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INTRODUCTION

~

    
    
    
    
    
    THE WHOLE COURSE OF HISTORY is very conveniently divided into three periods—the Ancient, the Medieval, and the Modern. Generally, fixed dates have been assigned for the beginning and end of each of these. They have then been further divided and subdivided, and each division has received a particular name. While this has been more or less convenient and justifiable, the divisions have often been treated so mechanically as to make a totally wrong impression, especially on the minds of students who are just beginning the study; for if there is anything that is firmly held by all good historians to-day, it is the continuity of history. There are no real breaks in its course. Every age is a preparation for. and an introduction to, the next.

    One period grows into another so gradually and naturally that the people who live in the time of transition are often utterly unconscious of the fact that a new period is beginning. Certain events may well be said to be epoch-making, but in spite of that their full effect is not felt at once. They slowly modify the existing order of things, and the old is gradually displaced by the new. The world is never actually revolutionized in a day.

    It is not wrong to separate history into such periods, for different interests prevail at different times, and, therefore, one period may have a very different character from that of another. But in making all such divisions two things should be carefully guarded against: fixed boundaries should not be assigned to them, and they should not be treated as if their predominant interest were their only interest. No one interest can absorb the whole life of a period. For several centuries the life of Europe has been too complex to admit of its being adequately treated from only one point of view.

    The terms “Medieval” and “Middle Age” have been used because of their convenience. That which brought about the great change in Europe was the invasions of the Barbarians, and these began on a grand scale in the fourth century. The end of the period is not perhaps so easily determined, but the period from 1450 to 1550 is marked by such movements as the great religious revolution, which involved all western Europe and was productive of many changes, the growth of absolutism in Europe, the changes in the practical government of many of the countries, the birth of political science, the multiplication of international relations, and the extension of industry and commerce, so that we may safely say that the Middle Age should end somewhere about that time. At any rate, a convenient place may there be found where one may stop and mark the failing of old, and the appearance of new, tendencies and characteristics.

    A comparison of the map of Europe in the fourth century of our era with that of the same country in the sixteenth century will give the best idea of the changes that took place there during the Middle Age. Such a comparison would suggest that all these changes could be grouped under four heads, namely, those in the political system, in language, in religion, and in civilization.

    The first map would show but two grand political divisions, the Roman Empire and the Barbarians. On the second, the Barbarians have almost disappeared, and the Empire, while it has a nominal existence, is not at all what it was. In its stead and in the place of the Barbarians, there are many separate and independent states and different nations. One asks instinctively, What has become of the Empire? Where are the Barbarians? How did these new states arise? What is the origin of these new nationalities?

    The linguistic changes suggested by the maps are quite as striking. Latin and Greek were the only languages in existence in Europe in the earlier time. The rude dialects of the Barbarians were not regarded as languages, and were unfit for literary purposes. In the sixteenth century Greek was spoken in a limited territory, and Latin had become the language of the educated only, while the barbarian tongues had been developed into literary languages.

    Religiously, the changes are sweeping. At the beginning of the fourth century Europe was still prevailingly heathen. Christianity was widely spread, but its adherents were largely in the minority. In the sixteenth century, however, heathenism was nominally, at least, almost destroyed in Europe. In its stead we have Christianity in two great types, the Roman Catholic and the Greek, while a third new type, to be known as Protestantism, is about to be produced. Besides Christianity we find a part of Europe under the domination of Mohammedanism. How were the Barbarians of Europe Christianized? we ask. How were the different types of Christianity produced? What separated the Greek from the Latin Church? What was the origin of Mohammedanism? What are its tenets and character? How did it spread, and what has been its history? What influence has it had on Europe? And what have been the relations between Christianity and Mohammedanism?

    The changes in civilization are also radical. Territorially there has been great progress. Civilization has passed far beyond the Rhine and the Danube, and there are already indications that its centre is soon to be changed from the south to the north. Italy, Spain, and southern France were still in advance in the sixteenth century; but England, northern France, and Germany were showing the characteristics which should eventually enable them to assume the leadership in art, science, literature, manufactures, and in nearly all that goes to make up the highest and best civilization. They were to furnish the ideas that shall rule the world. Here, too, questions arise. What did the rest of Europe receive from Greece and Rome? How was this inheritance transmitted? How has it been increased and modified? How were the Barbarians influenced by the art, literature, architecture, law, customs, modes of thought, and life of the Greeks and Romans? What new ideas and fresh impulses have been given by the various barbarian peoples that have successively been brought in as factors in the progress and development of Europe?

    The Middle Age is the birth-period of the modern states of Europe. We shall study the successive periods of decay and revival in the Empire; its ineffectual efforts to carry on the work of Rome in destroying the sense of difference in race, and to make all Europe one people; and its bitter struggle with its new rival, the Papacy, which ended practically in the destruction of both. We shall follow the Barbarians in their migrations and invasions, and watch them as they form new states and slowly learn of Rome the elements of civilization. We shall see them come to national self-consciousness, exhibiting all the signs of a proud sense of nationality, gradually but stubbornly resisting interference of both Emperor and Pope in their affairs, and, finally, throwing off all allegiance to both, becoming fully independent and acknowledging their responsibility to no power outside of themselves. Along with this national differentiation goes the development of the barbarian dialects into vigorous languages, each characteristic of the people to which it belongs.

    We shall study the spread of Christianity, its ideals and institutions, Monasticism and the Papacy. The monks of the west played a most important part in Christianizing and civilizing the peoples of Europe, and the Bishops of Rome came to look upon themselves as the successors, not only of Peter, but also of the Caesars, claiming all power, both spiritual and temporal. The Church is, therefore, a prominent factor in the history of the Middle Age.

    Mohammedanism was for some time a formidable opponent of Christianity even in Europe. It set for itself the task of conquering the world. It made many determined efforts to establish itself firmly in Europe. The Eastern Question was an old one, even in the Middle Age, and the invasions of the Mohammedans into Europe and the counter-invasions of the Christians (the Crusades) are all so many episodes in i ts history.

    By invading and settling in the Empire the Barbarians came under the schooling of the Romans. They destroyed much, but they also learned much. The elements of the Graeco-Roman civilization were preserved; its art, laws, and ideas were slowly modified and adopted by the invading peoples. We shall see how this rich legacy was preserved and gradually made the property of all the peoples of Europe, and we shall study the progress which they have made in civilization.

    These are some of the problems with which the history of the Middle Age is concerned; they will be treated in their appropriate places. We shall first take a kind of inventory of their factors, and these are Europe (the land itself in its physical and climatic features), its peoples, and the Christian Church.

    
    



EUROPE, ITS PEOPLES, AND THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH
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    THE GENERAL CONTOUR OF EUROPE has greatly influenced its history. It is, therefore, necessary to study its mountain systems, its plains, its coast and river systems, and its climate.

    On the east, and coinciding in general with the boundary between Asia and Europe, are the Ural Mountains. They, with the Caucasus Range between the Black and Caspian Seas, form a barrier to easy communication between the east and the west, and so have forced travel and commerce, as well as invading peoples and armies, to follow certain well-defined routes. The Alps and the Pyrenees have served much the same purpose in the south. They have prevented the fusion of the peoples to the north with those to the south, and have made futile all the many attempts to bring and keep them under one government. They have played important parts in the differentiation, spread, and development of the various nations about them. Their passes being few and difficult, they have hindered intercourse and have prevented interference, and so each people has been left more exclusively to itself to work out its own character and destiny.

    Even in the small physical divisions of Europe, mountains have done much to isolate and divide those whom everything else has sought to fuse and unite. They have helped perpetuate tribal and racial differences in Scandinavia, in Germany, in Austria, and especially in the Balkan Peninsula, Italy, Spain, and Portugal. There can be no doubt that the mountains of these countries still make the problems of their respective governments more difficult. They have been constant and efficient barriers to the formation of extensive states and governments in western Europe.

    On the other hand, the great central plains offer every opportunity for homogeneous development and for the formation of governments with extensive sway. Being adapted to the occupation of grazing, agriculture, and similar pursuits, they determined the earliest occupations of the people. So long as the number of inhabitants was small, their great extent favored the continued separation of the nomadic tribes that wandered over them; and with increasing population the peoples were more easily brought together and subjected to the influence of the same ideas, whether political, social, or religious.

    Turning to the study of its coast we note that Europe itself is almost a peninsula, and is besides deeply indented by arms of the sea, so that it has a large extent of coast line. Its two great inland seas offer, because of their calmness, excellent opportunities for the growth of commerce. It is not accidental that European commerce developed first, and had its chief seats, around the Mediterranean and the Baltic.

    As if to facilitate communication, Europe is traversed from north to south by many rivers, which in the Middle Age were the highways of travel and traffic. By a short portage the Rhine and the rivers of France are connected with each other and with the Rhone and its tributaries; the Rhine, the Main, the Elbe, and the Oder, with the Danube; the Vistula, the Niemen, and the Duna, with the Dniester, the Dnieper, the Don, and the Volga. In this way nature has done much to promote intercourse in Europe. A radically different arrangement of the rivers of Europe would have affected its history in a corresponding way. Especially the districts about the mouths of the rivers were likely to be hastened in their development because of their greater opportunities for commerce and the advantages to be derived therefrom. The national existence of Portugal, Holland, and Belgium is due in some measure to the fact that they lie about the mouths of great rivers.

    The climate of a country influences its people in many ways. Long and cold winters make the conditions of life in the north much more difficult than in the south, where nature does almost everything unaided. In this way the habits of the people, their dress, social life, and architecture, public as well as private, are greatly influenced by the widely varying climatic conditions that prevail in the various parts of Europe.

    In the third century the Roman Empire extended from the Atlantic in the west to the Euphrates in the east; from the Sahara in the south to the Danube, Main, and Rhine in the north. Britain also (the modern England) had been added to this territory. Since the beginning of the Christian Era, the boundaries of the Empire had not been greatly enlarged. The task of defending the frontiers rapidly becoming more difficult left successive Emperors little time to think of foreign conquests.

    In the year 27 B.C. Octavius usurped the power by concentrating in himself the most important offices, which, up to this time, had been elective. He did not change their character, for the officers of the Republic, although elected, exercised absolute power, delegated to them by the state, during their term of office. According to Roman conceptions the power of the state was absolute; the highest ideal of the people was obedience, not liberty. This power the Emperor seized and vested in himself, though, in theory, it was regarded as simply delegated to him. He had it all—military, judicial, legislative, executive, financial, and religious. The Senate’s actual powers were gone. Though many forms of the Republic were still observed the Emperor was supreme. He was the state. Disobedience to his will was an offence against the majesty of the Roman people, and consequently punished with death. He was the head of the state religion with the title of Pontifex Maximus. He took on a sacred character, being worshipped while living and receiving the honors of apotheosis at his death. Temples and altars were erected to him, sacrifices offered in his name, and a rich ritual developed. An offence against his person was sacrilege, and hence a capital crime.

    This change in the government was in many respects beneficial. The last years of the Republic had been filled with wars and seditions. The Emperor restored peace and order. He policed the Empire and made it safe. He put down brigandage and piracy. He compelled those who were over the provinces, to rule justly, and the cities received many favors at his hands. As legislators the earlier Emperors made excellent use of their powers, introducing a humane spirit into their laws. Up to this time the law had taken only men into account. Women, children, and slaves were almost without its protection. The Emperors forbade abortions and the exposure of children, gave wives and mothers more protection against the cruelty and caprice of their husbands, and mitigated in many ways the hard conditions of slaves. Illegitimate children and those of criminals were no longer compelled to share the heavy penalties visited upon their parents. The Emperors made less use of torture in the examination of witnesses, recognized the right of the accused to trial, and declared that it was worse to punish an innocent person than to let a guilty one escape.

    The policy of Rome had been to Romanize her subjects. She endeavored to lift them all up to her level by giving them her civilization. This work the Emperors prosecuted with great zeal and success. In the year 215 A.D. Caracalla issued an edict making all the free inhabitants of the Empire citizens of Rome.

    The Republic had made shipwreck of its religious faith. Its last days had been godless and atheistic. The Emperors led and promoted an earnest revival in religion and morals, which in the course of the next three centuries became general among all classes. Under its influence, monotheistic ideas and conceptions became common, being supported also by the philosophy of the times. Such ideas as the unity of the human race and the brotherhood of man were not unknown, for philosophers, such as Seneca and Epictetus, taught them. It was a period, therefore, in which civilization made great progress and the conception of humanity grew broader and higher.

    The Emperor was surrounded by a crowd of people who assisted him in the work of governing, but he was at first without a “court.” His life was comparatively simple and free. During the first three centuries little change was made in the administration of the government. The cities were left undisturbed in the exercise of their liberties and local self-government. The provinces were ruled by officers of the Emperor. They represented him, and in his name commanded the troops, collected taxes, and administered justice. Many provinces had an annual assembly, or parliament, which, however, was in the hands of the Emperor and served him as a part of the machinery for administering the affairs of government.

    A fatal mistake was made in that no law of succession was established. Theoretically the people of Rome were supposed to have the right to elect the Emperor, but practically the army disposed of the imperial crown. Any one might aspire to be Emperor. For some time there was little trouble about the succession, but in the third century bloody contentions for the possession of the crown arose. From 180 to 284 A.D. there were over thirty actual Emperors, and more than that number of would-be usurpers. By acclamation the soldiers made their favorite general Emperor, or sold the crown to the highest bidder. Diocletian (284-305) endeavored to put an end to this by increasing the number of Emperors and surrounding each one with a court. According to his scheme there were to be two Emperors, one in the east and the other in the west. Each of these was to have an assistant called a Caesar. The term of office was fixed at twenty years. At the end of this period the Emperors were to resign, and the Caesars were to take their places as Emperors, and appoint other Caesars as their assistants. To render the persons of the Emperors still safer, each was to have a court modelled after those of the east.

    For the support of these courts large sums of money were necessary. Diocletian, .therefore, reformed and extended the system of taxation and reduced the government to a bureaucratic form. In this process he destroyed local liberty and self-government, and so oppressed the people with taxes that the inevitable result was universal bankruptcy.

    The reforms of Diocletian did away with the last traces of republican rule. The old titles of the various offices which Augustus had vested in himself as Emperor were now omitted. The Senate had no power at all. The Emperor was “Lord and God.” Not only he, but his house, his bedchamber, and his treasury were regarded as sacred. His word was law. He was the living law on earth. He was the highest judge, and might, if he wished, call before him all cases. He was the source of law, judicial authority, and justice. The finances of the Empire were wholly in his hands. He assessed all taxes and tolls.

    The old praetorian guard was replaced by a guard of the palace and a body-guard. The Emperor had a council composed of some of his principal officers, which served him in all the work of governing. For the private and the public service of the Emperor there was a vast crowd of employees with the most various titles, arranged in groups, each under the control of an officer who was made directly responsible to the Emperor. A complete bureaucratic system was developed, which has served as model for more than one of the modern governments of Europe.

    Under the Emperors the character of the army changed rapidly. Although great inducements were offered the volunteer it was difficult to keep the ranks of the legions full, and it soon became necessary to make drafts by force and to accept for military service even slaves, which the large land-owners were compelled to furnish in proportion to the value of their lands. The difficulties encountered by the state in such a method of procedure, and the poor quality of the soldiers thus obtained, led to the enrolment of Barbarians in ever-increasing numbers. Native troops were replaced by mercenaries, who were without patriotism and cared only for money. Intrigues, plunderings, revolts, and rebellion on the part of the army became frequent, and that which was supposed to be the protection of the Empire became its bane.

    The inhabitants of the Empire were divided into four classes—slaves, plebs, curiales, and senators. Within each of these four divisions there were various grades and shades of difference. The lot of the slaves was gradually growing better. In the country it now became customary to enroll them, thus attaching them to the soil, from which they could not be separated, and with which they were bought and sold. Masters were forbidden to kill their slaves or to separate a slave from his wife and children.

    To the class of plebs belonged all the free common people, whether small freeholders, tradesmen, laborers, or artisans. The freeholders were diminishing in numbers. Their lands were consumed by the taxes and they themselves either became serfs or ran away to the towns. The majority of the inhabitants of the cities and towns were free, but had no political rights.

    All who possessed twenty-five acres of land, or its equivalent, were regarded as “curiales.” On these fell the burdens of office-holding and the taxes, for the collection of which they were made responsible.

    The ranks of the senatorial class were constantly increasing by the addition of all those who for any reason received the title of senator or who were appointed by the Emperor to one of the high offices. The honor was hereditary. The senators were the richest people of the Empire, having in their possession the most of the soil. As they enjoyed exceptional privileges and immunities, the lot of the curiales was made more grievous.

    For the support of his army, his court, and the great number of clerks made necessary by the bureaucratic form of government, the Emperor had to have immense sums of money, for the purpose of raising which many kinds of taxes were introduced. Taxes were levied on both lands and persons; on all sorts of manufacturing industries; on heirs, when they came into possession of their estates; on slaves when set free; and on the amount of the sales made by merchants. Tolls were collected on the highways and at bridges, and duties at the city gates and in the harbors. Besides direct taxes, there were many kinds of special taxes, burdens, and services, such as food, clothing, and quarters for the army; horses and wagons for the imperial use whenever demanded; and repairing of the roads, bridges, and temples. Most oppressive of all, perhaps, was the dishonesty of the officers, who often exacted far more than even the very high sums which the Emperor required.

    It was impossible that this should not bankrupt the Empire. The cities suffered most quickly. As the senatorial class, the army, professors of rhetoric, and the clergy were largely freed from taxation, the whole burden fell on the curiales, who became oppressors in order to collect the vast sums required of them. Finally, when they were exhausted, they attempted in every way to escape from their class. Some of them succeeded in rising into the senatorial ranks; many of them deserted their lands and became slaves, or entered the army or the Church. The Emperors tried to prevent this, and often seized the curial who had run away and compelled him to take up his old burden again. The curial was forbidden by law to try to change his position, but in spite of this many of them surrendered their lands to some rich neighbor and received them back on condition of the payment of certain taxes, and the rendering of certain services. This was a form of land tenure and social relation very similar to that common in feudalism of a later day.

    In the fourth century A.D. the Kelts occupied Gaul (modern France) and the islands of Great Britain. Four or five hundred years before Christ, they had extended as far east as the Weser in the north, and occupied much territory in the centre of Europe. The Kelts were never all united in one great state, but existed in separate tribes. Each tribe formed a state and was governed by an aristocracy. The people had no part in the government, but were treated by the ruling class as slaves. The nobility was divided into two classes, the religious and the secular. The religious nobility were the Druids, a caste of priests who controlled all sacrifices, both public and private, and who were also judges and final authorities in all other matters. Their word was law, and whoever refused them obedience was put under their ban, which had almost exactly the same meaning as the Papal ban a few centuries later. They had many gods, to whom they offered human sacrifices.

    The Kelts had large, strong, and beautiful bodies, as may be seen from the famous statue in Rome, “The Dying Gaul” (formerly known as the “Dying Gladiator”). They were brave, dashing warriors, fond of music, especially of the shrill martial kind, with which they went into battle. They were easily moved by fine speech and had a love for poetry. Their language was well developed and capable of expressing a wide range of thought and emotion. They loved bright and gay colors, and were noted for the liveliness rather than for the persistency of their feelings and emotions. They were restless, sprightly, full of activity, and capable of the greatest enthusiasm for, and devotion to, a popular leader, but they were fickle and unreliable if their ardor was once quenched by disaster. At the beginning of our period the Kelts who occupied Gaul and Britain (the present England) were thoroughly Romanized. To a great extent they had forgotten their language and spoke Latin. Many cities had sprung up which were well supplied with temples, baths, and theatres, and were in all respects thoroughly Roman. But the Kelts of Ireland, Wales, and Scotland were still barbarian, and hostile to Rome.

    At the beginning of our period the Germans occupied Scandinavia, and nearly all the land between the Rhine and the Vistula, and the Baltic and the Danube. Since the times of Caesar and Tacitus many changes had taken place among them. Some of them had changed their location, new groups had been formed, and they were known by new names. The Goths had left the Vistula and were now spread over a great stretch of territory to the north of the Black Sea and the lower Danube. Other tribes were moving or spreading out in the same direction. Great masses of Germans and other peoples were crowded together along the whole northern frontier of the Empire, and the danger of a barbarian invasion was rapidly growing greater.

    Tacitus (“Germania,” ii.) says that the Germans were divided into three great branches: the Ingaevones, who lived nearest the ocean; the Hermiones, who lived in the “middle; ” and the Istsevones, who included all the rest. These three names had now been replaced by others, such as Franks, Suevi, and Saxons. Neither these nations nor those mentioned by Tacitus actually included all the Germans, forming rather the great division which may be called the West Germans. Besides these there were those of the north, afterward known as the Danes, Norwegians, and Swedes, and those of the east, the Goths, Vandals, and others.

    In their government they were democratic. They had a well-defined system of local self-government. There were three political divisions: the whole tribe, or nation; the Gau, or county (in England this was called the hundred); and the village. All matters that concerned only the village were discussed and settled by all the freemen of the village in a public meeting. Likewise the affairs of the Gau were administered by the freemen of the Gau, and matters that concerned the whole nation were decided by an assembly of all the freemen of the tribe. In social rank, there were three classes—nobles, freemen, and slaves. The nobles had certain advantages, but in the assemblies the vote of a freeman equalled that of a nobleman.

    It was customary among the Germans for the young men to attach themselves to some man of tried courage and military ability (the comitatus or Gefolge), with whom they lived and whom they accompanied on all his expeditions. Such warrior chiefs were proud of having a large number of young men about them, for it added to their dignity and increased their power in many ways. The relation between a leader and a follower was entirely voluntary, and consequently honorable to both. It might be terminated whenever either party failed in his duties.

    The religion of the Germans was a kind of nature worship, connected with various objects, such as groves, trees, and caves, and with natural phenomena. They had no priest caste. They lived by cattle-raising, agriculture, and hunting. The labor was performed principally by slaves and women. It was characteristic of them that they were unwilling to live in compactly built towns. Their houses were generally some distance apart, forming a straggling village. The Romans were impressed with the great size and power of their bodies, the ruddiness of their faces, and the light color of their hair.

    They had some very prominent faults, such as a too great love of war, of the cup, and of the dice. They became so infatuated with gambling that, after losing all their property, they staked their wives and children, and if these were lost, they risked even their own liberty. The Germans boasted of their faithfulness to every obligation. So true were they to their word that if they lost their freedom in gambling they willingly yielded to their new master, and permitted themselves to be reduced to the position of slaves.

    The Slavs occupied a large belt of territory east of the Germans, and extended far into Russia. As the Germans withdrew to the west and south, the Slavs followed them and took possession of the land thus vacated. In this way they finally came as far west as the Elbe, and may be said to have held nearly all of the territory from the Elbe to the Dnieper. A large part of what is now Prussia, Saxony, and Bohemia became wholly Slavic.

    The Slavs, as well as the Kelts and Germans, were broken lip into many tribes having no political connection with each other. They seem to have had a patriarchal form of government. At any rate, great reverence was shown the old men of the tribe, who, by virtue of their age, had a controlling voice in the management of affairs. At first the Slavs probably had no nobility. They elected their leaders in war, and so strong was the democratic spirit among them that they were never able to produce a royal line.

    Their religion was a low form of idolatry. They had priests, who were consulted on all matters, both political and religious. Though they had powerful frames and impressed the Romans with their size, they were tame and unwarlike, and have never been conquerors. Their location was favorable to the occupations of cattle-raising and agriculture. They did not possess a strong national feeling, but were easily assimilated by other peoples. Large numbers of them were Germanized from the ninth century on.

    In the ninth century still another Indo-European people came into history, the Letts, closely related to the Slavs, and whom we meet on the shore of the Baltic, from the Vistula to some distance beyond the Nieman. They were divided into Lithuanians and Prussians. It is curious to note that the name of this non-German people (the Prussians) has, in the process of time, come to be applied to the leading German state of to-day.

    Besides these Indo-European peoples which we have just discussed there were others, who are usually called Ural-Altaic or Finnic Turkish tribes. “ Turanian ” is also applied to them. They were to be found in northern Scandinavia and in the northern, northwestern, and eastern parts of Russia. They were the Finns, the Lapps, the Esthonians, the Livonians, the Ugrians, the Tchuds, the Permians, the Magyars, the Huns, and many others. They were related to the Turkish Mongols. During the Middle Age, at least, they in no way advanced the interests of civilization, but rather played the part of a scourge—destroyers rather than builders.

    The division followed above is linguistic. Philologists first discovered the similarity between the languages of the Greeks, the Romans, the Kelts, the Germans, the Slavs, the Letts, the Persians, and the ancient inhabitants of India, and on the basis of these resemblances, classed these peoples together as one great race. It was inferred that because their languages were akin the people themselves must have been of the same original stock. The modern science of Anthropology or Ethnology does not recognize the validity of such an argument, but declares that these peoples do not belong to the same race, although their languages are related. Ethnologists now use other tests, prominent among which are skull measurements, to discover the racial relations of peoples.

    In the fourth century Christianity was well scattered over the Empire, and there were Christians even among the Barbarians. The Church beginning in Palestine as a brotherhood, had slowly developed an organization which at this time was fairly complete. It was modelling its government after that of the Roman Empire. Its clergy had much of what we might call “esprit de corps.” The Christian Church, as a whole, was friendly to the Roman state, and desired that it might be preserved and perpetuated. This was due in part to certain commands in their sacred writings that they should honor the king and obey the powers that be, and in part, also, to the belief that so long as the Roman government should remain intact the “Antichrist” would not come.

    This friendly feeling of the Church was not reciprocated by the state. To the heathen the congregations of the Christians seemed to be secret societies, most of which were forbidden by the state because of their supposed political character, and Eastern religions were forbidden in the western part of the Empire. Christianity also was eastern in its origin. To be a Christian, therefore, was to be a criminal in the eyes of the law. It was impossible for the Christians to perform their duties as citizens, for all such duties were connected with idolatrous rites and practices; neither could they sacrifice to the gods or take any part in the great religious festivals and celebrations. In an age when nearly everything was attributed to the direct agency of the gods, it was unavoidable that the Christians, who despised the gods, should be blamed for all calamities. The result was that the Christians were persecuted and annoyed, more or less, for three hundred years. These persecutions were local, however, until 249 A.D., when Decius ordered the first general persecution. Even then the persecution did not extend over the whole Empire. In 303 A.D. the last great persecution was begun under Diocletian, though the responsibility for it is to be laid on his Caesar, Galerius. After about eight years of struggle the first edict of toleration was published, in April, 311, making Christianity a legal religion.

    It was the policy of Constantine to further Christianity. In 313 he released the Catholic clergy from many political duties which were ordinarily regarded as burdensome. In 315 he freed the Church from the payment of certain taxes. Probably in 316 he made legal the manumission of slaves which took place in churches. In 321 churches were granted the privilege of receiving legacies. In 323 he forbade the compulsory attendance of Christians at heathen worship and celebrations. Up to 323 the coins which he struck bore the images and inscriptions of various gods; after that time his coins had only allegorical emblems. But, on the other hand, Constantine never in any way limited or prohibited heathenism. He retained the office and performed the duties of Pontifex Maximus. In 321 he issued an edict commanding that officials should consult the Haruspices (soothsayers). After the year 326 he permitted a temple to be erected to himself, and allowed himself to be worshipped. After his death he was enrolled among the gods and received the title of Divus. It is evident from this that the famed conversion of Constantine was political rather than religious. His principal interest was centred in the unity of the Church, which he wished to use as a tool in the work of governing the Empire. He did not make Christianity the state religion; he merely made it a legal religion.

    The Emperors Gratian (375-383) and Theodosius (379— 395) went one step farther and made orthodox Christianity the only legal religion. They withdrew state support from heathenism and restricted the heathen worship. They also persecuted all heresies, attempting to make citizenship depend upon orthodoxy. It is evident, therefore, that the Christian Church will be one of the most important factors in the history of the Middle Age. It might be said that the future belonged to the Church and to the Germans.

    
    



THE MIGRATIONS OF THE NATIONS
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    ALTHOUGH MORE NUMEROUS THAN THE invaders, the Roman Provincials were, for various reasons, unable to prevent these invasions. The frontier of the Empire was so extended that the army was no longer able to guard the whole of it, even if it had earnestly desired to do so. Having been deprived of a share in the government, the Provincials had lost their patriotism and warlike spirit, and no longer took an intelligent and enthusiastic interest in the affairs of state. They were cringing and spiritless, and in personal prowess no match for the Germans.

    The causes of the migrations were often complex. Hunger, whether caused by the failure of crops, the rapid increase of population, or the devastations of war, sometimes compelled a tribe to seek a better location. The Germans knew something of the more favorable conditions of life in the south, and coveted the lands and property of the Romans. Occasionally a tribe was driven from its home by a more powerful invader.

    During the second century of our era the Goths left their home on the Vistula, moved slowly to the south, and settled in.two groups on the Danube and the Black Sea. These groups, from their relative positions, came to be known as the East Goths and West Goths. During the next hundred years they made frequent invasions into the territory of the Empire, sacking many towns in Asia Minor and in the Balkan Peninsula, and carrying off much booty. In 262 A.D. they burnt the temple of Artemis (Diana) at Ephesus. Several Emperors were compelled to fight them; Constantine finally put an end to their incursions, and succeeded in establishing peaceful relations with them. Under the influence of the Empire they took the first steps in civilization. They had commerce with the Romans, from whom they learned a system of weights and measures, and coinage. They became familiar with the Roman modes of life, dress, and customs. From Christian prisoners, merchants, exiles, and missionaries, they learned something of Christianity. A Gothic bishop from the Crimea was present at the Council of Nicaea (325). Ulfilas (311-81) was their most noted missionary. Of Gothic parentage, he spent several years at Constantinople, where he became a Christian of the Arian type. About 340, having reached the canonical age, he was ordained as a missionary bishop to the Goths. In order that the Goths might understand the Bible when read in the church services, he translated it into Gothic, having invented an alphabet for that purpose. After laboring with considerable success for a few years among the West Goths, he and his followers were persecuted, and, with the consent of the Emperor, they withdrew across the Danube and settled in Moesia. The Christianization of the Goths, however, went steadily forward, till at the coming of the Huns both the East and the West Goths were nominally Christian.

    The Gothic nation had been made up of a large number of separate and practically independent tribes (Gaue), each of which had its own leader, called Herzog or duke. Gradually some of these Gau leaders succeeded in uniting under themselves several Gaue and so took the title of king. Such kings made their appearance in the fourth century among both the East and West Goths, and during the period of migrations that followed, the kingship was developed among all the German tribes which moved and settled on Roman soil.

    The Huns entered Europe about 372, and, after conquering the Slavs and other peoples whom they encountered, attacked the East Goths. Under rival kings the East Goths were broken into two great parties, one of which submitted to the Huns, while the other retreated toward the lower Danube. The West Goths were also divided. One body of them, under Athanarich, retreated into Transylvania, while the other, numbering about 100,000 persons, under Fritigern, obtained permission from the Emperor to cross the Danube and settle on Roman soil. They became foederati of the Empire, retaining their arms, giving hostages, and agreeing to furnish a contingent of troops for the army. In return, they were to receive land and grain. The Roman officials so oppressed them that they were reduced to poverty, and in order to obtain sufficient food they were compelled to part with what was dearest to them, their arms, their wives, and their children. Stung to madness by such treatment the West Goths rose in revolt and ravaged the country. One division of the East Goths also crossed the Danube and assisted in the work of devastation. The Emperor Valens met them near Adrianople (378), but his army was routed and he was slain. Finally the Emperors Gratian and Theodosius, by wise concessions, pacified them, and the East Goths quietly withdrew into Pannonia, while the West Goths returned to the territory at first assigned them. At the same time Athanarich was persuaded to bring his West Goths from Transylvania and settle in the Empire, thus reuniting the West Goths again.

    Till the death of Theodosius the West Goths kept the peace. They became discontented, however, because they felt that they were losing their nationality and being Romanized; their dependent relation to the Empire was also galling to them. Accordingly, in the year 395, choosing Alaric as their king, they revolted. Alaric was born of one of their leading families, and, although favored and honored by the Emperor, in his sympathies and ambitions had remained true to his people. He cherished the idea of national independence and liberty, and wished his people to have a home where, without losing their nationality, they might develop and make progress in civilization.

    Alaric led his whole people through Thrace and Macedonia into Greece, devastating the country as he went, though unable to take the walled towns. The army in the west was commanded at this time by a Vandal named Stilicho, a man of the greatest ability. The Emperor was at last compelled to summon him to his aid. He overtook Alaric near Corinth, by skilful manoeuvering drove him into a disadvantageous position, and then offered him an honorable peace. A treaty was made between them, by the terms of which Illyria was ceded to the West Goths and Alaric received the title of duke (398).

    Illyria, however, was no better adapted to the national development of the West Goths than were the lands along the Danube. Alaric therefore prepared to move again. He attempted to make a concerted invasion of Italy with the East Goths of Pannonia under their king, Ratger. Their movements, however, were not well timed. Ratger reached Italy in the year 399, but was defeated and driven back. A year later Alaric entered Italy, and after vainly endeavoring to take the Emperor prisoner, was defeated by Stilicho and compelled to withdraw again into Illyria (403). Ratger made another unsuccessful attempt to join Alaric in Italy but was slain, and his great army destroyed, his soldiers either being killed or taken prisoner and sold into slavery.

    These invasions of Ratger and Alaric drew the army from the Rhine, leaving that frontier unprotected. The Alani, a non-German people, the Vandals, and the Suevi, finding nothing to oppose them, crossed the Rhine on the ice during the winter of 406-7 and quickly overran the territory of Gaul, taking and sacking many towns. In 409 their advance guard had reached the Pyrenees and crossed into Spain. While Stilicho was engaged in the west with these invaders, Alaric moved his people from Illyria into Noricum and sent ambassadors to Stilicho to say that he would keep the peace if Noricum were given him with four thousand pounds of gold. Stilicho laid the matter before the Emperor and the Senate at Rome, and since resistance was impossible, they acceded to the demands of Alaric.

    Stilicho was the only man in the Empire whom Alaric feared. Although a Vandal, he was devoted to the royal family and served the Emperor faithfully. Through the intrigues of certain factions at the court, however, the Emperor was led to believe that Stilicho was a dangerous plotter, and had him seized and put to death. The death of Stilicho was the signal for another revolt (408) of the West Goths. Alaric demanded more money and the cession of Pannonia, and, as his demands were refused, promptly invaded Italy. Twice he besieged Rome, and twice, deceived by the false promises of the Emperor, was induced to raise the siege. But the third time he persisted. On August 23, 410, the city was delivered into his hands by the treachery of Gothic slaves, and was plundered by his troops. They did not greatly damage it, but the world was deeply shocked that its capital should become the spoil of Barbarians.

    Alaric then moved to the south and prepared to invade Sicily and Africa. At Rhegium he collected a large fleet, which was destroyed by a storm. The winter coming on, Alaric pitched his camp near Cosenza, intending to renew the invasion the following year. A few days afterward, however, he was seized with the Italian fever, and died after a brief illness. Legend says that his grave was made in the bed of the river Busento by Roman slaves, who were then slain in order that his last resting-place might be unknown, and so be never desecrated. Alaric was probably the greatest of all the German leaders in the period of invasions. He kept alive in his people the idea of a free independent national existence. But for him they would have been assimilated to the people of the Empire.

    Alaric was succeeded by his brother-in-law, Athaulf, who who was in many respects his equal. Athaulf had already fallen in love with Placidia, the sister of the Emperor, who with her mother had been taken prisoner in Rome; and it was probably in part due to her influence that he gave up his hostile attitude toward the Emperor and made peace with him. Gaul and Spain were assigned Athaulf on condition that he should drive out the Alani, the Suevi, and Vandals, and put down the usurper Constantine. In 412 he led his people over the mountains into southern Gaul. Many of the Vandals and Suevi had already passed over into Spain. Athaulf quickly conquered southern Gaul as far as the Loire, and the northeastern part of Spain. In 414, at Narbonne, he married Placidia, who had been kept a prisoner by the West Goths. Orosius (vii., 43) has reported a saying of his which shows him in his true greatness. It had long been his desire, Athaulf is made to say, to destroy the power and name of Rome and establish in its place the kingdom of the Goths. The Roman Empire was to be replaced by Gothia. But he had, at length, seen that his people were too untamed to submit to the necessary laws and discipline of a state; and had chosen, therefore, to be rather the preserver of Rome than its destroyer. These words show him to have been a man of deep insight and excellent judgment. It was impossible, however, for him to keep peace with Honorius, who listened to the slanders of the intriguers at court. He revolted, and again set up as Emperor, Attains, who was soon afterward taken prisoner and put to death by the forces of Honorius. Athaulf himself was murdered in 415, and was succeeded by Walia, who made peace with the Emperor. Walia carried on a bitter war against the Alani, Suevi, and Vandals. The Alani were wholly subjected, the Suevi pushed into the northwestern part of Spain, and the Vandals were driven to the south. He succeeded in establishing the kingdom of the West Goths on both sides of the Pyrenees, with Toulouse as his principal residence.

    The kingdom of the West Goths (415-711) maintained its strength for many years. Many of its kings were able men, and ruled well. Since the West Goths were Barbarians, conquerors, and heretics, the orthodox Provincials refused to fuse with them. But in 586 Reccared, who had been brought up in the orthodox faith, ascended the throne, and, following his example, his subjects soon adopted the orthodox creed. The principal hindrance to the fusion of the two peoples was thereby removed. The king made the bishops his chief councillors, and his legislation and government were greatly influenced by the Church. The West Goths were slowly Romanized, and made progress in civilization. They were not, however, able to maintain themselves north of the Pyrenees. The Franks were extending themselves toward the south, and in the years 507-11 their king, Chlodwig, broke the power of the West Goths in Gaul and practically drove them beyond the Pyrenees. Realizing that their future must lie in Spain, they set themselves to conquer the whole of it. In 585 they overcame the Suevi, and till 711 remained masters of the peninsula. In that year the Mohammedans crossed the Strait of Gibraltar and easily made an end of the West Gothic kingdom, only a small strip of territory along the southern slopes of the Pyrenees remaining in the hands of the Christians.

    The Suevi took possession of all the northwestern part of Spain (419), and their kings took up their residence in the city of Braga. The Suevi played no important rôle in the history of the country. In 585 they were conquered and their kingdom incorporated by the West Goths.

    The Vandals remained in southern Spain till 429, when they were invited by Boniface, the governor of the province of Africa, to come and assist him in his struggle against the Emperor. With his whole people, numbering about eighty thousand persons, Geiseric, their king, crossed into Africa, only to find that Boniface had made terms with the Emperor and did not need his services. After demanding and being refused his pay, Geiseric resorted to arms, and in about ten years had conquered and taken possession of the province of Africa. He made himself master of a fleet and quickly had all the islands of the western Mediterranean in his possession. He attacked the coast of Italy, and in 455 took and sacked Rome, carrying off as prisoner Eudoxia, the daughter of the Emperor Valentinian III. She was later married to his son and successor, Hunneric. Geiseric was a wily diplomat as well as an able commander. He often entered into diplomatic relations with the Emperors and also with Odovaker, and secured treaties with them, which confirmed him in his possession of Africa and the islands. Being an Arian, he bitterly harassed and persecuted the orthodox Roman Provincials. Fearing revolt, he dismantled the walls of all the important places except Carthage, where he himself resided. He died in 477, and was succeeded by his son Hunneric (477-84), who had all his father’s vices without any of his virtues and ability. During his reign the Moors regained much territory on the south. He made himself more odious than even his father by his persecutions of the Catholics, many of whom he put to death or mutilated.
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