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iliENTRAL Europe, as Tacitus djesci'l-jcs, it, \vas occu pied
kin the first stagre of it.s history by a numuiber of inde-

pendent tribes ciîieily o>f the saine race, and having the saine

fotis of tribal goverrunient. As the nost important

affairs of any people,and those upon xvlnch its existence niav,

be said to depend, relate dimuctly or indirectly to land, it is

practically uîînecessary to go into (letail with respect to any

othar part of public polit.,
Landltoldings anîongst the emnbryo-formns <tf the mnoderni

Gerint, French and English ntations w'ere under the allot-

ment of the inagistrates. As these magistrates were elected
hy popular vote, and weîre directly responsible to the people,
the lanîd itself mmay be said to bave heen undet' popular cou-

trol. Wheni Lite, Franks conqucred Gaul and carne iii contact

wvitli the Roinam civil law %vhilst tltey adopted soute of its

best provisions, they did not chatnge iii any ess3ential the

chief features of their own simiple systam. Position and

powe: were duc to wealth. The rank (lue to noble birth bad

itot yet beau evolved. As the capabilities of ail mnen aie

different, so are their circunistances likely to be, and tîtus in

tue very earliest times we find that sente nîetnbers uf the

tribe had acquired more property titan otîters. Naturaily,
too, tbe dapendent placcd tîtenselves under te protection

of the wealthy aîtd powerful, and ;o, in course of tinte, wve

find te position of te cliief mien of the country due nuL

only to their wealth but to the nutuber of titeir dependents
as wall. History had advaniced a stage. The accumuilation

of property had the efièct of gradualiy repressing te nomadic

habits of the peuple who began tu prefer settling dlownî upon

land -and a fixed abude Lu te uncertainty of a w'andering
if e.

lJpoîî this foundation of society was buiit te Feudal

Svstern fromn whicî fias sprung such a vast proportioni of oui,

modern systems of society auîd governmant.
The accumulation of property made it îtecessaiy Lu

devise meatis for its better protection. ilence amuse te

castias and~ armed bands of retainers. lu tinte titese owners

of property, surrounded by arrned dependents, itecamne the

order of ntobles.
The making of arms and the simple instruments uf

agriculture produced in turi te artificers and craftsnten wltu

when tbey had at a later data formed themselves into

Guilds, took rank as a distinct ciass.
The principle of the eariy Feudal Systemt was neititar

dagrading nor oppressive, and tue duty of mutual obligation

was hotu recognized and obeyed. In the formation of these

armad bauds for purposes of protection and dîspiay began

the profession of arms. A profession wlîose foillowers were

su splendid and su powerfui, naturaily becaîne Lime nursery

of a leading and exclusive class, From this class aruse Lime

omder of gentlemen. To perpetuate tbe distinction between

tîtosa pre-eminent in power and the profession of arms and

te class of dep-endents and retainers, and Lu render tbis

i4stinctioti at ail tintes provabla, haraldia devices were

employed. To tîtose whose ancestors had possessed heraldic

badges descendad the ancestral giory and pride of origin.

Pride of birth therafore succeaded pride of property, and the

customts of the country secured preferment to the higb-born,

whilst curresponding disabilities feul Lu the lot of the depend-

ents. But whataver the distinctions wera that înarked the

lina batwaan class and mass, the essence of the Feudai Sys-

tem i .tseif %as that ail shud live upon and out of the land.

To aven the humblest followar was securad tue privilege of

private tillage and bis rights of commun wera extensive and_
profitable.

Below the order of gentlemen were the freamen and

villeins. The f reemen in towfl5 were the citizens and burgit-

ers, and in the country thosa whose tenure of land was not

such as bound tltem in person Lu te soul. The villein was

nuL free. Personal slavary had originated in Lime immemo-

rial through captivity, crime, or debt. In the aariy middle

ages iL was graatly exteîtded by periods of famine

lasting occasionally for mure than a quarter of a century at

a Lime, and causing aven freemen Lu sali themsalves into

servitude. Trhe villain could itot leave the lord's estate or

sali the holding upon wbich ha dwelt provisions which while

tbey nominaliy curtailed bis freedom,uf tan rescuad him f rom
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becoining a landless, hoieless wanderer. Upoii the conti-

rient there w as, it is true, a large nutuber of villeins who were

at the sti1l readier disposai of the lord, Yet even these lîad
sources of subsistence that suiliced for ail their wants. And

it is also to be n ted tîtat the relations of dependents to

otîters titan their lords iere almost wholly unrestricted.
lThe condition of society had not vet beconie so artificial

as to put a barrier between the humiblest peasant and his

dail "v bi'eati. Tie position of the i.ower orders was tolerable

if itot sati.sfactory. The development of ciass dlistinctionis

xvas not readc y diseontent. Iu fact so easy andi in-

offensive %vas their rise thaýt it vvas accoînpanied by a

voluntary and npedless subjection of the people. The,

loss of inanly spirit aîîd self-respect hecame alarming.

But as usual when a grave crisis arises a solution is

at band. The higiter classes bestirred themsel\ as. Front

J-tallan we learn that Il the clergy and especially sev-

eral. popes enforced it as a duty upon layinen and in-

veiglied against the scatîdal of keeping Christians in

l)onIa(ge." The citivaîrous spirit of the age, responded. iThe

practice of niianiultussioni grew rapidly, and, as liallaîn fur-

ter says, Ilas society advanced in Eur-ope the inaniumî.ssioni

of slav es becaie more frequent.. ...... en wiîere they

had no legal titlc to pruperty it was accounted inhuinan tu

divest titein of their littie possession, nor wvas the poverty

perhaps less tolerabie upon the whole than that of the

modern peasantry iii mnost countries in Europe." But this

advancenment of society was accompanied by a gradual pro-

cess of se 1)atation front the land of the peasant or dependent

class wieih to-day is the proletariat,without land and at the

bidding of the capitalist. Suclt then is the transformation.
Instead of securing protection and a large measure of per-

sonal conîfort at the bands of a class of landowners whose
chief concern xvas to parade an armny of retainers, working-

Men, are reduced practically to selliîîg their labour to tiae

capitalist for a l)are and uncertain mneans of subsistence.
The first important step in the changing condition of tia

labourer' was in the alienatin g by the lord of small portions

of his (lumain. This marks the decay of the feudal

principle. The occupants being no longer ret1uired and re-

ceivig their freedom set out for pastures new. Ný,o obstacle.

was put in their way. Although their earnings were at their

lord's (lisposal lie seldom took thern, and, as Illam finely

reînarks, IlBut titis which the rapacity of more coin-

mercial times would have iîîstantly suggested might

escape a feudal superior wbo, wealthy beyorîd ail his wants.

and guarded by te haughtiness of ancestry against the

desire of such pitiful gains, was better pleased to win the

affection of bis dependents than to improve his fortune at

their expense." As a fair example of the generosity of tua

lords, and there certainly are but few records of their oppress-

ing in thase eariy times, we înay take tîte case of copyhold.
The f ree tenants-in-villenage were a]lowed a copy of tha entry

of their ca8lomary right upon the court-roll a concession as

binding as it was often inconx enient to te lord. Then,too,the
laws for the recovery of escaped villeins were flot strict. By
manumission, escape and disintegration, before the end of

the fourteentit century, the class of serfs and villeins had

bacome changed into that of free labourars-for-hira. Hlad

enfranchizemnent by manumission gone on and without

interruption by the alienation of the labourer front the

land, and by the developrnent of capitalisin, we should now

have a free people upon a soul held by a f ree tenure, two

conditions that seem absolutely necessary to tha prevantion

of want and misery. Any system is pemnicious by, or by per-

mission of which their means of procuring direct subsist-

ence front the land and the people thenmselves are sep-
arated.

In England the present land systemt really rose with the

l{estoration. "1The Huse of Lords began during the popular

rejoicing by emancipating the estates of the great landowners

froin their ancien t liabilities at the expense of the poorest

class of the coînmunity, those who were thenceforward

visited by the excise " (Rogers). The estates of those f rea-

holders who had no documentary avîdence of tiLle were con-

fiscated and turned into tenancies-at-will. A century be-

fore the magistrates had been ernpowet'ed to fix the wages of

labourers and artizans. The latter were now on the veùy

threshold of calamity. Thougli without rights they were tied

to the soil by the law of parochial settiement. They were

worse off than ever befora. Durinig the Commonwealth the

employers hiad relaxed the severity of the laws against work-


