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BOOK I: THE DARK AGES AND THE DAWN OF THE MEDIAEVAL WORLD: THE RISE OF THE COMMUNES, A.D. 476—1154

    
    THE DECLINE OF ROME

    
    IN THE MIDDLE AGES Italy was occupied by a vast number of political communities, some large, others very small, some self-governing, some under despotic rule. These small states were forever contending with each other, often to the death, for independence, or increase of territory, or control of trade-routes, or preponderance. They frequently grouped themselves in unstable alliance to meet some common peril or gratify some common greed. And the domestic politics of Italy were further subject to perturbation, owing to the presence of an authoritative and aspiring Papacy within her gates, and the temptations that the fair land offered to the rapacity of the foreigner without.

    Several of the self-governing communities of Italy achieved imperishable lustre and distinction. The eldest children of liberty, they became the mighty mothers of the art, the literature, the commerce, and the civilization of the modern world. To each of the more illustrious of these republics detailed attention will be given in due course. But their relations with surrounding communities were subject to protean transformations and interpenetrating complexities that cannot be adequately comprehended without first surveying the continuous development of the Peninsula as a whole—the higher unfolding of a process which contained and conditioned the life of each individual state. That process begins with the period when the progressive decay of the Roman world led to its disintegration, when Italy experienced successive shocks of invasion by races of barbarians or semi-civilized peoples, some of whom settled on the disorganized land and ruled it; it embraces the struggle of Pope, Lombard, and the Greek representatives of the Roman Empire for supremacy; it includes the occupation of the fairest portion of the country by colonist-soldiers from Mohammedan shores, and its subjugation by Norman adventurers from the fields of Cotentin; it proceeds to the great struggle between the resuscitated empire in the grasp of German Caesars, and the illimitable ambition of the spiritual sovereigns of Europe; it .concerns itself with the degeneracy of the Pontiff into an Italian princelet, with the coalescence of the independent communes into larger states, with the foreign interference which their quarrels caused them to evoke, and with the subjugation of the petty despotisms and enfeebled republics of the Peninsula alike, by the unsuspected power of the great monarchies beyond the Alps; it ends with the diversion and expansion of the main stream of European thought and life from Italy to the North, carrying with it the precious and immortal results of the vigour and vitality of Italian character and intellect.

    Imperial Rome had imposed her yoke on the Western World. Corrupted by the increase of wealth that accrued, her citizens supported by the corn of conquered countries, and emasculated by pleasures provided for by the public treasury, she became unfitted either for administration or defence. The decentralization of the Empire by Diocletian, followed by the founding of New Rome in the Orient by Constantine, and the partition of the Roman world into executive and administrative halves by Theodosius, tended towards the isolation of Italy. Constantinople, Alexandria, and Trier became the rivals of Rome, and the establishment of the Court at Milan, the great city that guarded the ingress of the North through the barriers of the Alps, or at Ravenna, surrounded by waterways that rendered her impregnable, dealt heavy blows at the prestige and supremacy of the metropolis, and were a stepping-stone to the disintegration of Italy itself. Hordes of barbarians, pressed forward by the onslaught of wild Mongolian tribes from the steppes of Asia, threatened the northern frontiers. Enfeebled Italy no longer grew a sufficiency of crops to feed a large population, there were no men to repel the invaders, and in a.d. 370 Valentinian I. established colonies of barbarians to cultivate the forsaken plain of Lombardy. The migrating mercenaries that were engaged to defend the country had neither a common language nor a common religion; there was nothing to inspire pride in the legion or secure its sincere attachment to the Emperor, and the hearts of its men were set on booty. And the poorer classes of Italy had been replaced by slaves on the great estates which the great nobles had gathered together, while the squirearchy had fallen info decay.

    
    
    INTERNAL CONDITION OF ROMAN ITALY

    
    From a very early time, when Rome was a small republic, the poorer citizens had been oppressed by the State. In the frequent wars which ravaged the republic the farmers were called forth to fight, and, beyond precarious booty, they got no redress for the burning of their homesteads or the spoiling of their crops. The cruel law of debt also had tended to the extinction of a middle class. Farming was further rendered unremunerative by the competition in food-supplies that came from conquered countries beyond the seas. Large estates grew at the expense of small holdings, wealth accumulated and men decayed, and slaves replaced a population of freemen. Hence, ultimately, the supply of soldiers ran short. After the second Punic War, b.c. 202, even Italy was characterized by a large slave population, with no interest in its defence, and a turbulent, pauperized, and pampered proletariat, kept quiet by “ panem et circenses “ for the comfort and security of a dissolute and degenerate nobility. In the time of the Empire famine further reduced the population, and the State was incessantly weakened by the wars of contending aspirants to the purple. Side by side with the Imperial Government, local self-government had been highly developed by means of the “ curia,” a term still preserved in the Roman Church. The curia consisted of “decurions,” corresponding to our “esquires,” who, under the earlier emperors, exhibited an honourable emulation in the service of the community, and contributed largely from their private purse to public works and their adornment. But the greed of the Emperors and Caesars (who since the time of Diocletian had been multiplied), and still more of their households, together with the requirements of a large bureaucracy, imposed such burdens on the curia that its members gradually became the bond slaves of the Court, compelled to minister to its necessities, and provided with no loophole for escape. The free-will offerings once applied to the public service were converted into a grinding tax, which, by the ruin of one decurion after another, became still more ruinous to the rest. Further, Christianity competed with the curia, and benevolence built churches instead of aqueducts and baths. Inconceivably bad finance impoverished the Empire by taking an excessive share of produce from the cultivators of the soil, and by farming out taxes to the hated “ publicans.” There was no remission granted, but as the agriculturalists were ruined one by one the burthen of taxation became heavier to the survivors in geometrical progression. The old Roman spirit died with the Pagan faith, the ideal city of God replaced the cementing force of belief in the city of the seven hills, and jealousy between the divisions of the Empire prevented either section from helping the other (Hodgkin, Italy and her Invaders, Book II, Chap. IX.). But Rome, deprived of political supremacy, clung to her position as the metropolis whence Christianity had interpenetrated the Roman world, and as the seat of a long line of bishops that claimed to inherit from St. Peter, and that, through the prestige and erewhile predominance of the ancient mistress of the world, took a natural precedence in the Church. The decay of her imperial prerogative favoured a “ vita nuova,” a rebirth of Roman claims to supremacy no longer supported by the thunder of the legions, but defended by a Divine panoply and a wielding of the sword of the Spirit. Rome underwent a slow, strange metamorphosis, but retained her ascendency. She aspired to become the spiritual mistress of the Western World.

    
    
    THE BARBARIAN INVASIONS

    
    From time to time the barbarians who menaced the Empire were bought off both by the Emperor at Constantinople and his co-ruler in Italy. They were seduced by liberal pay to defend territory which was no longer capable of self-defence. The enemies of the State thus became its defenders against the ravages of the savage Hun and their own brethren across the mountains. Thus a debased copy of Roman civilization naturally got transmitted, by the intercourse of the legionaries with their brethren, to distant nations, and awakened their interest in, and even reverence for, the ancient Mother, while Christian missionaries were successful in converting whole tribes of these heathen to the faith that was now the official religion of the Roman State. The mercenary peoples that defended the Empire felt the blood-ties that bound them to the barbarians of the North as being closer than the allegiance they owed to an Emperor whom they often accused of exhibiting bad faith toward them. The “ fœderati “ of Italy at last had the audacity to claim one-third of the land they defended, and they raised Odovacar (Odoacer), a soldier of fortune, on the shield, and hailed him as their King (a.d. 476). He was wise enough to secure the reality of power by affecting allegiance and subordination to the Eastern Emperor, while he deposed the puppet who reigned in Italy. Hence the Peninsula remained, nominally, an integral part of the Roman Empire, and was, in theory, ruled by authority delegated from the new Rome on the Bosphorus. The Eastern Emperor, impotent to stem the adverse current, bestowed on Odovacar the modest title of Patrician, and one-third of the lands and slaves of Italy were now at the mercy of her so-called defenders. The new protectors were not strong enough to oppose a great nation that, tricked and mismanaged by the Romans of Constantinople, now came pouring across the Eastern passes— men, women, and children, and their belongings, in all 200,000 strong (a.d. 489). Theodoric, the commander of these Ostrogoths, conquered the Peninsula in four years, and showed himself no less firm yet conciliatory as a ruler than brave and capable as a general. He applied himself to the statesman-like task of fusing the barbarian invaders with the old Roman population, and his government was marked by complete religious toleration. The presence of two buildings at Ravenna—the Arian baptistery of the invaders and the Catholic baptistery of the Roman worshippers—bears witness to-day to the prudence of his administration. But Theodoric’s successors were less able and less fortunate. A new Emperor, fond of splendour and renown, ascended the throne at Constantinople. Justinian found a full treasury and an able staff, and he was supported by lavish ministers and great generals. He expended the resources of the Empire, and ground down his people by taxation, in the attempt to recover the lost possessions of Rome. First, the famous warrior Belisarius, and then the crafty strategist Narses, the eunuch, were despatched to Italy, and a sanguinary conflict lasting for eighteen years ended in the complete overthrow of the Goths. Procopius tells us that for six weeks Rome was left desolate without a single inhabitant, and the proud city was three times besieged and twice taken by the Northern barbarians. At last the defeated Goths, preferring the precarious freedom of the wild and uninviting North to the ease of servitude, wended their way back over the mountains, and Italy, from the Alps to Sicily, was again united to the Roman Empire (553 a.d.). In the midst of these troubles, Benedict, a noble Roman who had assumed the garb of a monk, retired to Monte Cassino. With a rare knowledge of the requirements of the human heart, he founded the religious Order that still bears his name, and gave it its rules. Through ages of bloodshed and rapine Benedict’s monastery, with varying fortunes, remained an abode of religious meditation and a centre of serviceable work; his community survived the passing of empires and the crash of conflicting races that aspired to rule the South; it not merely enregistered the hagiology of the period, but it gave peaceful refuge to what of learning retained a precarious vitality through the long lethargy of the dark ages. Through the intercourse of the monks with Constantinople the traditions of Byzantine art and learning passed into the Western Church, and it would seem that even the lore of the far East may have been welcomed by the recluses of Monte Cassino (vide Gay, L’Italie méridionale et l’empire byzantine. Paris, 1904,).

    The Visigoth, the Hun, the Vandal, and the Ostrogoth had swept over the land and devastated it. Their presence had destroyed all the luxurious culture and nearly every social vestige of the proud old Roman days; but they had failed to reconstruct—they left no permanent memorial of their sway. But now, in the great movement of peoples that had been started by Mongolian pressure, there was creeping along the valleys of the Eastern Alps a rude and violent horde of barbarians, whose forefathers hailed from the foggy fens of the lower Elbe, and who had never received the least tincture of polish or refinement from contact or intercourse with Rome. “ Everything about them,” says Hodgkin, “ even for many years after they have entered upon the sacred soil of Italy, speaks of mere savage delight in bloodshed and the rudest forms of sensual indulgence; they are the anarchists of the Völkerwanderung, whose delight is only in destruction and who seem incapable of culture. Yet this is the race from which, in the fulness of time, under the transmuting power of the old Italian civilization, were to spring Anselm and Lanfranc, Hildebrand and Dante Alighieri.” Mingled with the Lombards were Saxons, conquered Gepidae, Bulgarians, and Sclavs. Not merely did the presence of so many different tribes tend to disorder, but the Lombards themselves had but a feeble impulse to obey central authority. The motley horde marched in regiments, each of a thousand men, led by a duke, subdivided into companies of a hundred officered by sculdahis, and all conducted by Alboin the King. They came to a land enfeebled by the miseries of a series of foreign invasions that had been witnessed by six successive generations; they met only with the resistance of a weakened people, and the Eastern power that had been exhausted by the boundless ambition, the reckless extravagance, and the crushing taxation of Justinian. The Lombards occupied Venetia in 568 a.d. By 572 they were in possession of Pavia and Lombardy, and had, it is believed, laid the foundations of their rule in Central and Southern Italy. But, an inland people, unaccustomed to maritime enterprise, they were unable to cope with the degenerate “ Romans “ of Constantinople, who held the coast and the great waterways without fear of dislodgment. Ravenna and the five cities round it, known as the Pentapolis—in other phraseology, the “ Exarchate “—still maintained obedience to the Emperor, as did the maritime cities around Naples, the extreme South, and Genoa, as well as the people who dwelt on the melancholy sandbanks of the Venetian lagoons. Rome, and some other cities situated on navigable rivers, also continued to owe allegiance to Constantinople. The ruthless Lombard ravaged the Peninsula; he had lived by war, and for him warfare alone gave dignity and zest to life. He drove the inhabitants before him like sheep, or slew the land-owners, and reduced the masses to servitude, and, following the example of previous conquerors, he demanded one-third of the produce of the lands that he did not seize. Unlike the Germanic tribes who had preceded him, the Lombards settled in the cities that still retained some remnants of the old civilization; and even when matters had begun to improve, Pope Gregory wrote that “ the condition of this country does not forebode the end of the world; it realizes it.” The uncompliant, unsubmissive character of the Lombards is shown in the fact that they renounced the authority of their King, and split up into thirty-six separate governments under dukes, whereof the Duchies of Friuli and Trient in the North, and Benevento and Spoleto in the South, were the most important. Not merely was their power enfeebled by this centrifugal tendency, but by the fact that the great duchies of the South were separated by the Apennines from the duchies of the “ waveless plain,” and liable to be cut off by expeditions from Ravenna. They had to defend their acquisitions against other Lombard hordes who attempted to pierce the Western Alps, and they were unable to capture Naples, or make serious headway against the Greeks who held the “ toe “ of Italy. Finally, Maurice, the Eastern Emperor, bent on the recovery of the Peninsula, subsidized the Franks to invade it, and the fear of external foes, and, perhaps, the presence of internal danger, compelled the Lombard dukes again to choose a monarch. Authari, the son of the last King was elected by common consent. The unquenchable influence of Rome was beginning to bear on the barbarian; he desired to legitimatize his position, and Authari called himself “ Flavius,” from some nebulous tradition of the distant glory that surrounds the great Flavian line. The loosely aggregated body of Lombard States had, however, small notion of obedience and little respect for authority; revolt was the rule, and the great duchies seized on every opportunity favourable to their independence. Yet the dangers and disasters due to the division of authority among the conquerors were not disadvantageous to the vanquished. The Roman cultivator of the ground was, indeed, tied to a master and to the soil he tilled, but he was granted protection against the arbitrary increase of rent, nor could he be sold as a slave, while he was allowed to apply the old Roman law to his own affairs (Hodgkin, VI., C. xiv). Nor was this all. The presence of so many centres of government in Lombard Italy, of great ports, like Amalfi and Genoa, that had acquired practical autonomy under the enfeebled headship of Constantinople, and, lastly, the continuance of the great Roman tradition under the altered form of a Supreme Bishop, elected, not merely by the clergy, but by the clergy conjoined with the senate and people of Rome, introduced a principle of struggle and therefore of vitality into the Peninsula, and prepared the way to the peculiar development of its subsequent history.

    The position of Rome, with the duchy of Spoleto between it and the Exarchate, was perilous in the extreme. In 592 the throne of St. Peter was occupied by a man who has not only the great distinction of having been, perhaps, the ablest of the most capable line of monarchs the world has ever seen, but the far more exceptional fame of being possessed by as great holiness as he was remarkable for power. St. Gregory was Pope when the Lombard Duke of Spoleto threatened Rome. Gregory contrived to secure a separate peace with the invader, and so incurred the wrath of his overlord the Emperor. Soldiers were sent from Ravenna against the Lombards, and their success roused the wrath of all the nation, and brought their King before the walls of Rome (593). Gregory was compelled to abandon the seclusion of his study and his meditations on Holy Writ, in order to superintend the defences of the city of which he was first magistrate. He received the invader on the steps of the basilica of St. Peter’s, which was without the walls, and is said to have wholly vanquished the truculent Lombard by his serene and saintly presence. (Codex Haoniensis, quoted by Hodgkin, V., 371). The Lombard King withdrew his army and Rome was saved. The Papacy was by this time possessed of much landed property around Rome, in Southern Italy and Sicily, m Illyria and Gaul, called the Patrimony of St. Peter, and derived from bequests by the faithful. The Pope had become a vast landed proprietor, but he still owed allegiance to the Emperor at Constantinople But communications between the Pope and the Exarch, the Imperial representative at Ravenna, or intercourse with the Imperial Duke of Naples, were liable to be cut off, and were becoming increasingly difficult Whatever his views might be on the matter, circumstances were forcing the spiritual pastor into temporal sovereignty; and Gregory himself began to question whether his function as Roman Bishop was that of spiritual shepherd or worldly prince. Gregory insisted on the universal supremacy of the bishopric that had been the fortress of Catholicism against the Arian and other heresies; a supremacy threatened by the Patriarch of Constantinople, and even by the Bishop of Ravenna, now that Rome had become a distant provincial town of the Empire of the Orient. He assumed the role of protector of the Italians by defending the inhabitants of Southern Italy against the oppressions of their Greek rulers; and, by his skill as a diplomatist, he became the arbitrator between the Lombard kingdom and the Empire, and laid the foundations of Rome as an independent state; he was unwearied in the conversion of the Lombards to the Catholic form of faith, and died leaving Rome not merely still free from Lombard rule, but demanding deference and consideration from her nominal overlord, and possessed of supreme influence over the nations of the West.

    Consequently, when the Papacy insisted on the celibacy of the clergy, Pope Sergius was able to refuse to accept the decrees of Justinian II. (a.d. 692); and the populace showed their contempt for the Imperial authority by rejecting the Imperial coinage and treading the Imperial likeness under their feet. When the stress of the spread of Islamism was felt in Constantinople, and the manner in which its emphatically spiritual conception of the Deity appealed to the Oriental mind (so deeply persuaded, from of old time, of the opposition of spirit to matter) was recognised there, the Emperor, Leo the Isaurian, prohibited the worship of images throughout the Empire, and the Exarch tried to execute his orders (715). The Romans, armed in the name of the Pope, called their Pontiff the Father of the Roman Republic, and obliged the Imperial officer to retire from the city. A council, assembled at Rome, excommunicated the iconoclasts; the Papacy threw off the yoke of the East, and resolved to secure itself against any attempt to reimpose it; and the Greek fugitives from the monasteries of the South, bearing their mosaics and paintings with them, were received in Rome. Splendour of pigment and glittering gold gave adornment meet to the Metropolis of Catholic Christianity.

    
    
    BYZANTINE, LOMBARD, AND PAPAL ITALY

    
    The iconoclastic controversy was a signal of revolt to discontented cities. The Lombards were becoming civilized, and, on the whole, their rule was just. Masons of Como raised churches in the North; enfranchisement was made easy to the serf. Bologna and other towns withdrew their allegiance from Constantinople and bestowed it on Luitprand, the Lombard King, on condition of keeping their own Roman law. The two peoples, possessing a common faith and common interests, became almost fused, all the more readily that conqueror and conquered had come to speak the same language. The Lombards, with the adaptability of their northern blood, imitated Italian refinement; they allowed Catholic Bishops to rule side by side with their own Arian Prelates; and although Catholicism was the profession of an inferior race, it was not long before they became fervently Catholic themselves.

    The monarchy was elective, but the Lombards chose their King from certain families; and to the Crown belonged all lands not in private possession and the confiscated property of traitors. The King, when crowned at Pavia, the capital, with the famous iron crown of Lombardy, became the chief representative of the States, the president of their select councils and tribunals, and supreme guardian of all the states and of all their inhabitants. The Lombard dukedoms, like the kingship, tended to become hereditary. It would seem, at first, difficult to understand why the rulers of the Lombard states were styled “ dukes,” for the Roman count ranked higher than the duke, and the latter title literally means “ companion “ of the chief ruler. But the difficulty disappears when we remember how mixed was the horde that accompanied the Lombards into Italy and the prior victories of the Lombards over the Gepidae and other tribes: the duke (dux) was often a subjugated chief, always a princelet, either by heredity or election; and although subordinate to the King, he did not represent him, as did the Roman count. The dukes of Spoleto and Benevento, separated from Pavia by the Apennines, and constantly threatened by Imperial troops along the Flaminian Way, were practically independent sovereigns. Below the duke was the gastald, who administered the royal domain situate in the dukedom; the sculdahis appears to have been the chief man in each little town, entrusted with the duties of justice of the peace. Very little is known of the condition of the indigenous Italians; but they probably bore a similar relation to their Lombard masters that the rayah does to his Turkish conqueror. And, while most Italians were half-free aldii, or tenants, tied to the soil under superior (Lombard) holders, this state of things must have presented many exceptions, especially in remote districts and where the Lombards were few in number.

    There is no hatred so intense as the hatred of a civilized people for their barbarian conquerors, who often surpass them as much in manliness as they are inferior to them in manners. Hence, in spite of the severity of Italian accounts, it is better to judge of the Lombards from their legislation, and it is clear, from the code of King Rothari, published a.d. 643, and the laws passed by the yearly assemblies under King Luitprand (a.d. 712-744), that there was a sincere desire on their part to govern equitably and impartially. While the Roman retained his own code for his own purposes, Lombard laws were sensibly modified by Roman legislature. In order to understand the position of the aldii and the serf, we must go back to the condition of the people in Imperial times (Hegel, C, Geschichte der Städteverfassung von Italien — Hodgkin, Italy and her Invaders, vol. vi.).

    Quite apart from and before the introduction of Christianity, moral ideas began to operate in favour of the slave. These ideas were intensified when Christianity became a power in the state; and some measure of legal protection was given to the slave class. When the Empire had ceased to expand and began to decay, there was no fresh importation of slaves by conquest: the slave-market being thus closed, slaves became of more value, and although bound to their master, were not usually sold by him; and, owing to the same cause, free labour became more and more employed. Diocletian commenced an organization of the Empire, not unlike the caste system of modern India. Everyone was treated as the servant of the State; for he had to give of his labour, or of his means, or of both,· and professions became fixed in families. Thus, public servants could not marry out of the collegium to which they belonged; the members of the curia were bound to their posts; and the responsibility of the individual was transmitted to his family. By these means the public coffers were maintained: the State was organized against invasion at the expense of personal freedom. But the difference between the freeman and the slave was conspicuously lessened thereby. In the country, too, many leaseholders who could not pay their rent, and poor men who wished for an assured living, as well as captives or immigrants, became attached to the soil, yielding a portion of their produce to their master, but remaining personally free. It was found that slaves worked better on the same conditions. These changes took place with great rapidity in the fourth century after Christ, and it is safe to say that by the seventh century there was very little practical difference between serfs and slaves. In fact, the freemen had fallen and the slaves had risen to the condition of serfs. In cities serfs were converted into freemen by the operation of several causes. Many men purchased their freedom out of their savings; other slaves worked so ill that they were not worth their salt; freemen were found to work better than serfs, and were needed for the defence of the city; for a freeman who has something of his own to defend will always fight better than a slave; the Church exercised its influence in getting masters to manumit their bondsmen; often by a public ceremony they gave freedom to their helots, to come into effect at their death; or they bequeathed a portion of their property to the Church, with the provisio that their bondsmen should become freemen and have a small allotment given to them out of the land thus bequeathed for their support; or they simply handed them over with estates to the Church. But the Church retarded as well as advanced manumission: it was unable to release, being a legal body, bound by acceptance; at all events, the Church found it convenient to retain its serf on this or any excuse, for, as St. Thomas Aquinas teaches, slavery is natural to some men and ordained by God. This, then, was the condition of the people at the time of the Lombard Conquest; and during the Lombard occupation the same processes went on. The fact that master and slave were equally subject to the conqueror had a tendency to obliterate the distinction between bond and free. But, since the lords hated paying widrigild, or fined compensation for injury, and preferred private warfare at which they were adepts, and in which they were eternally engaged, they depended on their vassals during their frequent absence on the war-path; and this, together with the advantages of free-labour manifested by neighbouring towns and the absence of the lords from their estates (for they resided partly in towns), tended to liberate or improve the condition of the country serf, though he was to be found in Italy even in the fifteenth century.

    The Papacy now found itself confronted by a relatively strong monarchy at the very time when the Eastern power, which it had lukewarmly supported and even opposed, was enfeebled by the results of the great contest concerning images. Weary of religious strife and the puritanism of iconoclasts, religion was replaced in the East by hypocrisy, and the earnestness of both parties by the reaction of indifference and laxity of morals. The series of Exarchs of Ravenna, who were entrusted with regal power, was corrupt; they thought only of squeezing a fortune out of their subjects and returning with it to Constantinople. The Duke of Naples held almost independent rule over Gaeta, Naples, Calabria, and Otranto, territories separated from each other by lands that formed part of the great Lombard duchy of Benevento. Sicily, oppressed for her adherence to the Papal side during the iconoclastic disputes, was mulcted by increased taxation. There was an increasing tendency on the part of provincial governors to assume independent powers; and the great trading ports, such as Amalfi, were practically autonomous. The connection between the component parts of the Empire was one of sentiment, and, while the possessions of Constantinople in South Italy were in the position of Crown Colonies, the tie that bound them to her was hardly stronger than that which binds the French of Montreal to the English King: they looked to the Emperor for what small defence he could supply; they were content with a light yoke, and proud of the Roman name so long as they were let alone.

    The sway of the Eastern Empire over Italy had been focussed at Ravenna, whence the Ostrogoths had been expelled some years after the able and tolerant reign of its conqueror, the great Goth, Theodoric. Admirably situated for communication with Constantinople, the city was defended on the land side by almost impassable marshes. The natural features of Ravenna remind us of that later Queen of the Adriatic—Venice. It was, indeed, the Venice of its time, though the original harbour had been silted up, and was now transferred to Classis, some little distance off. But there was still a water-way up to the city. The Exarch, representing the Imperial authority, delegated his powers to the governors of Rome, Naples, and those of Southern Italy. Ravenna was resplendent with fine churches and baptisteries adorned with those sumptuous mosaics which still feast the eye of the Italian traveller. Shortly after the middle of the sixth century the Lombards succeeded in establishing themselves in Spoleto, thus cutting off the direct communication between Ravenna and Rome; and, with a view to the acquisition of Naples, they took Benevento, which became the capital of a great duchy.

    The historian is often supplied with full accounts of unimportant periods, while great events remain unrecorded or barely registered or the chronicles that reported them have disappeared. Such unwelcome ignorance is all that the ages have spared us concerning the fall of Ravenna.

    From the bare chronicles we only know that this last transformed remnant of ancient Roman power north of the Apennines fell to Aistulf the Lombard in a.d. 751, fourteen hundred years after the traditional building of Rome. The meagre chronicles suffice to

    “ shroud a ruin, and, below, 

    The rotting bones of dead antiquity.”

    The fall of the Exarchate, and the decay of the Imperial power in Southern Italy, left the Pope at the mercy of Lombardy. But, as always happened in times of dire extremity, a strong man then sat in the chair of St. Peter. Pope Stephen II. was resolved to defend his patrimony in and about Rome from trespass; and, as true representative of the city of Rome, he claimed the inheritance that had dropped from the grasp of the Emperor. Aistulf’s reply was an invasion of Roman territory. He demanded the overlordship of the city and the fruits of a poll-tax to be levied therein. With all hope of aid from the East torn away, the Pope, in his extremity, had recourse to that fatal policy which his successors so frequently followed to the ruin of Italy. He called in a Sovereign of the West to redress the balance; he cried to Pepin, lord of the Franks, for aid; he crossed the Alps, and to purchase assistance, consecrated and legitimatized the crown which Pepin had won by ability. In return, Pepin, with the title of Patrician, promised to defend the Pope, and crossed over Mont Cenis at the head of an army. Aistulf submitted, but his submission was insincere. He besieged Rome (a.d. 756), and Pepin, at the Pope’s summons, again appeared, and handed the Exarchate over to Stephen. Henceforth the Pope claims this temporality by a double title—as successor to the Imperial representative of the ancient Roman power, and by a deed which the conqueror compelled Aistulf to execute. But the Lombards, though defeated, still continued to intrigue and threaten, and Charles, the son of Pepin, known to history as Charlemagne, crossed the mountains from Geneva. Desiderius, the Lombard King, had failed to win the affections of his people; there was, as usual, a fatal want of cohesion between the Lombard states, and the antipathy of the Roman aldus to his arrogant master prevented him, perhaps, from giving his sovereign right soldierly support. Pavia fell (a.d. 774), and the reign of the Lombard in Italy, which had lasted for two centuries, came to an end. Charles took the title of “ King of the Lombards and Patrician of the Romans “; but he adopted the statesman-like policy of interfering as little as possible with his new people. He left the laws practically unaltered, and he put their administration mainly in Lombard hands. But he replaced the great authority of semi-independent dukes by that of counts, men who either were Franks or those Lombards on whose good faith he could rely. To these he delegated his kingly authority. The Lombard chieftains fretted under the light curb, and Charles found it desirable to place the iron crown on the head of his son, Pepin (781). The authority of the Frank extended over the north of the Peninsula only; and, indeed, it did not embrace the whole of that region; for Venice, never subdued by the Lombards, and theoretically a part of the Empire, still kept her independence. Across the Apennines the great Lombard duchy of Benevento, protected by the mountain masses of the Abruzzi, still remained free, though later she allowed the effigies of the King to appear on her coinage. Sicily and the extreme South were still integral parts of the Eastern or Byzantine Empire, governed by the Patrician of Sicily, but over Naples, Gaeta, and Amalfi the Eastern Empire exercised only the shadow of authority, and while loyal to their overlord, these cities, with their territories, enjoyed practical autonomy. Italy was thus politically divided into three great regions—Frankish Italy, the Italy which still remained practically Lombard (Benevento, and, to a less extent, Spoleto), and Byzantine Italy, to which must be added the Pontifical State, under the protection of the Frankish power. In vain did the Greeks attempt to recover their hold of the Peninsula: the wise and generous policy of Charles had prevailed, and the united armies of the Franks and Lombards, aided by the troops of Benevento, repelled them (788).

    
    
    CROWNING OF CHARLEMAGNE, A.D. 800

    
    In a.d. 799 a momentous event occurred in Rome, an event that has bound Italy and the North together for weal and woe, that was the exciting cause of the reconstitution of the Roman Empire of the West under a Teutonic Sovereign, and that originated the great political theory which occupied the imaginations of thinkers and influenced the practice of statesmen through the whole course of the Middle Ages. The slight source whence flowed so great a change in the speculation and polity of the world was a disturbance in Rome. Already the Popes had come to loggerheads with the turbulent nobility of the city of which they claimed to be First Magistrates. A sudden and brutal attack was made on the Pope, Leo III. The Romans tore out his tongue, an attempt was made to blind him, and he was confined in a monastery. Thence he contrived to escape, and took refuge across the Alps in the camp of Charles. The shock of such an outrage to the Vicar of Christ made it clear that Rome must be firmly governed; that Charles must be clad with an authority more awe-inspiring, and must assume a dignity commensurate with his power. In Constantinople the Empress Irene had seized, deposed, and blinded the Emperor Constantine, her own son; and this deed of wickedness, shocked even the callous inured Constantinopolitans and roused the indignation of Western Christendom. Alcuin and the learned men of the West and North were full of what had been retained of the literature of Rome and the traditions of the great past; they bemoaned that the Eastern fragment of the Empire had fallen into the hands of a wily, ambitious, and criminal woman. Milan, Trier, Ravenna, once capitals of the Empire, were now ruled by Charles, and was he not the protector of its heart—Rome itself ? Alcuin wrote to Charles, pointing out that hitherto three people in the world had had station higher than all others— the Apostolic Sublimity, the Imperial Dignity and power of the second Rome, now deposed, and the Royal Dignity of Charles himself, more powerful, wise and sublime than the other twain; on him now reposed the whole salvation of the Churches of Christ (Alcuin, Ep. 120). The times were ripe for the assumption of the Imperial title by the man who possessed its power; who ruled so many of the lands comprised in the Western Empire; and who was monarch of a country never visited by Caesar’s eagles; one, moreover, who was the loyal defender of orthodox Christianity, and a friend to the Holy See. The age was ready for the consolidation, under temporal and spiritual headships, of the new social order that had grown up from the introduction of Christianity and the movement of the Teutonic races into the enfeebled Empire of the West; those ruins could be repaired and reconstructed into a temple fairer than before, so men thought, because consecrated to the service of a God that the great race of early Emperors, Augustus and Trajan and Hadrian and the Antonines, had never known. Leo, and afterwards Charles, returned to Rome, the first in 799, Charles in 800 a.d. ; both were received by the great dignitaries of Rome, civil and ecclesiastical, by the body that called itself the Senate, by the militia and the members of religious houses, by the guilds of Franks, Frisians, English, and Lombards resident in the city, with waving of banners and singing of psalms. The keys of Calvary and the Holy Sepulchre and the banner of Jerusalem were sent by Haroun al Raschid to the great King for there was an “ entente cordiale “ between the Saracens of the East and the Frank as opposed to a similar understanding between the Emir at Cordova and Constantinople. “ It was in a certain sense a recognition that the holiest place in Christendom was under the protection of the great monarch of the West, and in so far it helped to prepare men’s minds for the impending revolution “ (Hodgkin).

    It was the fourth visit of Charlemagne to Rome. On Christmas morning (a.d. 800) Charles proceeded to worship in the basilica of St. Peter’s. Around him were gathered his son Pepin, his daughters, the chivalry of the North, the native nobles that boasted their descent from Roman senators, the great ecclesiastics, and no small sprinkling of the leading spirits of a realm that extended from the Atlantic to the Baltic, from the Oder to the Ebro. Mass was said, and at the moment of Sacrifice, the Pope approached the commanding martial figure of the great warrior and placed a golden crown on his brow. The Roman citizens hailed Charles with shouts of “ Augustus, Emperor of the Romans, crowned by the hand of God !” The momentous link between the Middle Ages and the ancient world had been forged.

    It is possible that, as Hodgkin suggests, Charles, before taking the great step, like Julius Caesar, like Cromwell, experienced much swaying of mind and many misgivings. For since, in theory, the Empire remained one and indivisible, his assumption of the title of Emperor was a challenge to the ruler of the New Rome. Constantinople still claimed the authority it was powerless to enforce. While the Empire came to be considered as a resuscitation of that of Romulus Augustulus, this may not have entered into the mind of the practical Charles. It was repudiated as soon as formulated by the Byzantine monarchs. So great a statesman must have been aware of the unsupportable offence that the Imperial assumption would give to the Eastern Court; he would foresee how dangerous a precedent the bestowal of the Imperial crown by the Church would institute. On the other hand, he must have realized the need of re-establishing the fundamental principles of the Roman administration in Rome, its disorganized centre, and that the authority of the actual monarch would be supported by his bearing the Imperial name. Moreover, it was desirable to weld and cement power that spread over such a wide area, over such diverse races, and that had been so recently acquired. From this deed of Leo III. arose the political ideas and ideal of so many centuries, that it is necessary to suspend our narrative while we consider the results of the scene that was enacted in the gloom of the apsidal tribune, above the reputed tomb of Rome’s first Pope, St. Peter, on that fateful December morning.

    
    
    
    RESULTS OF DECEMBER 25, A.D. 800

    
    1. The advent of the barbarian hosts brought fresh and disturbing elements both of blood and organization into Italy. The great work attempted by Charlemagne was to reduce his Empire to some measure of systematized government. Early Teutonic society was markedly individualistic: individualism is the dominating characteristic of the Germanic temperament. The early political organization of the Northern barbarians was personal in character: every free man had his alod or freehold; occupation gave him his arable share, not necessarily an equal share, in the lands of the tribe, with rights of forest and pasture; the only obligations he owed were service in war and presence at the tribal council. But become conquerors, this primitive organization no longer served; personal became changed into a territorial constitution; individual liberty was modified; tribal autonomy disappeared. Charlemagne gathered up the growing tendencies of his time and systematized them; divided his Empire into districts which he placed under counts; made these responsible for the good government of their countries; placed Margraves on the Marches, or borders, with troops to defend them; and sent inspectors, clerical and lay (missi dominici), all over the Empire to supervise and tighten the constituent elements of his realm. It is a proof of how effective this system of Charlemagne’s was, that, disorganized and dissolved as the Empire became in the hands of his heirs, Otho I. was called in by Italy to re-establish the old order a century and a half after Charles’s time.

    But the feudal system thus initiated by Charlemagne rooted that spirit of individualism characteristic of the Northern tribes; neither Otho nor the Church succeeded in quelling the results of the discord that reigned in Italy before and after Charlemagne. The old Latin spirit was different; it was a spirit of association. We shall find in our examination of the Italian communes or republics the resuscitation of Latin race and Latin traditions in the cities; we shall find them taking the first place in feudal Italy, because their spirit of association enabled them to take advantage of anarchy due to the importation of individualism from beyond the Alps; but we shall also find that individualistic spirit has entered within the walls of the commune itself, and between the several communes. Charlemagne introduced a clever compromise—which, however, only endured for a short season—between these two opposed principles of individualism and association. These two forces will be discovered maintaining themselves and acting in perpetual opposition.

     The crowning of Charlemagne increased the influence and power of the Church. From it flowed the pretentions of the Papacy to the homage and obedience of the Imperial Crown and of all Christian Princes. The great political concept of the Middle Ages derives from “ this one ceremony wherein the first Emperor received his crown from the hand of the Roman Pope “ (Dahn, Bausteine). This concept is that of the Two Swords—one the Pope’s: he is the spiritual head of Christendom; the other the Emperor’s: he administers and maintains temporal justice. It was an ideal which, in its regulative results, was of vast service. For it was in some measure a restraint on the barbarian forces of Europe; it helped towards a common civilization; it required of all a common fealty to State and Church. On the other hand, it deluged Italy in blood; and, could it have been realized, it would have rendered Europe as unprogressive as China in her long trance. Happily, the passions of Pope and Emperor and the constant quarrellings in a feudalism wholly incompatible with its ideal compelled this concept to remain a dream, though a dream not without a very real and marked effect.

     This great event gave birth to the notion that the Imperial dignity necessitated sovereignty over the citizens of Rome, and could hardly be lawfully assumed except in Rome. Italians, and still more Germans, perishing, either by the sword or by the fatal fevers of the South, bore fell witness to the calamitous results of this theory.

     It followed from the concept of the State, thus inaugurated, that Latin should become the language of the State, of the school, and of commerce, as it already was of the Church. The unity and solidarity of peoples was fostered thereby; and the relics of a perished and superior civilization were thus rendered accessible. Nevertheless, the advantage thus gained exhibited attendant defects. The development of national languages and literatures was retarded. And the ancient world came to be considered as sacrosanct, the only authoritative voice besides the Church, the sole foundation of all human knowledge. Not merely was antiquity regarded as a Divinely appointed harbinger, but there was held to be absolute organic continuity between it and existent Christendom. For God prepared the world for the Empire (which still existed), and through the Empire for the Church. Thus it happened that the Middle Age, while ever diverging more and more from the spirit of ancient Rome, was so convinced of its identity with the Roman Empire that, even far on in the Renaissance, it never occurred to poet or painter to treat the ancients as other than a feudal people. Yet the spirit of ancient Rome had been wholly lost for centuries, and it was rediscovered and reabsorbed in a transmuted form by the Renaissance. 

    4.Later on, when Roman Law came to be studied, it was adopted on account of unquestioned belief in the legitimate unity and continuity of the new German with the old Roman Empire. He who would comprehend this must remember that, to the mediaeval mind, at once subtle and crude, directly philosophy began, abstract conceptions were held to have a real existence; and while there was little search for causes, there was an unwearied examination of properties. The Church, mankind, and other general notions, were, by most thinkers, held to be in themselves real, and only embodied in this or that individual. Hence arose the demand that Church and State, as the twofold expression of God’s reign on earth, should have an outward bond of form corresponding to its real being. Perhaps even more remarkable than the power of associating our ideas is the facility with which we yield to their dissociation, and with no insincerity of aim permit the separation of practice from theory in a manner grotesquely unconscious. Hence we shall not be surprised to find that mediaeval man, unable, as all uneducated and half-educated people are, to rise far above the concrete, was perfectly contented to violate every ideal and regulative principle of his confession, provided that his faith was duly honoured and unquestioningly acknowledged.

    5.The advent of Charlemagne and his acceptance of the Imperial power had a very noteworthy consequence to Italy. She had never forgotten the world-wide dominion of Rome. The Northern nations were greatly indebted to the Roman civilization: it influenced their civilization and their laws, but it did not enthral them; it was dead before their birth; and between it and them there was no real historic continuity. Italy, on the contrary, was conscious of her vital connection with Rome. Hence, while the peoples north of the Alps worked out their own salvation in their own way, Italy was ever held in check by the dead hand of her past. She dreamed a dream of the vital presence and indestructible authority of the vanished Empire; and she was dominated by the illusion of its real existence when she leaned on the support of the Augustus of an alien people. Not once, but many times, in the history of the Holy Roman Empire we find the Italian cities seeking for support outside themselves. Incapable of Federal Government, a principle that appears in far more modern times, the hundreds of small states in Italy relied on the substantial reality of what was only a phantom of the past. Over and over again they were disillusioned; over and over again a new generation dreamed the old dream afresh, and awaited its feudal Caesar; yet once more to have its hopes and fallacies dispelled. Too often the alien eagle brought no healing on its wings, nor was its power sufficient even to establish the shadow of justice and rectitude among warring municipalities. Intercivic anarchy remained untouched; for the pax Romana, once established by veteran legions, was now supported solely by the ephemeral feudal armies of aliens, bound to short service only, that vanished like snow before Italian pestilence, or were soon recalled over the mountains by feudal quarrels at home.

    6. Not merely was the sovereignty thus established by the Emperor of the Franks fatal to any Italian unity, but it prevented Germany herself from becoming a strong, compact kingdom. The constant descents which the lawless confusion of Italian affairs demanded drained the Teuton of his resources; and the frequent absence of the supreme ruler encouraged disaffection among native princes, who were never remarkable for constant and regular compliance with Imperial demands.

    
    
    
    THE TIMES OF THE CAROLINGIAN EMPERORS

    
    In the year of grace 800 a.d. the most prescient statesmen foresaw nothing of this great theory and the unfolding of the great drama that was to follow the first scene. The greatest among them was a practical man of affairs, wholly occupied in dealing with the pressing problems of the hour. He desired to be accepted by the Lombard nation as its head, and he was careful not to institute any violent change in its government! But he appointed Royal Commissioners (missi dominici) with general powers, and introduced a jury system, whereby scabini, appointed sometimes by the count and people conjointly, sometimes by the Commissioners, decided questions, not of fact alone, but also of law. The prestige of the Church was immensely increased by the coronation of Charlemagne, and he added to her power by augmenting that of the bishops in cities. To these he gave conjoint jurisdiction with the counts; doubtless as a check on the centrifugal tendency of those great officers. He instituted schools, and issued an eightfold ban, six articles of which were in defence of women and the poor. The legislation of the Lombards had already been marked by progressive liberality and mildness: the husband of a wife seduced by her master was set free; the right of sanctuary, so valuable in lawless times, was endorsed; regulated penalties were substituted for arbitrary punishment; and the mild influence of Christian teaching on the rough Lombard is exhibited in the words of King Aistulf: “It seems to us of the greatest advantage that slaves should be led forth from bondage to liberty, forasmuch as our Redeemer Himself became a slave that He might grant us our freedom.”

    Pepin, King of the Lombards, was his father’s right hand in Italy. He brought the Duke of Benevento to his knees, drove the Saracen from the neighbouring islands of Sardinia and Corsica, and then turned his conquering arms to the lagoons of Venetia, where the inhabitants were already busy in manufacturing the wools of his father’s kingdom into cloth for the merchants of Bagdad and the thriving valleys of the Euphrates and the Tigris, and transporting the ostrich feathers of the Sahara, the furs of the Euxine, and the pearls of the Orient, to adorn the fair chatelaines of rude castles of Rhône and Rhine. There was, in Venetia, a pro-Frankish as well as a pro-Byzantine party; and by 806, however it may have happened, Venetia and Dalmatia were added by Pepin to the new Empire. They were transitory possessions.

    Charles was bent on appeasing the indignation and vanquishing the opposition of the Eastern Crown. He secured peace by relinquishing the lagoons and Dalmatia to Byzantium (a.d. 811); but the astute Venetians, perceiving what was adrift, had already transferred their capital to Rialto—a position accessible to a trader, but impenetrable to a foe—and there they laid the foundations of that mighty and beautiful city, that, secure on the waters, owed allegiance to neither West nor East, escaped the anarchy of feudalism and the more peaceful but debasing rule of the despot, achieved her own destiny, and succeeded in maintaining her own independence for a whole millennium.

    As Hodgkin remarks, “ that feudal anarchy, which, with unintentional I irony, has been called the feudal system,” was deep rooted in Teutonic nature. Charlemagne was obliged, in his capitularies, to sanction the practice of private hostilities carried on by force of arms; benefices were held of Church or King by doing service; the lord had his followers, and even the word vassal is used. But Italy, under his wise and beneficent administration, depopulated as it had been by slavery under the Roman Empire, by incursions of rude barbarians, and by intestinal warfare, began to flourish once again; once more the “waveless plain of Lombardy “ responded to the diligence of the farmer, and began to be stocked with homesteads and herds. By 825 a.d. Verona, Milan, Parma, Siena, and Rome were provided with schools of instruction, and the trade of the cities revived. Charlemagne was followed by successors of far feebler character than their great sire—men unable to contend against the disruptive forces of their time. Pascal I. took care not to wait for the Imperial consent before ascending the pontifical throne; and Lothaire, on his death-bed, enforced nine famous constitutions on the Papacy, and extracted an oath from the new Pope to be loyal to the Emperor. Under the degenerate descendants of Charlemagne public spirit decayed, personal violence increased; jealousy, defiance, and disdain rendered even neighbouring villages hostile to each other; it became dangerous to sow the fields; the crops were subject to plunder or destruction; and wayside robbery was the rule. For, in the quarrels of the royal fine, the contending monarchs were obliged to purchase the help of their subjects by concessions that were fatal to their own authority. The result was such disintegration, that, throughout the vast territory, it would have been difficult to find a province, city, or town where the kingly power was not held in contempt, nor where duke or marquis, bishop or count, had not really usurped it. The decay and disintegration of the Empire caused by the wars of the descendants of Charlemagne brought the unity of the Church into bold relief, and increased the authority of the Roman Pontiff: the Papacy became, not merely the strongest temporal power in Italy, but the strongest moral influence throughout the West. This was the period that expressed its bias and desire in the famous fiction of the “ false decretals it saw a Pope again dispense with the Imperial sanction. The Saracens were not slow to take advantage of the weakness of Europe. The Moors of Africa sailed for Sicily at a time when Constantinople was enfeebled by political strife: in 831 they took Messina, and when, in 832, Palermo fell after an heroic defence, they were still fighting their way through the island. Meanwhile other Saracens had captured Bari and overrun a great part of the duchy of Benevento. Pillaging hordes of unbelievers pushed up to the very walls of Rome and ransacked the basilica of St. Peter. The eldest son of Lothaire the Emperor, Louis, King of the Lombards, drove the Saracens back as far as Gaeta, and then met with a reverse, wherein a large part of his army perished. Thereupon the Saracens sailed a fleet up the Tiber and desecrated the churches of the Apostles St. Peter and St. Paul, but were in insufficient force to carry the walls or besiege the city. They retreated to reinforce; and it looked as if the Koran would shortly replace the Missal in the capital of Latin Christianity. But Leo IV. (847-855), a Pontiff chosen, during these days of anxiety, from among the stout nobility of the Campagna, repaired the walls, disciplined the militia, summoned aid from Naples and Gaeta, and succeeded in daunting the invading host, which reset their sails to the south. Sicily was now almost wholly under the heel of the Saracen; Arab corsairs from Spain and Morocco had pillaged the harbours of the South, and had even occupied for a time the port of Naples; the shores of Calabria were periodically ravaged by corsairs from Palermo, and marauders from every part of the Mediterranean threatened the entire coast-line of the Peninsula. A league of the cities of the South had sent opportune help to Leo in his hour of danger; and for the complete comprehension of the political condition of Italy it becomes necessary to turn our attention to the evolution of events in the South.

    It will be remembered that the Lombards, during their conquest of Italy, had pushed south, and, probably with designs on Naples, had established the great duchy of Benevento, which isolated Rome from the arrival of Greek aid from the South, as the duchy of Spoleto isolated it from the support of the Exarch of Ravenna. Between 671 and 678 they conquered Brindisi and Taranto, and, later, Otranto fell to their arms. They extended their sway down to the coast at several points, so that the possessions that owed allegiance to Constantinople were but patches of territory isolated from all communication with each other, save by sea. The toe and heel of Italy still remained Greek; so did the duchies of Gaeta and Naples. Gaeta, strongly fortified, occupied an almost impregnable position on a bare sea-cliff, and commanded a region of sub-tropical luxuriance lying between the vineries of Mount Caecubum and Mount Massicum, so familiar to lovers of Horace. Naples, a day’s journey to the south, was also well defended against attack; and smiling Sorrento, included in that duchy, was almost unapproachable save by sea; while round the promontory lay the town of Amalfi, renowned for its commercial enterprise and prosperity, with villages around, some nestling in the rocky recesses of the coast, others perched like eyries on the mountain cliffs above; all half-hidden by olive and orange and the foliage of the South; to the south Salerno, an important city, was close to the Lombard confines; but a few miles off was Paestum, so celebrated in classic times for its “ twice-blooming roses,” now a malarious plain dotted with a little fortified town and deserted temples. All these places owed allegiance to the Empire. But the cities, while they owned Greek supremacy, were allowed no small measure of municipal freedom; they elected their own magistrates, their own local taxes were self-imposed; and in the enfeebled condition of the Empire, they defended their own walls by a militia of disciplined citizens. When Ravenna fell into the hands of the Franks, these Greek towns were placed under the Patrician of Sicily, to whom the military governor of Naples was subordinate. In spite of the loose hold of the Empire over its Italian possessions, the presence of the barbarian at their gates kept these loyal to Byzantium; and in liturgy, and even in language, they were becoming more Greek than Latin. And though the endeavours of Leo the Isaurian to suppress image-worship in the beginning of the eighth century caused revolt, the Eastern Crown, which had lost Ravenna in the same dispute, had the wisdom to give way. A great part of the South owed a double loyalty; politically to Constantinople; ecclesiastically to Rome. Obliged to rely on self-defence, and divided from each other by the foe, the provinces tended towards autonomy. Towards the end of the eighth century we find a Duke, who was also the Bishop, ruling Naples; the duchy, which became dynastic, extended from Cumae to Salerno (Capasso, Monument, ad Neap. due. hist. pert. Naples, 1881-1893). The independence of this territory was often threatened by the Lombards of Benevento; Naples was frequently besieged and compelled to furnish contributions, and for twenty years (820-840) she only avoided occupation by becoming tributary to her powerful neighbour. Thus, harassed by Lombard and Saracen alike, and unsupported by the nerveless hand of her own Emperor, Naples repeatedly sought the aid of the successors of Charlemagne.

    The duchy of Benevento, practically independent of the Lombard Kings, though promised by Charlemagne to the Pope, remained an independent sovereign power that comprised the greater part of Southern Italy. Yet, though protected from invasion by the mountain-fastnesses of the Abruzzi, the geographical character, which was the defence of the country, lent itself to the insubordination of local chieftains; and the energies of the Duke were mainly absorbed in quelling insurrection and gathering taxes by armed force from the more distant provinces of his state. Benevento had, however, no satisfactory ports, though Salerno had been an early acquisition; and, in 836, the unhappy inhabitants of Amalfi were transported to Salerno, with the object of clearing the way to the conquest of Naples. Sicard, the reigning Duke at this time, forced the Amalfitans into marriage with his own subjects, in order to “Lombardize “ them, and he endeavoured still further to secure their allegiance by conferring on them the same rights that were possessed by the Lombards themselves. But, at the news of his assassination, the patriotic Amalfitans rushed to the port, seized and manned the vessels lying there, and sailed back in triumph to their old home, which they reoccupied and fortified (839). Meanwhile the threatened Neapolitans had been compelled to call in Saracen aid, an example which later on was only too freely followed. The independence of certain coast towns, such as Gaeta and Amalfi, which were practically independent of Naples—an independence of the predominant Lombard preserved for more than two centuries— was due to the bad military organization of the duchy alone. The duke was constantly at war with disobedient vassals, who instituted little dynasties more or less defiant of the central authority, that could not gather the whole of the forces which, theoretically, were at its disposition. The duchy was now feeling the effect of the hostilities of many generations, and Salerno, in an admirable position both for trade and defence, outstripped Benevento, which had only military importance—that of commanding the route from north to south and from sea to sea. The rivalry between two cities having opposed interests led to a series of civil wars, in which Saracens were employed, but at last a partition was arranged, whereby the Adriatic provinces fell to Benevento and the Mediterranean to Salerno. Even this did not end the strife, and in the dissolution of the State, the Duke of Benevento was left with his capital only. During these disastrous wars colonies of Saracens got firm hold of the mouth of the Garigliano, Cumae, Agripoli, and Misena, and in 846 Gaeta was besieged by them. Naples, Amalfi, and Sorrento now formed a league, fought many sea-battles, delivered the city, and, reinforced by its militia, proceeded to relieve Rome from the same danger.

    The little territory of Amalfi, protected by surrounding hills which furnished the material for shipbuilding, had become famous for its commercial enterprise. Its overhanging cliffs and rugged coast bred a hardy and adventurous race; and in the middle of the ninth century the little community rivalled, if it did not eclipse, Naples in maritime success. Naples had called in the Saracen to aid her, but the danger from Benevento was becoming less, and that from the Mohammedan greater day by day, and Amalfi joined hands with Naples, Sorrento, and Gaeta against the common foe.

    From 849 to 866 Apulia was in the hands of the Saracens. They formed an autonomous government at Bari, defeated Louis, the Emperor, and his Franks and Lombards that the monks of Monte Cassino summoned on more than one occasion, devastated the environs of Naples, and raided the upper valley of the Volturno. The Government at Byzantium had been unable to keep the Moslem out of Sicily. The descendant of Charlemagne, weakened by quarrels with the other princes of his house, was further paralyzed by Pope Nicholas I., who haughtily bade monarchs obey pontifical direction, and refused to admit the authority of Louis in the Pontifical States. For the Pope’s example was followed by almost every feudatory throughout Italy, and even the smallest squires built and fortified castles under the pretext of repelling the ravaging bands of the heathen. These strongholds were nothing but centres of offence to their neighbours and shelters for raiders. The great Duchy of Benevento, that should have been the first line of defence, was in a chronic state of dissolution, and it seemed as if Italy must share the fate of Spain. In these straits Louis entered into negotiations with Constantinople, and by a stupendous effort with inadequate forces took Bari, the stronghold of the Saracens in the peninsula (870).

    Directly the great centre of Saracen power was captured questions of authority and ecclesiastical jurisdiction arose between the two Emperors, of whom one affected to regard the other as a usurper. And the conduct of the Franks on their return to Benevento caused a rising, during which the Emperor and Empress were kept for forty days imprisoned in a tower by the vassal duke. The natural result of this division in the Christian camp was the renewal of Saracen hopes; but these proved fruitless, and Louis, after a brilliant victory over the Saracen army near Capua, took advantage of the lull that followed to try to reassert his authority. Benevento thereupon entered into close relations with Constantinople, and Louis, disheartened and disillusioned, withdrew to Brescia to die (874).

    The citizens of that new Rome of Constantine which replaced the old Greek city, Byzantium, resembled some noble race, degenerate indeed, but conscious of a great tradition, wherein ever and anon the ashes of sires long dead would appear to glow once again with life in their descendants, and where some happy admixture with a ruder stock seems sometimes to impart new vigour to their enfeebled vitality. For 800 years Constantinople, or Byzantium, was the safeguard of the East against the Moslem, and at this period, under the strong, resolute rule of the Macedonian dynasty, she resumed her role of protectress of the West. Driven inch by inch out of Sicily the Greeks re-established themselves, only the more firmly, in Calabria. They occupied Bari and Taranto, and prepared to re-establish their ancient predominance in Italy. By 880, after a campaign by land and a prolonged naval contest, the grip of Constantinople was firmly fixed along the Gulf of Taranto; but, now that the Saracens were no longer at their gates, Capua, Salerno, Gaeta, Naples, and Amalfi came to an understanding with the Mohammedan. The trading communities of the western littoral preferred trade to warfare. Friendly relations with the Saracen gave them easier access to the products of the East, they were not reluctant to accept their share of the spoils of war, and their neighbouring rivals and enemies were the sufferers in the contest. On the personal intercession of the Pope, Capua and Salerno detached themselves from the Moslem alliance, but Naples, under its bishop-duke, and Amalfi continued a philo-Saracenic policy.

    Meanwhile, in the North, dissensions in the royal house reduced the wearers of the purple to be none other than the helpless puppets of intrigue. The designated successor of Louis was rejected by Pope John VIII., whose assumption of the right of bestowing the Imperial crown led to fierce contest between the rival branches of the Carolingian House. Once again the Saracens, taking advantage of Christian anarchy and weakness, sent a piratical horde to Rome, and made the head of Christendom tributary to the witnesses of Islam. The rivalries of the Carolingians remained unabated, and were, indeed, supported by the discord in the Church. For Lombard Milan had a ritual of its own, and always strove for independence of Latin Rome, and there was chronic antagonism between the two sees. The Archbishop of Milan maintained that the Lombard crown, carrying with it the kingship of Italy and the Imperial office, were distinct, and that the first belonged to Milan, the second to Rome. Each prelate supported his own candidate, but at last the Pope, still menaced by the Saracens, gave way, and Italy, overrun by the Moslem, Germany by the Slav, and France by the fierce pirates of the North, became united under the unsubstantial rule and feeble administration of Charles the Fat. It was not long before the incompetency of Charles, led to his deposition; the last of the phantasms that closed the line of the first great Emperor disappeared into the silence of the cloister, and the shadow of empire dissolved in the reality of feudal strife (887).

    It was a time when strong centralized authority seemed more needed than ever. The most striking feature of this age of dissolution is the Moslem advance. While the princes of Italy were tearing each other to pieces the Saracens were masters of the Mediterranean; Sicily and Calabria, were in their hands; the waves of Moslem advance showed a rising tide. John VIII. wrote in a vain appeal to Charles the Bald: “ If all the trees of the forest became tongues they could not describe the ravages of these impious pagans; the devout people of God are destroyed by continuous slaughter; he who escapes fire and sword is taken into slavery. Cities, castles, villages, are wasted, and are without a living soul; bishops wander and get their bread as beggars, or flee to Rome as their only place of refuge “ (Ad Carol. Calv. Imp. apud Bouquet,). And again”: “All Campania is a desert.” Indeed the capital of Christianity was in danger of falling into the hands of the infidel and becoming a little Moslem town.

    Italy from the Deposition of Charles the Fat (887 a.d.) to the Imperial Coronation of Otho the Great (962 a.d.)

    The decay of Carolingian authority in Northern Italy was, however, followed by the restoration of Byzantine power in the South. The Moor, indeed, remained dislodged in Sicily, and made that island a base whence he repeatedly invaded the mainland, harried the countryside, and destroyed the great Lombard monasteries. Even in the face of common danger the rival ambitions and discords of the Lombards continued, and gave opportunity to the Greek to intervene; he took Salerno under his protection, and contrived to get his ancient overlordship acknowledged by Gaeta and Naples, where, indeed, some sort of control was imperatively necessary. One of the many militant bishops of the latter town, wherein ecclesiastical power predominated (as it tended to do in all free cities), a man remarkable for culture and learning in a city which was far more polished than Rome, had manifested no hesitation in allying himself with the Moslem (Gay, L’Italie Merid. et l’Emp. Byz., Paris, 1904,). After a long contest, marked by the fluctuations of fortune, the Greeks and their allies achieved a crowning victory at the mouth of the Garigliano, and subsequently succeeded in expelling the last Moorish settlers from the Peninsula (915).

    But Sicily was already irretrievably lost, and had passed into Moslem hands. And though the Greek founded “ themes “ of Calabria and Lombardy, his control of Lombard territory was rather nominal than real, while even in Naples, in spite of old Imperial tradition and eager acceptance of Byzantine culture, the schism which divided, and was ultimately to separate, the Eastern and Western Churches was felt. Naples clung to autonomy and the authority of her own Pontiff-warriors. Amalfi, too, was inspired by passionate local patriotism. Towards the middle of the ninth century we find her governed by one, and sometimes by two, magistrates, and M. Gay is of opinion that these represented certain leading opulent families which divided authority between them. But towards the close of the century the headship of the little republic was already tending to become an hereditary office. The merchants of that illustrious little commune traversed the Mediterranean and had relations with Antioch; they had a footing in the ports of Syria, and carried on an extensive commerce with the Saracens of Sicily (Gay,).

    In the North the deposition of Charles left the country in the possession of certain great lords and ecclesiastics, and of a multitude of smaller nobility. The great duchies of the Lombards had become diminished in number by absorption at the hands of some feudal lords and by the subdivision of the lands of others. The Marquis of Ivrea was charged with the defence of the Western passes, and the Duke of Friuli with that of the defiles of the Julian Alps. The ancient cities of Verona, Milan, Pavia, and Turin either preserved the relics or had acquired the germs of freedom under ecclesiastical rule, while two seaports that had been unsubdued by the sea-hating Lombard—Venice on the east, protected by her lagoons, and Genoa on the west, separated from the great plain by the Apennines—enjoyed municipal institutions and complete freedom. Pisa had been favoured by the Lombards as a warder from Byzantine attack, and possessed semi-independence; but Tuscany was under Lombard rule, and Umbria and the surrounding country were dominated by the Marquis of Spoleto. In central Italy the Pope administered his patrimony, and had apparently control of the commune of Rome; but, no longer supported by the Empire, he was already confronted with the insubordination of neighbouring barons.

    The fall of the Carolingians brought the old antagonism between the Archbishop of Milan and the Pope to the front. Milan desired to give the iron crown of Lombardy to a Lombard; the Pope to the Duke of Spoleto, now ruler of a part of Benevento, a prince powerful enough to protect him against the pretensions of the North and the Saracen and Greek of the South. Berenger, the Lombard, relied on the Germans, the Duke on the French, and terrible and protracted wars followed, which corrupted the Papacy and weakened the Crown. Receiving the royal insignia from one Pope, Guido of Spoleto found himself opposed by the next, whom, desirous of founding a line, he had compelled to crown his son. The Pope in question, Formosus, resented the presence, so near to the Tiber, of a protector who would assuredly become a master, and appealed to Berenger, who in his turn summoned the aid of the German King, Arnolph. Arnolph accepted the invitation, and descended into Italy, accompanied by a cruel and brutish army. No sooner was he crowned than Berenger and the Duke of Spoleto came to terms, and divided the country between them. Berenger aspired to the Imperial crown, and the Marquis of Tuscany opposed Louis of Provence, a member of the old Carolingian line, in his pretensions. Directly Louis was crowned, the Marquis, to preserve his independence, sent to Berenger, who was in exile, to return, and an arrangement was made whereby Berenger reigned in Pavia over truncated territory. In 915 Berenger was crowned as Emperor, and his foes summoned the Duke of Burgundy to attack him. Reduced to extremities, Berenger invited the Magyars to his aid, opened the passes of the Alps to them, and saw Pavia burned and North Italy ravaged on his behalf. Then came the assassin’s dagger, and ended the stormy life of Berenger I. (924).

    Nor were these the only horrors that mark this debased and bloody period. The Hungarians or Magyars invaded Italy (a.d. 900). They defeated Berenger, who then opposed them, they overran Lombardy, infested Central Italy, threatened Rome, and established themselves in Southern Italy, where we hear of them as being at Otranto half a century after their first appearance (Ann. Benevent, 947). Consisting of small companies of light cavalry, these heathen were able to slip behind the clumsy, heavily-armed horsemen and the slow militia of the towns; and the great feudatories were for years occupied in chasing an enemy that they never could come up to. These Turanian pillagers never mingled with the Italians, nor influenced them in any permanent way. Liguria, too, was ravaged by the Saracen riffraff of Spain, a race that penetrated even into the recesses of the Alps, and gave names to more than one snowy member of that noble chain. The opposite coast of Italy was also subject to piratical raids by Slavs from Dalmatia.

    The crown was now offered to Hugh of Provence, and became the cause of incredible and infamous intrigues only possible in an incredible and infamous age. The object of so much desire is the name of authority without the fact, the liberty to command vassals, who, withdrawn from the towns, had built them each his castle on his own point of vantage in his own domain, to attempt to coerce contumacious and walled cities, ruled by uncompliant priests, or jealous equals, to whose divisions the monarch owed his crown, and by the maintenance of whose antagonisms he alone could preserve it ! It is commonly accepted that feudalism never took root in Italy. The reverse is the case. Italy is the country where feudalism, in its essence, most nourished and longest survived. The essence of feudalism lay in the delegation of authority, on condition of support, by a central Power, unable of its own force to exact the obedience it claimed, or to execute the justice it imposed. The natural issue was a perpetual state of warfare—a struggle for existence, wherein, elsewhere, the strong lord acquired and consolidated true monarchical power. In Italy alone, owing to a variety of interfering forces, the disorders attendant on the weakness of central authority continued throughout the Middle Ages, and if the peculiar constitution of feudalism there was less marked than elsewhere, its real nature was more agile, and it endured for a longer time.

    In the anarchical struggle for power or bare existence in the tenth century the Papacy became debased to its lowest ebb, and the scandals of a later age were forestalled. The fascination of female favour was exerted in the papal court no less than in the feudal, and women of high birth, strong character, and disreputable life raised their lovers or their sons to the tiara. The Chair of St. Peter almost became the appanage of the Counts of Tusculum. The Iron Crown only continued to exist because it afforded a rallying cry to a party. Torn by anarchy at home, and threatened by heathen from across the mountains and the seas, sharing with the rest of Europe in the evils of dissolving society and heathen incursions, it is not surprising that the century should have believed in the approaching end of all things.

    Hugh of Provence, recipient of the Iron Crown—married to Marozia, who, with her mother Theodora, had held the keys of St. Peter’s attached to her chatelaine—appeared likely to attain the Imperial crown. The powerful Marquis of Tuscany was his brother; a son-in-law was Pope. But his overbearing conduct to another son-in-law, Alberic, and to the Romans, led to his expulsion from the city. He bore himself bravely against Saracen corsairs, and then transplanted a colony of them to Friuli as a sort of little standing army (940), and lost thereby the support of his feudatories. Berenger II., Marquis of Ivrea, who had suffered injustice at Hugh’s hands, escaped by the aid of Lothair, Hugh’s son, to the Court of Otho of Germany, where he was well received, and where he gathered some of his discontented countrymen around him. At the head of a small but ever-increasing army he reached Milan, and convoked the states of the kingdom (945). As Liutprand observes, the Italians preferred to serve two masters in order that either might be restrained by fear of the other. So they put Lothair, the son of Hugh, on the throne, and appointed Berenger general administrator of the kingdom. It is difficult to extract the truth from prejudiced and partisan chroniclers, but it appears that Lothair was not disliked, and his wife Adelaide was adored. They say that Berenger, finding his power decrease daily, caused the death of the young King by poison, and manoeuvred so that he himself was crowned. But he became possessed of little more than a title; he was really powerless to restore order among ungovernable bishops, defiant vassals, and contemptuous and contending factions. To restore order was wholly impossible; he stood alone against anarchy. Berenger, in order to legitimatize his own position and secure the throne to his son, endeavoured to marry the latter to Adelaide, the widow of Lothair. But Adelaide was unwilling, and her objection received the support of the Church, to which she was a great benefactress, while the feudatories disliked the completely fixed establishment of one of themselves, and the Milanese objected to the Archbishop that Berenger had presented to their see in order to reward services (he had been Bishop of Pavia, and Pavia and Milan were always hostile to one another). There was a general appeal to Otho of Germany, the victor in many a fight against the barbarian hordes that ravaged Europe, a prince closely related to the royal family of France, and practically protector of that kingdom—one who might be regarded as successor to the Carolingian line. Otho probably foresaw his way to the resuscitation of the Empire in his own person. He accepted the invitation, and was joyfully received by a people weary of perpetual strife. He wooed and married Adelaide, the widow of the late King, but allowed Berenger to retain his crown on condition of becoming his vassal, and gave him the territory below the Brenner and the Julian Alps—that is to say, he secured to himself the keys of Italy. But the spirit of anarchy remained strong in Italy. Berenger and his lords were perpetually at feud, and the Pope complained of an attack made on his own possessions. For the second time Otho was summoned, and crossed the Alps with an army officered by the princes and nobles of Germany and warlike prelates of the Church. He received the Iron Crown at Milan, and overcame the sturdy resistance which Berenger, followed by a faithful few, made in Romagna. Berenger was taken prisoner and sent to Bamberg, while his son fled to Greece. Then Otho marched on Rome, and the Church once again bestowed the Imperial crown on a Teutonic Prince, restored the Empire, and manifested the spiritual power that, though degenerate and dishonoured, the successor of St. Peter still retained over the Western world. The new Emperor guaranteed its territorial possessions to the Papacy, while the Church engaged that Papal elections should take place in the presence of ‘representatives of the Emperor. Weary of turmoil, exhausted Italy clutched at the resuscitated Empire as the last stay for despair.

    The dissolution of the house of Charlemagne and the anarchy that followed; the great struggles of rival princes; the incessant wars of their feudatories with each other, and the swarms of barbarians that roved over the country, had led to the withdrawal of the Lombard aristocracies to keep and eyrie difficult of assault; while the defenceless inhabitants of the cities were permitted by their overlords or encouraged by their bishops to rebuild the city walls. Large towns of many thousand inhabitants had often been obliged to ransom themselves from quite small bands; but now, secure from outrage and every kind of attack save siege, which in those days of undeveloped warfare meant much preparation, and was frequently unattended by success, the citizens applied themselves to the acquisition of wealth, and learned how to defend the wealth they acquired. Every village soon had walls, or a strong tower to which the inhabitants might retire with their valuables in case of attack. The haughty nobility, disliking the new warlike and independent spirit of the citizens, whom they had been wont to dominate, withdrew to the country, and each land-owner, desiring to increase his retinue of defenders, hastened to enfranchise the serfs on his domain in order to gain their affections and train them to efficiency in the use of arms. The result was that, in spite of all the horrors of the time, the cities increased in wealth and importance, and the liberated agricultural classes multiplied rapidly and brought vast tracts of abandoned soil under cultivation.

    Throughout this period of anarchy we observe an unceasing attempt on the part of inferior orders to emancipate themselves from the rule of the greater. And now that the central power is re-established, we shall find the greater feudatories again endeavouring to emancipate themselves from its control. The lowest classes are the descendants of the conquered; where they are gathered into commercial centres they gain wealth and power; they help the smaller feudatories, and receive privileges from the central authority for their aid against rebels; then, the communes thus privileged, use the small feudatories in their private wars to the subjugation of neighbouring villages and rival small towns. In a state of society where there is always rebellion going on, where all are adversaries, the communes first use one feudatory against another, and then turn against the very men who have led them to battle; out of the war of opposed interests they contrive to secure their own advancement. The central authority begins to support the bishops of the towns in order to check the centrifugal tendency of the big feudatories, and this converts the towns into the most important feudatories of the Empire; then we shall observe the citizens taking advantage of quarrels between Empire and Church to overthrow episcopal domination without submitting to the authority of the Crown. There is a universal reign of violence; each feudatory entrenches himself in his strong castle, and the citizens strengthen their walls, discipline their militia, maintain their independence, and develop their greatness by reason of the very divisions and general instability of these unhappy times.

    
    
    THE AGE OF THE SAXON EMPERORS: 962—1024

    
    No sooner was Otho’s back turned than Pope John XII. secretly intrigued with the small party that still adhered to Berenger. Otho also received complaints of the Pope’s licentious cruelty; so he retraced his steps, assembled a council, and deposed him. But directly the Emperor left the city John re-entered it, and secured so much support among the clergy and the factions and unstable nobles of Rome that he was able to drive the new Pope Leo into exile. John died in 964, and the Roman clergy, disregarding the Imperial appointment, refused to have anything to do with Leo, and elected a new Pope. This brought Otho back to Rome yet once again. He banished the clerical nominee and reinstated Leo; but a year after Leo died, and a new Pope, John XIII., was elected with Otho’s consent. Then the turbulent Romans ejected the new Pope, whereupon Otho re-entered Rome and hanged the ringleaders of this opposition to his Imperial authority. At this time it is clear that the duchy of Rome was considered to belong to the Crown, and Liutprand stoutly justifies Otho’s action in the matter. In the year 967 Otho advanced his son, Otho II., to share the Imperial dignity, and had him crowned at Rome. These coronations were attended with some pretence at the pomp that adorned the illustrious ascensions of the great Caesars of antiquity. The Emperor and Empress-elect were conducted to chambers that bore the classic names of Augustus and of Li via; a pretorian prefect bore before them the naked blade of justice. The standards that had figured on the road to the capitol in glorious triumphs, or copies of them, were carried before the half-barbarian successors of the polished masters of the world. The new Sovereign parodied the sacerdotal office of pontificatus maximus by being installed in a Christian canonry of St. Peter’s, and his name was added to the illustrious list of Augusti that had conferred distinction even on ancient Rome. Men weary of the universal insecurity and confusion of the times remembered the faint tradition of the Roman peace, and hoped that its orderly and impressive grandeur might be not dead but asleep, and could be awakened.

    Before the monarch took the Imperial crown at the hands of the Pope, he received the Iron Crown of Lombardy at the hands of the feudatories. At one time, indeed, this had become an hereditary possession of the house of Charlemagne, but, since the deposition of Charles the Fat, the nation had resumed its rights, and, indeed, had exercised them sufficiently often to reconstitute a title, had such been required. When the throne was vacant, the National Assembly met, either at Pavia or Milan (later on, on the plain of Roncaglia). The aspirant, whether he claimed the crown by right of sword or by petition of the people, convoked all freemen to the assembly to confirm him by acclamation. This done, he received the crown.

    The Emperors brought big armies with them to Italy; but they were feudal armies; the barons were only bound to serve for a limited period, and each man, when the specific service for which he was called out was finished, had a right to retire to his own hearth. The persistent power of ideas over the human mind is nowhere better illustrated than in this restoration of the Empire to the hands of mediaeval barbarians. Henceforth Italy had German princes, whose German subjects were so turbulent that the monarch could only exercise effective authority, south of the Alps, spasmodically and at long intervals. Italy was left more and more to herself, but in spite of disillusion perpetually repeated, in spite of the ineffectiveness of her Caesars, of the bitter and bloody results of their coming, she still clung to men who only shared the name of Augustus Imperator with the true descendants of Octavian.

    Otho I. came, indeed, as a conqueror, but he ruled in accordance with law and usage. He did not even find it necessary to send Germans, as Charlemagne had sent Franks, to supervise the government; but was content, since the Italians accepted his right to command, to enforce obedience when he was present, and to allow it to lapse when he had recrossed the Alps, relying on the might of the Imperial name to reinstitute his authority when he should reappear. But Italy, with the natural boundaries of the Alps between Germany and herself, disintegrated by the internal barriers of the Apennines, which are spread so irregularly over the peninsula; and vexed with the confusion which resulted from the admixture of so many races of conquerors, could give no firm foothold to the Northern Power, crippled as it was by domestic difficulty. The rejuvenated Empire was, however, full of hope. Southern Italy, indeed, was wanting to round off the possessions of Otho; and he attempted to get his Imperial position recognised by Byzantium in the marriage of his son to a Greek princess, dowered with the gift of Greek Italy. The projected marriage was first favoured and then rejected by the Eastern monarch; whereupon Otho attacked and ravaged the Greek possessions of the South, until the Emperor of the East was glad to accord the hand of the Princess Theophano to the younger Otho. In order to consolidate his power in Northern Italy, Otho entrusted the marquisate of Friuli and the defence of the eastern portion of the plain and the passes from Germany to his brother, and created the marquisates of Montferret, Este, and South Lombardy, which he entrusted to Germans or Italians on whose fidelity he could rely. These new feudatories were regarded with suspicion and jealousy by their neighbours; they sought security in their country castles; and the towns, left more to themselves than ever, usurped municipal privileges, which Otho, perceiving the value of urban support, quietly favoured.

    Otho II. found himself confronted on his accession by troubles at home, and was for years unable to visit Italy. The anarchy that ensued drove the Popes to infeodated their dominions in order to retain them, at the expense of a permanent weakening of their authority. The Archbishop of Ravenna, in spite of Papal opposition, did the same thing, and the prelates of Lombardy supplanted the power of the nobles in the cities by inducing the burghers to place themselves under their protection. A centrifugal tendency was soon manifested by Otho’s feudatories, and, when he was able to descend into Italy (980), he gave charters to the towns, under the lordship of their militant bishops, in order to restrain baronial pretensions. He received the Iron Crown at Pavia, and, proceeding to Rome, caused the massacre of several turbulent barons who were insubordinate to his creature, Pope Benedict VII. Yet, in his own way—a way marked at the same time by asperity and circumvention— Otho II. appears to have endeavoured to introduce some sort of order into the chronic confusion of Italian affairs. Southern Italy was at this time in a very disturbed condition, and Otho determined to assert his claim to the whole peninsula, and secure order in the domains and tributary states which the Eastern Emperor was unable to govern. The history of what followed it is almost impossible to unravel, so perplexing and contradictory are the obscure and muddled records of this dark and distant age. The rising sea-port of Pisa inaugurated her long series of services to the Imperial cause by lending him her galleys. He found the Lombard princes intriguing against each other, and opposing his claim to supremacy, and he pushed on into Apulia in the hope of an insurrection in his favour. He met with resistance, though his wife Theophano was well received at Rossano, where she remained guarding the Imperial treasure. We learn that he advanced to meet a new invading host of Saracens and defeated them; but a little later he fell into a trap, and the Moslem, descending from their mountain covert, surrounded the Christian army that was exhausted by a tedious march under a scorching sun. The Bishop of Augsburg, the Abbot of Fulda, the most distinguished of the chiefs and warriors of the Christians lay dead on the field, or were led away captive by the Moslem. Then follows a story which might have adorned the legendary chronicles of Novalesa or inspired the chaunters of the cycle of Charlemagne. Otho escaped with difficulty and fled along the sea-shore. Perceiving two Greek vessels skirting the coast, he rode his horse into the waves and shouted for help. One of the vessels sheered off, but the other rowed towards him and he was taken on board. Otho, finding himself on a ship that had fought against him at Taranto, concealed his identity, which was recognised only by a sailor who had once been in his service, and who kept the secret. The captain, with a view to the ransom that a person obviously of high rank would command, set sail for Constantinople; but Otho succeeded in corrupting him, promising him a large sum if he would take him on to Rossano. The sailor in. the secret was the first to disembark; and he returned to the port with Theophano, the Bishop of Metz, and a little escort bearing concealed arms. Mules heavily laden with treasure were led in the rear. The Bishop embarked with his men and sailed towards the Greek galley; and the Greeks, their greed inflamed by the sight of the weighted mules, at once rowed nearer the shore and let down anchor. If perchance they surmised that an Emperor was their prisoner, they had no dread of his escape; they were accustomed to a Basileus who never walked, even, without the ceremonious assistance of eunuchs. Suddenly Otho jumped overboard, swam for the shore and gained it, protected by the Bishop’s boat. The befooled Greek captain lost one of his men, who, attempting to follow Otho, was killed by the disguised German soldiery, and he sailed away, enlightened as to the character of barbarian royalty (Chron. Venez.—Mon. Germ. Sc. Thietmari Chron.—Gest. Episc. Camer. I. id.—Arnulphi. Hist. Med.). The victory of the Saracens had lost them their leader. They retired to Sicily, and Otho, too feeble to reduce the Lombard princes to submission, retired to Verona, where he assembled a diet, and had his young son by Theophano proclaimed King of Italy. Assembling a new army, he again marched southwards, but the death of the Pope recalled him to Rome, where he died (983). It is interesting to note that in a diploma by which Otho II. confirms the privileges of Venice, the Exarchate and Pentapolis are expressly mentioned in a manner contradictory of the claim of the Papal See to those territories through a grant of Otho I.

    The long minority of Otho III. kept Germany in a ferment, and the absence of the monarch allowed the provinces of Italy to augment their independence. The spirit of organization and good administration showed some signs of vigour in North Italy. The feudatories, lay and clerical, issued ordinances; the cities elected consuls and praetors, published municipal regulations, organized elective councils and prepared for defence; each citizen became a soldier; and the provincial signors established local courts of justice. Venice extended her sway over Dalmatia and put down piracy on the Adriatic; and Crescentius re-established an oligarchical republic in Rome; while the Greeks in Southern Italy, harassed still by Saracens, but relieved, by the absence of German interference, from the oscillating policy of the Lombard states which had played off one Empire against the other, placed a Catapan of the theme of Italy at Bari, and maintained a close connection between their coasts on both sides of the Adriatic.

    Grandson of the pious and reverential Adelaide, and son of a Greek princess on one side, and of “the bold, brave, and capable house of Saxony on the other, instructed by Gerbert, the most learned man of his century, who had studied among the most cultivated people of the age—the Moors of Spain—Otho developed a large stretch of imagination, vivid confidence in his own powers, resolute will, and soaring ambition. He is said to have visited Venice incognito, attended by a few courtiers only, and to have excused that city from the annual tribute that it paid to the Lombard Crown. He deemed himself born to achieve the restoration of the ancient Roman Empire to its pristine splendour. In 996 he entered Italy. The bishops welcomed him with joy, Crescentius withdrew from Rome at his approach, the Pope resumed his authority, and, on the death of John XV., Otho appointed his own cousin to the Holy See, and received the Imperial crown at his hands. It was evident that the new Caesar might be a dreamer, but that he was a man of steel, tenacious, and resolute in his dreams. The German Pope endeavoured to clench his power by surrounding himself with Germans and appointing his fellow-countrymen to judicial posts. When Otho was away from Rome this policy led to an insurrection of the national party, led by Crescentius; the Pope was deposed, and the general opinion was that the insurrectionists intended to place themselves under the protection of Byzantium (Arnulfi, Gest. arch. Mediol.). If it were so, there is no proof of Greek intrigue in the matter (Gay,). Otho swiftly returned, and besieged Crescentius in St. Angelo. Crescentius capitulated after making heroic resistance, and, violating a pledge of grace, Otho or his subordinates had him cast from the battlements. The mailed fist of the Emperor was heavily felt in the Peninsula. Gerbert, Otho’s old preceptor, who had already been appointed Archbishop of Ravenna, was elevated to the Papacy, and his splendid imagination is reputed to have inspired Otho with dreams of reviving the ancient Empire to its pristine boundaries. The Marquis of Ivrea, the most powerful feudatory in North Italy, was put to the ban of the Empire, and the great marquisate of Tuscany was infeodated to a German; the Sovereign imitated the magnificence of the Oriental Court; he announced himself as “ Otho, Roman, Saxon, and Italian, servant of the Apostles, by the grace of God August Emperor of the Roman world” born of a Greek mother, he demanded the hand of a Greek Princess, and she had already arrived at Bari when she heard the news of the premature death of the young Emperor. The dazzling prospect of a restored Empire was condemned by the Fates to remain the deceptive lure of a visionary age; and the young Caesar, who aspired to the command of the world, was unable to control the turbulent militia of the dismantled and dilapidated city he had designated for his capital; he had been compelled to escape by stealth, in the dead of night, from the Aventine palace, where his subjects were besieging him, and he died while awaiting the arrival of fresh troops from Germany (1002).

    The death of the third Otho extinguished that imperial line, and led to a civil war in Germany between contending forces for the vacant throne. Each disturbance struck a fresh blow at the effective power of the Emperor in Italy—a power already weakened by long and frequently repeated absences of the monarch; while the election of a stranger, related indeed to the Royal House, but very distantly, seemed to absolve the cities from the debt of gratitude which they owed to the Othos. Italy was, in essence, a collocation of manifold and clashing interests; and, even in the presence of the Emperor, the individual had little protection other than that afforded by his immediate lord or the bishop and magistrates of his particular city; different laws, different usages prevailed in different places; and the affection we now feel for our country the citizen then bore to his town. Every fresh disturbance weakened the notion of feudal obligation, and helped the estrangement from each other of the various members of the State. On the death of Otho III., Ardoin, Marquis of Ivrea, whom he had placed under his ban, convoked a diet at Pavia, and, in the hope of reviving the national monarchy, the prelates and lords present elected that powerful baron to the throne. The patriotism exhibited in Pavia was enough to excite the jealousy of the rival city, and Arnulph, Bishop of Milan, who had returned from an embassy too late to be present at the diet, declared the election illegal, since he, the premier ecclesiastical prince of Lombardy, had had no voice in it. Arnulph convoked a fresh diet at Roncaglia, and the pro-German and Milanese party recognised the new Emperor of the Germans as their King. Civil war followed, but Ardoin was defeated, and the descent of Henry II. into Italy met with no resistance. He received the Iron Crown at Pavia, the late centre of disaffection; but on the very day of coronation, drunken Germans insulted the citizens, and the latter besieged their new monarch in his palace. His army, encamped without the walls, fired the city, released their Sovereign, and then beat a hasty retreat. Pavia, almost burned to the ground, was hastily rebuilt, and civil war recommenced. Ardoin kept to the mountains, and Henry was called back to strife in Germany, while Milan and Pavia fought on. Italy had now two crowned monarchs and no ruler; Rome was in anarchy; and throughout the great plain and the slopes of the Alps, feudatories, in the names of the rivals, fought for their own establishment. At last, in 1013, Henry was able to return to Italy, and succeeded in getting crowned in Rome and restoring some degree of order. He riveted the allegiance of his faithful adherents—the bishops of the city—by giving them lay power equal to that of the great lords around, rights of coinage, of executing justice, and of levying taxes. As far as lay in his power, Henry, called the Saint by a grateful Church, converted lay into ecclesiastical feudalities.

    Meanwhile, internal troubles in Sicily diverted the attention of the Saracens to home affairs; and the Greeks took advantage of the diminution of danger from that source to fortify the northern frontier and make the authority of Basil II. recognised over the whole South as far as the Papal States. The Catapan founded a new city, Troia, in a commanding situation, and captured and occupied a fortress on the Garigliano, which was a direct menace to Rome. It became incumbent on Henry, who was now in Germany, to listen to the solicitations of the Pope and recross the Alps. According to certain German chronicles, Henry took Troia (Ann. Sangall, I., 82.—Casuum S. Galli cont., II., 155); but Gay is of opinion that he achieved a less unqualified success (Gay, L’Italie mérid. et l’empire byz., Paris, 1904, 419-425), though he succeeded in establishing the county of Camino as a barrier state (1022). He associated with its defence a band of Norman adventurers, who, under the guise of pilgrims, were traversing the South of Italy at this period, and finding it “ a land flowing with milk and honey,” were attracting their fellows thither. The Normans began to act as condottieri in the quarrels of the Lombard princelets. Henry now returned to Germany, where he died (1024).

    
    
    
    THE AGE OF THE FIRST FRANCONIAN EMPERORS: HENRY III. AND THE MINORITY OF HENRY IV.

    
    During the many years before he received the Imperial crown, Henry II. had styled himself King of the Romans in order to assert his title to the Empire, and Conrad II., elected by German nobles, also assumed it.

    Conrad of Franconia was a descendant of the great Otho, but on the spindle side: hence he was called the “ Salic,” and the great lords of Northern Italy again seized an opportunity, which they regarded as favourable, to free themselves from the domination of Germany. The King of France and the Duke of Aquitaine prudently refused the proffered I honour of the Iron Crown, and Heribert, Archbishop of Milan, who directed I these intrigues, then went to Germany to conciliate Conrad, who, following I a usage which was beginning to establish itself, sent deputies to the cities I announcing his approach, and requiring their oath of fealty, fœderum4 or I provisions for himself and army or their value in money, parata, or a sum to repair the roads and bridges of the route, and mansionatum, or the expenses of quartering the court and army.

    The diet was held at Roncaglia, a waste plain near Piacenza, which became the customary rendezvous on such occasions. Habitations, surrounded by a wall, arose as if by magic. Merchants assembled from all parts of Italy, and pitched their booths outside the enclosure, so that the scene was a combination of martial display with the bustle and gaiety of a fair. In the centre of the camp rose the royal pavilion, and this was I guarded by feudatories, summoned in turn by a herald. The ceremony of watching their arms through the night served the purpose of a roll-call, and those who did not present themselves were liable to be deprived of their fiefs. First, the monarch adjudicated on private causes; then he received the delegates of the towns, regulated their relations with the Crown, and settled their disputes; afterwards he disposed of questions of fief. Pavia and Ravenna alone withheld their oath of obedience, and were duly punished, and Conrad marched on to Rome, where he received the Imperial crown in the presence of Canute, the monarch of Denmark and England, and of Rudolph of Burgundy; while a fracas between the soldiery and the Romans, which recurred on these occasions with the regularity of the more harmless town and gown riots of modern times, mocked the sacred dignity of the investiture, and the magnificence of the pageantry which accompanied it. Conrad despoiled the marquisate of Verona to the gain of the Patriarch of Aquileia, confided the Brenner Pass to the keeping of the Bishop of Brixen, gave vice-regal powers to the Archbishop of Milan, and then recrossed the Alps.

    The great bishops had become invested with too much power. The burghers of the cities and the country nobles drew together, while the town populace, oppressed by the rich traders, supported the episcopal autocrats. Heribert of Milan, who, according to his contemporaries, had but to nod and Italy obeyed, led the militant bishops and the small burghers to battle, and met with unexpected defeat at Campo Malo. In mediaeval Italy the devastating forces of anarchy, like the subterranean fires of its volcanoes, were ever ready to burst the weakened trammel and spread terror and desolation through the land. From everywhere a cry went forth for the Emperor. Conrad responded to the appeal, and marched down to Italy (1036). “The thirst of the Italian for law shall be assuaged,” he said. Among other things he granted municipal constitutions to the towns.

    Heribert and the ecclesiastical party were pro-German so long as the German Sovereign extended their local sway; they made a volte face directly their privileges and authority in the towns were menaced. A diet was convoked, not at Milan, but at the city that hitherto had been anti-imperialistic—at Pavia. Heribert refused to appear and answer an accusation of injustice brought against him by certain of his vassals. Conrad replied to his contumacy by seizing and imprisoning him and several other bishops.. Straightway Heribert becomes a popular hero; he is the national champion against the brutal Teuton. The big burgher is now on the side of the Archbishop, and Conrad fails to take Milan. The conflagration spreads like wildfire throughout Northern and Central Italy, and the Teuton is on the verge of expulsion.

    One clever stroke saved the Empire. Conrad convoked a diet, and declared ail military holdings hereditary to male issue; he annulled the right of lords, lay and clerical, to dispossess their vassals of their fiefs. The same law of inheritance which gratified the family ambition of the great noble was, with indisputable logic, applied to the smallest peasant-holder, and gave him security of tenure. An axe was laid at the root of episcopal power, and in spite of the rivalries of neighbouring cities and the hostile elements shut up within the selfsame walls, the seeds of Italian freedom were sown.

    It was in the struggle against Conrad that Heribert introduced the famous cayoccio of Milan, copied by Italian cities, used as their standard, the prize of battle, the object of attack, the centre of defence, round which the contest was ever wont to wage fiercest. Supposed to imitate the ark of the covenant, it was drawn by the swift-paced bullocks of the South, adorned with red coverlets; from its centre rose a pole bearing the flag of the city with a figure of Christ” on the cross below it. In front the caroccio bore a platform for the brave men ready to die in its defence; behind were trumpeters. The Host was consecrated on the caroccio before its departure for battle, and a chaplain often accompanied it to the field. Its loss was felt as the deepest ignominy that could befall a city, and the flower of the citizen army was selected to be its guard.

    Having settled the affairs of Lombardy, Conrad turned his attention to the South. In spite of perpetual war with the Saracen the Greeks had consolidated their empire in Apulia ,· the Lombards, divided among themselves into little principalities, were under the preponderating influence of the Prince of Capua, and the Prince of Capua, bent on destroying the privileges of the monks of Casino that had been guaranteed by Imperial charters, and on forcing the Lombard South to submission to his will, was the determined foe of Germanic influence, and had allied himself with the Catapan. Conrad marched his army to Troia, received its submission, and, getting help from the Prince of Salerno and the Norman colonists and condottieri, it needed a mere military promenade to break the power of Capua and transfer it to Salerno. Salerno, nominally the vassal of Germany, was now the real sovereign of Campania. The success of Conrad was largely aided by a handful of the most courageous, even if not the most physically powerful, people in Europe—heathen buccaneers, who, sailing from Scandinavia, had in three generations conquered Normandy, transformed themselves into Christians, exhibited a natural aptitude for eloquence and the ingenious subtleties of law, absorbed a civilization superior to their own, and endowed it with a new vitality, and, retaining the predatory instinct, the adventurous daring, and the unquenchable curiosity of their sires, had acquired an intemperate reverence for holy places, and directed their energies to visiting them. Pilgrims of this race, so well described by Geoffrey Malaterra, their contemporary, as accomplished (with the accomplishment of those times) yet cunning, grasping to have, but lavish to spend, enduring, yet given to pleasure, traversed France and Italy en route for Palestine, quite prepared to obtain by the right of the sword what was not accorded by religious benevolence. Monte Cassino was then the abode of learning, the seat of miracle, and the resort of the poorer pilgrim. The history of the first appearance of these Northmen in Southern Italy is mingled with legend, and is more than obscure, but it is clear that they were keenly sensitive to the soft attractions of that enchanted land, laden with grain and flower and fruit, while they disdained its languid, timid inhabitants. Band after band arrived, their numbers increased steadily, and in 1017 they ravaged Apulia with even more ferocity than Saracen pirates or the light horse of the Hun. Defeated in a bloody battle by the Catapan and his Byzantine troops (1018), the scattered remnant had taken service under the various Lombard chiefs, and been granted small patches of territory and points of vantage at Aversa, near Naples, and elsewhere.

    The corruption of the Church at this period and the clash of conflicting claims was accompanied by increased vigour of municipal life and renewal of the Christian spirit. The feudatories desired admission to the cities that had become powerful by reason of the security their walls afforded, the tranquillity of municipal administration, and the presence of an organized militia. They requested the cities to protect them and their fiefs; and the presence of skilled warriors gave increased powers of resistance to the cities, and acted as a counterpoise to episcopal sway. In the Church the old orders were being reformed and new orders founded, and Peter Damian, Peter the Lombard, and Lanfranc denounced the disorders and degeneracy of the Church, and urged a return to the simplicity of its early principles. A true reformation was afoot, not opposed to Catholic authority, but bent on restoring to it the spirit of its founder, while, at its seat, three rival Pontiffs divided the revenues of the Church, and issued Papal curses at each other from three Holy Chairs at the Vatican, the Lateran, and S. Maria Maggiore. It was clearly the duty of Henry III., the son and successor of Conrad (who died in a.d. 1039) to descend into Italy and reform the Papacy as he had already reformed the German Church, as well as to establish his authority over the towns of the fertile plain, the fertility of which now emancipated a large proportion of the growing population from agriculture, and permitted them to supply the markets of Germany with goods of their own manufacture and exotic luxuries, which their proximity to the passes of the Alps and the seaports of the Mediterranean enabled them to transmit. Henry deposed the rival Pontiffs, and appointed the first of a series of devout and capable German Popes, whom he held in strict subjection to the Empire, little conscious that he was establishing a rival power that would become its mightiest and bitterest foe. For the first Pope was content with a subordinate position; he recognised the overlordship of the “ Vicar of God,” whom he anointed, and while he and his immediate successors restored the dignity and authority of the Pope in his sacerdotal functions, the Emperor, a man of upright character and a firm ruler, was now practically the Head of the Church, and appointed the bishops of Italy and the Empire at his will.

    It had now become an Imperial tradition that the Emperor should proceed from Rome to exercise his authority in Southern Italy. Henry III., therefore, marched his army southwards, where he tried to establish some balance of power among the Lombard princes, and recognised the Norman counts by granting them the Imperial investiture of the lands they had acquired—lands gotten by playing off Lombard against Lombard, Greek against Greek, and Lombard against Greek, by taking and changing service with the indifference, but without even the scruples, of a Dugald Dalgetty. For first we find some of the increasing numbers of these adventurers aiding Maniakes the Greek general, in his attempt, at first successful and afterwards disastrous, to re-establish Byzantine rule round the slopes of Etna; and then, complaining of the smallness of their share of the booty, returning to Campania. The heavy levies of troops and contributions made during the Sicilian War caused a revolt of the towns of Apulia, and the Norman chieftains, finding the numbers of their ranks increasing day by day, joined their forces with an intriguing Lombard of Milan in the Greek service, who favoured the insurrection, and lent their aid to the insurrectionary movement. They even arranged beforehand the division among themselves and Ardouin, this Lombard adventurer, of the territories they intended to rule. The Greeks were defeated in successive battles (1041) and their commander captured. Bari and other towns concluded treaties with the Normans, become masters of Melfi, assuming independent power in order to preserve their territory from ravage; while Argiros, a local chieftain, was proclaimed Duke and Prince of Italy, usurped the position and powers of Catapan, and acknowledged the status of the Norman “ counts.” Back came Maniakes, and the presence of that ruthless but capable Greek boded ill to the Norman arms. Then came news to the Greek camp of a new Emperor at Constantinople and the ascendancy there of Maniakes’ bitterest foe. Maniakes, foreseeing ruin, seduced his soldiery and took the insignia of royalty, whereupon Argiros bought the favour of the Eastern government by submission; and, by a quick change of parts, it is now Argiros who bears the authority of Constantinople and restrains his Normans on behalf of the Eastern Empire, while Maniakes, the Greek general, takes up the role of revolt. Many of the Normans, finding their career checked by the volte face of Argiros, now chose one of the famous House of Hauteville as their leader, and in order to legitimatize their position they offered their services to the Prince of Salerno, who received their homage for the territory they had acquired. Their warlike instinct had led them to the occupation of positions very distant from each other, indeed, but commanding all the routes that led to the Adriatic. When Henry III. admitted the Normans as feudatories of the Empire they signalized the new honour, and took advantage of the weakness of all the Powers of the South by occupying the patrimonies of St. Peter, ravaging the countryside, and waylaying the pilgrims even (John of Fécamp, Migne, cxliii., 798). The condition of the South, lay and ecclesiastical, compelled the frequent personal presence of the Pope, and Leo IX. regarded the defence of Imperial and ecclesiastical rights as one and inseparable. He set out at the head of a small army of very poor quality, for German troops were for the most part occupied in their own country. There was a complete understanding between the Pope and Argiros— both Empires were to unite to put an end to the reign of terror of those “ Saracen Christians,” the Normans. But Argiros was soon disposed of by the Normans, who then encountered the Pope, defeated him near Civitate, and besieged him in that town, to which he had retreated. It was impossible to hold Civitate, and the Pope came forth, clad in his pontifical robes, at the head of a procession of his clergy, and we witness .the strange scene of the hardened warriors, still flushed with victory, grovelling in the dust, and demanding the forgiveness of the man who had come to attack them. They did him homage, and swore to be faithful to him, and doubtless, in spite of the rising wave of religious emotion, an understanding of some practical nature was arrived at. Under the guise of a guard of honour the Pope was conveyed to Benevento, and kept as a hostage for six months. Henceforward we find the Normans taking up a new political role. Under the cover of devoted service to the Holy See they seek every opportunity of disuniting their foes, securing their own advancement, and pushing their own advantage in both the present and the future life.

    In 1054 the Pope smote the Greek Church with anathema for holding that the Holy Spirit proceeded from the Father alone. An estrangement between the two great branches of the Christian Church had lasted for six centuries with temporary reconciliations, but political considerations were always mingled with theological prejudices, and, in spite of the resumption of intercourse on more than one occasion, the subsequent brutality of the Norman allies of the Church and the Latin seizure of Constantinople, prevented any real healing of the breach, which now became final.

    Henry died in 1056, and the Empress ruled on behalf of her young son Henry, now but six years of age. The long minority gave the Papacy an opportunity, not merely of affirming its independence, and under the direction of the great Hildebrand, the Pope-maker, of reforming the Church, but of establishing the spiritual supremacy of Rome over the temporal power of the Empire. Nicholas II. got it decreed that henceforward the cardinalate, or curates of the parish churches of Rome, should alone have the right to elect the Pope, saving the honour and respect due to the Empire. The Imperial authority itself was undermined, and the rights of the Roman citizens destroyed, and the Romans rose in revolt; but a band of the Pope’s faithful Normans soon restored order to the city, for, since it was found impossible to break the Norman power in the South, it became the policy of the Papacy to enlist its services, while the Normans were acute enough to perceive that the reforming party in the Church would have quite enough to do without opposing their advance.

    The inner reason of this close alliance was that the Papacy had to re-establish the authority of the Western Church in Southern Italy, where there were many Greek monasteries to be dealt with, and ancient patrimonies of St. Peter to be recovered, and the decrees of the Church could only be made effective by the aid of Norman arms. If these devout adventurers had, on the one hand, an ungracious instinct for spoliation, they were not wholly beyond the pale of redemption, for they enriched the Holy Church with lands and monasteries that remained equally devoted to their benefactors and the Holy See (vide Aim, ystoire di li Normant.—Gay,). Robert Guiscard, one of the sons of the House of Haute ville in Cotentin, was present with Hildebrand and Nicholas II. at the Council of Melfi (1058), and in return for his oath of support he was entitled “ Duke of Apulia and Calabria, by the grace of God and St. Peter, and with their aid future Duke of Sicily.” It is evident that the astute policy of the Holy See foresaw the great role that was to be played by the Norman in the South. Reviving the theory that the Chair of St. Peter was the representative of ancient Rome, Pope Nicholas II. and his great adviser, Hildebrand, usurped powers which, on their own theory, they had delegated to the Emperor. They gave the Normans the sanction of religion, and thereby endowed them with great force, and for seven centuries after this memorable investiture the kingdom of Naples remained a fief of St. Peter. But the immediate effect was to stir the Greeks to obstinate resistance, and for years Robert’s band of Normans, strengthened by Sclavs from Dalmatia and ruffians of all kinds, occupied mountain-fastnesses and maintained themselves by a life of plunder. Their incessant raids on the countryside and assaults on the towns gradually brought the country to submission, while Constantinople remained paralyzed by domestic disorder, and unable to put forth her full power. At last Bari, the stronghold of Greek influence, and its military and naval metropolis in Italy, fell to Robert Guiscard (1071), and allowed him to send reinforcements to his brother Roger, who was across the Straits of Messina winning, bit by bit, the freedom of the Christian rayah of Sicily from Moslem masters, a task in which he was aided by their dissensions.

    During the restoration of Greek power in the land of which New Rome had never relinquished its grasp, though it was often compelled by internal troubles to relax it, the cities, one by one, recognised the supremacy of the Empire of which they still theoretically remained a part. The last city to come under effective control was Amalfi, and the reason of the reluctance of Amalfi and Naples to welcome the restoration of Eastern authority is to be found in their commerce and friendly relations with the Moslem. Constantinople allowed Naples to retain its autonomy under the native dukes, and that city was defended by a separate military caste. The gradual evolution of the little state being through the leadership of the bishop towards an aristocratic form of government, the “ Duke “ got more and more monarchical power, transmitting it to members of his own family. Finally, this monarchy became weakened, and power gradually passed to an aristocracy. At Gaeta the ducal authority was never so strong as at Naples, and that state also became, in essence, an oligarchy in the latter half of the eleventh century. Bari and all the important and flourishing ports along both eastern and western littorals appear to have been governed by Imperial delegates from Constantinople, but the rulers of the smaller towns belonged for the most part to native families, and “ boni homines,” natives of position, formed boards of arbitration for the settlement of trifling matters. At Gaeta and Naples the “ boni homines “ appear to have had a share in the government. Fidelity in troublous times brought an increase of autonomous privilege, and in the period nearing the extinction of the Greek domination the cities were in the hands of local wealthy families. Ultimately, the stress of Saracen and Norman invasions compelled the Catapan to leave the cities to themselves. The dissensions of the Lombards were also favourable to the emancipation of the towns under their control, and we find from the annals of Benevento that there was a rudimentary municipal organization there in the beginning of the eleventh century (Dina, II com. benevent nel mille, Milan, 1898). It must not be forgotten that the tradition of the municipal life of the past was probably never wholly lost in Southern Italy, and in times of Greek weakness cities attacked by the Saracen made separate treaties quite independently of the concurrence of central authority. Each city learned to rely on itself more and more, and we find them filled with the same spirit of local patriotism and mutual jealousy which we shall observe to grow up in the towns of the North. Their inhabitants appear to have acted collectively in the names of their chief dignitaries (Gay, Chap. VII.). Rivalry of politically opposed parties developed in the South, some relying on the aid of Constantinople, while others proposed to seek succour from the Lombards or the revived Western Empire. When the Normans conquered the land, they were obliged to respect that municipal autonomy of the towns which was, indeed, the chief factor that had retarded their success. Indeed, the decline of Greek domination enhanced the freedom of the towns, and Amalfi in particular then reached the acme of her commercial prosperity. The brazen gates of her episcopal palace commanded the admiration of Didier, the friend of Hildebrand. William of Apulia describes her as being “ unsurpassed in wealth, in gold and silver and merchandise, full of mariners, as wise in the knowledge of the stars as expert in the ways of the sea, her sailors bringing the wares of Alexandria and Antioch to their homes, and familiar with Arab and Indian, and the peoples of Sicily and Africa.” Unfortunately, we are in complete ignorance as to the municipal organization of Amalfi or any of the communes of Southern Italy and Sicily, and quite erroneous deductions have been drawn from the occurrence of the term “ consul,” which was often applied to any functionary, irrespective of the derivation of the authority he exercised. Monte Cassino, the oldest of monasteries, founded by the saintly Benedict in the troublous times that attended the break-up of the Empire of the West (529), maintained relations with both Rome and Constantinople, was adorned with the refinements of art, and its library sheltered the manuscripts of culture and superstition. The neighbouring city of Capua became a centre for study, and Naples was renowned for its, translators of Greek legends of the saints. Salerno produced an historian who was at pains to consult the local archives, and journeys were made from beyond the Alps to consult its physicians.

    In Southern Italy and Sicily, that “ rich jewel of the South,” the Normans found themselves possessed of the fairest lands and ruling the most polished races of Europe. By the end of the century Roger Guiscard had Sicily at his feet, while to Robert Guiscard, aided by Amalfi, Salerno, the last of the Lombard possessions, fell in 1077, five centuries after the advent of Alboin and his Lombards, and three centuries after the Frankish overthrow of the great kingdom they established in the North. The Amalfitans made Robert their Duke, with the stipulation that their territory was to remain inviolate to Norman troops, and that they should continue to enjoy their ancient rights and liberties. By 1080 the last vestiges of Greek domination had disappeared, though from the ancient colonization of the land by the Hellenes much Greek blood remained, with some of the Sclav and other races that made up the mixed population of Constantinople; and there were also Sclavonian colonies from Dalmatia near the Adriatic littoral. Of the Saracen there remained little trace in Apulia and Calabria. In 1081 restless ambition, combined with enthusiasm for the Roman Church, his benefactor, and the calculations of a “ forward “ policy, led Robert Guiscard to attack the Greeks in Illyria. He defeated Alexius Comnenus, who had arrived to raise the siege of Durazzo, but was recalled by his overlord, Pope Gregory VII., to deliver him from the hands of Henry IV., who hastily evacuated Rome at his advance. The needy adventurer had become a powerful prince, and could boast of having made both Emperors of the Roman world flee from his formidable presence. Become masters, the Norman banditti exhibited admirable administrative qualities. As soldiers they had learned the value of discipline and cohesion; they were excellent organizers, and, as Freeman remarks, even in their lawlessness they displayed their inclination for law, for they delighted in defending themselves by elaborate reasoning. In Sicily they became admirable and tolerant rulers of a population mixed in race and professing antagonistic creeds, and it is quite possible that perception of the adaptability and the latent powers of administration that lay within them may have weighed with the Papacy and its astute advisers among those considerations which induced it to bestow its favours on such apparent foes of order and tranquillity. The Papal defeat at Civitate made the Pontiff supreme lord of the South; it gave the successor of St. Peter more power than any victory, and his captivity enabled Leo to acquire sovereignty which the most intrepid of his predecessors would not have dared to attempt.

    
    
    GROWING POWER AND PRETENSIONS OF THE PAPACY

    
    The honest, praiseworthy attempt of Henry III. to reform the Church by placing strong men of indisputable piety in the Chair of St. Peter led to results of which he little dreamed; it led to pretensions of theocratic character, to a prolonged and bloody contest, which finally enfeebled both the contesting powers and witnessed the humiliation of Popes and the yet deeper abasement of Emperors. Reform of the Church appeared to its statesmen to remain impossible so long as the Church depended on Imperial support, and the Pope owed his position to Imperial patronage; so long as the great sees were the traffic of the great lords, and the nomination to benefices in their hands; so long as the Church was restricted from an unfettered rule of her own house, and those who should give the Holy Spirit unconditional and unconstrained devotion remained the timeserving partners or adherents of the sons of men.

    
    
    CLAIMS OF THE PAPACY

    
    It is worthwhile to note that from an early period in the Middle Ages the Papacy had been persistently and insidiously intent on the prosecution of two great claims—namely, that of temporal power (which developed into the assertion of universal dominion) and that of spiritual supremacy.

    I. Claim to Temporal Power.—At the time when the Byzantine dominion in Italy was waning and the kingdom of the Lombards was in decay, the Pope desired to shake off the authority of the East and become an independent ruler. Some Roman cleric forged the famous donation ofConstantine, which set forth that Constantine the Great, in gratitude for having been miraculously cured of leprosy at the hands of Pope Sylvester I., had retired to the Bosphorus, and delegated the rule of the Western capital and Italy to the Pontifical Chair. Stephen II. Appointed Pepin, the father of Charlemagne, Patrician of Rome and defender of the City and the Church. The author of the life of Stephen says that Pepin executed a deed of gift, ceding certain cities to all the Popes, and that this document was extant in his time (ninth century). No trace of it has been discovered, but it probably referred to the Exarchate. This donation is said to have been confirmed by Charlemagne (vita Adriani), who further bestowed on the Pope Venice, Istria, Benevento, and other provinces (which he had never conquered, and which consequently it was not in his power to give). This document has also disappeared, and was probably a forgery (if it ever existed). As to the policy of these Papal claims, it must be acknowledged that, while on the one hand they have delayed the union of Italy and diverted the Church from its spiritual functions, yet, on the other hand, had it not been for the persistent claim of the Pope to independence he would probably have become a creature of the protecting Power, as did the Popes in exile. The Roman Catholic Church might easily have sunk far below the servile level of Avignon; it might have occupied a similar dependency on the State to that which has characterized the Greek Church, or have become subordinate to the civil power, like the Church of England.

    II. Claim to Spiritual Authority—From the very earliest times the Popes, as successors to Peter and as metropolitan bishops, claimed seniority and ultimately authority over the other bishops of the Christian Church.

    But a Frankish ecclesiastic, who styled himself Isidorus Mercator (840-860),in order to protect the Frankish bishops from the oppressions of princes and ecclesiastical councils, antedated certain documents, and gathered up the prevailing tendencies of the time into forged documents, the contents of which shifted the control of their order to the Pope (False Decretals).

    
    
    HILDEBRAND

    
    The claims of the Church found their greatest exponent in the person of Gregory VII. Hildebrand, the son of a Tuscan carpenter, entered the great Church, which then offered the only career open to merit independently of rank, and became a monk of the famous Benedictine House of Cluny. He achieved no less a reputation for holiness of life than for ripeness of learning, and accompanied Bruno, Bishop of Toul and a relative of the Emperor Henry III., to Rome. It was through the influence of Hildebrand that Bruno became Pope, as Leo IX., in 1049. Hildebrand became a sort of “ Mayor of the Palace,” and was the mainspring of the complex combinations of Papal policy. He was the intimate councillor, and directed the statesmanship of Bruno and his four successors in the Holy Chair. Elected to the Papacy in 1073, he was politic enough to request the approval of Henry IV., who readily confirmed him in the Pontificate. But, as he wrote to his friend, the Abbot of Cluny, it was his fixed desire to effect a total purging of the Church from its foulness, and especially from the guilt of simony. Now Henry, in spite of many manly and wholesome qualities, was dissolute, wilful, at war with his barons, desirous of superiority in honour and power, and ever in want of money. Consequently, when he had grown up and entered into his heritage, he sold benefices to incapable and even to corrupt men, and the clergy of Germany, already sufficiently vicious, strengthened in their unclerical quality by the accession of these unworthy pastors, were the ready supporters of the Imperial project to checkmate the growing pretensions of Rome, and subordinate the Church to a kind of feudal dependence on the royal will. Gregory began by reproving Henry mildly but resolutely. He then sent legates to Germany to exhibit there the authority of the Church, but in vain. Then in 1074 and 1075 he summoned councils at Rome to condemn and anathematize priests guilty of concubinage, and persons guilty of simony, and in the latter council kings and princes were for the first time forbidden to give the ring and crosier, a custom which had been followed since Carolingian times. The issues were now clear. The Emperor strove to make the Church a feudal dependency; the Pope to render the Church, with all its temporalities, independent of the State. Technically, the consecration of a bishop by his metropolitan was the real spiritual investiture. But Gregory was not the man to be caught in a legal trap, and he made no distinction between this spiritual act and the temporal gift with which it was associated. His was that fine union of the speculative with the practical intellect that can recognise distinctions and penetrate beneath them to the essential factors of a question. Declarations of “Deposition “ on the one side, and “ Excommunication with deposition “ on the other side followed. The German lords, either in rebellion or ripe for it, were not slow to avail themselves of this bold act of Gregory, and Henry was forced to a dramatic penitence at the gates of the castle of the great Countess Matilda, which, after eight centuries had passed, still rankled in the mind of the strongest of Prussian statesmen. Germany was about to transfer the crown to Rudolph of Swabia, and so desperate had the situation become that Henry had to make his escape from his enemies, and cross the Alps in mid-winter, accompanied only by his wife, his child, and a few faithful retainers. The lords of Lombardy were not altogether indisposed to take up his cause, because, among other reasons, the See of Milan was striving to keep its independence of Rome. It had been attacked on the question of the celibacy of the clergy, which it failed to preserve, and the traditional policy of Lombardy was to adopt the weaker side. But the attitude of his feudatories in Germany was so menacing that Henry hurried on to the Apennines, where Gregory was staying with that obedient and devoted daughter of Rome, his faithful friend and supporter Matilda, the powerful Countess of Tuscany and the broad lands on either side. Gregory was preparing to pass on to Germany, when the Marquis of Este, the Abbot of Cluny, and the chief lords and ecclesiastics of Italy, implored him to grant Henry absolution. A contemporary writer, Lambert of Aschaffenberg, relates the famous dramatic events that took place at the mountain stronghold of Canossa.

    “ The Pope stood out a long while,” says he, “ but at length, persuaded by the entreaties and position of the supplicants, he replied, ‘ If, indeed, he be truly repentant of his misdoing, let him divest himself of his crown and all the insignia of royalty, and place them in my hands as evidence of heartfelt and sincere contrition, and let him proclaim that his culpable contumacy has rendered him unworthy to occupy regal dignity and bear the royal name.’

    “ These conditions appeared too merciless to the delegates; they importuned the Pope to modify his decision and not to bruise the broken reed. At last Gregory yielded grudgingly to their earnest appeals, and he assented to Henry’s coming to him to make reparation as a penitent for the affront which he had offered the Holy See in disobeying its decrees. Henry fulfilled the command, and came, and the castle being girdled by a triple wall he was admitted into the enclosure within the second wall, all his following being kept without in the first court. He had divested him of his royal robes; nothing betokened the ruler, nothing indicated his rank; his feet were bare, and he remained fasting from the morning till eventide vainly awaiting the sentence of the Roman Pontiff. The second and the third days passed in like manner; on the fourth he was admitted, and in the presence of everybody, after prolonged discussion, the sentence of excommunication was removed, but under condition—namely, that he should hold himself ready to answer to a diet of German princes concerning the charges made against him at the place and time which the Pope should dictate; further, that the Pope should be his judge and determine the cause, and that if Henry could prove his innocence he might retain his sovereignty, but if not he should be deprived of it, and subjected to the penalty laid down by ecclesiastical law. . . . And until judgment was pronounced he should neither bear the insignia of royalty nor assume any public function “ (Lambertus Schafnaburgensis, de Rebus German). Donizo, the chaplain of the great Countess, says that the winter was bitterly cold (Vit. Comit. Mat.); the high ground of the Apennines would be covered with snow. Yet the bitter penance, which sent a thrill of awe through the Western World, and will continue to impress its imagination throughout the ages, did not suffice to appease the indignation or complete the policy of the last of that series of great Pontiffs who had raised the Papacy from its deepest degradation to fullest princedom. Gregory was bent on securing a true priesthood to the Church, on firmly fixing the Church Catholic in its true character of sanctuary to the weak, succour and support of lowly merit, asylum of letters, no respecter of persons, a bond of unity between past and present, ruling and restraining the tumultuous conflicting elements of the world, and bringing all men into the brotherhood of Christ. The Pope-statesman, it will be noted, was not content with the penitential garb, the satisfaction made for contumacy, the abasement of the princely, or the exaltation of the pontifical office; his pronouncement struck a still deeper blow at Imperial supremacy when he ordered Henry to present himself for trial before his peers at the Papal mandate.

    In order fully to appreciate the bold self-confidence of Hildebrand’s action, it should be noted that the quarrel had been brought to a crisis by insubordination within the Church itself. The quasi-independent See of Milan had been occupied by a protégé of Hildebrand who had been driven from the archiepiscopal throne, and filled by Henry at the solicitation of the diocese. And the man who claimed the obedience of the sovereigns of Europe was so little master in his own house that the nobles of Rome, headed by Cenci, a former prefect of the City, attacked the Pope, and cast him into prison, whence he was only rescued by fear of the people who were devoted to him. Now, however, Gregory seemed to be complete victor. Impressed by the personality and under the influence of the great Pope, the Countess Matilda gave the succession to her broad domain to the Papacy at the time of the great scene at Canossa (1077). Gregory declared the ecclesiastics who supported the Emperor to be excommunicated and deposed (1078). He was not afraid of his Norman supporters even, and visited them with the penalties of the Church; while his authority ran from Sicily to Denmark and from Hungary to France. Councils were held, monarchs and bishops deposed, and reform effected. But Henry, victor in Germany, nursed his revenge, and the struggle between the Papacy and the Empire soon recommenced. The contentions of rival bishops weakened the political power of the Lombard episcopacy over their cities, and burghers profited by the bickerings of -prelates to administer their cities themselves. Barely four years after Canossa (1080), Henry, more advanced in manhood and experienced in arms, and with a deeper insight into political issues, recrossed the Alps. Pope and Emperor launched fiats of deposition against one another. Henry was welcomed by the municipalities of Lombardy, and received the royal crown. Wealthy Pisa, Lucca, and Siena, seeking the grant of privileges, gave him every aid, and paralyzed the power of the great Countess. Henry marched on to Rome, and Gregory, placed in deadly jeopardy, removed anathema from the Normans, whom he had excommunicated for their aggressions, invested them with their conquests, and sent a despairing cry to Robert Guiscard for help. Three times did Henry invest Rome, three times he was compelled to withdraw, but at last the fickle populace, weary of the sacrifice they were perpetually renewing for their indomitable master, admitted the Emperor into the city. Gregory escaped to the Castle of St. Angelo, and was besieged by Henry and by the Romans themselves, now irritated through the sufferings they had undergone from that inflexible will. The wheel had gone full circle, and Gregory, pent up in St. Angelo, might hear the shouts that attended the crowning of the Emperor and the installation of a new Pope. For Henry called a parliament of the Romans and the nobles and bishops of the camp. Gregory as finally summoned, and, failing to appear, the Archbishop of Ravenna was installed as Clement III. Then followed the coronation of Henry. But the Pope still held out in St. Angelo, and Robert Guiscard, who had retired from a campaign in Dalmatia at the Pope’s call, accompanied by a body of formidable warriors, advanced to his relief. Henry, whose feudal following was much diminished by disease or the ending of the term of service to which it was bound, found himself in one of those enfeebled situations that were regularly recurrent under the feudal military system. He was compelled to slink ignominiously out of one gate as Guiscard’s horse arrived at another. Rome was stormed and taken. The adventurers who “ had defeated the army of the Emperor of the East in Albania, had put to flight the Emperor of the West, now replaced the greatest of the Popes on the throne of Christendom. Gregory VII., standing beside his preserver Guiscard, presents a spectacle so remarkable as seldom to be met with in history “ (Gregorovius). The city was given over to slaughter, sack, and fire, and under the escort of Norman bandits and Saracen unbelievers the Great Visionary retired from the city to which he had brought ruin. He appears to have made no effort to save the city, as Leo I. is reputed to have done when it was menaced by Attila and his hordes. Prolonged contention had produced its usual result in embittering the temper and disturbing the judgment of a great spirit. He died at Salerno the following year, 1085. Surveying his long and stormy career he had the satisfaction of being able to judge of himself in terms which few of the swift successors of frail humanity dare use, though they were completed by an utterance of bitter pessimism. “ I have loved justice and hated iniquity, and therefore I die in exile,” is said to have been the last word of the strenuous and lofty-souled Hildebrand.

    His ambition was of no ignoble order. He aspired to make the Papacy the guide and controller of the Western nations, and the Church the worthy keeper of the Christian conscience. In order to do so it was necessary to reform the Church itself, to isolate it from all family ties, and to vindicate its independence of feudal influence and feudal interference. These two objects required (1 ) the submission of the clergy to a rule of life, not indeed new, but never rigidly enforced; and (2) the maintenance of the prerogatives of the clergy against lay authority. In the first of these two objects he succeeded, in the second he met with but partial success, and the quarrel Gregory bequeathed has been continued down to our own time.

    The doctrine of a celibate clergy appeared very early in the history of the Church, at first tentatively and as a counsel of perfection, and afterwards it was enforced as indispensable. The Council of Elvira, which sat early in the fourth century, ordered married priests to five apart from their wives; at the Council of Nice (a.d. 325) all but readers were excluded from marriage, and a whole string of Popes before Gregory had issued decrees commanding celibacy. When it is realized that, in the unsettled society of the Middle Ages, marriage was essentially a matter of family barter and arrangement, wherein the increase of the sway and power of the contracting families was a prime consideration, it is obvious that the claims of alliance might prove a serious and disturbing factor in a married career. The great lords, too, had commenced to intermarry their children with those of priests, especially in North Italy, where the great Heribert had been a married man. Since the Emperor had so many-bishoprics in his gift, and, naturally, gave them to his own countrymen, this meant an increase of the Imperial power in Italy. And apart from political considerations it is generally conceded that the constraining force of marital and paternal duty often gravely hinders the fulfillment of high and strenuous purpose. A strong case can certainly be made out for Hildebrand, for, in his time, the stringent laws of celibacy were relaxed or had become a dead letter, and the richest benefices were assigned for family reasons. The Councils of 1074 and 1075 rigorously and decisively confirmed the condemnation of the marriage of Churchmen, and also of investiture at lay hands, which Hildebrand, as the power behind the throne, had previously prohibited through Victor II., Stephen IX., Nicholas II., and Alexander III., Pontiffs that, since he had contrived to secure the support of the senate and Roman people as well as the confidence of the clergy, owed their election to his authority. Nor was it only marriage that he attacked; he penalized sexual impurity in the priesthood. His great aim was to secure the spiritual power of the priestly order by isolating it from all temporal control and temporal influences. It must, however, be conceded that the austere Pope, who rose to fame and power by the sanctity then attributed to bodily self-mortification, was perhaps too ready to assume that the severe distinction of rigorous chastity, laborious to the unconsecrated natural man, would be rigidly observed by the consecrated clergy, even though that body was selected, invested, and sustained by spiritual control.

    Investiture was a natural issue of feudalism. For though in the early Church priests were elected by the people, kings and nobles, in enriching the Church, naturally retained the right of presentation to the livings which they had endowed. Quite early the Carolingian monarchs conceived that they had a right to nominate bishops. If ecclesiastics held feudal lands it was illogical that they should be excused from feudal duty. When the Sovereign invested the priest with temporal benefits, the latter by the ordinary system of tenure should become his man. But, on the other hand, no result could have been more indecorous and inconsequent than for the servants of the Prince of Peace to lead troops, join in combat, and occupy themselves with worldly cares even more incompatible with their profession than those attaching to wedlock. Questions of privilege and right, of coinage and toll, not to speak of the seductions of field sports and worldly display, obscured those peculiar and distinctive spiritual qualities which should adorn a priesthood. The Church was fully equipped with the world, the flesh, and the devil, and every prominent person, if a Churchman, endeavoured to secure these ecclesiastical advantages for himself, if a layman for some member of his family.

    Many spiritually-minded reformers, like Arnold of Brescia, have wished to relieve the Church of all temporalities except tithes; but Hildebrand was convinced that the Spiritual Arbitress of the world required temporal power to maintain her position and enforce her decrees. The revenues of the Church could be collected and administered by organized authority. Just as Caesar and Augustus saw the necessity of consolidating and unifying the disorganized Republic by gathering all its forces under one head capable of purging the State of its vices, so Hildebrand perceived the need of a centralized command which might correct the corruptions and maintain the vigour and authority of the Church. He claimed, moreover, the right of the representative of the spiritual unity of Europe to the vassalage of the West, and to interfere in the name of God, of justice, and of right-doing, with the turbulent injustices and anarchical antagonisms of Feudal Europe. To the infallibility of the Pope when fulfilling his spiritual office, only formally adopted by the most oecumenical of all Councils in 1870, he would fain have added the office of the Dictatorship of Peace to the Western World. Though he was not unopposed in his own Church, the long minority of the Emperor favoured his purpose. He thus was able to meet Henry’s fiat of deposition with anathema, and the contrition of disturbed and exhausted Germany led to the triumph of Canossa.

    Much as we are compelled to admire Gregory’s persistent energy, his comprehensive views, his lofty ambition, and his pure motives; much as we are compelled to sympathize with his magnificent conceptions of a purified and triumphant Church, and his unwearied efforts to realize his aim, there are few who will not agree that, as the tyranny of the multitude is greater than that of the autocrat, so, but far more terrible even, would have been the tyranny of a Spiritual Power, established with an admitted claim to absolute obedience. From the tyranny of a Church which compels the conscience, as well as controls the destinies of its subjects, there is no possibility of revolt, no opportunity of escape.

    Gregory was entirely successful in rescuing his Church from any serious menace of the State. From his time no Pope ever dreamed of awaiting the Imperial sanction to his appointment. On the other hand, he, and only he, could confer the Imperial crown, and since the monarchy was not hereditary, and was sometimes in abeyance, Gregory’s successors were able to claim and sometimes to establish their suzerainty.

    Gregory instituted a search in the archives of the Papacy, and believed that he had discovered unanswerable evidence that the kingdoms of the world were the fiefs of the Church. He believed, moreover, that all human institutions were a consequence of, and corrupted by, the fall of man; and, although this doctrine was subsequently rejected by St. Thomas Aquinas, that authoritative Catholic writer states that the actual directing presence of Divine Government resides in the Church; the Church alone constitutes the Divine mouthpiece before whose mandate civil government must bow. However the doctrine may be compelled to silence or disguise by circumstance or policy, this is the inextinguishable, immutable, and fundamental view of Rome, more strongly fixed in her deepest and most private thoughts in our twentieth century than in the eleventh; and it is an instinctive and obscure perception of this fact that has commonly rallied the friends of liberty in opposition to her.

    
    
    THE CONTEST AS TO INVESTITURES FROM THE DEATH OF GREGORY VII. (1085) TO THE CONCORDAT OF WORMS (1122)

    
    Gregory established the mediaeval Papacy as a moral court of appeal in Europe, with the prerogative of excommunicating even Emperors. Whatever its lapses, and they were both many and serious, it remained the embodied conscience of Europe, the symbol of the supremacy of the soul. The Pontiffs who succeeded him—Victor III., Urban II., Paschal II.

    and Gelasius II.—were animated by something of the same spirit as himself, while the antipope Clement III. was, of course, upheld by the Emperor.

    Indeed, the mantle of Hildebrand almost appeared to have fallen on Urban II. Though he lived by the charity of the faithful, he nevertheless issued Bull after Eull against his foes, and, by the aid of the Norman “ faithful “ drove Clement III. from Rome and made him swear never to return. He restored the waning power of Matilda, the great countess, by inducing her, in spite of her chaste repugnance, to marry Wolf of Bavaria, the bitter enemy of Henry IV. Henry’s answer was a descent into Italy. He took Mantua, Parma, and Piacenza, and so humbled Matilda and frightened the Guelph or Papal party that Urban II. evacuated Rome, and a large number of his bishops recommended Matilda to recognise the antipope. But an enthusiastic hermit, one John, reanimated the failing hopes of Urban’s party; and Urban struck a serious blow at the Imperial power, not yet recovered from the effects of the struggle with Hildebrand, by supporting Conrad, Henry’s son, in his rebellion against his father. Conrad got the good-will of Italy by promising to confirm the liberties of the Lombard towns, and Matilda accompanied him to Milan, where he was crowned King of Italy. Lombardy and the great possessions of Matilda in Central Italy were enthusiastic on his behalf. The Pope, Sicily, Matilda, and the free towns were thus arrayed against Henry, and when the Pope preached the first crusade and all the chivalry and religious enthusiasm of Europe leaped into fearless adventure at the Papal call, it seemed as if the power and authority of the Holy See were indeed clinched. But it was by no means the intention of the Guelph party to substitute Conrad for Henry IV., for Conrad was not docile. He died at Florence, and the Papal party then aided Henry, afterwards Henry V., in an infamous insurrection against his father. Five years after the death of the latter, Henry descended into Italy, to find Milan at war with Lodi, and a general demand on the part of the towns of Matilda’s territory for concessions, which the great countess refused them. Paschal II. seized the opportunity of Henry’s application for the crown to attempt to compel the bishops to surrender their Imperial fiefs.

    If the great Gregory was unequal to such a task as this, the smaller man may well have remained impotent to effect it. Henry’s reply was to seize and imprison him, but the Romans, skilled in revolt, effected his release. Paschal gave way in prison, but retracted the oath he swore directly the Emperor had recrossed the Alps. The struggle, signalized by war and excommunication, went on with wavering fortunes. In 1115 the great Countess Matilda died. She appears to have been one of those high-strung women, so little understood in their own day, and so common in every age, who are enthusiastic but ill-balanced. There can be little doubt that she was under what one may almost call the hypnotic influence of her spiritual adviser, who again, received his directions from Gregory. “ Suggestion “ resulted in the bequeathal of her vast estates, which included Tuscany, Liguria, part of Lombardy, Modena, and Ferrara, to the Pontificate, thus casting down an apple of discord which later on induced a prolonged tussle between Emperor and Pope. The Papacy did not dare, indeed, to possess itself of these Imperial fiefs at the moment, but it knew how to wait. Nevertheless, the Tuscan cities, which already possessed republican constitutions, remained throughout free from Papal claim: Throughout the war of investitures the great rulers were in sympathy with the Emperors, for they recognised in the Papal Pretension a power capable of dethroning the mightiest and proudest amongst them; but the German princes naturally tended to support the Pope, for by enfeebling their liege lord they had the opportunity of securing and enlarging their own authority and enjoying its unrestrained exercise.

    In 1121 the Imperial Antipope Burdinus (Gregory VIII.), who had been elected at a time when the Imperialist party had turned Paschal out of Rome, was captured at Sutri by the Papal troops. The Roman populace was indulged with a new form of triumphal procession; Burdinus was led through the streets strapped to a camel with his face to the tail. By this time the Emperor, wearied of war, and finding his power in Germany menaced by its continuance, approached the Pope, and the result was a Diet which sat at Worms and came to an agreement. This Diet produced two imposing State Documents which distinguished between Church claims and State claims. Feudal duty was recognised, but so was Church right. Each of the rival powers was endowed with the prerogatives consonant with its own particular character. But the problem of the relation of Church to State was by no means definitively settled in 1122. The burning question of the bequest of the Great Countess remained undecided. Could a woman bequeath her property without the consent of her suzerain? Was no distinction to be made between freehold property and fiefs of the Empire? The Concordat of Worms was a truce produced by the weariness and exhaustion of the antagonists; it was no cessation of their strife. The only gainers by the bloody and protracted struggle were the city communes. Privileges granted them by the Papacy in order to gain their allegiance were confirmed by the monarchical party in order to transfer it. And the communed had learned how to work the game. Almost all the towns of Lombardy, and many of Tuscany, had exacted or been granted rights from the bishops of one party or the other, and confirmed by their respective Sovereigns, or by both of them, as the wheel of Fortune revolved her course. 

    The most remarkable result of the struggles for investiture was the increased independence of the towns. Each side had been compelled to bid for their support, and the shrewd burghers had been able to effect a diminution of the authority of their bishops or snatch it from them on the one hand, and on the other to get their rights confirmed and their immunities extended from the Imperial side. Before long the municipalities had practically become self-governing republics, and almost all the cities of Lombardy and most of the Tuscan towns enjoyed similar liberty to the ancient freedom of Genoa and Venice. The political power of the bishops, attacked by the Emperor, was destroyed by the action of the Holy See in opposing him, and the Emperor confirmed by charter what the towns had wrested from their prelates. The long wars had produced indifference towards the contending parties. The enfranchised citizen began to take a keener interest in questions of commerce and toll, of roadway and waterway, than in the contest of the Empire and Papacy. Each city of the Lombard plain tried to extend its own commerce by ruining that of its neighbour, war waged fiercely between the little communes, and the chief occupation of the towns of Tuscany was to secure for themselves the tolls which they had refused to Matilda.

    Thus the Concordat of Worms saw a multitude of small self-governing republics established, owing little more than a nominal fealty to the Empire, and almost emancipated from the episcopal power. The dissensions of the Church itself played no small part in their emancipation, for both Empire, and to a less extent the Church, were too often houses divided against themselves.

    
    
    THE REIGNS OF THE EMPERORS LOTHAIR III. AND CONRAD III. (1125—1152)

    
    Henry V. died without issue in 1125, three years after the Concordat of Worms. The last four Emperors, descended on the female side, through Conrad the Salic, from Otho the Great, and hence called the Salic House, were also dukes in Franconia. Now, Conrad the Salic had come from a castle called Weiblingen, which in its Italianized form gave rise to the word Ghibelline. There was also a conspicuous family which occupied the ducal throne of Bavaria in the tenth and eleventh centuries. Its sons bore the name of Welf. It is interesting to note in passing that the heiress of the last of the House intermarried with a younger scion of the House of Este, and became the progenitress of the House of Brunswick, and so of our own later Guelph monarchs. A diet, convoked at Mainz to elect a new Emperor, hastily chose Lothair, Duke of Saxony. Now, the Franconian line was represented by the Counts of Hohenstaufen, on whom, in 1080, Henry IV. had bestowed the dukedom of Swabia, and the Swabian family was naturally disappointed at the loss of what it had come to regard as a family holding. The Bavarian or Welf family was closely related to the new Emperor, and a feud seems to have now arisen between the two houses of Weiblingen (Ghibelline) and Welf (Guelf). Throughout the wars of investiture the Welfs had supported the Papal pretensions, and it was at the suggestion of the Archbishop of Mainz that Lothair was proclaimed Emperor to the exclusion of Frederick of Hohenstaufen, Duke of Swabia, who was a nephew of the deceased monarch, and who inherited the greater part of his estates. Lothair immediately after his election marked his inclination towards the Welf by giving the hand of his daughter and his own dukedom of Saxony to the chief of that house. The next year Frederick rebelled, and in 1127 he was reinforced by his brother Conrad, who had returned from the Holy Land, and who crossed the Alps with the object of forestalling Lothair and securing Lombard support, not for Henry, but for himself, for, with his brother’s consent, he was to represent their House as the successor of Henry V.

    The Milanese received Conrad with great state. A parliament of clergy and laity assembled in the Piazza, and acclaimed him as the legitimate successor of Henry, and he was crowned both at Monza and in the basilica of St. Ambrogio at Milan (1128). The Pope, Honorius, none the less gave an impartial judgment in favour of Lothair. Forthwith the “ heather was on fire.” Pavia, Cremona, Novara, Brescia, and Piacenza convoked a diet at Pavia, and their bishops excommunicated the Archbishop of Milan, who had crowned Conrad. But they gave Conrad no effective support, and sought nothing but the gratification of their own passions, so that Conrad, who was meditating a march on Rome, had to make an enforced halt at Parma. Contrariwise Lothair had been unable to do anything very effective in Germany (for Frederick held a strong position in Swabia and Alsace), and when he entered Italy in the following year ( 1132) his army was so ridiculously small that it was unable to besiege Milan, and arrived by a circuitous march at Roncaglia, an object of derision to the Italians. Meanwhile Conrad, who had been supported at the charges of Milan and Parma, quietly and unobtrusively stole back again over the Alpine passes. Both candidates for the purple had made a ridiculous and humiliating début, and the respect due to the Imperial power did not gain thereby. Lothair advanced to Rome, but had to be content with receiving the crown in the church of St. John Lateran, for St. Peter’s was occupied by the Antipope Anaclete and the soldiers of Roger I. of Sicily. So the Emperor returned to Germany with all speed. There the two Hohenstaufen brothers made submission to him, and in 1136 Conrad shared the command with Lothair in his second journey to Italy. Lombardy gave them a good reception, and they succeeded in dislodging the Antipope, and in forcing Roger to raise the siege of Naples. But in the following year (1137) Lothair died in the Trentino. His son-in-law, Henry the Proud, Duke of Saxony and Bavaria and Marquis of Tuscany, aspired to succeed him, but his arrogance disgusted the electors, who somewhat precipitately, and in a manner not too regular, disappointed his hopes by choosing Conrad. The Saxons and Welfs rebelled, and Germany was so ravaged by war between Conrad and Henry that the former was never able to leave the country to be crowned. He died in 1152, and during the fourteen years of his reign Italy had little cause to complain of Imperial intervention.

    The heavy hand of the Empire on the growing republics had become enfeebled by the intestinal feuds of Germany, and Milan perhaps had grown somewhat sceptical of its power to interfere. The republic was mistaken. The electors chose Frederick, Duke of Swabia, who, like our own Henry VII., united the pretensions of the rival houses. The grandson of Henry V. and of a Duke of Bavaria, he had been nominated by the dying Conrad. During his long reign the rival houses observed a truce; he was a strong, capable man, in the flower of youth, and both able and willing to bring the restored might of Germany to bear on Italian questions. Both nations had become veterans in warfare, and a struggle between Imperial order and authority on the one hand, and civic independence and new-born enfranchisement on the other hand, was inevitable. A new Italy had arisen. The dukes, marquises, counts, bishops, and abbots, had lost their ancient jurisdiction and even their influence. Lothair had acquired the broad lands of Matilda by doing homage to the Pope for them, but he subinfeodated them to Henry Welf of Bavaria, and Welf of Bavaria was an absentee in Germany, and incapable of arresting the disintegration of his property and the usurpations of his towns. The Count of Maurienne, by his marriage with the heiress of the Marquis of Susa (thus uniting Piedmont with Savoy), and the Marquis of Montferrat were the only powerful lords in Northern Italy, the only relics of the old order.

    
    
    THE NORMAN MONARCHY IN SOUTHERN ITALY

    
    While Northern Italy was in process of disintegration, and a number of communes or republics were developing principles of freedom under the liberating conditions of a contest of great powers, in Southern Italy a strong monarchical power was establishing itself on the ruins of the Greek Empire and the Lombard duchies, and subduing the ancient independence of the cities of the littoral. The strange spectacle is witnessed of barbarians that hailed from the fir forests of Scandinavia imposing the monarchical and feudal principles of the North on the subjects of the Basileus of Constantinople and the Caliph of Kairwan.

    Robert Guiscard, sprung from the obscure family of Hauteville, a Scandinavian house that had turned farmers in Cotentin, was a man, as Anna Comnena, the Byzantine Princess, remarks, “who united marvellous astuteness with immense ambition . . . whose whole desire was to attain to the wealth and power of the greatest living men, extremely tenacious of his designs, and most wise in finding means to attain his ends . . . who naturally hated the idea of service, and would not be subject to any man, for such are those natures which are born too great for their surroundings “ (Alexiad). He died, master of Southern Italy, in 1085, at Cephalonia, where he was still warring against the Greek Empire. His brother Roger, “ the Great Count,” who exhibited the same bravery, greed, craft, ambition, and prowess that characterized all the other members of his house, subdued Sicily, not without some opposition on the part of certain Christians who preferred King Log to King Stork. The failure of the line of Robert united the “Two Sicilies,” as Southern Italy and the great island got to be called, under the son of Roger.

    The descendants of obscure buccaneers and petty farmers became princes remarkable for the just tolerance of their administration. They protected all races and creeds alike. Greek, Saracen, Lombard, Jew, and Norman of France or England, formed strange and discordant elements requiring the strong hand, and not permitting of the development of local institutions or of national life.

    In the quarrels of the Empire and the Papacy the monarch of the South naturally took the weaker and anti-imperial side. Hence he was crowned by the authority of the Antipope, Anaclete II., “ King of Sicily and Italy,” and later, on the triumph of Innocent IL, King Roger, who had been his most uncompromising foe, effected a reconciliation with him, and was granted the title of “ King of Sicily and of the Duchy of Apulia, and Principality of Capua.” The monarch, directly he became authorized by the Antipope to declare himself one of the crowned Kings of Europe, was not long in demanding of the Amalfitans that they should resign the privileges of their commune, on the ground that these were contrary to monarchical prerogatives. The courageous little republic refused, but Roger took its fortresses one by one, and brought the citizens to submission (1131). He turned his arms against the Greek heretics, won Corfu, and transplanted the silk-workers of Thebes and the Peloponnesus to initiate a new industry in Sicily. Many of his barons, feeling the oppression of his yoke, refused to aid him against the “ legitimate “ Pope, rose under Robert, Lord of Capua, and allied themselves with Naples, the last of the independent towns. Capua fell, and Naples sought the succour of Pisa against a King who was about to destroy the liberty of their ancient ally, and who oppressed the Church by forcing it to receive an Antipope.

    The Pisans, ever on the side of the Empire, had taken up the cause of Innocent II. with ardour; they equipped a fleet and 8,000 men, but demanded expenses. The Neapolitans forthwith spared not, but gave even to the silver of their churches. The militia of Amalfi were forced by the Normans to intercept all communication by land, and the Amalfitan fleet was joined with that of Sicily, so that the coast was left defenceless. The Pisan Consuls, who commanded forty-six sail, seized the opportunity of injuring a rival commercial city, and surprised and pillaged Amalfi. Here they found a copy of the Pandects of Justinian, which they bore back with them. But the Pisans were surprised in their turn while besieging the Castle of Fratta; 1,500 men were killed or taken prisoners, including one of their Consuls; they retreated to their ships, and precipitately made for home (1135). The commander of Naples and the Prince of Capua renewed their appeal to Pisa. But the Pisans, who had had a prolonged contest with Genoa, and were weary of war, especially since the disaster of Fratta, refused to fight any longer in a quarrel which was not their own. The Neapolitans had more success with the Emperor Lothair, for St. Bernard had urged him with his usual vehemence to put down the only Prince who prolonged the schism. Lothair set out for Italy before the end of the winter of 1136; but as he had to make a perpetual series of halts either to reform the administration or recover his rights, Robert of Capua went on in front of him, and solicited the Pisans anew. With their aid he filled five vessels full with provisions, and, escaping the blockading fleet, brought them into the harbour of Naples, which was completely beleaguered by the Normans and at famine-point. Robert then returned to the Emperor, who was encamped hard by at Cremona in Lombardy, and urged him to hasten on. Naples was, indeed, at the last extremity; but, as Falco of Benevento, who was himself shut up in the famished city, tells us, though women, children, and aged people were dying of hunger in the public streets, “ yet Sergius, the commander, and the citizens who had the custody of public liberty, and who maintained the ancient manners of their fathers, preferred to die of want rather than to bow the neck under the hated yoke of kings “ (Falco, Benevent. Chron.). At length the Emperor advanced, and forced the Normans to raise the siege. Meanwhile the Pisans, taking heart of grace, had penetrated the defences of the harbour with a fleet of 100 vessels. Then they turned their prows towards Amalfi. Many Amalfitans received them gladly, but the two castles of Scala and Scalella, which resisted, were taken and sacked. From this time forth Amalfi fell into gradual decay. The vestiges of its republican institutions lasted up to 1350. To-day a picturesque fishing village, lying half concealed in one of the most enchanting districts of a beautiful coast, represents the commercial centre that once despatched its merchantmen to Syria and Greece, and established its counting-houses throughout the Orient.

    This little centre of exchange and enterprise was perhaps the most distinguished among the few isolated nuclei that bore the feeble flame of liberty and conserved the arts and refinements of life through the dark ages: it carried on traditions of international trade and intercourse; it was a link in the Western world, connecting the civilization of a past age with the culture of modern times. Amalfi is popularly credited with the honour of the invention of the compass and the preservation of the Pandects of Justinian. A copy of the Pandects was certainly secured by the Pisans when they took Amalfi in 1135; but whether the Western world was then acquainted with that great work of legislation is unimportant, for at the opening of the twelfth century one Irnerius was lecturing at Bologna on the Institutes and Codes, and by 1135 the principles of Roman law were being taught throughout Italy. The compass is said to have been given to the world by an Amalfitan two centuries later, but Guiot de Provens, a poet who lived certainly not later than St. Louis, gives an unmistakable description of it, as do Guido Guinicelli, an Italian poet, and James of Vitry, bishop in the Holy Land, both living in the early part of the thirteenth century. They do not speak of it as a new invention. Probably the use of the compass was derived from the Saracens, and many scholars are of opinion that they, in turn, derived it from China, where it was certainly in use a considerable time before the Christian era. To Amalfi, however, belongs the honour of the foundation of the famous order of Knights-Hospitallers. Certain of its merchants, whom commerce drew to the East and devotion to Jerusalem, obtained in the year 1023 permission from the Caliph to erect at Jerusalem a hospital for such among them as were sick, and for sick pilgrims. They also erected two convents. These they dedicated to St. John, and the establishments were kept up by the citizens of Amalfi. But the new institutions did so much good work among the sick pilgrims that their fame spread and their wealth was increased by free offerings, while many knights joined the fraternity. Hence, in 1118 it was converted, without difficulty, into a military as well as a charitable order,’ sworn to the defence of the cross. These Knights of St. John of Jerusalem, driven from Palestine, captured Rhodes, and after their expulsion thence by the advancing Turk, were given the island of Malta by Charles V., where they re-established themselves and continued their distinguished career.

    The Amalfitans framed regulations of the nature of sea laws (Tabula Amalfitana), which are said, though on unsatisfactory evidence, to have acquired the same acceptance throughout the Mediterranean basin as was accorded to those of Rhodes in classic times (Freccia de subfeudatione apud Giannone ist. civil del regno di Napoli). Their coinage, under the name of tari, was current wherever they went, and even as late as the eighteenth century Neapolitans were accustomed to count in tari. It was a gold coin weighing about twelve grains.

    Naples did not long enjoy independence after the subjugation of Amalfi. When Salerno was taken by the Emperor, the Pisans, always apt to fire up, bridled because the terms of capitulation had been signed without their consent, although their fleet had commanded success. Innocent II. also claimed, one knows not on what grounds, that Salerno was an estate of the Holy See. So the Pisans reset their sails for Tuscany, the Emperor marched back again to Germany, and the Pope resumed his Pontifical functions in Rome. Roger, relieved from the presence of any serious foe, advanced; Salerno opened her gates; he subdued Nocera, burned Capua, and reconquered the country as rapidly as he had lost it. Innocent II., left single-handed by the Emperor’s departure, tried to terminate the schism and the war by debate. Three of his cardinals discussed with three of Anaclete’s cardinals as to the right occupancy of St. Peter’s chair. Of course each party remained unconvinced, and a wordy war of anathema was fulminated against each other by the rival Pontiffs, who took good heed to keep out of the way themselves, each having learned discretion by experience of bad faith. The schism was closed by the death of Anaclete, for his successor was not superior to a bribe, and abdicated in favour of Innocent. Next year (1138) Innocent renewed his excommunication of Roger, and, untaught by the fate of a previous Pope, he even ventured to lead a little army against him. The Papal forces were surprised and surrounded and the Pope was led a prisoner to the King’s camp in Sicily. Innocent, in order to become a free man again, despoiled his unhappy friend Roger of Capua of his rights and bestowed them on Roger of Sicily, and he entrusted to his care the “ honour of Naples and its dependencies “—that is to say, he granted his captor the sovereignty of a city that had remained faithful to himself. Naples, having lost Sergius on the battlefield, and seeing no shadow of hope, submitted to the inevitable; it sent deputies to Benevento to offer Roger the ducal crown, and became a part of the new monarchy. The King, who up to this point had treated his revolted subjects with incredible severity, was more gracious to the Neapolitans. He preserved their municipal rights and whatever was consonant with the kingly power. Their quasi-independence lasted yet nearly another century, but though Naples became the capital of the kingdom, its commerce and prosperity suffered, chiefly by reason of the debased coin which the King of the Two Sicilies put into circulation.

    Once firmly seated on the throne, Roger proved himself to be as able in administration as he had been brilliant in battle. He appointed justiciaries in the provinces and bailiffs in the towns to execute justice and collect the royal taxes. Under a constable, he appointed a baron for each district, gave the baron rule over the smaller nobility, and thus equipped himself with well-organized feudal support. He encouraged commerce, so that his marine excited the envy and jealousy of Venice and Constantinople. We have said that under Norman rule there was established a religious tolerance new to the world, and which has only been rivalled in our own times. Magnificent churches of Romanists, built by Saracens and embellished with mosaics by Greeks, adorned the cities of Sicily with a unique and delightful beauty. The mulberry was introduced with the silkworm from the East, and Sicily became the home of a novel and lucrative industry. A kingdom was consolidated which, in spite of the ringing changes of time—though it passed from Norman to German, and from Frenchman to Spaniard, though the fairest gem of the Mediterranean and the fruitful olive-yards of Campania were the prize for the bloody contention of aliens, though the people were debased by the vilest misgovernment—yet, so firmly was the bit and bridle adjusted that, from the times of its robber conquerors, it remained a compact and subdued state. Henceforward, save so far as the southern monarchy interferes with Italy by political interaction, it hardly enters into the imperishable glory that attaches to the unfolding of the Italian spirit. The kingdom of the Two Sicilies contained no germinal principle of freedom, it took little share in the brilliant achievements of the Renaissance, it accepted the gilded fetters of despotic peace, and its development was limited and stunted by that vicious restraint. ·

    
    
    NORTHERN ITALY IN THE FIRST HALF OF THE TWELFTH CENTURY

    
    The war of investitures had given wing to the spirit of liberty throughout all the municipalities of Lombardy, Piedmont, Venetia, Romagna, and Tuscany. The cities, encircled by massive walls, defended by citizen militia led by the country squires that had been compelled or had desired to become burghers, developed wise constitutions, zealous magistrates, and a spirit of local patriotism and liberty. They accumulated wealth, and the more powerful sought to secure, by force of arms, the military obedience of their weaker neighbours, or even the ruin of their trade rivals. Two great towns in Lombardy surpassed the others in wealth and power—Milan and Pavia—and these invariably took opposite sides in the disputes between Church and Empire which divided the units of Italy into two great parties, not yet known as Guelph., or Papal, and Ghibelline, or Imperial. The cities changed sides from time to time, but Milan was, on the whole, Papal and Pavia Imperial in tendency. Milan had subdued Lodi and Como, and was supported by Tortona, Crema, Bergamo, Brescia, Piacenza and Parma. Cremona and Novara were adherents to Pavia. Turin was the most important of the towns of Piedmont, and contested the authority of the Imperial Vicar, the Count of Savoy. The city of Asti was more powerful than the Marquis of Monferrat, the family of the defenders of the Veronese marches was extinct, and the old Roman cities of Verona, Padua, Vicenza, Treviso, and Mantua were independent and of nearly equal power. South of the Po, Bologna held the first rank for wealth and military power, its school of jurisprudence was already famous, and students flocked to it from all parts of Italy and from beyond the Alps, while it was a formidable neighbour to Modena and Reggio on the one side, and Ferrara, Ravenna, Imola, Faenza, Forli and Rimini on the other. Florence was becoming the chief power in Tuscany, but Pistoja, Arezzo, San Miniato, Volterra, Lucca, Cortona, Perugia, Siena, and many other towns were independent communes; as were the small towns of hilly Umbria, freed by the extinction of the great house of Spoleto. The crusades had given an impetus to the trade of Pisa, Genoa, and Venice. The first was mistress of the Maremma, of Sardinia and the Balearics, which she had taken from the Saracen; but Genoa, predominant in the Riviera, disputed the sovereignty of Corsica with her; Venice, preserved from the hurly-burly of Italian politics by her lagoons, had developed a stable oligarchic constitution, and subdued the maritime cities of Illyria. All three commercial states had depots in the East, which led to an intense rivalry that had already lighted the fires of war between the two ports of the Tyrrhenian Sea. The spirit of freedom had penetrated to the Papal See, and schism enabled the Romans to revolt and complete the municipal enfranchisement of Italy. From the Alps to the confines of the Northern Kingdom every little city rejoiced in its own republican government, and exhibited a narrow, and too often a selfish, local patriotism.

    For almost a generation no Caesar had crossed the Alps; but the great tradition of the Empire still held the imaginations and affections of Italy, and all parties were prepared to acclaim his presence. So the discontented, the Pope, the bishops, certain feudatories, and little cities oppressed by their more powerful rivals, entreated the young Emperor Frederick (Redbeard), the first illustrious son of the great Hohenstaufen line, to come and set his house in order. Italy recognised him as her arbiter and sovereign, and Frederick, one of the greatest of German sovereigns, descended into Italy (1154), his intellect, perchance, prejudiced, but his will fortified by strong prepossessions, taking Charlemagne, it may be, for his model, possessed by similar lofty ambition and magnanimous aims, but convinced of the sacred rights of the Imperial Crown, and regarding the independence of Italy as a subtle revolt against the overlordship of Germany and the Imperial office—a revolt which it was his first duty to overpower. The struggle of the Empire with the Papacy now became complicated by the attack of the former on the Lombard towns, which were aided in the struggle by the support and moral authority of the Pope.

    



    
    THE COMMUNE

    
    Was the Commune a Continuation of the Roman Municipality ?

    There are two opposed schools of opinion as to the origin of the Italian communes. One holds, with Savigny, that the Republics derive from Rome; the other, led by Troya and Hegel, maintains that they were self-originated, or were the result of contact with Germanic freedom. Hodgkin thinks that the question can be reduced to its simplest form by considering the Exarchate, which formed a part of the Eastern Empire, and never really fell under Lombard domination. From the Exarchate we can therefore exclude Teutonic influence. Savigny admits that the higher magistracy disappeared in the course of the two centuries during which the Exarchate endured. The question, therefore, narrows itself into that of the survival of the curiae, and if they survived, whether they retained their powers. In the East they were abolished by Leo VI. (890). They certainly existed in Italy at the end of the sixth century, and there is an almost continuous series of documents in the archives of Ravenna, which show that the curia still existed as a court of registration, and that the appellations of its officers were retained, little or not at all changed, up to that date. But there is no documentary evidence that these “ subscribing witnesses “ retained any real power. Hodgkin concludes that they were merely like our courts-baron or courts-leet. “If we can imagine these faint survivals becoming once more great and powerful realities, or rather becoming greater and more powerful than ever they were in the noonday of the Feudal System, if we can imagine them making and unmaking ministries and determining the destiny of England, then, as it seems to me, we may also imagine the Commune of Florence or Siena descending from the curiae of the Imperial age “ (Hodgkin, Vol. VI.,). Nothing is more certain than that similar conditions give rise to similar institutions, and municipal’ communes may well have originated de novo in an environment favouring their genesis and development.

    But there is probably some measure of truth in the contention of the Italian as opposed to the German school of critics. The Italian school would derive the mediaeval municipalities directly from the municipalities of the old Roman world, and though patriotism and the renown of the Roman name has influenced that school, evidence has been set forth which would seem to indicate that the spirit of municipal life at least remained in the form of tradition; nay, that this spirit was always active, and that it gave the breath of life to the new institutions that came into being with the new world that unfolded itself when fresh and vigorous growths arose, intermingling their leafage with the old, pollarded, almost up-rooted, but still vital relics of the ancient world. Whatever may have been the case in the Eastern Empire, Majorian (457-461) strengthened the municipalities of the West when the central authority was on the wane, and as that authority decreased, as communication became interrupted by invasion, it is natural to suppose that organization would consolidate in provincial centres. Leo VI. (886-911) reigned at a time when the cities of Lombardy certainly possessed the germs of the Commune, and up to that time changes in the Exarchate were probably of a superficial character, for the old Roman tradition was not interrupted. Theodoric the Ostrogoth, who reigned at Ravenna, had been brought up in the Court of Constantinople, and respected Roman institutions. When the Lombards came they were only 130,000 strong, and they are not likely to have completely overthrown native institutions; moreover, they soon became amalgamated with the conquered peoples, which, at least, means the permanence of old tradition and probably of old forms. The organization of the Roman Church, moreover, corresponded with the ancient Imperial organization, and it continued to represent, feebly indeed, the ancient culture. The Pope was elected by the senate, the people, and the clergy of Rome; it had militia organized for its defence, and the cities of the Pentapolis—Ancona, Fano, Pesaro, Rimini, and Senigaglia—formed a confederacy against the Lombard. Moreover, the Lombards, who had become Catholic, did not oppose the Pope as their Spiritual Head, but as the head of the Roman municipality, who stood in the way of conquest. The Roman law remained in use among the Latin population of Italy throughout the centuries of barbarian rule, and Lanzani asks the pertinent question, How could the law have persisted without some authority to maintain it ? Moreover, during Lombard times the famous builders of Como retained a communal organization of Roman origin; industries still went on, and had corporations derived from those of an older time, and even if these organizations copied the scholœ militium, it is difficult to believe that the scholœ militium had not a Roman model. It may fairly be concluded, then, that the spirit of the Roman municipality remained as a vital principle, never quite extinct, and capable of bursting forth afresh into the manifestation of new and vigorous forms under favourable conditions.

    
    
    THE REVIVAL OF THE MARITIME CITIES AND ROME

    
    The first towns to develop self-government and achieve independence were the Maritime Cities that were subject to the nominal overlordship of the Eastern Empire. Naples, Gaeta, and Amalfi became practically free states during the decline of Byzantine power, and although they willingly submitted to the restoration of the Imperial authority in the eighth century, the bitter difference of opinion between the Eastern and Western Churches concerning the veneration of images, a controversy in which they took the Roman side, facilitated their emancipation when the Greek power began again to decline. The neighbourhood of the great Lombard state of Benevento obliged the cities of the South to provide for their own defence, and Amalfi, as we have seen, became a true republic. All these cities were subject to Saracen as well as Lombard attack, but they always preferred trade arrangements rather than fight with the Moslem. The Lombard invasions drove the inhabitants of the mainland of Venetia to the lagoons, where during previous invasions they had found a temporary asylum. In 726 we find Orso, the third doge, assailing Ravenna, taking the nephew of the Lombard King prisoner, and reclaiming the city for the Eastern Empire, which shows that that republic was already powerful enough not to dread the Lombard, and by 837 the Venetians were able to add sixty ships to the Greek navy. For a long time Venice owed a nominal obedience to the Eastern power, but her situation gave her a unique history among Italian states of which we shall treat separately. Genoa, on the opposite coast, also was, in name, a portion of the Greek Empire; she was separated from Lombardy by a chain of mountains, and the Lombards were never maritime in their tendencies. She was, indeed, incorporated by the Franks in the Empire, but in 888 we find her provided with her own consuls, senate, and popular assembly, and she was recognised as a state by Berenger II. (958). Pisa was incorporated by the resuscitated Western Empire in the margravate of Tuscany, and she favoured the Western Empire just as Venice did the Eastern, and, getting numerous privileges thereby, thus commenced that career of steadfast devotion to the Imperial cause which is so remarkable in her subsequent history. Rome, abandoned by the Exarch when he was beset by the Lombard powers of Benevento and Spoleto, became a refuge for the oppressed Latins around. The Pope, whose authority was delegated to him by the city and its clergy, who had never forgotten that he remained the foundation of a great Empire, disturbed indeed but not overthrown, was unwearied in his efforts to become the head of the Church and to secure autonomy, an effort which was greatly aided by the Iconoclastic rift between East and West. Rome had been nominally subject in matters temporal to Constantinople, but in 715-731 the people, under Pope Gregory IL, resisted Greek authority, and in 726 we find the Republic of Rome headed by Pope, Patrician, and Consuls.

    The Cities of Northern and Central Italy The early history of the towns has, for the most part, to be constructed from dry, bare, and incomplete annals, foreign chronicles, and monastic archives. Even of the more striking incidents of court and field, the glitter of the court, the shock of arms where princely issues were at stake, we get but a few bare bones of fact, robbed of the breathing life, the strong passions, the throes of hope and of despair, the motives to action, that characterize and animate human affairs.

    “ Darkly, as by some gloomed mirror glassed, Herein, at times, the brooding eye beholds The great scarred visage of the pompous Past; But oftener only the embroidered folds And soiled regality of his rent robe.”

    If so little is said of kings and leaders of men it may be gathered how scanty and incidental are the references of the chroniclers to the towns.

    We gather that in Lombard and Carolingian times the country was divided into the gau, consisting of the privileged order of the conquerors, and the civitas of the conquered. The gau (pagus, vicus, comitates, contado) was ruled by a duke, or, in the case of border and incompletely occupied districts, by the margrave, under whom were the “big vassals “ that represented his authority (vassales majores, capitanei, cattani). Freeholders, or hereditary possessors of their own land (alloduim), were the only real freemen (edelinge), and below these were the arimanni (ehrenmanner), those compelled to give service or tribute to the freeholders, whence the minor orders of Italian nobility or gentry were derived. The arimanni were the small freeholders’ who, in the decomposition of society caused by barbarian invasions, put themselves under the protection of bigger people; they were vavassores minores, or vavasors (Lanzani, F. Storia dei comunidal origini, Milano, 1881). The indigenous population were villeins, owing military service. On the other hand, the civitas was composed of the conquered, wherever these had preserved property, and the corporations of the towns if they had any constitution of their own, certainly of the trade-guilds. These guilds possessed a considerable amount of home rule, they regulated themselves and gave themselves their own laws; and hence, there being no such centralization of authority as existed before and since, the trade-associations were the basis whereupon the organization of the town was built. All municipal institutions were of a military nature, for the invasion of the Huns and other barbarians necessitated the defence of the towns as a prime necessity. German and Scythian hated fortified towns, and regarded them as so many prisons. The Lombards, though they occupied towns, built their defences on points of vantage in the country, the walls of cities were razed, and their reconstruction was forbidden without the express consent of the King, to whom the defence of the kingdom appertained. It was always in virtue of some regal or Imperial charter that the walls were rebuilt, and these charters, at first granted with reluctance, became so needful when, in the ninth and tenth centuries, Saracens and Huns marauded the country, that not only every town but almost every monastery, village, and country seat had to be strongly fortified. This power of self-defence added greatly to the self-reliance of the towns and prepared the way for their emancipation. The Capitularies are silent as to the municipal trade-associations; it is evident that the dominant people were above taking an interest in commerce; their power was territorial, and they allowed an organization injurious to their interests to develop without perceiving its significance.

    The whole land was subject to the King of Lombardy or the Emperor; the feudal system grew up out of the acquisition of foreign lands, which were held by the partition and subdivision of authority. Under the Carolingians minor counts were subject to greater counts, the minor count ruling a city and its district. Thus Florence, Lucca, and Siena were ruled by counts subject to the Margrave of Tuscany, and the minor count was assisted by decurions or judices. When the Franks came the exaction of the counts was past bearing, and in order to remedy this, and also to institute a check on the centrifugal tendency of the great nobles, the Carolingians gave the bishops increased power. This increase of episcopal power and immunity led towards the sovereign sway of the bishop; the clerics were not slow to take advantage of general oppression; they frequently appealed to the Imperial authority. At the time when the Papacy was at its nadir of degradation the bishop was prominent in the civitas; as the gau diminished in importance the civitas increased, and the commune, which had never entirely forgotten its ancient dignity’ was emancipated from the worst forms of feudalism. After Charlemagne’s reform the bishops came rapidly to the front; their votes, especially in Lombardy, turned the balance in the bestowal of the Iron Crown, and the elected Sovereign naturally favoured the party that had brought him into power. Thus Berenger I. gives his permission, not to counts, but to the Bishops of Bergamo, Pavia, and Reggio to fortify their cities against the Huns. Throughout mediaeval history we find states within states, and as the city still increases in power and importance the gau still continues to diminish, and we find the bishop possessed of more and more land, with advocati to administer and protect his rights, as the count has his scabini for the same office. There is a perpetual tendency of the count to fix his authority and wealth by the oppression of the masses on the one hand, and by emancipating himself from sovereign control on the other; hence the Sovereign favours the bishop as against the other big feudatories; the vavasors, also oppressed, support the ecclesiastical power; and the trade-associations naturally support the ecclesiastic identified with their town and with a venerable Church of which the authority runs side by side with and even beyond that of the Emperor, and against the condemnation and curse of which the mightiest are unable to escape. The gau itself becomes divided into pro-episcopal and pro-count, democratic and aristocratic parties. Otho I. neither deposed the counts nor formally limited their prerogatives, but he divided and subdivided the great principalities, and, in order to weaken the power of the nobles still further, he encouraged the towns which were becoming able to check their pretensions. Thus the count, powerless to compel an armed population, found himself on the horns of a dilemma; he had to choose between relaxing his privileges or invoking the authority of a monarch who was extremely unlikely to support him. The bishop, rich in vassals, lands, and wealth, finally won all control of the city, the easier that its population was concentrated and organized. The only appeal open to the count was the sword or the diet of the monarch, and in both he was more likely to fail than to succeed. The count is, indeed, still supreme in the contado in the country amongst his vassals, great and small; but the bishop heads the city in war, rules it in peace, judges its malefactors, and represents what has become a distinct political unit. But while the bishops thus unwittingly laid the foundation-stones of the Italian republics, they also, by supporting central authority, bound Italy to Germany, and made her vassal to a foreign monarch under the specious form of the restored Empire of Rome.

    The importance of the count having diminished, the arimanni resist his authority; when successful they become his peers, when defeated they sink again into vassalage. The jealous neighbours of the count give no aid, but the city, ruled by its bishop, profits by these divisions in the enemies’ camp, and the secular vicar of the bishop, presiding over a council of scabini of the country and “ good men and true “ (buonuomini) of the towns, calls all the minor nobles before his court. The towns, in a measure left to themselves, quietly set up municipal government without any charter; they see little of the greater aristocracy, who shut themselves up in their castles and rule the land around them. The nobles, nevertheless, have acquired a taste for luxury, and so the city thrives; but, as the bourgeoisie increase in wealth, the lowest class of invaders sink into penury. Among citizens are dependants of the Church and those that had been dependants of the lords. Otho I., in order to rule by dividing, gives freedom to many cities, such as Acqui, Bologna, Cremona, Florence, Lodi, Novara, Parma, and these cities, flourishing under this period of episcopal supremacy, form a militia, led by “ captains “ who are the greater vassals, officered by minor vassals (of whom there are a large number bound now to the Church), and recruited by the citizens themselves.

    The natural tendency of the bishop was now to constitute himself absolute ruler of his district. The attempt was invariably followed by the revolt of his vassals. The summit of episcopal power is already reached at the end of the tenth century, and the first half of the eleventh century witnesses a reaction. Thus, when Heribert, the great Archbishop of Milan, despoiled a vassal of the Church, disaffection commenced in the city, a fray ensued, and numbers of vassals were expelled. These descendants of the conquerors, vassals residing in the city and outside, collect; are supported by the vassals of the bishops of other cities under the name of “ Motta,” and by Conrad the Emperor, who now opposed the bishops for the same reason that the sovereign authority had formerly opposed the counts—he could not allow his feudatories to become so powerful as to increase the chances of successful rebellion. Bloody battles were fought between the vassals and the militia of the towns, and obliged Conrad II. to descend into Italy. To release the vassals from oppression, he declared all fiefs to be hereditary, and that feudatories could only be dispossessed by judgment of their peers or by Imperial decision. The exact date of this edict is uncertain, but it laid low all episcopal domination over the vassals of the Church as well as the power of the big feudatories. When the war was over the smaller nobles returned to their cities, only to find that the people recognised them as a breed no less rapacious than the upper nobles; their position was by no means improved. The bishops, too, who were of foreign descent and noble birth, abandoned by the small gentry, turned to the citizens for support. Conrad returned to Italy (1036), having succeeded in setting up the smaller nobles against the power of the bishops, though these were aided by the militia of the now very important cities. But the vassals, quite secure in their privileges by Conrad’s edict, perceived that it had now become necessary to defend themselves not merely against internal foes in the cities to which they belonged, but also to help defend the cities against rival powers, and even against the Emperor, formidable by his army and capable of imposing severe legal restraint. Heribert, the Archbishop of Milan, was summoned to the diet at Pavia; he disobeyed, was seized, imprisoned, and released by his own party. He re-entered Milan and became a national hero. The Italian populace defended their bishop against the might of the Empire; all are of one mind for the nonce; trade corporations are organized into military companies; every quarter of the city (a feudal division for administrative purposes) has its own captain and standard-bearer, who are small nobles; the heads of the trade corporations and the corporations themselves become soldiers; the militia includes all the artisans of the city. To withstand the shock of cavalry Heribert hit on a device. For he was the author of the caroccio, adopted by every Italian municipality. This “ ark of the covenant “ was the rallying point of the army; Mass was celebrated on it when it left the city, and often a priest accompanied it; the fiercest battle waged round it; it gave weight, confidence, steadiness to an army, brave indeed, but ill-disciplined; it could not be saved in a hasty retreat; to leave it on the field was a shame worse than the last indignity of death. Thus defended by a valorous and patriotic people, Milan withstood Conrad! He had to raise the siege.

    The question will arise how, in the incessant changes and incurable instability of the times, the towns nevertheless made uninterrupted progress in trade, civilization, and power? Such centralized authority as was established had a two-fold origin. The town was divided into municipal districts under a centralized command, the nature of which we shall presently set forth. This, as we have said, was a feudal arrangement. But the organization of the town in the main proceeded from the trade associations as a basis, and this was not an imported and adopted arrangement but in spirit, at least, of ancient derivation and of spontaneous, natural, and native development. The municipal institutions, as such, were chiefly of a military nature; they preserved order and administered justice in grave cases. The various associations were responsible for everything else.

    Quite early we come across the ancient name of Consul, which gets a very definite signification. Otho III. in 998 calls himself Imperator Consul, and bishops sometimes assume the title. But Consuls having other functions than those of merely governing are found in Fano and other places in 883 ; in Rome in 901; Orvieto, 975 ; Ravenna, 990 ; Ferrara, 1015 ; Pisa and Genoa, 1100; Florence, 1101. Naturally, the most prominent members of the trade-associations would meet together in cases of emergency or of some common danger threatening their city. Gradually the cities grew more and more organized by the efforts of the citizens themselves.

    It is now the turn of the bishop, whose power is reduced by the edict of Conrad, to concede privilege, and the independence of the people is more and more secured. The bishop has to rely on the citizens. Yet the gau, though shaken, is by no means overthrown. A portion of the privileged orders is predominant in the country, and the bishop is always of that class, though self-interest may have led him to oppose its pretensions. But the Italian people have already entered the political arena, and the Italian cities, through their bishops, are integral and even predominating factors in feudal society. Whenever there was a struggle between count and bishop, or between the greater and smaller nobility there would be a tendency for representative citizens to make themselves felt; and we have now arrived at a period when ecclesiastical reform was in the air, when more than one Pope claimed to be the successor of St. Peter, and when two bishops belonging to different parties claimed the same see. The rule of faction was almost the only sort of rule known in Italy, and as, when a see was contested, neither bishop could properly perform his functions, the bishop’s representatives commenced to exercise the power that properly belonged to him. Religious reform was inextricably interwoven, as is nearly, if not always, the case, with political movements; heresy is often the banner under which economic or social forces assert their claims. Lombardy was honeycombed with heresy, and within the Church rival bishops were supported by rival factions, whereby the citizens got more influence and more power into their own hands. The big lord, in order to oust the episcopal power, gives the city privileges, especially in times of danger to himself; and then, fear of the big lord with his vassals without the walls and his castles that command the routes traversed by trade, determines the burghers to support the smaller nobles. The big burghers become equal in wealth and power to the smaller nobility, and frequently they begin the struggle. Bishop and count are not so strong as they were; both are deprived of their natural allies, while the citizens are ready to take arms at the least offence now that they are organized and have tasted the sweets of power. Let anyone be attacked by a noble, and the guilds take up his cause, which is theirs; probably the man belongs to a guild, is associated with trade,· then the reason is the stronger. The arrogant bigger nobles who have taken up residence in the city are in their turn ejected from it, warred against. As often as not it is the bishop himself who has to go. In 1041 a noble beat a plebeian in Milan, and another noble, Lanzone, with all his vassals, took up the popular cause, for the citizens always required some man born to arms and command to lead them. They made Lanzone chief of the Council of Credenza, the council of the big burghers; they besieged the fortified houses in the city, which the nobles, introducing their right of private war within the walls, had built for themselves, and razed them to the ground; finally, they compelled the nobles to leave the city. The Emperor was about to intervene and reassert his authority over Milan, when Lanzone, with admirable address and practical wisdom saved the situation. The nobles, masters of the routes and corn lands were perhaps able to reduce Milan by famine. Lanzone had been obliged to appeal to the Emperor, and liberty would certainly have been lost had that appeal been followed, as was required, by the admission of Imperial cavalry into the city. Like a wise patriot Lanzone effected a peace, whereby half the government of the city was to remain in aristocratic, half in purely citizen, hands.

    But the men of the various cities had learned how to oppose cavalry by massing themselves round the caroccio. They were joined by the smaller nobles, or gentry, who were allowed to remain within the walls, whence, as almost everywhere, the big nobles were expelled. And when the nobles return everything is changed for them as it was for the vassals during their war. There are no longer two opposed classes of aristocrats, originally of foreign extraction, and people; for the smaller gentry that have suffered from the arrogance of those above them, or have begun to trade, are with the people; the nobles, individually powerful, are not wholly preponderant as a class; the bishop is no longer quasi-absolute, he must respect freedom, any infringement of liberty will turn to his detriment, if he exercises his old power he is met by rebellion, and he is always liable to Imperial ban; the bigger nobles find the city intolerable, and retire from the delights of city life to their fastnesses in the country where they have real subordinates.

    
    
    THE CONSTITUTION OF THE REPUBLIC

    
    The fall of episcopal power enables the spirit of association, inherited by the people through tradition, and, perhaps, by the presence of some actual remnants of ancient life, to manifest itself in a united municipality, freed from the dominance of count and priest and greater nobility that have departed. All classes of citizens assemble in Parlamento consiglio grande, or general assembly. This includes all who possess bread and wine of their own; but the gathering is unmanageable, and the big burghers who direct the trade and policy of the city take care that the numbers who possess the franchise are reduced. In Milan the numbers were after a while limited to 2,000, then to 1,500, then to 800. The gathering, summoned by bell, proceeded to elect authorities representing the ancient powers of count and bishop, and taking command of the army and control of police and other forms of jurisdiction. These reproductions of the ancient duumviri are called consuls, and, just as the duumviri were aided by decurions and the count and bishop by scabini, so are the consuls supported by a consiglio di credenza, or private council, also elected at the general assembly. The members of this council are called councillors, judges, wise men; they are experts in the laws of the people or of the various trade associations (Lanzani, L. ii., c. ii., § 5). Such a popular assembly certainly met in Milan in 1045. The chief representatives are nobles who have taken the popular side and have remained in the city; but these no longer form a distinct people, they have become a class, and their position as leaders of the commune is not a matter of privilege, but of the free choice of electors whom they represent. Career is open to talent, and industrious and astute citizens can, by the purchase of land, become the equals of the gentry. But the bishop and the count still try to regain their lost position; and the big nobles will not allow goods to pass through their domains without excessive taxation or sheer robbery. The count, the bishop, and the expelled heads of the city, often make common cause against the republic which has expelled them, and rival cities have to be contended against, for, in the municipal constitutions accorded by Otho I. and his successors, the right of private war, once the right of every free Teuton, was accorded to the cities. Efficiency in administration, policy, and military preparedness was a necessity to existence in such strenuous times.

    Ultimately the government of the city assumes something of this form. The consuls, besides being civil and military administrators, convoked and presided over the councils. They could be re-elected, and varied in number from two to twenty. The Secret Council acted as a check on the consular power, and dealt with foreign affairs and finance. But there was usually another body, composed of a hundred members or more, and named in different cities Senate, Grand Council, Special Council, or Popular Council. This body prepared the resolutions to be put to the sovereign people in parliament assembled. The people were summoned not merely for election but for consultation on questions of high importance; but propositions were never submitted to them before they had passed both councils. The towns were divided into four or six quarters, corresponding to as many gates or chief churches. Each ward was responsible for the defence of its own gate, and came in a short time to have a separate consul exercising both civil and military functions; each provided a separate military troop, indicated by a special ensign; the trade-associations had also ensigns and formed companies. The consuls were selected from among the richest citizens, and, when the nobles again became burghers, from among the nobles. The soldiers of the quarter consisted of one or two companies of armed horse, twice that number of cross-bowmen, and twice their number of infantry, armed with lance, buckler, and helmet; the remaining citizens, also in companies, carried swords, and were obliged to assemble in the “ place d’armes “ of their quarter at the tocsin’s call. The age of service was from eighteen to sixty. The captains of the quarters were subordinate to the consul; each had a standard-bearer, and each company was led by a sub-captain. There were no petty officers; every man was left to his own initiative so long as he kept his colours in sight. The horse were all of the smaller nobility, and as they constituted the most effective arm of the service, we can understand the anxiety of the burghers, who had no opportunities of becoming cavalry, to secure the services of the signorial class. The towns as well as the feudal nobility not merely possessed but exercised the privilege of private war; nay, their wars were envenomed by jealous rivalries and marked by a spirit more nearly national than juridical.

    Specially early in development were Rome, Orvieto, and Verona. We discover communal institutions as early as the tenth century. Genoa, Pisa, and Ferrara also have well-defined institutions in the eleventh century.

    The antagonism of the city and the surrounding country nobility was favoured by the lands belonging to the cities being interlocked with that of small domains. As the civic population increased, it was exposed to starvation by a signorial league. At the best of times, indeed, the nobles were wont to sally forth from their strongholds and rob the passing merchants and travellers, or devastate the city lands right up to the very walls.

    For a short period internal concord seems to reign in all the cities. The arch-enemies of the burghers, the high nobles of the gau, do not trouble them; the smaller nobles, or, as we should say, gentry, have had their teeth drawn, and form a cavalry useful for attack; for the citizens are no longer content to defend their walls, but march out with their caroc.io to put an end to the depredations of their foes. There is, indeed, a constant vendetta going on between the city and the remaining part of the gau, and bit by bit the citizens reduce the castles immediately surrounding the city and make their lords their vassals. The city is, moreover, an asylum for fugitive slaves and all rebels, and the country nobles are obliged to give their slaves freedom, in order that they may have a sufficiency of fighting men against the city, and keep these dependents contented. The little villages are either given privileges similar to those of the city by their lords, or they assume freedom and are protected by the cities. As the citizens take castle after castle, they compel the owners to become their vassals. In fact, the perpetual vendetta and every accommodation of peace are absolutely feudal in character, and go on under the feudal overlordship of the Crown, of which the city is now directly a vassal. Every year it grows more important by the number of villages and their lords that it makes its own vassals. The commune has already almost entirely replaced the greater lords; it is now the overlord of a vast proportion of their vassaldom, but it is hampered in its march of conquest by the fact that its soldiers are burghers and artisans, and cannot remain away too long a time from their business. Hence, directly the campaign is over the nobles collect again, burn the crops and harry the lands of the commune, and the contest begins afresh.

    
    
    THE CITIES AND THE WARS OF INVESTITURE

    
    The Contest of Investiture in Italy covered many other issues than that of Feudal v. Ecclesiastical rights. Within the Church itself it gave an opportunity to the ecclesiastical nobility to rebel against Papal supremacy, and to the lower clergy to oppose the ecclesiastical aristocracy; it gave a chance to the great feudatories to throw off the tightening Imperial chain, and to the centrifugal forces of Lombardy to oppose Teutonic dictation · it brought into relief the antagonisms of the Empire, of the people of Northern Italy to the aggressive Norman, dominating the South, and his alliance with the Pope; it enabled the minor orders of feudality to oppose margraves and other great lords; and, above all, it gave opportunity to the cities to assert and increase their independence, and to be the protagonists of the Latin population resurgent from the bondage of the descendants of its conquerers, of native as opposed to barbarian law and custom, of the ancient principle of association as opposed by the innovation of a social system of foreign origin. That social system was an arrangement wherein privilege and subordination of rank were a compromise whereby the rank individualism of the Teuton was enabled to assert itself under the forms of legality (vide Lanzani, Storia dei Com. It., 1882,).

    In 1059 there began a long struggle between the Papacy and the Church of Milan, which had up to that time been almost independent of Rome. Milan had a liturgy peculiar to itself, and derived its discipline from St. Ambrose. Married men were allowed to take orders, though an unmarried priest could not marry after ordination. There was, however, a good deal of protest, accompanied by tumult, against this Ambrosian practice before the time of Hildebrand. Pope Alexander II. sent a legate to Milan in 1063 to enforce the decree of celibacy, and serious disturbances accompanied his advent. A Bull of excommunication was launched against the city, but the people rose and drove out the Papal agents. Faction fights continued for some years, and in 1076 the Papal legate was killed in one of these riots. The Papacy replied by removing its suffragans from the jurisdiction of the Archbishop, to whom the people, for the most part, loyally adhered. Gregory VII. finally succeeded in extinguishing the independence of the Ambrosian Church (Verri, Storia di Milano, Chap. V.). But the effect of this was that, during the War of Investiture, the cities at first took the side of the nobles. By-and-by, however, the Imperial authority was found to be weakened, and Milan and the other Lombard cities allied themselves to Matilda, the great countess, who firmly supported the Papal claims. By doing this they contrived to get rid of the Imperial vicars, and really to establish their communal independence. It was then that they were enabled to fix firmly something like a communal constitution, for the power of the Archbishop of Milan had been seriously weakened by the detachment of his suffragans from his authority; the Church generally had lost much of its power in Lombardy during the time that the people sided with the nobles and the Imperial cause. The bishops had occasionally lost authority by Papal nominations which were not recognised, and finally, when the towns allied themselves with Matilda, the Imperial authority was at a discount.

    The opposition of the episcopal nobles to Papal pretensions aroused, then, at first, some spirit of Lombard nationalism, and hence the militia went with the Emperor. But there was an undercurrent of suspicion of a Sovereign Power that, indeed, had favoured the communes solely to abate the big nobles and exalt itself. If rebellion against the crown implied Imperial ban, it removed Papal interdict. The defection of Ferrara, Lucca, and Siena prevented Matilda, the great Margravine of Tuscany, from employing her military resources to the full, and the Lombard towns were not slow to take advantage of the situation. In the whole vast domain of the Margravine the gentry were rebellious, and the bishops and greater nobles had to secure the support of the citizens; for the cities were now as strategically important as the castles. On both sides there ensued a bid for the support of the city, of which the importance gave dignity to its overlord, as its defences and militia gave him strength. Each side tried to excel the other in extending liberal privileges as to toll, customs, rights of coinage, questions of food-supply, extension of territory, etc., all duly set forth and ratified by charter. The gratitude of the cities consisted in a lively sense of favours to come from the other side. We find Lucca on the Papal side in 1064; for the Emperor in 1081. In 1098 Matilda gave Crema to Cremona; in 1204 Cremona obtained a new charter from Henry V. Privilege and dominance were the restraining forces of the feudal system, whereby it was preserved from sheer individualistic anarchy, and it will be noted how completely submissive the spirit of association in the towns was to this exotic importation. The commune is still nothing but a plexus of associations which, in the troublous times of the Wars of Investiture strives to get particular privileges for itself; the individual profits thereby and is ready to fight in order to obtain what he wants or defend what he has obtained. At the head of the commune are men of Teutonic descent and tradition, saturated with the feudal spirit, and this, and the national tendency of the richer classes to dominate, gives a direction to the state whereby the privileges thus obtained are enjoyed by a few, who gradually form themselves into orders possessed of privileges from which the many are excluded.

    During the Wars of Investiture the smallest grievance against a bishop or against its neighbours was an opportunity seized by the commune and turned to its advantage. The townsmen had learned how to put on pressure by revolt; and ambition to extend their territory, jealousy of a neighbour, commercial greed, and the policy of capturing the trade of a neighbouring town were causes which helped towards communal independence. For in every town there was an Imperial as well as an ecclesiastical party, and where these were nearly balanced, the less eager partisans would probably turn the balance in favour of whichever side was likely to procure more advantage to the common weal. Ill-informed as to the real merits of the dispute, its adhesion to Pope or Emperor would soon come to depend on what would bring most advantage to the town itself. The communes were, of course, of little vital service to either party, but their miserable little quarrels were an aid, for, since the towns were so militant, the one that was a foe to-day might become a friend to-morrow. They were allowed to pursue their own course in order to retain or to procure their aid for as much as it was worth. For the most part, for example, the towns contrived to get the election of their bishops practically into their own hands.

    While the spirit of association prevailed within the commune, it must be remembered that each little republic had only a very few miles of territory, and each existed quite in and for itself, and not at all for its neighbours. Each petty town or village was like a great modern state, purely selfish and grasping in its policy. All beyond the narrow domain was foreign. “ In fact,” says Lanzani, “ hardly is the commune constituted than we find its spirit identical with that of the feudal man in his relations with his subjects and equals: it demands onerous services; its citizens will do to others what they had endured—death, rather than submit to themselves.”

    Questions of pasturage, cattle, boundaries, were constantly arising, the more so as the estates of the nobles were interlocked with those of the towns. A series of private injuries become a public wrong which it is necessary to suppress. The town is’ found constantly asserting its rights, which was not so perilous as it would have been had the aggressors been united; but, as a rule, like the Gow Chrom, every man fought for his own hand. When negotiation failed, an attack was made on the transgressors. The towns, if they found their forces too feeble, sought for allies; these allies, whether smaller towns or feudatories, tended to become tributary. The communes soon learned method in their policy; they became aggressive on the occurrence of anything that would serve as a pretext for attacking their weaker neighbours first.

    Both the Papal and Imperial authorities were acknowledged; but they were antagonistic, and one was foreign and usually distant. The law of reprisals allowed an injured man to force restitution from the first man of the community to which the offender belonged, and each commune was nothing but a big family, with its own family dissensions; but all of its members were ready to rise and resent an injury offered to one. The first use made of increased privilege was to extend territory; the War of Investiture was utilized by the cities to their own private ends; they adopted a standard in order to call all citizens together to assail a neighbour. Often a feeble commune sought the protection of a more powerful city against an aggressive neighbour. Thus, we find Crema placing herself under Milan to escape Cremona. Leagues were formed which simply implied a convenient concentration of forces for the pursuit of quite diverse interests: they were ephemeral; a city protests against the absorption of territory near, and whilom friends are converted into bitter antagonists. The foreign policy of the commune plays into the hands of the nobility that had remained in the city or of the wealthy burghers. These classes are sometimes antagonistic, sometimes united, and the internal policy of the republic is disturbed by faction.

    This seething turmoil wherein there is perpetual strife of interests, the reactions of municipal association and municipal organization and feudalism, the contest of city with city, bring into prominence the courage, the intelligence, the idiosyncrasies of the individual. The struggle endows the citizen with just pride and concentrated patriotism; it emancipates him from the thraldom of antique ideas, and is the commencement of the reaction of the individual spirit against the fetters of mediaeval conceptions and mediaeval forms. Yet the Emperor, with his double claim to obedience as King of Lombardy and Head of the renewed Empire, is still acknowledged, and the movement of the communes is, as yet, only the undercurrent of the returning tide.

    The war against the nobles was almost perpetual. Even the little villages learned to desert their lord, until the lord, in order to preserve even the shadow of power, petitioned to re-enter the city, became its vassal, and swore to observe its statutes. The city now took entirely the position once held by the great vassals who received their fiefs directly from the Crown. The nobles discovered, when it was too late, that they were isolated one from another in holdings too feeble for them to hold, or even to reside in, with safety. Often they gave their castles into the hands of the Church; oftener they were compelled to surrender them to the town and reside in it as hostages. The citizens, by reason of their daily occupation, were incapable of prolonged warfare; nor was attack sufficiently developed to admit of their carrying strongholds by assault; indeed, a few retainers could usually hold them against a numerous force until subdued by famine. Hence the republics endeavoured to conciliate the rural counts by admitting them to citizenship. Moreover, the citizens were ill-fitted to command, and they had not the valuable connections and large acquaintance with the world that the nobles possessed. Most of the nobles accepted burghership, hoping to regain within the city the predominance they had lost on the countryside. Further, the towns were much livelier residences for the nobles and their families than the dreary country, and gave them plenty of employment in warfare. Moreover, they had the diversion of feuds among themselves, and this bellicose spirit unhappily spread to the citizen-population. Each family or clan of the aristocracy inhabited a high tower, to which their houses gave access, and into which they could retire when they were not on speaking terms with their acquaintance. Here they could defy their foes in safety, and rain down missives from the lofty battlements. In Florence there were five hundred of these towers, some 150 feet high, surmounted by wooden balconies, whence missives could be discharged on assailants below. Visitors to the little Tuscan town of San Gimignano, the “ city of the beautiful towers,” will recall its bristling appearance on the summit of the hill, yet only one-sixth of its towers are still standing. The lofty leaning towers of Bologna are other examples of this kind of street-fortress. The nobles kept up a constant state of domestic squabbling, elucidated by the argument of the naked blade. These contests in the narrow thoroughfares appear to have caused as little concern to the citizens as an ordinary street fight does to-day. When they were weary of slaughtering one another, the nobles not uncommonly applied to the tribunals of the town, and this tended to give dignity and power to the citizens. For, at first, nobles were independent of the consular authority. Often they were extravagant, or found war a losing game, and sought admission to the burgher class; and when the burghers had become of importance by reason of their increasing wealth, this loss of caste carried but little humiliation with it. The nobles were often chosen to civic offices, since these so often implied military duties; and this was not done sparingly by the burghers, for they had a certain security in the fact that the tenure was for short periods of time, and that the offices were eagerly competed for. Hence the real civic power came to be vested in a few great noble families and a larger number of rich burghers that included the smaller nobles or gentry. Nevertheless, these two orders were hostile to one another, and, in Lombardy, the nobles often preferred to become the vassals of the Church rather than of the town. Of northern extraction, the feudal aristocracy loved horses, sport, and the great game of war, and despised the folk who could not fight on horseback. Their ideal was the maintenance of honour; that of the burgher the exercise of prudence. There was no serfdom within the town walls; free labour was necessary to its increasing trade. Christian ideas, too, helped emancipation. The serfs became burghers, and often rose in the social scale; so in the communes, as always, commerce, until it became gathered into the hands of a few, tended to the abasement of the mighty and the raising of them of low degree. But a number of serfs were still to be found in the country, and there, right up to the fifteenth century, we find leaseholders tied to the soil. The science of law was in the utmost confusion. Roman, Lombard, Feudal, and Canon law were coexistent. The Italians had kept some fragments of their old judiciary system; the Teutons had introduced theirs, and each nation had administered its own laws in its own way. The towns and trade-associations formed their own statutes; but, with the revival of the study of Roman law, some systematization of laws and their subordination to principles began to take place. This study had its effect on the communal statutes, though these were of quite native origin, and were devised to meet the practical needs of the towns. In spite of the difficulty of protracted warfare, the communes resented exaction, and were wont to take the matter up and carry it through. If, as happened sometimes, the nobles achieved almost exclusive possession of the offices of the city, others of their order, relying on their protection, were wont to conduct themselves arrogantly towards the inferior classes. Then war arose within the walls.

    
    
    
 MEDIAEVAL HISTORY ΤΟ 1118 A.D.


    
    Rome aspired to be the Metropolis of Christianity, the centre of both the Imperial and Papal authorities. At the same time the Roman citizens were unwilling to submit either to the Empire or the Church. The Popes, in order to strengthen their position or reward their friends, granted these fiefs in the contado. Hence the history of mediaeval Rome is a history of revolutionary wars—wars of the people against the nobles, of the nobles against each other, of nobles or of people, or of both combined, against the Pope or the Emperor.

    How far the old municipal constitution of Rome decayed we cannot tell. There was a shadowy Senate in the period of Byzantine rule, and an army under a magistev militum commanded the troops, and received his orders from the Exarch of Ravenna. Yet this authority was not foreign; here the Goths did not claim one-third of the produce of the land,· and if the glory of Rome were faded, the Exarch was still a Roman official representing the authority of the New Rome on the Bosphorus. The invasion of the Longobards brought the magister militum to the front: the prefect of the city becomes an unimportant person. Rome had to organize herself and fight for her own hand, and Pope and people drew together against the barbarians and against the Eastern Emperor that no longer exercised direct authority.

    The fluctuations of Papal power and its relations on the one hand to Imperial power, and on the other hand to the city of Rome, can only be considered together.

    The Roman republic will be found to bear a general resemblance to that of the other communes of Italy, both in its constitution in the Middle Ages, and in its manner of development. But its chequered history is less brilliant and much more fluctuating, and this is due to the overpowering presence of the great spiritual Head of the Church, to his contest with the Imperial power, and to the fact that, being surrounded by the desolate Campagna, trade remained undeveloped, and the burgher class was unable either to absorb or to eject the contending factions of nobles. Wild waves of strife, the flux and reflux of unbridled contention, were ever lashing round those “ wrecks of Ancient Time “ that were nearly all that remained.

    We have said that during the invasions of the Lombards the Roman populace were in close alliance with the Popes. For the seat of Empire lay far away on the Bosphorus, and little aid could come from the nominal suzerain; while the Lombards thundered at the gates. The Pope, too, was engaged in combating the Eastern doctrine as to the twofold nature of Christ, and in resisting the iconoclastic edicts of Leo the Isaurian. So Pope and people were at one in avoiding an absolute rupture with either power lest they should have to depend on the other, and in defending their common interests against both.

    The city was governed by a duke, whom the people endeavoured to elect, but who was the representative of Constantinople. He largely extended the limits of his duchy, and was supported by an army, at first consisting of nobles and landed proprietors, but including, in the tenth century, all the inhabitants except Churchmen, women, and slaves. The senate disappears from the records for a time. There is silence about it from the sixth to the eighth century, and again from the eighth until the twelfth century; but it is possible that the ancient senate had been gradually converted into a new body of nobles, assembling at irregular intervals, or only on emergency, before the summoning of the general popular assembly. But the Pope was the administrator of enormous revenues, and possessed of spiritual authority over the whole of Western Christendom. When the suzerainty of the East was disavowed, he seems to have come to regard the duchy of Rome as the appanage of the Church. To avoid becoming the subject of the Lombard, he called in the Frank. Even Gregory II. (715-731) had accepted the allegiance of other towns in the name of the Republic, and Pepin received the title of King of the Franks and Defender of the Church, in return for which Pepin granted to the Pope the usufruct of Ravenna and the Pentapolis. The Pope now regarded himself as the head of the Republic and the Empire. The new ideas found expression in the famous forgery of the donation of Constantine, which merely expresses the firm conviction of the Church party, who, as is human, came to believe what they wished to believe, that the donation of Pepin was of the nature of a restitution; and, in a.d. 800, we find the Pope conferring temporal sovereignty over the severed and scarcely recognisable members of Ancient Empire to Pepin’s son Charlemagne. The Pope now became a temporal Sovereign. The warfare which this temporal power caused in Rome, the schisms within the Church, and the ultimate rule of Italy by the foreigner, date from the grant of Pepin. In 767 the nobles set up an Antipope, and faction fighting was common in the public streets of Rome. The duke, the militia, and the people now became subordinate to the bishop of the city, who was also the bishop of all bishops, and who claimed, now that the connection with Constantinople was severed, to represent the Empire. But neither Emperor nor Roman people admitted the usurped authority of the Pontiff. The Romans were, it is true, greatly benefited by the riches that poured into their city on account of the presence there of the Head of Christendom; indeed, other sources of wealth had they none. But no man is a prophet in his own country: the citizens lived too close to the Pope to respect him; they were indisposed to be ruled by him; they could neither live with him nor without him. The Popes also infeodated their lands to their relations or friends in order to render it of real military service in defence against barbarian hosts and other foes; the same causes undermined their feudal authority as diminished the strength of all great rulers at this period; and as the Papacy was not hereditary, but there was a constant succession of holders of the office, each of whom did the best for himself and his kin, there arose in Roman territory far more than the ordinary degree of jealousy and disagreement among the members of the class thus enriched and ennobled. The result was that one faction or another of the nobles was ever engaged in plotting against the Pope, appealing to the militia for support, and fighting among themselves. When once anarchy is established in a state, history teaches us that it is an evil weed difficult to uproot; and the history of mediaeval Rome is preeminently a history of anarchy.

    When Leo III. sent Charlemagne the banner of Rome, he came near to losing his life at the hands of the infuriated multitude (799). In fact, it was a very statesmanlike move on the part of Leo to establish the German Empire of the West, as he had now reconstituted authority and an effective force to fall back on. When the Carolingian empire declined, ecclesiastics to whom the Imperial administration had been given became the real sovereigns of Italy. It was dextrous circumspection on the part of the great lords to place their younger sons in the Church; these young men had the usual military training many deposed kings and nobles were forced to receive the tonsure, and in the ninth and tenth centuries the bulk of the clergy was appointed from unspiritual motive and from a body of men entirely worldly. The Church fell into an incredible state of moral decrepitude and decay. The fall of the Frankish Empire left Italy in unspeakable disorder; Huns descended the mountains and ravaged the land, and robber bands of marauding Saracens put their prows into almost every creek, and wandered from Calabria to the Alps and from sea to sea. No Imperial legates appeared in the land, and the aristocracy of Rome overpowered the Pope and his clergy; thus this turbulent oligarchy held Rome and the Papacy in the hollow of its hand, when it was not divided in private hate. But these feudal nobles still claimed to be the “ patricians “ of Rome. “ A consul of the Romans, who seems to have borne the title of Senator, was elected as Princeps of the nobility from their midst, confirmed by the Pope, and placed as Patricius at the head of the jurisdiction and administration of the city “ (Gregorovius).

    Roman ladies in the tenth century were not less beautiful, if more illiterate, than in ancient days, and were quite as dissolute. The Papacy was in the hands of the nobles, for the Papal electorate consisted of them and of clerics who, for the most part, were also nobles. What wonder, then, that other than a saintly disposition qualified for the Papacy, or that the seductive charms of well-born women had power to sway the fortunes of the city and the Church ? Theodora, said to have been the concubine of John X., was able to raise him to the Papal throne (914). From that time she and her daughter Marozia, women endowed with ability, courage, beauty, and concupiscence, disposed of the tiara.

    Marozia imprisoned the Pontiff that her mother had made in her castle of St. Angelo, once the tomb of Hadrian (928), and in 931 she caused the election of her own son to the Papal chair as John XI. She took for her third husband Hugo, Duke of Provence, who aspired to the Imperial crown. Hugo was ill-advised enough to box the ears of Alberic, Marozia’s son by a former marriage. Alberic’s reply was a call to arms. He rushed to the street and summoned the people to shake off the yoke of women and of the barbarians who of yore had been the slaves and not the masters of Rome. The gates were shut to prevent the entry of Hugo’s troops; the King fled, and Marozia was imprisoned. The Pope, Alberic’s brother, was relieved from temporal cares and confined to strictly ecclesiastical-duty in the Lateran (932). The citizens thus released at once from the yoke of women, Pope, and King, believed that they had recovered the liberty of ancient Rome. Alberic received the title of Princeps atque omnium Romanorum Senator. He gave the name of Octavian to his son, and here, as always, we see the notion of the preservation or revival of old Roman forms by mediaeval Italians. Alberic’s power depended on the aristocracy, more especially on those of his own family, and on the militia. He secured himself by paving and reorganizing the militia; the coinage bore his name; and the magistrates met in his house. For twenty-two years he ruled the city with great ability. During the administration of Alberic the rights of the people were recognised, and the army became his defence against the overbearing assumption of the nobility. He made the nobles swear to elect his son Octavian to the Papacy. Soon after he died, and they kept their oath, but they appointed a prefect, annual consuls, and twelve tribunes. Octavian, who took the title of John XII., inherited the vices of his female ancestors without their intelligence. He was little more than a boy, and the nobles once again found themselves without a master. John was unable to cope with Berenger, who held the neighbouring Exarchate, and he therefore revived the Empire by calling in Otho I. (962). John soon discovered that he had a master, and conspired with the nobles and Berenger. But the next year Otho reappeared in Rome, and exacted an oath from the clergy and nobles that they would never elect a Pope without the Imperial consent. He then convoked and presided over a council which deposed John and elected Leo VIII., a Roman noble, in his place. In this council the plebeians were officially represented, which shows their growing importance. Indeed, shortly afterwards (January, 964) they united with the nobles and attacked the Emperor, but were repulsed by his followers. This was the first of the encounters between the Romans and the German followers of the Emperor, which became as time-honoured a tradition of Rome as town and gown riots at Oxford. The moment Otho departed from Rome the citizens recalled John and deposed Leo, and on John’s death elected a new Pope, whereupon Otho returned, besieged and reduced the city, reinstated Leo, and sent the Antipope a prisoner to Germany. There was again a revolt against the Emperor’s next Pope in 965, which led to a sack of the city at Otho’s hands; he executed the twelve chiefs of the twelve “ regions “ of the city. About this time there is evidence that the Roman populace took advantage of divisions among the nobles, and were advancing to greater power in the state. The army had become democratic, and was under the leadership of the captains of the regions (decarconi), while the nobles were headed by the prefect. But the two parties still made common cause against the Emperor, they also strangled one Pope and exiled others. In fact, the Popes were constantly being chased out of Rome by the Romans and brought back again by the Emperor, or deposed by the Emperor and restored by the city. When Otho I. was crowned the old reverence for the Imperial institution, which had been diminished by the feebleness and disunion of Charlemagne’s successors, revived, and a strong man manipulated the tradition. But Otho I. was succeeded by his son, a youth of eighteen. The turmoils of Rome recommenced with his reign. Giovanni Crescenzio, the Patrician, attempted to imitate Alberic; but the third Emperor of the Saxon line, though a lad, was supported by a party opposed to Crescenzio, and overcame him. Otho III., the son of a German father and a Greek mother, possessed that plastic brain capable of vivid conception and fervid imagination and all the contradictions of character that so often mark admixture of race. He dreamed of making Rome once again the seat of a Universal Empire. He surrounded himself with the splendours of the Eastern Court, which he paraded in his palace on the Palatine. When he elevated his cousin Bruno to the Papacy as Gregory V. (996), the new Pope surrounded himself by his countrymen and advanced them to important posts. Crescenzio expelled the Pope and his creatures, reconstituted the commune, and created a new Pope. But Otho came to Rome, and there was an Imperial party in the city ready to open the gates to his forces. Crescenzio was besieged in S. Angelo, and forced to capitulate on honourable terms. His life was the forfeit of his reliance; the Imperial word was basely violated, and he was tortured and slain. Crescenzio, as opponent of both King and Pope, embodies the Roman revolutionary spirit. It was during the reign of Otho that the feudal system was firmly established in the Church, and that bishops were encouraged by Sylvester II. to become the counts of lands and cities, thus giving rise to the dispute as to investitures, which was destined to widen that breach between Church and State of which we can discern symptoms even in the time of the first Otho. On the death of the third Otho, while Ardoin of Ivrea was endeavouring to constitute Italy into a kingdom for himself, another Giovanni Crescenzio was elected patrician, and restored the old form of the republic. Consuls, senators, and assemblies of the people appear (1010), and a relative of Giovanni presides as prefect over the administration of justice. Giovanni made a new Pope (1003), but after his death, the descendants of Alberic gained the upper hand in Rome. They practically nominated the Pope, and Henry II. was obliged to humble himself in order to secure his crown, much as an aristocratic member of Parliament condescends to-day in order to secure his seat.

    A strange and inconsequent mingling of the elements of grandeur and feebleness in the Roman character manifests itself at this and every period. High impulse is followed by collapse, and a tempestuous spirit of liberty subsides into debased servitude. As Haliam observes, “ There still remained enough in the wreck of that vast inheritance to swell the bosoms of her citizens with a consciousness of their own dignity. They bore the venerable name, they contemplated the monuments of art and empire, and forgot, in the illusions of national pride, that the tutelar gods of the building were departed forever.”

    Three descendants of Marozia and the elder Alberic now sat on the Papal throne—namely, Benedict VIII. in 1012, John XIX., his brother, who was not even a priest, in 1024, and their nephew, Benedict IX., a mere child, in 1033. The election of the last two was secured by simony and electoral corruption, and the Papal dignity seemed to have become hereditary. “ I dread to repeat,” writes Pope Victor III., at that time Benedict’s subject and afterwards his successor, “ how shameful, corrupt, and execrable was the life of Benedict when he was consecrated; and I speak only of afterwards. After he had long tormented the Roman people with pillage, murder, and abominations, the citizens, unable to endure his villainy any longer, mustered, and ejected him both from the city and the Papal chair. They replaced him, but by receiving payment and thinking scorn of the sacred canons. John, Bishop of Sabina, thus elected only occupied the chair three months. Benedict, who sprang from Roman consuls, and who was supported by all their power, overran the city with soldiers and forced the bishop to return to his diocese. Benedict resumed the tiara, but did not change his morals. Finding at last that the clergy and people detested his evil deeds, and that his vices were on everybody’s tongue, since he was devoted to voluptuousness, and wished to live rather as an epicure than as a Pope, he contrived to sell the Pontificate at a good price to a certain archbishop who passed for a highly religious priest, and who, taking the style of Gregory VL, governed the Church two years and eight months, until the arrival of Henry of Germany.” (Chron. Mont. Cassin, L. II., B. iv.,). Gregory VI. gave himself up to recovering Papal possessions, and, as he was absolutely unlettered and ignorant, the Roman people gave him a colleague to attend to his official duties whilst he was in the field fighting. So when Henry arrived at the gates of Rome, which he, prudently, was not desirous of entering, he found Benedict enthroned at St. John’s Lateran, Gregory at St. Maria Maggiore, and Sylvester at St. Peter’s. He convened a council to depose the trio, and nominated the Bishop of Bamberg, who took the style of Clement II.: he also took the title of patrician, and thus became complete master of the Church no less than of the State. Henry, taking advantage of the gratitude of the new Pope and of the obloquy which the last schism had thrown on popular election, compelled the Roman people to renounce their right of presentation in his favour. He appointed four short-lived Popes of German birth, who were pious reformers of the Church. But during the minority of Henry IV. the Roman nobles again began to assert their power, and Hildebrand, the master-mind of his age, got Nicholas II., whose election was due to his statesmanship, to entrust the cardinals with the election of all future Popes, who were to be drawn from their ranks. The assent of the Emperor, the clergy, and the people was to be purely formal. He had the support of the piously inclined Normans of the South, who struck off the heads of those of the Roman nobility that opposed his measures. Among the Roman nobles there had been for a long time a cleavage on Imperial and Papal lines, and Hildebrand certainly had fierce opponents in one, if not in both of these parties. But fear of popular wrath prevented them from becoming the masters of Gregory VII., even though they were the masters of Rome. By Hildebrand, as Gregorovius says, the deep sleep of the Middle Ages was disturbed. In the Wars of Investiture the Popes were at the mercy of the nobles of Rome, who, however, were divided by faction, and the Pope was obliged to truckle now to one side and now to the other. His power was least effective in his own city. Right up to the Papal palace the nobles of Rome were divided, by a far deeper cleavage than ever, into the party of the Emperor and the party of the Pope. Did he leave Rome, the Pope could not re-enter unless his Norman allies forced the way for him; did he desire to influence an election, the Imperialists carried the day, and compelled him to seek security in the fortress-tomb of Hadrian. And yet an aristocratic government of some sort goes on under an elective senate and consuls. Moreover, the people increased in power and importance, because in Rome, as elsewhere, neither of the aristocratic factions could gain the upper hand without their aid. It was a case of thieves quarrelling and honest men coming by their own.

    
    
    
 THE REPUBLIC OF ROME AND ITS RELATIONS WITH THE PAPACY AND EMPIRE (III8—1188)


    
    During the Wars of Investiture the great movement for communal freedom spread throughout Italy. Rome felt the impulse, but the nobles here were stronger than elsewhere. Two great parties cloaked their mutual jealousies and petty quarrels under the guise of Imperial and anti-imperial factions; they set up rival Popes, and the Pontiff who chanced to be the stronger for the moment, had to strengthen his faction or detach his foes by yielding more and more power. The nobles of Rome had nearly excluded all the nobles of the Campagna from municipal power. The two leading families were the Pierleoni and the Frangipanni, who had taken opposite sides in the Papal election of 1118—an election which resulted in the establishment of rival Popes. The Pierleoni were the descendants of Jewish usurers who had adopted Christianity, and this time their candidate was recognised as the legitimate Pope. Though the trade of Rome was small, as the abode of Papacy, it become a centre of finance, and there consequently arose a new aristocracy of wealth. Since so many of the nobility were the recent creations of the series of short-lived Popes, the barons of Rome were less exclusive than elsewhere, and the “ new men “ rapidly attained to great power, which they increased by taking up the cause of the people and getting the support of its strong militia. In 1130 a hurried election placed Innocent II. on the Papal throne, but the Frangipanni and a majority of cardinals elected one of the Pierleoni. Innocent for a time lurked in one after another of the ancient triumphal arches of Rome, now converted into fortresses by the Frangipanni, but finding himself unable to stand against the popular party, he fled to France and Germany, where he was acknowledged as lawful Pope, and he induced Lothair to come to Rome to be crowned, with the hope of seating himself at St. Peter’s by the Imperial aid. But Roger of Sicily and the other Pope occupied the city, and Innocent had to content himself with crowning the Emperor in St. John’s Lateran, which the Frangipanni still held (1133). In 1136 the Imperial troops ejected Anaclete from the Vatican; and although Innocent was taken prisoner by Roger in 1139, he got himself released and re-established by that astute monarch, in the manner already related. It need hardly be said that scandalous disorder attended these contests of the rival claimants to the Apostolic See, and the Romans were not slow to take advantage thereby. Now, little Tivoli had become a republic and annexed some territory, and Innocent got the help of Roman soldiery to bring it into obedience. But the men of Tivoli defeated the men of Rome, and pursued them right up to their own gates (1141). Indignant that the mistress of the world should be thus repulsed by one of her earliest and smallest conquests, her sons marched a bigger army on Tivoli and took it. But the defenders yielded to the Pope, and came to an understanding with him, whereupon the Romans demanded that submission should be made to them, the sovereign Roman people, and that the walls of Tivoli should be destroyed and its citizens dispersed. Innocent refused, and the result was that the people rose against him (1143), excluded nearly all the nobles from government, abolished the sovereignty of the Pope, and reorganized the senate. In 1144 Lucius II. tried to suppress revolt by the aid of the Normans, but this only increased the violence of the movement. He was called upon to resign all temporalia except tithes and donations, and the Romans elected Giordano dei Pierleoni as their patrician. Lucius was killed in a street fight, and his successor driven from the city because he refused to subscribe to the demands of the people. Rome, like Tivoli, was excited by the success of the Northern towns in establishing their independence, but the conditions were very different. The Roman burgher depended on the wealth brought in by pilgrims; the nobles were constituted by tenure, and formed no very well-defined caste. There were, indeed, a few patricians who boasted their descent from those of ancient Rome, but they were of little account. The lesser nobility joined the burghers, and the revolution spread throughout the domain of the Church. The towns declared their independence, and the nobles of the Campagna set themselves up as little sovereigns. But the authority of the Emperor was still recognised, and the senate addressed Conrad III. in pompous terms, which have been preserved for us by Otho of Frisingen. “ By God’s grace the Senate has been re-established. By the force of the Senate and of the Roman people Constantine and Justinian gloriously reigned over the undivided Empire; we strive and would fain that you should rule as they did. . . . Once again have we laid the foundations of that ancient order, for we maintain peace and justice for those that love them; we have made ourselves masters of the towers, fortresses, and houses of the nobles, who, in concert with the Sicilian and the Pope, resisted your authority; some we hold in your name; others we have razed to the ground. Let your wisdom recall all the mischief that the Papal court and the nobles of whom we speak have done to your predecessors. In concord with the Sicilian they prepare evils yet greater “ (Otto Fris., De gestis Frid I.). Conrad justly estimated the value of the loyalty professed, and did not reply either to this or other missives. There arrived at Rome at this time Arnold of Brescia, the great reforming and revolutionary spirit of his age.
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