
The Greatness of England.

posed the strong Norman executive.
From the Norman conquest the
struggle for freedom began. The
Church was the first leader against
feudal brutality. And it seems as
though the preservation of liberty
was owing to the Church. For al-
though after the compromise on the
Hildebrandic claims, the Church
was generally to be found on the
side of authority and absolutism,
yet in the three great crises of 1215,
1297 and 1688, it found itself on the
side of the national party. To ac-
complish its ends, the Church has
by degrees found that its proper
sphere of influence is, not to give
sanction to despotism, but to influ-
ence conduct, to form character, to
mould the conscience. From the
hands of the Church, the leadership
passed to the baronage. Like the
aristocracies of birth in the ancient
city state, they form in the modern
nation the connecting link between
monarchy and democracy. In Eng.
land the leaders in the struggle for
the constitution and for the limita-
tion of the royal power were the
great feudal land.owners. The
Church through its possession of
land and because its privileges were
open to all, formed a connecting
link between baronage and common
alty. And by what almost seemed
a series of accidents class distinc-
tions were prevented from develop-
ing into legally separate estates.
This fact has contributed most ma
terially to national growth, to the
blend ng of the various elements of
political moment into one national
body. Class distinctions were a
marked feature of mediæval life and
gave to that life much of its pictur-
esqueness. The baron, the knight
of the shire, the yeoman, the tenant.
the villein, the merchant, the trader,
the artisan, were distinct figures in
the picture. But of all the attempts
made to perpetuate .legally the dis

tinctions of society, the personal
summons by writ to the House of
Lords is the only one that remains.
The growth of the comamons as the
preponderating element in the con-
stitution, and the final recognition
of their claim to ultimate sovereign-
ty, are perhaps traceable to three
circumstances: the union in one
house of the representatives of the
counties and the representatives of
the towns ; the holding of the bal-
ance of power between the contend-
ing factions of the baronage;
the gradual acceptance of the
fundamental principle that what con.
cerns all should be treated of by all.
The general utility of the commons,
as a means of raising money, kept
them in existence until, by 1399,
they had claimed and exercised, but
by no means secured, all the powers
which we understand by the liber-
ties of the nation. i3nt the kings
were always restive, and had devised
means by which laws could be
evadedl and money raised without
applying to their faithful commons.
At this juncture, too, the leadership
of the nation passed away from the
baronage. The power of the barons
was destroyed by the War of the
Roses. At the ,same time the force
of the mediæval Church was ex-
hausted. The elements of a new
national life were as 'yet in the
germ. The only force left, around
which the national consciousness
could find a rallying point, was the
power of the crown. Fortunately
for the steady growth of the nation,
the Tudor despots preserved the
.forms of liberty, and preferred to
throw the form of legality over their
arbitrary proceedings. But the
union of temporal and spiritual
supremacy in one hand was a criti-
cal moment: a moment which was
prolonged by threatened danger
from without. With the overthrow
of Spanish power by the defeat of
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