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forin ait least, a compromise for the
benelit of the two ratces-Ncormianis
and (i &,lsh.

The 1; rstarticof the -Great Chairter,
lii.c that of the character o)f I-enry 1
regarclec the liberties of the Chiurchi,
whose rig,)hts,, whole andi inviolateý,
were orr'anteci. Thbis is quite in accord-
ance with whbat we should expect,
for hiac not the Church assumeci the
leaci in the great struggi)re for liberty
on this occiasion as she hiac ne-
peateclv and successfuily donc in
the preceding reigns since the con-
quest ? Ilnyscharter delivered
the church froun unjust exactions
and nenounced the ' cvii cuistoms!.*
by w1hich Ru fus hiad endeavoreci to
enive and 1luncler it. Thesce--cvii
custceis c(,nsisteci in the usurpation
bv tlkc crown, of the nigh-lt of eccting,-
successors to ecclesiastical officeýs,
and of seliing vacant secs and benle-
fices. 'ie encroachinents on the
rights o)f the church seein t<) hav'e
sl)rungý, inito existence at the Con-.
q uet. 'l'le expulsion of ianly of

--the native ecclesiastical digniiitatries,
tog()ether with the despotic manniiier
in w'hich Williami I disposeci of the
vacanicies, and the unjust taxes
which hie le\-icd upon the church,
m-nark an ap)parent ciecline of the
p >wer of the latter. Iindeed, we hai-ve
seen the permitting of this tyran nic-al
conduct oni the p)art of W'illiamii at-
tributed to the fear entertained o)f
inii at Romie. This may strike sonie

as rather surp)rising when it is known
tint the grreat Hildiebrand, Gregory
VII1, theii occupieci the chair of
Peter. The explanation, howeven,
NS cx %iduint whien it rcmemibcrcd that

'Grc,ý-ory xvas invoived cluringl the
Wll()le of hsponitificate, in the con-

-test concerningr investitures with
-4 I1-Icnry IV, Emperor of the MXVesterni

niFpir-e, otherwisc the worid in ail

.~probability would have behield

17ngl),and's conqueror, as it dici the
Germian Emiperor, wending bis way
to Canossa, and there -' ciad iii penii-
tentiiil giarb humibly lcn(cking for ad-
mission at the gYate of the citadel."
The infringemients of William, how-
ever, rnarked the b)eginingt of a con-
flict which <)pcecle in the following
reign, a confliet betwveen the church
andi cesp()tisni founclec upon the
sane principies as that froun which
d.esp)otismi withdrew crestfallen and
hu-miliated in 1215. And although
the concessions granted by the Ma-
(11na Carta were flot tnumlerated or
defined but werc put in a greneral
way fron- which it miust be conci d-
ded tint thc king) renounced ail
dlaimi of jurisdliction in the govern-
ment of the church that previously
haci been the whole subjeet of con-
tention, yet it cannot be said that
there existed any practical difference
bctween the renunciations wrung
fromn John and1 those obtained fromlI
H enry 1 ; nor that the principle under-
Iying the course pursued by the
church under Langrton differeci es-
sentially frorn that of Anseliîi's
tinlie.

lIiiimediately following the article
regardingr the church camie those re-
dressing the gyrievance under which
the tenants of the crown labored.

I t was customiary on the part of
the crowni to exact arbitrary and ex-
orb)itant sum'; of mnoney as reliefs;
to let out the estates of its wa.:rds to
the ig(hest biddlers; to grive in mar-
niage the heirs aud heiresses, and
wiclows who hield lands of the crown,
to whomisoever it pleased. To cor-
rect these abuses clauses were in-
serteci declaringr that the ancient re-
liefs shoulic bc restoreci; thiat the
guardian shouid receive only rea-
sonable renumeration from the lands
of his ward ciuring the laitter's ini-
nority; that the heirs and hieiresses


