Page. Clearly the love marriage was more
frequent by the end of the Tudor period, but child marriages
were still all too common: in this matter the reformed Church was
at first as much in fault as the mediaeval. In 1582, Bishop Chader-
ton married off his only daughter Joan, aged nine, to a boy of
eleven: the result was bad. On another occasion John Rigmarden,
aged three, was carried in the arms of a clergyman who coaxed
him to repeat the words of matrimony to a bride of five. Before
the end he struggled to get down, saying he would leatn no
more that day; but the parson said, “You must speak a little
more and then go play you.! (E.E.T.S., 1897, Child Marriages,
etc., p. xxii.)

And so the slow and long contested evolution towards the
English love match goes on throughout our social history, until
in the age of Jane Austen and the Victorians free choice in love is
accepted as the basis of marriage, even in the best society, and
any more mercenary arrangement is regarded as exceptional and
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suspect. The lawless and pagan ‘God of Love,” whose altar the
mediaeval poets had erected, has been baptized, and has settled
down as a marricd man in the England of Alfred Tennyson and
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Browning.

Among the poor, it is probable that marriage choice had always
been less clogged by mercenary motives. We have but slight
evidence on the subject, but we may presume that among the
peasantry in the Middle Ages, as in all ages, Dick and Nan walked
together in the wood and afterwards to church for reason of love-
liking, added to the belicf that Nan would make a good mother
and housewife, and that Dick was a good workman, ot ‘had a pig
put up in a styc’ besides some strips in the open ficld. Marriage
to legalise the consequences of incontinence was exceedingly
common, especially in the lower ranks of society where maidens
could not be so carefully guarded at all hours, But girls of the
class of the Pastons were under their mother’s strict watch and
ward, so that the licentious amours of the gentry had usually to be

conducted either with the daughters of the poor or the wives of
the rich.

When once a lady was married, she entered on a sphere of
activity, influence and even authotity. The Paston letters tell the
tale of several generations of matrons by no means slaves to their
husbands, but rather their counsellors and trusted licutenants.
They seem utterly devoted to their lords’ interests, to which
their numerous children must be sactificed. They are better
wives and housekeepers than mothers. Their letters show
them taking part in the legal and business interests of the
family, as well as in the purely domestic sphere where they ruled
supr