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ABSTRACT

THEOUGET AND CULTURE IN THE EARLY MIDDLE AGES:
A SELECTIVE STUDY OF THE LITERATURE
by

Robert William Christensen

Understanding of early medieval thought and culture has
In recent years superseded the misconceptions of historians,
who since the fifteenth century have given minimal attention
to what they considered to have been several centuries of
'darkness'. This lack of appreciation for the thought and
culture of the early Middle Ages has in the past been in
response to the historian's desire to place his own age in
greater relief. During the Renaissance, Reformation and
Enlightenment the historian provided prestige for the epoch
in which he lived by contrasting it with the "follies" of
the Middle Ages. Historians of the nireteenth century
sought to establish a long and distinguished pedigree for
his nation by recovering and romanticizing the deeds of 1its
heroes in the medileval past.

In this century the historian has turned to the study
of the early Middle Ages with the hope of finding there the
laboratory data from which he can formulate cures for con-
temporary problems. Throuchout the past four hundred years
historians have buillt a very considerable library from which

scholars of this and future decades will draw to round out



and mature present Jjudgments of a culture that succeeded the
three centuries of turmoil assoclated with the collapse of
the Roman Empire.

Within the last decade historians have 1dentified the
early Middle Ages as a distinct culture. The novelty of
this conception has and should continue to provoke dis-
cussion and generate research that will help to close the
stl11l discernible gaps in our knowledge of early medieval
thought and culture. Some of the most serlous gaps are to
be found within the specialized studles of medleval art and
philosophy. Historlans in these flelds could be of great
assistance to early medieval historians of thought and
culture should they attempt to find a distinct art or phi-
losophy belonging to the early Middle Ages.
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PREFACE

What follows in this thesis 1s essentlially historio-
graphlical 1n nature. PFor that reason I have upon occasion
introduced the ideas of philosophers of history and of
certain historians with which I have 1little formal ac-
quaintance with but I think will be useful as background
material for the reader, If the background material
excites the reader's interest, the biblioeraphical essay
which appears after the text will give the reader indi-
cation of a few of those books to which he might turn,

Some of my readers may find the chronology difficult
to follow, and, especially in chapters two through five,
may become confused by the cross references to the many
authors discussed there. To reduce the seriousness of
this confuslon I have added an appendix that glves an
orderly account of each of those authors by the year in
which they wrote the book or books discussed in those
chapters.

The writing of a text of this length would have long
ago exhausted my meager talents had it not been for the
constant encouragement of my wife, Karen. Perhaps an
even greater debt 1s owed to Dr. Richard Sullivan, who
has spent hours he could 111 afford to spare in emending
the thesis of errors, and in asking me questlions that

led me to a deeper understanding of my material.
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Eistorical writinrs are recer=211y usdertaiken to pro-
viie the author with a vehlcle tiirou n wnich he wi-ht
rresent his views with respect to 2 certals set of selected
topies. To a limited extert thils 1s true of tiis project.
It 1s true in that this author's opiaions have izevitably
‘een Iinterjected amon: its varlous pazes. However, ro
attexpt has been made to use this thesis to advance a
certzin polnt cf view. On the contrary it represeuts =a
chronicle of the author's atteupt to szin soume insi Lt into
the cultural and 1intellectual 1life of the early il1ddle A-es
tarough readin-s in the secondary sources walcnh reflect upcn
this sutject.

There 1s no neei to deferd the validity of mzicin~ such
a chronicle, "ut it does seem appropriate to =ive trhe reaicr
an izpression as to the methodi by whica tne chronicle 1s to
te presented to him, Since historians have becn and will
no doubt continue to te influenced by the historical atti-
tuies of their predecessors, the first chapter ehdeavors to
present the disposition of historians since the fifteenth
century towards the early medileval period. In articipation
of that chapter, the reader should te warzed that until the
nineteenth century the early Middle Ares, and the Middle
Azes more gererally were rarely investigated bv historiacs,
and in fact were rarely mentioned at all except in a de-

preclative manner,



After the first chapter, which serves in the capacity
of an introductory exploration, thils thesis assumes a much
different and more specific nature. The historlans of the
past century and the themes they emphasize are presented
individually and to the depth they seem to justify. To
the extent an historian reflects a philosophy of history
that resembles that of otner historians writinz in the
generation in which he llves, each historlian will be
grouped accordins to his zeneratlion. Chronolo~ically there
have been three such gererations in the past century, intel-
lectually there have been as many as three, or perhaps four.
It is about each of these "renerations" that chapters two
throuzh five are arranzed. Within each chapter the order
in which an historian 1s presented, is often purely arbi-
trary, tut behind the arranzement of each chapter is the
orzanizinx principle that each succeeding historian should
be in some way dependent upon those preceedin: him.

If it is true that historians of culture reflect the
attitudes of the generation in which they live, it may
also be true that specialists in art history and the history
of philosophy reflect these same attitudes. To find if this
is in fact the case wlll bhe the purpose of chapters five and

six.



CHAPTER I

t2

CCNCEPTIONS CF TEE ZARLY MIDDLE AGES:

FRCM THEE REITAISSAYCE TO THE MID-NINETEZNTH CENTURY

HEistorical thoucht after the fifteenth century may be
characterized as a serlies of reactlons to the recognized
conceptions of a precedin=z epoch. For the fifteenth,
sixteenth, seventeenth and eighteernth centuries the epoch
to which historians, and intellectuals generally, reacted
was the Middle Ages. Inasmuch as each of these centuries
r~g a distinct personality of its own, it oust be dealt
wlth separately, but 1t should te stressed that it was
agalnst the Middle Azes to which the intellectuals of each
century were ultimately in reaction. EHEistorlans of the
nineteenth century were not nearly so inclined to measure
all thincs against the Middle Ages; they were much more in
reaction avainst their own predecessors, the "enlichtened"
historians of the eighteenth century. Their reaction took
the form of "Romanticism", and it is with this intellectual
and artistic movement and 1ts effects on historical writins
that the chapter closes.

As the chapter progresses 1t wlll become clear why
historians of the early modern period did not find the
¥iddle Ages worthy material for serious study. Each age
added to the reasons given by the 'humanists'! of the

fifteenth century, further prejudicing men's minds and



drawing the attentlons of historians away from medieval
scholarship. There were exceptions to thils generalization,
and these exceptions are of great importance, for they make
possitle the great advance in the nineteenth century, when
medieval studlies were seriously undertaken.

Althouzh The City of God is by no means the first

history written, or for that matter the first Christian
history Augustine does mark a significant departure in
historiosraphy. Augustinre vliewed history as movement of
God's creation from its source to its goal. As such,
events in the secular world are obscure indications of
God's design, a desisn intelligible only when viewed in

the perspective of the Christolosical myth presented in the
Eitle. History was for Augustine and for Christians of the
" thousand years which followed him cloaxed 1n a theodicy
that made most events super-natural in meaning. This
conception of history was discarded only when the Reraissance
challencged religious authority in certain areas of 1life and
culture. foth the literary arnd religious humanilsts,

Johann Huizinca points out, "were permeated by a nostalcia
for the o0ld primeval purity and an aspiratlion to renew

1 Whether i1t was to return to the

themselves from within."
earllier age of the pagan or of the early Christian era of
the Apostles, the Renalssance man of the fifteenth and

sixteenth centuries wished to revive classical learning

louoted from Johann Huizinca by Page Smith, The
Historian ard Fistory (New York, 1664), p. 23.




as a means of turninc himself away from the God-centered
universe of the scholastic to the ran-certered world of
Pico della Mirandola,

Pico gave a classic expression to the new spirit when
he explained why "man 1is the most fortunate of creatures."
"To him it is granted to have whatever he chooses, to be
whatever he wills." And this grant comes from the "supreme
generosity of God the father".® Pico expresses in words
the thoughts and the exubterance of man concerntrating on
his own and not God's potentizlities., To find a parallel
attitude Pico and his associates turned to the ancients.

They recognized the kinshlip of their ideas to those they found
in the Classics, and to these they gave unquestlioned obedience.

Pico represents the literary movement named *humanism',
so-called tecause of 1ts preoccupations with humanity and
the individual capaclties of men. Humanism is not as such
a philosophical tendency or system, but rather a cultural
and educationzl program emphasizing certain scholarly
disciplines, namely grammar, rhetoric, history, poetry and
moral philosophy. The study of each of these subjects was
understood to include the reading and interpretation of
the standard Latin and Greek writers. PRy definition Humanism
excludes the study of locic, natural philosophy, astronomy,
medicine, law and theolory. The siznificance of these

excluslions rests in the fact that these were the flelds

2Ernst Cassirer et, al., (ed.), The Rernaissance Philosophy
of Man (Chicago, 1965), pp. 223-35.
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exphasized by the scholastics of tnhe later iiddle Ages.3
Inasmuch as scholasticisn can e associated with the iiiddle
Azes and more laportantly with Christianity, it follows that
the Humanist who was generz2il; Ltosiile to the suljects
tauzht by the 'schoolrmen', would also te hostile to the
culture of the Niddle Azes., Thus Huzaanlsm can properly te
viewed as a departure from 1ts medleval predecessors.

What made tuls départure possible had been the dimicisnina-
power of the Church, weakened by the Cabylonian captivity,
the Conclllar loveient, the Great Schism and the corruption
of the Fapacy itself. ZLeft without the authority of the
Church in secular matters 1t was necessary for statesmen
such as Machlavelll to provide principles which would guilde
men throuzh the resultin~ anarchy and disorder. Cften the
principles offered by statesmen assuned a preéminerce over
those of the Church as they 413 for many in Florence after
1340, As will azain be the case in the nineteenth century,
Justification for man's secular activities were found in
study of history and the virtue of statehood. 1Illachliavelll
hit upon the 1dea of historical analozy of the Italian
states with those of Livy's Rome. His use of the past as
a model for the present was a most important innovation not
only in politicai taousht Tut also in historio-raphy. Until
the end of the eighteenth century aralysis by analocy was

the domirant instruxrent of historical thou~ht. Flavio

3Paul Oskar Kristeller, Renzaissance Thou~iat (New York,
1%61), pp. 8-17; Cassilrer, pp. 2-cC.
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Eiondo,4 contemporary of lachlavelll, used the same princi-

ple in the writing of Eistoriarum ar irclinatliore Romaxorum

Imperii decades. Later in the same filfteenth century

Siconius wrote two histories of early Italy in which ke
tended to 1dollze the achievementsof Rome and Italy. His

Fistory of the Western TZaplre from Diocletion to the Death

of Justinian and Eistory of Italy from 565 to 1286, were the

first attemptsat critical historical scholarship.5

Sizonius ard 2londo telleved, as Machlavelli had
declared, "whoever considers the past and the present will
readily otserve that all cities and all peoples are and
ever have been animated by the same desires anrnd the same
passions."6 The Italy of thelr day in no way differed from
antiquity; thus the glory that once had belonged to the
Romans was also thelrs. Thneir only regret was the mis-
appropriation of energiles during the MNiddle Ages. They
felt this would also inevitably te the fate of thelr own
descendents, for "such is the circle which all republics
are destined to run tkrouch."'

Throuchout the Renalssance the decline of the lKedleval

Church continued apace., This decline prompted many to lon~

4Flavius Blondus in the Latin, See Harry Elwmer Barres,
A Tistory of Historical Kritir~ (New York, 19¢3), pp. 103-03.

5

Farnes, p. 243.

6Quoted from the Dlscourses o? Machlavelll ty liichael
curtis (ed.), The Zreat cfclitical Trnecries (2 vols., New
York, 1961), I, p. 214.

Tourtis, I, p. 2l4.







for the pure Christiarity of the Apostolic Age. Appalled

by the corruptlion of Christianity everywhere visitle within
the Church, Wieclif, Hus, Erasmus of Rotterdam, and many
others called for reform. Althoush they had wide followinrs,
the very inertla of vested interests made such a correction,
if desirable, 1mposs1tle. Cut of this stalemate was spewn
the Protestant call to combat, Luther, Calvin and Zwingli
were evidence of the growlng conviction that the doctrines
of the Catholic Church were wrong in principle, that no
amount of reform would correct the 1lls accomparying the
Church; only a complete change in the very nature of the
Caurch would accomplishk this end.

Cnce more Christ was placed at the center of historical
events. The Frotestants insisted that God's 'providence'
ruled the world of man, and that man unless assisted by
God was depraved and lacking in'religious motivations. To
Justify the policy of the reforming churches they employed
the principles of historical analogy developed by the
Renalssance humanists. ZEvery activity of the Christian
community was to be scrutinized for meaning so that God's
directions te tetter understood, and this life mastered,
but this'concept returned them in effect to the phillosophy
of history advanced by Augustine much earlier. It d4id not,
however, restore an interest in the interveninc centuriles
of the liddle Agzes.

In reactior to the Protestant Reformation, Cztholics

set thelr own house in order, and in the latter nhalf of



the sixteenth century assumed the offensive., They utllized
wherever possiile thelr vast historical tradition to advance
their cause, In order for these traditions to Lecome a part
of the intellectual weaponry of the Catholics 1t was
necessary to return to the documents in which they were
recorded, Thus Baronius, the early Bollandists, Du Carge,
Ilabillon, Sirmond, Labte, Fetanlius and Tnomassin collected
and carefully anrotated volumes of documentary maferial.
Frequently they used these collections to produce the first
"scientific" histories. The most sigrnificart of these were
prepared by Lenaln de Tillemont. So thoroush was hils

Eistolre des Expereurs that Gitvon would write a century

later, "It is much better to read this part of the Aucustan
history in so learned and exact a complilation than in the
originals."8
A third reaction tc "the inflexitile rationalit: of
medleval thought"gwas the Sclentific Revolution of the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, As early as 1543

"vrute

Copernicus propounded a cosmolosy predicated on
fact"., The implications of his world view were elaborated
by Brahe, Kepler and Galiieo.during the first decades of

the seventeentnh century. After Fewton wrote Fhilosophiae

Yaturalis Principia Mathematica in 1687 there remained

8L. M. An~us-Iutterworth, Texn lMaster Eilstorizns
(Averdeen, 1952), p. 66.

Ia1fred Iorth Waltehead, Sclence and the lodern Jerld
(ew York, 1960), pp. 15-16,
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little doutt that the universe was sovernea by 'laws',
thoucht to te discernatle 11 muan used his rational facultles
in a sclentific manxner. Turzin: away froa tne realisz of
the enalssance and tre thelsy of toe Retorizticr, intel-
lectuals, respondins to Newton, drew a plcture of man who
throuzh the power of his reason, was progressively advancinz
in harmony witn the 'laws' of nature in an effort to free
himself from the isnorance and superstition of medieval
Christianity.

Peginning with Descartes; wno exalted reason and
insisted on the invariability of mathematical laws, and
extending to Voltalre and Montesquleu, who together enuanci-
ated the applications of reason to the writinz of history,
the 'Age of Reason' eventually freed history from the
domalin of theolosical disputation,.

Zecause the 'philosophes'’' of the enli:htenment
believed that modern man stood at the hizhest point in
history, they favored recent history over the history of
the more distant past. Ilioreover, recent history could te
more readily verified. The materials for composing it
lay near at hand, but as one went further into the past,
the more he encountered the myth and legend that often
made truth incomprenensitle. In hils definition of history
Voltaire said: "Eistory is the recital of facts given as

true, In contradiction to the fable, which is the recital
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of facts gilven to te false."0 For Voltaire, only the
"{ncontestable records" were worth the historian's at-
tention, refore the fifteenth century there are few such

records avallable to the hlstorlan, and those that do
exist are often chronolozical in nature and have held
1ittle interpretive value.11 What especlally attracted
Voltaire was the study of the human mind in seventeenth

century France, as he demonstrated in the case of his

Sitcle de Louis XIV (1751) or of the world in his Essal

sur les moeurs. In the latter book he exalted = *“he

Chinese for theilr four thousand years of uninterrupted
cultural maturity. In the former he remarked: "Whoever
thinks, or (what 1s more-rare) whoever possesses taste,
only counts four centuries in the history of the world."12
These four ages in which "the arts were perfected" were
the age of Pericles, the Augustan age of Rome, the Italy
of the Medicil and the century of Louils XIV.

Voltaire echoed the humanists in hls confidence that
history has a highly instructive value. Ey conrparison with
the past or with other centuries modern men can emulate

thelr laws, customs, and arts. They can also be reminded

loJ. B, Black, The Art of Zistory, quoted from Voltaire's
entry in the Encyclopedia edited by Liderdt (New York, 1926)
p. 62.

11

Plack, pp. 61-C5.

12George Peabody Gooch, History ard EHistorians in the
Nineteenth Cextury (3oston, 1955), p. 11.




of their errors. Feople, Voltalre taught, could not te

reninded too often of the disasters and crimes which make
up the greater part of history. The horrors of such scandals
could be forestalled in the future 1f only the reader of |
history took to heart the lessons they indicated.

History could te instructive for reasons explalned by

Yontesquleu in 1734, In his Considerations sur les causes

des la grandeur des Rorains et de leur decadence he set

forth the followinz principle: "There are general causes,
moral or physical, which operate in every monarchy, ralse,
maintain it, or overthrow 1t."13 In the preface to another
work, Le 1'esprit des lois, he showed that 1t is absurd to
suppose "blind fate has produced all the effects which we

nl4 Since all that occurs is subject to

see in the world.
the same causes, there exists an inner logic to history
which man in his infinite wisdom is able to unravel.

The selective application of Reason to historical and
sclentific subjects evidenced elsewhere was also used to
examine the religious foundatlons of the eighteentn century.
The philosophes set up as criteria for determining truth
only those facts and theories which could be arrived at by
enploying the sclentlflc methods of reason. It was perfectly

clear to men like Voltalre that theolorical proprositions

were not arrived at in accordance with rational criteria.

13Edward Hallett Carr, What is Eistory? (¥ew York,
1963), p. 114.

140arr, p. 115.
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It soon tecame the 'cause célebre' to condemn as irrational
most of theolory. Curistiarity came to te revarded as a
pernicious plot hatched by the priestly class. The anrals
of Christianity were to these critigues a chronicle of
¥lies and crimes". Voltalre, the leader of thls movement,
pleaded that bil-otry, intolerance, superstition anid the
orcanized clergy e replaced by "natural reli-ion" and
"natural morality." "Ecrasez 1'infi3me". In kis Essal sur
created bv huwan opinion, but no lon2er of azy use in a

rational soclety. Huxe supported Voltaire froao his hore

in Scotland. . 1In his Treatise on Furan ¥oature, he

provided the rationale for a "natural relicion" lased upbn
the "Sciernce of Man".

Foth Voltaire axd4 the 'pailosophes' more gsererally
were also hostile towards the Middle Ares, the centuries in
which the "igrorance and superstition" of Christianity werc
predomirant, Voltalre telleved the liddle Aces to te a
vast cultural trou-h. Huume in his kistory of Zngland dis-
rissed the Ar~lo-32x0z certuries as a "battle of kites o .7
crovs"., Voltaire zlso declared the 1i4dle Aces to have

been an atyss deservin- "as 1ittle stuiy 23 the Aoln-s of
wl5

[0}

wolves arn?d lLezres.
Corsezuerntly wher Zdward 3itlton (1737-1724) concelved

the plan of the ~reat work to whicn he dedicated his 1life,

15 . '
“Zoocn, p. 11 .
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he fell heir to the traditions of this environment. In some
respects he was the last of the humarnists. To them he owe?
his love for the Romzan Reputlic, his distaste for the later

Zmpire, the barbarlan and Christlianlity, and hls comparative

method of historical analysis. In other ways he was the
product of the thought and culture of the enlichtenment.
From Montesquieu, he gained his conviction that there were
causes for Rome's decline. And fronm Voltaire came the
falth that knowledge of these causes would have value in
his own time, He aspired as Voltaire had taught to recite
only proven.facts, and maintained throuchout his eight
volumes an admirable sense of appropriate evidence. But

he also had inherited the srobbish attitude of the 'philosophe!

towards historical epochs lackins in artistic achievement.

HA

Of the ten centurles he narrates, only one, the "Golden

Age" of the Antonines, the "most happy and prosperous" in

the annals of mankind, 1s fittinz for praise.16

16Christopher Dawson reflected upon Gibbon's debt to
his age as follows:

"No man could belonz more utterly to his own
age, He is the perfect representative of the
elghteenth-century spirit in all 1ts strength
and weakness: 1ts self-confidence and self-
satisfaction, its classicism and formalism, its
mature and cosmopolitan civilization.

The Dynamics of World Eistory, edited by John J. Mulloy
(New York, 1962), p. 321; Zdward Gibbon, The Decline and
Pall of the Roman Empire, ed, John B. Pury (London, 1897),
T, p. 8.~
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Calling upon ragnificent stylistic resources Gibbon

narrates with infinite detail "the greatest, perhaps, and
the most awful scene in the history of mankind",17 the

decline of the civilization that once was Rome. Hls skill
in combining precise and accurate scholarship was the
marvel of his age,'and he applied this skill to an attack
on the very repository of Christian eminence, the history
of the Church Just prior to and after the Peace of the
Church in 313.%% With tolerant, saddened and resigned
aloofness he writes the history of peoples he disliked,
even despised.19 Ee describes with monotonous regularity

20 under

the "crimes, follles, and misfortunes of mankingd"
the Christian leadership of the Byzantine East and Christlan
West., Gibbon tréats Byzantlum with a contemptuous indiffer-
ence possible only for a man who shared his own 1ijentification
with classical Rome, Towards the Christian West he shows a
slicghtly greater sympathy born of his cosmopolitan maturity,

21

but compromised by his ignorance of Christianity. Eis

17:1vv0n, I, p. 56.

8Dawson has a particularly good account of Gitbon's
attitude towards Christianity and furthermore an explanatlion
as to why Gitbon chooses "to reduce its place in history by
treating it with irony and seeking to discredit it with
sneers and innuendoes.", pp. 327, 326 and 333-35.

19Dawson expresses this opinion, pp. 330-34., 1In this
he does not stand alone. Black arrives at a simllar esti-
ration, pp. €9-71; and Arngus-Butterworth intimates this to
te a weakness of Gibbon's mental framework, pp. 67-68.

goAngus-Butterworth, P. 70 quoting from Gitbon.

21Above, note 18, p. 15.
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strong sense for the historic caused him to realize the
civilizine influence of Christianity on the barbarians (a
group for whom he had nothing good to say). He could,
however, follow praise of the Church with a devastating
characterization of monasticism,

The real value of the Church was not related to the
religion 1t espoused, but to its preservation of elements
of classical culture., He pralses, for example, its use
of Latin and of Roman law and its universal nature. As
a result of 1ts authority the Church "preserved in the
downfall of the explre a permanent respect for the name
and institutlions of Rome."22 Through constant correspondance
and frequent pllzrimages, the Popes were able to acquire the
means by which they "cemented the union of the Christian
republic, and gradually produced the simllar manners and
conmmon Jurisprudence which have distinguished from the rest
of mankind the independent, and even hostile, nations of
modern Europe."gj.

As to the nature of decline of the Emplre, Gibbon
telieved it to be related to the very heights Rome had
achieved, ILike Voltaire, he observed that those rare
morents in which man reaped the rewards of his genius and
virtue were 1lnevitably followed by centuries of decline

where genius 1s no longer evident and virtue neglic¢ibdble,

2
23

N

Gibton, IV, p. 80.
Gitbon, IV, p. 80.
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Thus Carl Becker says that the Decline énd Fall is "something
more than a history." It 1s'"a memorial oration: Gibbon is
commemorating the death of ancient civilization; he has
described, for the 'instruction of future ages,' the 'triumph
of barbarism and religion.'"24

The spirit of Gibbon's great work was the very antithesis
of Augustine's defense of Christiarity. For Gibbon the Roran
Empire was a symbol of civilization succurbing to the joint
assault of barbarism and Christlianity. The elghteenth
century had discovered history to be autonomous and self-
sufficlent, independent of the need for God to direct its
course. As scholars of the "enlightenment" applied their
discovery, they were the first historlans to be concerned
exclusively with the imminent ss opposed to the "transcendent".
They had an historical consciousness quite distinct from
whatever religious views they might owe respect. To find
the frult of historical laws they employed rational, and not
theologlcal concepts.

In the nineteenth century the enlightened rationalism
of Voltaire and the humanistic rationalism of Gibbon were
reflected by the philosophies of history advanced by the

Germamns Johann Herder and Georg Hegel and their disciples.

Herder believed history to be "a purely natural history of

24Carl L. Becker, The Heavenly City of the Eighteenth-
Century Philosophers (New Haven, 1963), p. 118.
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human forces, actions, and instincts, according to time an+

place."25 And Hegel, in his Lectures on the Philosophy of

Eistory, asserts that the story of mankind shows continuity

and unity from beginning to erd, for history like nature,

is subject to ratlonal laws.26

However, Herder and Eegel and the rationalism they
reflect do not dominate the thought of the nineteenth
century. As the Anclen Regime fell before the combined
forces of industrlallization and the French Revolution,
there emerged after 1815 a proliferation of doctrines and
movements of many sorts. One of these movements was
"romanticism" which was primarily a theory of literature
and the arts. As a theory of art it raised basic questions
on the nature of significant truth, on the importance of
various human facultles, on the relation of thought and
feeling, and on the meaning of the past and of time itself.
Representing a new way of sernsing all humen experience, 1t
principally affected the reliance of the 'philosophes' on
reason and the sclentific method,

Possibly the most fundamental romantic attitude was a
love of the unsystematlic--or mooas or impressions, scenes
or stories, sights or sounds, personal idlosyncracies or

peculiar customs, which the intellect could never reduce

®5Hans Meyerhoff (ed.), The Philosophy of History in
Cur Time (Gardenm City, New York, 1959), p. 4.

26R. G. Collinswood, The Idea of History (New York,
1956), pp. 113-15.
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to an atstract generalization., Romanticists insisted on
the value of feeling as well as reason, the lamportance of
the subconsclous alongslde observable experlence. They
loved the mysterious, the unknown, and hence contributed a
new interest in strange and distant socleties and in strange
and distant historical epochs. Where the 'philosophes' had
deplored the Middle Ages as a time of intellectual absurdity,
the romanticists looked back upon them with esteem and even
nostalgia. They found in them a fascination, a colorfulness,
or a spiritual depth which they missed in theilr own tiﬁe.27
In medieval art and institutions the romantics saw the
expression of an inner genius. The medieval writer was
original in his literature, inventing the falry tale and
developing the vérnacular romance and lyric, Literature
which fasclinated Herder, Tieck, Arnim, Brentano and Jacob
Grimm insplred a whdole generation of German and French
lyricists. Medleval law was also thought creative, making
posslble, as 1t was developed by the medieval genlus, the
growth of the natlon-state. The Germans Karl Zichhorn and
F. C. von Savigny detalled this concept in their histories
of law. Within their histories they developed a second
conception present in romantlcism, the l1dea of progress.
History was the development of humanity, or the educatlon
bf mankind; thus past stages of historical growth, such as

the Middle Agzes, would necessarily lead to the present.

276o111newood, pp. 86-87; Walter Kaufmana, From
Shakespeare to Existentialismn (Garden City, New York, 1960),
pp. 77-78; Barnes, pp. 175-30.
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Further the Middle Ages had intrinsic value not only as an
unique achlevement of the human mind, but also because it
held a significant place in the course of evolution leading
to the even greater present. This in principle differs
from the humanists who despised the past as such, but
would regard certain features of the past as transcending
the debilitations of time by havinz an excellence of their
own, that would serve them as permanent models of classic
perfection, For romanticists all the past was worthy of
study as opposed to a few select centuries, such as the
four enumerated by VOltaire.28

Alongside the illusionistic possibilities of Romanticism
there were also very realistic tendencies. No less essential
than the possibility of losing oneself amidst fantasies, or
a total surrender to all passions, was the effort to break
away from the constructions of rationallsm which had led to
misleading generallzations and abstractions. In either case
the romanticists were seeking to free the mird of obstructions
and thereby opening it to the manifold manifestations of
reality that could be directly experienced., This appeal to
direct experlence led directly to the converslion of history
to an empirical discipline under German leadershlp. As such
enpiricism reinforced the romantic revolt against philosophy,
or more specifically those philosophers like Voltalre and

‘Kant who were speculative in their approach to history.

28Barnes, pp. 177=20.
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It was Leopold von Ranke (1795-1896) who successfully
advocated the use of expirical methods and critical standards.
Ee felt 1logical and analytic studies of human nature would
lead to a systematic and non-speculative philosophy of
history. Soon archival research, philolozy, numismatics
and archaeology were developed as tools and analytic tech-
nigques to supplement traditional fields of historical
investigation. Critical methods were devised or improved

for sifting, testing, collating and evaluating documentary

sources, and rigorous standards were employed for Jjudging

the impartiality, otjectivity and truthfulness of historical
work.29 As these technlques were taught in the Prussilan
historical schools by Ranke and hls students, academicians
from all over the world flocked to their seminars. The
recipients of thls training emerged as the scientific
historians of the later half of the nineteenth and first
decades of the twentleth century. N. D. Fustel de Coulanges
and Ferdinand Lot of France, and J. E. Zury, Sir Samuel Dill
and William Paton Ker of England and Henry Osbtorn Taylor of
the United States strove to use the new methodology of
historical scholarship to make history the equal of any of

the sciences.

It was a short step from the concepts of romanticism
to those of nationallism. Just as the Romanticists had

reacted to the rationalism of the enlightenment and of the

29C‘zooch, pp. 95-97; Earnes, pp. 239-242; Smith, pp. 45~
52.
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Napoleonic system, so they as natlonals reacted against the
internationalism of the eighteenth century. In both cases
the movements were led by intellectuals, the nationalists

seizing upon Herder's concept of the "Volkgelst™ or national

spirit, They began with the principlé of progress, applied
it to the culture of a people and then argued that every
society had a language, history, world-view, and culture
unique to itself, ‘This often became associated with politi-
cal nationalism which maintained all persons of the same

nationality or language should be encompassed within the
30

same state.
To the Germans, 4ivided and frustrated as they were,
the idea of national unity became almost an obsession,
Jacob Grimm went about Germany with his dbrother collecting
folk tales which he thought indicated the ancient, native
spirit of Germany. Herder discovered anthropology and
concluded that the special peculiarities of various physical
types of men were racial in nature, and that among a race
the pyschological characteristics were fixed and uniform.
Hegel saw evidence in the Napoleonic conquests of the need
of a people to possess a potent and independent state if
they wished to enjoy freedom and dignity. His evolutilonary
conception of reality suggested that existing affalrs were
temporary and therefore the disunity of the German natlon

need not remain unchanged.31

3Oparnes, pp. 207-10.
3lGooch, pp. 49-57; Collingwood, pp. 88=93,
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Ranke, who had founded the "scientific school” of
historical writing, never lost sight of the Germany in
which he lived. He belleved the greatest asset of Europe
to be the individuality of the nations within 1t, natlions
which refused to be subjugated by any single power in the
manner attempted by France of Louls XIV or Napoleon. He
wrote:

History was not such chaos as 1t appeared at

first sight., There were creative forces, moral

energies at work which gave it value and meaning.

States were intellectual entities, creations of

the human spirit, thoughts of God. No people

could live for itself, and the character 35 each

only developed in contact with the whole.

In addition to creating an interest in the study of the
Middle Ages as a whole, the national spirit so evident 1n
the nineteenth century encouraged scholars to take thelr
first serious look at the "Dark Ages” which followed the
"£211" of the Roman Empire. Among the Germans there were
several "Oarolingian” scholars. They were inspired by &
conviction that Charlemagne was the "founder" of the
Empire from which modern Germany descended. Other his-
torians returned to the centuries of the invasions to find

the origins of Germanic tradition. Karl von Savigny, for
example, went back tothe fifth century to begin to trace

the survival of Roman law in every part of what had been

the Eapire. He concluded his History of Romen Law in the
Middle Ages by arguing that the Germans never destroyed or

32Gooch, p. 80.
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even attempted to Germanize the Romans. Furthermore the

Romans were better able to express themselves once the

Germans had freed them of the stifling, decayling Empire.33

Earlier Eichhorn had written a History of German Law and
Ingtitutlons that provided an estimate of the varled

sourcesg of law that went into the making of the German
nation. Roman, barbarian and Church laws were considered
as elements of equally important stature.34
A contrary opinion was reached by the French historians,

who were, unlike the German scholars, interested in the
pre=-Carolingian period, because Gaullic history extended
back prior to the conquests of Caesar. In his History of
Southern Gaul under the Franks, Claude Fauriel argued that
the Germanic invaders brought nothing to the Gallo-Roman
oivilization but ruin and chaos. What was of value in
post-invasion Gaul was what was retained from Latin antiquity.
In emphathetic denial of the German studlies of this 1ssue,
he maintained that the invasion in no way rejuvenated a
supposedly corrupted Roman province. Slsmondl came to
similar conclnsions in his Higtory of the Jtalian Republics,
the story of Italy from the fall of the Western Empirs.>-

- Augustin Thierry who like Pauriel took up the study of

the Merovingain epoch, pronounced in Récits des temps

33Gooch, Pp. 47-49.
B‘Gooch, PP. 40=41,
35Gooch. Pp. 158=62.
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Mérovingiens that it was a mistake to dismiss this era as
the most confused and arid period of French history. 1In
anticipation of William Paton Ker he judged the narratives
of Gregory of Tours superior to any history written before
Froissart. Thierry was also an advocate of the race theory
present in many German and English historles. He portrayed
the Gallo-Romansas & race struggling against the barbarian
Pranks. In this they were in part successful and as a
result "the core of the nation, by blood and laws, by
language and ideas, was Gallo-Roman.”36 Acknowledging that
the Prankish influence almost obliterated the earlier Roman
social order in the North, he explained the eventual dominance
of the Gallo-Roman tradition was transferred to the North
through the growth of cities which were governed by the
Roman models of lzﬁ.

There had existed among Prench historians of the Middle
Ages a strong current of Catholicism since the sixteenth
century, and in the nineteenth century this current was
manifested in nassive studies of the medieval church.
Oatholicism had suffered considerable setbacks in prestige
under the attacks of the *‘philosophes' of the eighteenth
century and it seems reasonable to think of much of the
Catholic scholarship in the nineteenth as a belated response
to these earller rovorsdls. A master of apologetics,

Vicomte de Chateaubriand (1768-1848), following his own

36Gooch, P. 165.
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religious convérsion; wrote the Génie du Christianisme
(1802) and Leg Martyrs (1809). In these he gave word
plctures of the beauties of Christianity emphasizing its
dogmas, legends, mysteries, ritural and art. He belleved
the beauties of Christianity were eternal truths, These
truths, he argued were best captured by the Church, and
at no time did the Church have greater glory than in the
France of the Middle Ages. His writings inspired & whole

generation of French historians.37

Among the most notable of those influenced by
Ohateaubriand was Jules Michelet (1798-1874), who undertook
& large scale history of France. In the early volumes of
this work he supplied an imaginative narrative of French
history during the Middle Ages which reflected his national

sentiments and also exalted the role of the Church in a

nmanner which echoes Génle du Christianisme. He presages
Henry Osborn Taylor in arguing that the French nation

‘united the Roman, Celt and Teuton races, each with 1its

distinctive character, into a people in love with liberty.
That within the nation there are provinces with peculiar

featu:os suggested to Michelet that these races were
unevenly blended in France Just as they were in Europe at

large. The soul of France matured as a result of complex

events which "modified, smelted, transmuted these elements

37Gooch, PP. 156=57.
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n38 There 13 no one French race, and

made them into a body.
no number of conquests created France. Rather a mysterlous
combination of events gave France to the world.

Count de Montalembert, also inspired by Chateaubriand
and friendly towards Michelet, represents the heights of
Catholic scholarship in his The Monks of the West from

St, Benedjct to St, Bernard (1846). His book which begins
with a dedication to Pope Plus IX was, in his words "in-

tended to vindicate the glory of one of the greatest
institutions of Christianity. . . "7 70 nim there was

no doubt that the monastic orders played a great part 1in

the history of European civilization, and as Jean Decarreaux
will claim more than a hundred years later, the monks of the
west "must be regarded as the first to lead the nations from

the darkness of paganism and savagery to the light of the

Christian faith and the blessings of a civilized life."ao

Montalembert shows no sympathy with Gibbon's Romans,
the "masters and tyrants of the world."*! Antiquity had
been bankrupt, and "in order that the Church should save
soclety, & new element was necessary in the world."42 This
new element was the barbarian., The barbarilan restored to

civilization the freedom and honor the Empire had taken

38Gooch, quoted from Génle du Christianisme, p. 172.

3gcount de Montalembert, The Monks of the West from
St, Benedict to St. Rernard, (ed.) P, A, Gasquet (London,

s 1o P. V.
40

Montalembert, I, p. viii,
41Hontalembert, I, p. 46.

42Montalenbert, I, p. 205,
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away.43 "The Roman Empire, without the Barbarians, was an

abyss of servitude and corruption. The Barbarlans and the
Monks united recreated a world which was to be called
christondon."44
Unlike their predecessors, historlans of the nineteenth
century were quite willing to study the Middle Ages. During
the four previous centuries, intellectuals had been in
revolt against the "inflexible rationality of medieval
thought'45 and the religion they associated with it. By
the eighteenth century Voltaire could summarize the attitude
of his "generation" by observing the Middle Ages deserved
"gs 11ttle study as the doings of wolves and bears?.46 In
the nineteenth century, intellectuals were in revolt against
the 'inflexible rationality of enlightened thought'.
Appealing to what 1s called romanticism, the reactionaries
found in the man of the Middle Ages kindred spirits.
Reaction to the eighteenth century rationalists also
took the form of nationalism. Searching for the origins
0of their nation, historians discovered the early Middle
Ages of the Merovinglans in France and of the Carolingians

for Germany., Delight in the past for its own sake, and

as the source of one's nation was combined with an emphasis

43Hontalembert, I, p. 207.
Aanontnlembert, I, p. 210,
45Above. P. 13.

46Gooch, p. 1l.



.



29

upon empirical, as opposed to rational or speculative,
evidence to produce "sclentific" histories on medieval
subjects,

Yet a third reaction to the "Age of Reason" could be
found in the reassertion of Catholicism, and in history,
study of Oatholic institutions, 1In some cases, such as
those of Bichhorn or Michelet, an emphasis upon the role
of the Church was combined with legal or political history.
In other studies, Church or monastic history alone was the
object of the historian., Chateaubriand wrote of the "genius"
of Christianity and Montalembert of the medieval monk,

It 1s clear that out of several centuries of hostility
towards the Middle Ages and its study, a counteracting move-
ment among scholars restored the image of the Middle Ages,
and gave impetus to medieval studies. Within the first
four decades after the Congress of Vienna historical studles
had undergone & change of major proportions, and the way was

prepared for a modern appreciation of the early Middle Ages.



CHAPTER II
CONCEPTIONS OF THE POSITIVE HISTORIANS

During the last half of the nineteenth century a
movement called positivism, for want of a better name, domi-
nates the historiography of the Middle Ages. Positivism
arose out of the rejection of romanticism after 1848, and
represents a stronger emphasis upon the spirit of empiricism
and nationalism that had developed alongside and within the
romantic movement, The historians motivated by positivism
decisively reject the pose Gibbon assumed towards the early
Middle Ages. And it seems quite clear, that whatever the
form of reaction historians might take towards their
predecessors, there will be no reversion to the attitudes
associated with the rationalists,

Intellectuals of the Romantic and more so of the
Nationalistic persuasion hoped to find in the Revolution
of 1848 the fulfillment of their 1deals. They had envisioned
2 humanitarian nationalism, the achievement of a liberal
order without vidlence. These visions were crushed by the
failure of the Revolution not only in Germany, but also in
Bungary, in Italy, and in France. Everywhere the cry for
the freedom of nations from foreilgn rule or for self rule
by national groups had been st{fled, at least for the moment.
With the passing of the Revolution, idealism faded, It was

replaced by realism of a new sort. This reallsm discarded
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Romanticism, but not the objectives of Romanticism. Re-
taining the same objectives, an emphasis was placed on
£inding new means by which they might be attalned.

This emphasis upon how to attain legitimate ends
turned the minds of Europeans to the methodology of sclence.
In no sphere had the nineteenth century been more successful
than in that of science and technology, and for this reason
the Buropean community in the second half of the century
was particularly susceptible to ideas purported to be scilen-
tific in nature, The growing prestige of sclence led many
people to belleve that it could explain the mysteries of
nature and solve all human problems; This bellef took two
forms: Darwinism and positivism. According to positivism,
only natural phenomena and thelr properties can be known
scientifically, and other types of explanation, be they
theological or metaphysical, are by definition "unscientific".
By using sclence, both nature and man would ultimately be
understood and hence subject to scientific manipulation,
According to Darwinism, all 1life was the product of evolution.
Differences among the species and variations within any species
were explicable as adaptations to the creatures environment
through a process of naturai selection and the struggle for

survival.l

1Oollingwood, Pr. 127-33; H. Stuart Hughes, Consclousmness
apd Society (New York, 1958), pp. 33-40.
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Responses to Darwinism and positivism were manifold.
Champlons of Nationalism and imperialism used Darwinism to
Justify the survival of the fittest in war and the rule of
weak by the strong. Racist argued the white man superior
to the bdblack, or, as Kingsley expressed it, the Teuton to
the degenerate Roman, Soclalists argued that by greater
organigation societ& was assured of even greater advancement,
and Spencer pointed to education as the key to soclal organi-
zation,

Positivists no less than the Darwinlsts stressed the
progress of man through science. They believed, as had their
founder, the Prench philosopher Auguste Comte, in the inevi-
table progress of human knowledge. Comte promised a happler
future would be provided by inventive technicians and by
sociologists and that by using the methods of sclence 1t
would be possible to adjust socleties imperfections. His
faith in science as the means to progress dominated European
thought after 1870, In this sense positivism was also a
popular ideology. All that was needed to produce a "Great
Society" was to discover the general laws governing parti-
cular phenomena, and then these laws could become instruments
to aid human progress.2

Predicated upon the assumptions of positivism the new
fields of social science, anthropology, psychology. and

political science were originated. Of an importance equally

200111ngwood, PP. 128 and 222; Hughes, pp. 36-8;
Smith, pp. 93 and 136.
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great to the creation of these new fields, was the manner 1n
which positivism and Darwinism affected conventlonal studies
such as economics and especially history. It was commonly
argued, after Darwinism, that historical epochs were akin to
organisms, descending from some pre-existing specles.
Pollowing the pattern of Hegel's dialectic, development of

@ organism presumed a synthesis at a new level of the elements
of conflicting forces at a previous level., Evolutlon had
succeeded revolution as the basic pattern of historical
process.

As understood by the historian of the nineteenth century,
however, the product of this evolution was determlned by the
parental elements., Thus positivists thoﬁght théy had found
the key to the law which governs history. Since the parental
elements of any historical enterprise indicated, or rather
determined, the nature of that enterprise, historians needed
only to analyze the nature'or the parent to discover what
the child would be.

The principles of dotdrlinisn, of evolution and of
nationalisme are evident in most historical works written in
the fifty years following the Revolutions of 1848, 0f those
historians directly concerned with the early Middle Ages,
positivism was represented by a generation beginning with
Charles Kingsley in 1864 and ending with Henry Osborn Taylor
in 1911, To demonstrate how each member of this important
generation, did in fact reflect the principles mentioned
above, they will in the following pages be given opportunity

to "speak for themselves”.






34

In his The Roman and the Teuton (1864) it was the
ambition of Charles Kingsley to resolve the contributlions

of the good Teuton, the civilized Roman and the civilizing
monk to the medieval world. He poetically portrayed the
barbarian as & child of the forest, “of a royal race, and
destined to win glory for all time to come."® But, he
noted, had the Teuton destroyed Rome earlier the loss would

have been immense:

!

Christianity would have been stifled in 1its
very cradle; and with Christianity all chance=-
be sure of it--of their own progress. Roman law,
order, and discipline, the very things which they
needed to acquire by a contact of five hundred
years, would have been swept away. All classic
l1iterature and classic art, which they learnt to
admire with an almost superstitious awe, would

have perished likewise., Greek philosophy, the
germs of physical science, and all that we owe

to the ancients, would have perished; and we

should have truly had an invasion of the bar-
barians, followed by truly dark ages, in which
Europe would have had to begin all anew, without ,
the help of the generations which had gone before.

Kingsley reaches a conclusion diametrically opposed to that
proposed by Gibbon, He makes no admission of & "Dark Ages."

Bverts after the "Fall" were orderly, progressive and

evolutionary, and.quite obviously not catastrophic.
Conspicuous among the French historians of the latter

half of the nineteenth century was a disciple of von Ranke,

Fuma D. Pustel de Coulanges. In a major departure from

existing interpretations, Fustel de Coulanges declared the

3Charles Kingsley, The Roman and the Teuton (London,
186‘) H po 60

#Kingsley, P. 13.
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German invasions of the fifth century to have had no influ-

ence on the history, religion, customs or government of

Roman Gaul. They did bring with them the confusion which
eventually accelerated the development of feudalism already
existing 'in germ'.5 At the moment of the Frankish invasion,
the central authority in Gaul had already passed from the
Romans to the great landowners who had little governing or
fighting ability. Since the aristocracy held economic

control of the land the invasion proved to be a pacific
settlement of Germans whose institutions had already been
Romanized, and was in no way a conquest, Except for the
change in governance from the Emperor to Frankish king,

the Gauls were unaffected. In most externals the Merovinglans
were merely an extension of the Western Empire. Although the
Germans did not introduce political or economic change, thelr
presence was followed by momentous transformations, PFeudallsnm
altered individual and property relationships, and a new
aristocracy arose out of these alterations in social combi-
nations, The process of change had been evolutionary not
revolutionary, and for that reason France retalned its Gallo-

Roman character in face of the Frankish “onslaught”.6

5Fuste1 de Coulanges made use of the "germ theory"
then fairly current among German historlans, The theory 1is
a natural outgrowth of the dialectical process explained
above (p. 33) . If the parental element of an institution
determines the nature of that institution, then the insti-

tution itself exists "in gera™ in the parent.

6Smith, p. 48; Gooch, pp. 200-04; Barmes, pp. 250-53
and 275=-77.
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With Pustel de Coulanges'! theorles so contrary to the
weighty tradition of European historiography 1t seemed for
a time possible that his gallant break with Gibbon would
soon be forgotten. Since it was possible and perhaps all
to0 accurate to accuse FPustel de Coulanges with an un-
scholarly hostility to traditional icons, what was necessary
to secure his departure was the support lent by someone of
s0lid reputation. This was forthcoming from J. B. Bury
(1861-1927), & distinguished English historian. Bury had

dbuilt his reputation upon works ranging from a Higtory of
Greecg and the editorshipy of the first six volumes of the
Qambridge Ancient History to original application of the
use of Russian and other Slavic languages in his studies
as a professor of Modern History and successor to Lord
Aeton. He was well known as the definitive modern edi tor
of Gibbon's Decline and Fall and he established himself as
an interpreter of the Gibbon thesis in hls own Higtory o
the Later Roman Empire (1889) and The Invasions of Europe

by the Barbarians (1928).7

Tpawson cites Bury from his introduction to his edition
of Gibbon, pages xxxix and 111-1111%:

Neither the historian nor the man of letters will
any longer subscribe, without a thousand reserves,
to the theological chapters of the Decline and
Pall, and no discreet enquirer would go there for
his ecclesliastical history.

And with res?eot to the later Empire:
Gibbon's account of the internal history of the
Empire after Heraclius is not only superficlal;
it gives an entirely false impression of the
;acts. The designation of the later Empire as a
uniform tale of weakness and misery' 1s one of
the most untrue, and most effective, Judgments
ever uttered by a thoughtful historian.
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Where Fustel de Coulanges had challenged the cata-
clysmic interpretations of Gibbon as not applying to Gaul,
and furthermore had denied that the invasions in any way
explained the changes that occurred there, Bury leveled a
direct attack on the concept of the Empire's fall, Bury
contended 1t misleading and fallacious to use 476 as the
year in which the Empire "fell"™. He argued that in fact no
one event can be cited for that purpose, What had confused
Gibbon and others was thelr assumption that the same
factors 'caused! both the changes observable in the Empire
during the fourth century and the reductions of the ability
of the Empire to resist the invasions of the fifth.8

There 18 no reason, states Bury, to believe the number
of the invaders, the weakness of the army or the alleged
disintegrative effect of Christianization explain the
inability of Rome to resist the barbarians., If any such
factors were present in the fourth century, they cannot be
taken as causes for what happened in the fifth, As Bury
puts 1t, "the gradual collapse of Roman povwer in this
gsection of the Empire was the consequence of a series of
contingent events.“g By this he meant that each event was

independent of some general cause or causes that might be

used to explain all aspects of the decline or the alleged

8J. B. Bury, The Invasions of Europe by the Barbarians,
ed. P. J. C. Hearnshaw iﬁew York, 1928), pp. 167(=-72; J. B.
Bury, "The Later Roman Emwpire," The Fall of Rome; Can it
%g_g;zlgiggg, ed. Mortimer Chambers !New York, 19315. pp. 13-

9Bury, "Later Empire," p. 15.
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"$a11", The examples Bury gives for his "serles of contingent
events"” resemble both a description of the events and a
summary of causes, and this 1s Bury's purpose. Rome, in

his judgment, lost her provinces not as the result of

some "inevitable effect of any of those features which have

been rightly or wrongly described as causes or consequences

of her general 'decline'",lo but because there had been a

long series of such "causes” none of which were "fatal"
alone, but together overwheined the frustrated léaderslof
the Empire.

Once confidence in Gibbon's theory of causation had
been undermined if not destroyed, Bury, on constitutional
grounds, "proves" the deposition of Romulus Augustulus in
476 to be meaningless, Actual power in Italy rested with
Odovacar until 489, A certain Nepos who lived to 480 was
the recognized Emperor of the West by all except the
Visogoths in Italy. Constitutionally there was only one
Eapire at that time, Bury argues, and it was ruled by Zeno

in Constantinople, as had been the case whenever a Western

Enperor was not recognized in the East.

The events of A. D. 476 have been habitually
designated as the "Fall of the Western Empire."
The phrase is inaccurate and unfortunate, and

sets the changes which befell in a false 1light,

No Empire fell in A, D. 476; there was no "Western
Eapire” to fall. There was only one Roman Empire,

which sometimes was governed by two or more Angusti.ll

10
11

Bury, "Later Empire," p. 16.
Bury, "Later Empire," pp. 18-19,
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As Bury goes on to explain, the Empire ruled by Zeno in 476
did not "fall™ in that century, or for that matter until
1453, Bury 1s identifying Empire with what Gibbon recognized
as the Eastern or Byzantine Empire.

Bury also uses his arguments to acknowledge that the
important ‘power shift in the West was the military one
accomplished sometime earlier than 476. Thus the only event
of consequence in 476 was the assumption of kingship by
Odovacar, a role which established him as the leader of
the Visogoths, the holders of military power in Italy.12

As the nineteenth century was coming to a close 1t
became obvious to many that Gibbon had after all left the
history of the Empire and its successor states undone.
Besides Bury this fresh awareness led Heinrich Brunner,
Albert H, Post and M, I. Rostovtzeff to make new inquiries
into the causes of the Empire's decline.13 Others followed
the direction of Fustel de Ooulanges into a more intensive

and "scientific" investigation of the limited areas which

had ﬁeon under ﬁoman rule. Examples of this trend are

?. H. Hodgkin, Jtaly and the Invaders, Robln George
Oollingwood, Roman Britain, and Samuel Dill, Roman Society
dn Gaul in the Merovinglan Age. |

123ury, "lLater Empire," pp. 17-20; Bury, The Invasions,
PP. 167-73. : . ,

13Heinrich Brunner, The Sources of the Law of England
trans, W. Hastle: (Edinburgh, %8835; Albert Hermann Post,
Der unsprung des rechts (0Oldenburg, 1876); Mikhail I.
Rostovtzeff, Rome trans., J. D. RuffglNew Yz}k, 1960).
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Merovingian studies had been distinguished by a number
of French historians in the nineteenth century, among them
Guizot, Thierry and Fustel de Coulanges. Dill hoped to
provide an up-to-date synthesis of these studles in English,
He particularly wanted to give support to the anti-invasion
views of Fustel de Coulanges and his own mentor, Bury. Thus
he writes:

It 18 true that the great event which we call the

Fall of the Western Empire, though 1t is super-

ficially marked by the disappearance of the last

holder of the Imperial title, was not a sudden,
cataclysmic change, affecting a radical revolution

in the materialliondition and moral tone of the

0ld population,

Dill strove to explaln that while on the political level a
major upheaval occurred when the Frankish milltary made
inroads on the 1mper1a; control of Gaul, the Church and
ordinary people lived without noticing the disturbance.
“Even the keenest and most oivilized minmds in the fifth
century were little conscious of the momentous revolution
which was going on around them. . . 15

As Pustel de Coulanges had made clear the invaslons
did not affect the Gailo-Ronans. Nor were the invasions a
cause of Rome's decline., PFollowing Bury's lead, Dill points
to the nature of the Roman state as source of its own demilse.
Since this was so, Di1ll welcomes the change of power 1in Gaul,

but only because it was balanced there by the moderating

lasaluel Dill, Roman Society (London, 1926), p. 3.
15p111, p. 26.
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influences of the Church and monastery. In an echo of
Kingsley, he writes:
Above all, the institution bridged the gulf .
between the ancient and the modern world, an

d
saved from the wreck of a classical civiiization
some of its more precious treasures, It is

difficult to imagine what form modern civili-
zation would have taken, or how long 1its
development might have been delayed, if ancient

literature and the fading trad%tion of its
culture had perished utterly.l

Kingsley, Pustel de Ooulanges and Dill are vislbly
advancing theories associated with the German or PFrench
national schools. Each makes use of the deterministic
principle ﬁnd each emphasizes evolution over the older
conceptions of revolution. To this extent they can be
asgociated with positivism, Bury 1s also a professer of
positivism in that he 1is convinced of the evolutlonary
order of events in the Later Empire to the point that
he writes of "contingent™ events, But another influential
historian, John Edwin Sandys, 1s an exception, He 1s not
a positivist. Indeed he seems to return to Gibbon for
inspiration, although actually he 1s one of a continuous
1ine of classical scholars, who since the Renaissance,
have studied and edited the writings of the Greeks and
Latins,

Sandys, author of a History of Classical Scholarship,

was an intellectual historian concerned excluslvely with

olassical literature, He could, and did, presume 1t

16p411, p. 368.
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unnecessary to provide more than a minimal historical
background for his subjects, since the authoritative narra-
tive for most of the period he covers was provided by a
history which was common knowledge for his readers, Gibbon's
Decline and Fall. It is possible that Sandys viewed his
work as a supplement to the Glbbon and similar narratives,
as 1t 1s certaln his knowledge of history was largely
derived from Gibbon's work.

Furthermore he also thought it was safe to assume the
readers of a history of classical scholarship would be fa-
millar with many of the writings of the authors studied.
Therefore a survey which 1s otherwise superficial would have
value as a reference they might turn to for bits of infor-
mation., No doubt his sympathy with a potential readership
was accurate. His book went through four editions in rapid
succession, and his idea gave rise to a series of similar
surveys of classical literature just as it was 1tself a
product of such a nerien.17

0f relevance to our theme i1s his attitude towards. and
interpretation of the letters of the Later Roman Empire and
the early Middle Ages. During the fifth century he notes a
shift in authorship in Latin letters from pagan to Christian,

T For example, examine Hector M. and Nora K. Chadwiek,
The Growth of Literature (New York, 1932); Pierre C. de

Yabriolle, it and_lLjterature of Christianity from
Tertullian to Boethius (%ev York, 1925); Frederick J. E.
Raby, History of Christian Latin Poetry; from the

Be, 9 s_to %E Close of the Middle Ages (New York, 1927);
anﬁ to %he more recent works of Ernest Robert Curtius,
European Iiterature and the Latin Middle Ages (New York,
1953; and R. R. Bolgar, The Classical Herffage (New York,

1954).
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although he attached no particular significance to this shift.
In the fifty years followinz the "fall" of the Western Empire
in 476, he belleves a transition from the ancient to the medi-
eval world occurs. The keys to this transition are Boethlus
and Cassliodorus. Boethlus is the last of the Romans stilll
able to understand classical language and lilterature. He is
also the first to Interpret hls understanding in a manner
useful to the Middle Ages.18 Boethius is an "intermediary".
He 1is nostalgic, favoring the declining days of the Empire;
Cassiodorus, in contrast, "looks forward to the dawn of the
Catholic Middle Ages."19 They are alike, however, in that
they both prevent the tradition of the past from belng
eclipsed by the onrushing barbarlians. With the death of
Boethius in 429, Sandys belleves the anclient world can proper-
ly thought to have ended and the Middle Ages begun. From that
date and until the revival of scholarshlp under Charlemagne,
an 1lrreversible decadence set in, which reached its greatest
depths during the seventh century.zo

¥hile the gaze of Sandys looks to the flowerlng of classi-
cal scholarship during antiquity, that of Ker 'looks forward
to the dawn of vernacular literature in the twelfth century'.
For with the twelfth century the term "Dark 1s no longer appli-

cable to medlieval literature. The intervening period between

then and the

18John E. Sandys, Historv of Classical Scholarship
(Xew York, 1958), I, p. 253.

19
20

Ssandys, I, p. 269.
Sandys, I, p. 450.
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invasions was also not, without importance, Ker belleved
the sixth and ninth centuries to be perlods in which con-
siderable creative literature was written. The durh of the
sixth 1is one of decline and the ninth one of growth, Each
is measured against the themes of freedom and individuallty

Ker finds characteristic of the vernacular writings of the
twelfth century.21 Boethlius and the other writers of the
sixth century are important in that they sustain something

of the classical tradition. The Irish and English of the
seventh century are important in that they kept this tra-
dition alive., But what was of real value during these
"Dark" centuries were the efforts of the Teuton to free
himself of the bonds of a crippled latinity, and express
his native creativity.22

His success in the use of allegory, hythology and
legend distinguided the Teuton from the Roman, who was
slavishly devoted to classical models. PFulgentius and the
Moralla by Gregory are examples of the allegorical artist
and art, an art that Ker defends as only slightly inferior
to the more brilliant literature of the Greeks or the
Renaissance. Ko literature of the "Dark™ ages is more
revealing or more representative of’the éarly medieval

mind than that of the historians of that era. The genlus

of Gregory of Tours or of Bede is often revealed by the

2131111am Paton Ker, The Dark Ages (New York, 1958),
pp. 13-17.

22Kor, PP. 26=33.
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history they write, but they are unfairly penalized by labels
of medioority for faults in language, compositlon or poor
judgment. These were limitations imposed on them by the
adverse conditions of an age in flux. Comparing thelr talent
for history with that of the Romans after the second century,
Ker pralses thelr originality and thelr sense for the "free
1diomatic narrative" that distinguish Froissart or Snorri
Sturliaon.23

Ker like Sandys is an intellectual historian, but his
inspiration comes from the German and French historians, who
under the influence of Romanticism, had intensively studied
medieval literature., What historical background Ker provides,
is, however, drawn from the positive historlans of his own
generation., He proposes that early medieval writers were
transmitters striving to assume the freedom of literary
expression evident among medlieval men of letters., He implles
that historical processes involve the struggle between thesls
(a stifling latinity) and antithesis (Teutonic genius) which
eventually produce a synthesis (free, popular vernacular

literature).
Paylor attempts to describe the "medieval mind" as the

result of a similar historical process, this time coﬁcerning
a more complicated combination of "elements" than those which

make up literature alone. For Taylor sudden or cataclysnlo

reversals are impossible in history. He observes: "Nothing

23xer, PP. 33, 76=T77 and 85-100.
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passes awéy, and very little quite begins, but all things
_change; and so the verity of social and political phenomena
1ies in the 'becoming', rather than in any temporary
phase--”e‘ The significance of the decline of the Empire
is not that the Ancient world is coming to some sort of end,
but in that it signals a transition of major proportlons
during which another era 1s "becoming".

It 1s Taylor's contribution to document the movement
of medieval beginnings from its lower level of potentiality
(during the early Middle Ages) to the higher level of
actuality (under the Carolingians). During this transition
cultural life was depressed and decadent, but within 1t
were theelements which constitute the Middle Ages. There
were three of these elements: Pagan antiquity, Christian
antiquity and the “diverse and manifold capacities of the
medieval peoples." Beginning with the Patristic Age these

elements co-existéd but were not as yet co-equals. The
Middle Ages began when all three were Joined in active
participation under the Carolingians.25
Cultural history becomes under Taylor's gulidance the
measurement of interaction between three cultures (“ele-
ments") within the diverse political divisions of "Europe'.

He observes that the 'Bas Empire' was the center of

24

Henry Osborn Taylor, The Medieval Mind, A Histor
of th% Development of Thought end Emotion in the Middle
m ambr ge, ’ I’ P. 12 o

25!"101‘, I’ ’p. 4-60
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Christian and Pagan Antiquity but was never barbarized.
Rather Classical civilization declined as it absorbed the
invaders, and remained degraded until the Renaissance of
the thirteenth century. .Spaln resembled closely the
pattern of Italy until the Moorish invasions in the barly
eighth.. century altered the scene, Southern France
developed in the fashion of Italy while Northern Fraﬁce
vas wholly barbarized in the Merovingian era, But the
Franks willingly imitated the language, law and Religlon
of the Latins; the result was a mixture of both antiquity
and the Barbarian. Germany and England were influenced to
the least extent by Latin antique culture and for a time

Christianity was only partially assimilated as a forelgn

and alien oulture.26

Christiasnity was the key to unificatlion of the three
ocultures. The Patristic writers infused the pagan with the
Christian sources, eventually combining the two cultures
into & new 'Empire'. 1In the north the barbarlan looked
upon this Empire with "awe" making antiquity everywhere
acceptable., The energles of the Christian "transmitters"
were used "neither to produce an extension of knowledge,
nor originate substantial novelties either of thought or
imaginative conceptions.”27 They extended themselves rather

in creating new forms in which the 0ld could be presented

26Taylor, I, pp. 6-12 and 88-120,

27Taylor, I, p. 13.
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to a Christian world, in the making. Until the seventh centu-
ry these contributions added to the content of Christian

literature, but after Gregory, learned men attempted only
to digest this literature. Carolingian scholars merely
reshuffled this material without recasting 1t.28

Taylor's essay completes the first great juncture in
the scholarship of the early Middle Ages. With him the
nineteenth century comes to a close, Fof the_first half
of the nineteenth century romanticism and nationalism were
the predominate motives dictating the nature of historical
exposition, but with the revolution of 1848, called by
some the "watershed of the nineteenth century",29 intel-
lectuals tended to reject romanticism. Uhtil the First
World War historians looked to the empirical and scientific
suppositions behind positivism for the basis of their
historical interpretation, Historical positivism was
generally nationalistic, but perhaps its most visible
characteristic was the deterministic form of evolutionism
it alone espoused. With the exception of Sandys, a seriles
of historians advanced interpretations of early medieval
history that incorporated the deterministic principle
within an evolutlonary explication of events.

eeraylor, I, pp. 15=16 and 207.

2939e Geoffrey Bruun, who in the very title of his
monograph, and Reaction, 1848-1852: A Mid-

%entur; Watershed (New York, 1958), give evidence of this
esls.,






CHAPTER III
EARLY APPLICATIONS
OF THE TRANSITIONAL INTERPRETATION

As the Romanticism and Idealism of the earlier pért
of the nineteenth century proved unwarranted, Newtonian
physics and laplacian determinism were smugly accepted.
Reinforcod $y Darwinism and positiyisn, science even in
history dominated the latter half of the nineteenth century.
But Just as positivism featured the application of the new
fields of soclial sclence, anthropology, psychology and
political science to society the fruits of sclentlfiq

?
discoveries, its very presuppositions were called into

question by advances in sclence and‘the discoveries of
new fields of investigation., Bilologists advanced the theory
of 'sport' undermining the purely deterministic nature of
Darwinism. Certain cultural anthropologists discovered
that socleties were in all externals equals rather than
gsomehow arranged in a hierarchy as the Darwinists had
predicted. Sir Janmes Frazér,. The Golden Bough, found
that many Ohristian practices had their counterparts in
more primitive societies that were otherwise unrelated.
The Russian Ivan Pavlov, while working with dogs, found
animal behavior could be conditioned by its environment,
iaplying that human responses were not dependent upon an

individual's heredity alone. A Viennese physician,.
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Sigmund Freud, discovered that many types of behavior among
humans were motivated by the subconscious desires of the
mind, revealing man was not a purely ratlonal belng after

a11.1

From the view that man was not essentlally a rational
being, which in itself was only a sclentific attempt at
better understanding human behavior, it was dbut a short
step to emphasize and cultivate the irratlional, to stress
the will, intuition, impulse and emotion--in a word return
to Romanticisa. Psychologists seemed to teach that what
was called reason was often disguised rationalization.
Ideas were the products of conditioning and thus were
controlled by one's elass or race or nationality. Once
these ideas become fixed, no amount of reason is likely to
change them. Thus man was not only irrational in some of
his behavior, he was basically "anti-intellectual®.

Romanticism, irrationalism or 'anti-intellectualisn'
do not reflect, however, the complete revulsion early
twentieth century intellectuals directed towards the
'materialism', 'mechanism' and 'naturalism' of nineteenth
century positivism, They proceeded to demonstrate the
patent falseness of the philosophic assumptions of posi-
tivism, They abhorred materialism, although there were few

positivists, including Ludwig Feuerbach, who were unqualified

lﬂughes, PP. 105-=113; Crane Brinton, The Shaping of the

nd (New York, 1959), pp. 213=-23; Hector Hawton,

Modern Milnd

Philosophy for Pleasure (Greenwich, 1961 . 138=153; I, M.
C s oy a éuro ean Pﬁiloso)ﬁ ?ptrans. Donald

Nicholl and Karl Aschenbrenner (Berkeley, 1961), pp. 10-29.
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materialists. Around 1900 new theories of physics brought

into question the belief in a mechanistic universe governed
by fixed laws, Scientists like Pierre and Marle Curle and
¥Wilhelm Roentgen discovered that some forms of "matter" had
radioactive properties that behaved outside the laws of
Newtonian physics. In 1901 the German physicist Max Planck
suggested that energy was matter composed of atoms or parti-
cles called quanta. Planck noted light was composed of such
quantum matter. The need for revision of the mechanistic
cosmology was satisfied in 1915 when Albert Elnstelin advanced
his theory of relativity which denied the immutability of
space and time in which physical events occur. Advances in
the 1ife sciences during this same time span were also
revolutionary. Naturalism was no longer ponsidered tenable
as science increasingly penetrated the elementary composition
and functioning of living thlngs.2

With the discovery that positive sclence was both
vulnerable and in need of change, a reassessment of the
nature of historical thought became necessary. Such a re-
orientation was initiated by Jacob Burckhardt (1818-1897),
a Swiss historian, who rejected outright the 1dea of
progress so familiar to Bury and Taylor. "Nelther man's
spirit nor his intellect has demonstirably mproved in the
period kmown to’hiétory," he wrote.> It is the historian's

3Jacob Burckhardt, Force and Freedom: Reflections on
History, ed. James H. Nichols (New York, 1953), p. 21.
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task to discover the "style" of a particular period. He
should f£ind the quality of cultural life and relationshlps
among imstitutions which give a distinctlve character to
that period. If the historian would rise above his petty
partisan national feelings he might discover "the great and
grievous riddle of life", which 1s what history 1s all
about.4 But in his own day, Burckhardt found only a world
in crisis, tottering on the brink of decay and certalin dis-
aster. He hoped that out of the disorder and chaos, a new
dwelling would be built in which the human spirit could

live freely, a hope he sustalned without the consultation

of history.5

Wilhelm Dilthey, a student of the Ranke school and a
German philosopher, insisted that historical study gained
nothing from the imitation of sclentific methodology. The
histaorian applying scientific observation to the study of
man presumes history to possess the same lnner sense of
order others have observed in nature. But history has
never any order, other than that imposed on 1ts externals
by the historian. True history is that which 1s discerned
by the "1living, artistic process of understanding",6 as
opposed to that by some pseudo-scientific method. Events
of the past gain their meaning when re-lived by the artist-

“Burckhardt, p. 88

5Burckhardt; P. 369

Gwilhelm Dilthey, Pattern and Meaning in History, ed.
H. P. Rickman (New York, 1961), p. 44.
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historian, because they enlarge his understanding of the
milieu in which they once occurred.7

The influence of Burckhardt and Dilthey were trans-
mitted to the English-speaking world by the English
philosopher and historian, Robin George Colllingwood, author
of the Jdea of History. For Collingwood the historian's
task was to discover the thoughts which motivated the events
of the past., To do this the historian must re-think them
in his own mind. "The history of thouéht, and therefore
all history, is the reenactment of past thoughts in the
historian's own mind.”8 Man is only rational "in a flickering
and dublous manner", but what he has in place of rationallty
18 an awareness of himself as am historical creature.’ He
must affirm the prejudices of his own day rather than fear
them as had Ranke, For the very questlions he wishes history
to answer are provided by contemporary events., By reca-
pitulation of the thoughts of the past, the historian will
achieve a deeper awareness and a possible useful solution
to present prodlens,

Collingwood retained confidence in the secular nature
of soclety and in the empiricism of the positivists, but he
discarded their scientific and deterministic preconceptions.

Just as the Frenoh revolution had signified the destruction
of a socliety predicated on eustom, class and tradition, so

Tpilthey, pp. 152-58.

8Oollingwood, p. 215.

900111ngwood, P. 227.
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the Pirst World War signified a similar eroslon of soclety.
For thinking men the First World War dramatlized the product
of secularization and democratic aspiration to be political
and economic nationalism and a new barbarism. During the
nineteenth century the absence of a firm moral authorlty to
direct the passions of men forced intellectuals to seek
authority from the destiny of bhis nation or class. The
nation replaced the Church as the institution which gave
}ntnn purpose and meaning., A4nd the World War showed with
inescapable logic the tragedy of man's devotion to nation-

hood.lo

Historians writing after the war are noticeably less
insistent upon tracing the fortunes of single nations
through history. Nor do they approach historical subjects
prejudiced by a national point of view, Often they assume
a contrary position, pleading internationalism. The beneflts
of this new attitude with respect to early medleval studies
are considerable., After 1920 an increasing number of
historians will be concerned with the development of a
| medieval or European civilization in the centuries following
Rome's collapse. Interest in intellectual and cultural
history will become everywhere more apparent. Also con=-
slderably less emphasis will be placed upon the chaotic
nature of the early medieval period, and more upon its

transitional nature.,

105p1th, pp. 95-98; Hughes, pp. 336-91.
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Once the historian has purged himself of the cata-
clysmic theory of historical change, 1t is possible for him
to assume one of several transitional interpretations.
During the twentieth century at least three distinect
hypotheses as to the nature of one such transitlonal period,
the early Middle Ages, may be discerned. The first two of
these are evident in the following chapter. The first
portrays transition without creativity and the second
suggests transition to mean change, but makes no estimate
of whether the change is progressive or retrogressive.

One of these transitional interpretatlions was provided
by Predinand Lot, a Prenchman who wrote his history in a
neo-Romantic fashion. He first published the study under
consideration in 1921 some eight years after 1t was begun.
In time and in mental outlook he is the first of the post-
war generation. Like J. B. Bur}, his emphasis 1s upon the
late Empire, 1its collapse and subsequent division, His
major contributions are made in understanding the third
and fourth centuries, but after that he assumes the con-
ventional response of his predecessors. For example, he
insists, in opposition to Bury, that by 476 the Roman
Empire in the West had ended.ll And he concludes his

discourse on the Eranks‘with these words:

11y,rainand Lot, The End of the Anclent World and the
in the Middle Ages, trans., Philip and Mariette

Leon (New York, 1961), p. 215.
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Hence the entry of the barbarians into the
Roman World, under whatever form 1t took place,
did not succeed in regenerating the ancient
world or replacing it by better political

forms. . . . after we have had a %limpse, in
our texts, of the terrible corruption of these

times, it 1s impossible to see in 1t more than

a theme for declamation, . . . The history of
their petty kingdoms and thelr feuds_contalns

nothing which deserves to detain us.12
However conventional Lot may have been, he is no apolo-
gist for the Empire. He readlly recognlzes 1ts weaknesses

and its fallures, At one point he writes:

The Empire was destined to perish through its
internal sores and through the dissolution of
all its vital forces and not through the fault
of any military organization. Ten centurles of
corruption and three of despotism had brought ,
the 0ld socliety to a state of moral and material
destitution. . . . To sum up everything in a
word, Rome had been ruining herself constantly

for four centuries and in her pecuniary ruin
were dragged down all her political reaources.13

Lot goes on to argue that in the third century a crisis
occurred from which there was no return. That crisis pre-
cipitated a dramatic change in the constitutlon of Roman
society, annihilating some institutions, and giving certain
others which later presume a medieval nature thelr beginning.

"fhis return to natural economy, after the arrest of monetary

economy, already marks the economic middle ages., Politically

and soclally, it is the introductlion to the Middle Ages.g'14

Similarly the establishment of Christianlty as a state

12Lot, PP. 406=07.
1310t, pp. 84-85.
14Lot, p. 84,
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Church by Constantine proved to be the factor which led to
the Roman eccleslastical organization and potent political
responsibilities of the Church in followling centurles., It
is Lot's point that with the crisis of the third century
institutions began to change 1nto their medieval form.

If social, economic and political institutlons were
greatly altered in response to the crisis of the third
century, this was even more true for Roman thought and

culture. "Speaking generally, after the second century A.D.,

art lost its qualities of purity and taste extremely

15

rapidly.” Classical art, even in imitative forms, did

not endure the onslaught of the third century. Its tech-
nique underwent profound changes, and finally was extinguiéhed
under Constantine, "In this respect, the Middle Ages began
in the fourth century."16
The deterioration of literature was no less rapld than
that of the arts. "The third century is a literary Sahara,"L7
But from Oonstantiné forward to the beginnings of the fifth
century a renewal in Latin literature rescues an otherwlse
disappointing literary period forlLot. But there existed
no possibilities of sustalning even thete brief renewal. As
in art, literature was a pastime for a very small circle of

initiated persons, and this groﬁp was gilven to the dissipating

Brot, p. 137.

1650t, p. 137.

1710t, p. 151.
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tediunm of 1n1tat1ng.exist1ng masterpleces., The group itself

grew smaller as Christianity made inroads into 1ts numbers.

And Christianity was not only re-employing the best Latin

writers for its purposes, it remolded the tastes of mankind,

making ancient literature mwarthy of study in Chr;stian homes.18
Christian literature suffers from the same malady which

destroyed that of the pagans. It succeeded a literary herit-

age too great to be equaled, and too great to be altered.

Olassicism dictated the single worthy subject of contemplation.

It thrived on generalities, while rejecting the particﬁlar

and the personal. By elevating the obJective, over and

above the subjective it was assured an early death, a death

of monotony and barreness., Christlianity perpetuated this

fault by contemplating the universal, God.lg All that

sustained Classicism in the last centuries of the Empire,

was its feeling for the unity of civilization defended by

the otherwise decadent grammarian or rhetorician. When in

the sixth century they recede from view, "the unity of

*Romania' was to disappear for ever."20
Ancient science was even more dependent than art or

literature. upon the Greek genius for speculatlon, chiefly

in mathematics., It was, however, a creature of reason,

detached from observation and experimentation, and like

181 0t, pp. 135-57.

1910t, pp. 150-56.

QOLot, p. 166.
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philosophy, its twin, it was subordinated to the presuppo-
sitions of classicism, When confronted with religion, both
philosophy and sclence were unable to compete on equal terms.
Christianity and the other religions coming from the East
could stir men's minds and at the same time offer them
answers to the problems of 1life and death that were far more
satisfying than those of the Greeks. The new and soon
victorious religious spirit was affer the first century
intolerant of Greek thought and submerged it beneath 1ts
more vital mysticism.21
Classical Latip literature had begun to deteriorate
with the Antonines. PFrom then forward the rare exémples of
literary production are "masks concealing decay." "It seems
that the men of this period are incapable of producing any-
thing whatsoever out of themselves, and that they have
nothing to aay."22 The Church Pathers disapproved of

classical letters, and this attitude continued throughout
the Middle Ages. But as they produced literature of their

own, the Ohristians, were influenced perhaps to too great a
degree byrthe classical commentaries on history, philosophy
and science., No effort was made to preserve these commen=-

taries, however., Only the Irish gave refuge to the culture

of the ancient world.23

2lr4t, pp. 167-70.
2210t, p. 3T72.
23L°t » pp . 371-85 .






60

After the sixth century and extending into the tenth
and twelfth centuries there existed an unrelieved pattern
of stagnation and indifference to thought and letters, Lot
inventories in turn philosoppy, theology, science, language,
literature, education and art. All are dismissed as without
progress and in most cases suffering from even gfeater
declines, In this estimation, Lot is above all consistent
with what he observed earlier with respect to the later
Empire. He 1s not unusually hostile to Christianity or to
the Church, and whenever possible gives it high praise. He
does have a point of view, however, which:like that of
Gibbon, or more recently of Sandys,'neasures art or letters
against fixed and rather high standards. It would appear
that Lot uses the pure classical forms of the Greeks and
Augustan Romans as the backdrop to which all else 1s compared.
This is only in part true. For those aspects of culture
which pretend to be classical he draws the obvious comparison.
But his ultimate standard 1s not classicism, but a neo-
romanticism which 1s subjective, contemporary and in most
particulars opposed to classiclsu.

Lot 1s a child of the intellectual revolution suggested
elsevhere to have taken place after 1890, To 1t he owes his
comparative method of historical exposition and his preference
for the subjective., He also demonstrates the unusual atti-
tudes of Bergson towards cultural change. The experlence
of change 1s a progressive and an irreversible process, &

succession of experiences of a very speclal sense, One
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experience does not follow the other, the first ceasing to

exist when the next begins. They interpenetrate one another,
the first living on into the second, and perhaps becoming
fused with 1t. Thus the ancient world passed into the
medieval, became‘a part of 1t, and never really ceased to
exist. Ilikewise the beginning of the medieval world was

not sudden; rather varlious medieval institutions began at
different times alongside the decline of ancient culture,

A contemporary to Lot, the Belglan historian Henri
Pirenne (1865-1935), developed in the last twenty-five years
of his 1life a thesis which will forever be assoclated with
his name. At once unique and rather easy to grasp, 1t has
caught the popular imagination on a ievel which approximates
that of Gibbon. A great part of Pirenne's success i1s due to
his novel use of economic instruments which after the First
World War were held in great esteem, as exampled by the
writings of Beard in the United States. Pirenne was a
prolific writer, and his interests were broad. The one
feature common to all his work seems to be the great
emphasis he 18 willing to put on economic issues. Of
particular and representative wvalue 1s hls shorter Medleval
Cities, which 1s based on a serles of lectures dellvered
before American universities in 1925, and the more detalled
Mohamped and Charlemagne, which was hls last effort and was
left incomplete at his death 1n 1935.

Comparison of the two texts suggests that as early as

'1925, and some claim as early as 1910, Pirenne had arrived
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at his essential concluslons regarding the nature of early

medieval history. The major advantage of the later work is
in 1ts fuller elaboration of detalls Pirenne belleves will
give substance to his theory. Both works start with the
observation made earlier by Montalembert: the Empire was
essentially a Mediterranean "commonwealth"., This situation
required the Empire to defend its economy by maintaining 1its
mastery of the sea. Since to Pirenne the economy of a nation
is the best and perhaps only important measure of well belng,
he is willing to disregard political, soclal and cultural
events as indicators of Rome's nea11n, 24

Scattered depositions of emperors do not inform one of
the fortunes of the Empire, just as political control of the
West did not mean de-Romanization, as Bury and Dill had
clearly established. The civilization of the Empire
"outlived its authority." "The Germanic tribes were unabls,
and in fact did not want, to do without it, They barbarlzed
it, but they did not consciously germanlze 1t.”25 Important
Roman institutions such as the Church and certéin political
gtructureg the law and language and most visibly the com-
mercilal activity of the Empire were uninterrupted by the

influx or political success of the Teutons. They as much

24Henri Pirenne, Medieval Cities (New York, 1925),
pp. 1=-6; Henri Pirenne, Mohammed and Charlemagne, trans,
Bernard Miall (New York, 1963), pp. 18-19 and 68.

25P1renne, Medieval Cities, p. 5.
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as the Romans were interested in maintaining the order which
gave wealth to the conquered civllizatlon.26
In the midst of the troubles, insecurity and misery
accompanying the invasions, the vitallity of the anclent
world suffered unmitigated decline., Thus in the seventh
century a second serles of invaslons, those of Islam, were
able to engulf much of the Mediterranean, and thereby
decisively divide the world about that sea into three parts,
and leaving to the Moslem the commercial and milltary power.
So great was the impact of these invasions that they
"ohanged the face of the world., Its /Islam's/ sudden trust
had destroyed ancienf Europe. It had put an end to the
Mediterranean commonwealth in which it had gathered strength."27
After 732, the resources of the East no longer avallable to
them, the center of western civilization was shifted to the

north, to the minor but growing power, the Frankish Empire.28

In Mohammed and Charlemagne, Pirenne shows the profound
influence lLot, with whom he regularly corresponded, had upon
his theory. It had beeh necessary for Lot not only to
tornulate a thesis, but also to survey all aspects of a
civilization to see if that thesis held true. To this

mandate Pirenne was willing to comply. He responded in his

| 26P1renne, Medieval Cjities, pp. 5-6; Pirenne, Mohammed -
and_Charlemagne, pp. 33-45.

27P1renne, Medieval Cities, p. 15.
28pyrenne, Medleval Citles, pp. 15-18; Pirenne
Mohammed and Charlemagne, pp. 147=-64.
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final study of the period with varlous chapters devoted to
intellectual, cultural and social parallels to his general
theory.

Beginning in the third century the classical world
entered into a period of long and continuous decline. The
invasions in no way initiated this decline although they
may have helped to perpetuate it. The attitude of the
barbariems was the same towards the intellectual and cultural
affairs a§ it had been towards the political or economilc
system. They wished to maintalin the existing order of
things. Scholars before, during and after the invasions
read "no literature but the traditional literature."2?
After the third century there continued a common inferest
in the study of grammar and rhetoric, and in the use of
Latin both in the ancient and in the new momnastlc schools.
At the same time the efforts of the writers were directed
either to preserving or to emulatimgthe "traditional
literature®, assuring continuity with ancient thought.

| In short the invasions did not modify the
character of the intellectual 1ife in the basin

of the western Mediterranean. It we cannot

say that literature continued to flourish, 1t

did at least continue to vegetate., . .although
no new element made its appearance until the
moment when the influence of the Anglo-Saxons

began to make itself felt. The decadence of
this literature was manifest, but the old

tradition survived. But the contribution of
thg garmans to this life of the intellect was
nil.

29P1renne, Mohammed and Charlemagne, pp. 118-19.
Pirenne refuses to become more explicit on this as to what
constituted traditional literature.

30pirenne, Mochammed and Charlemagne, p. 123,
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Pirenne makes no effort to apologize for the "Dark
Ages", It 1s his theory that “the Frankish Empire was fated
to lay the foundations of the Europe of the Middle Ages. DBut

the mission which it fulfilled had as an essentlal prior

condition the overthrow of the traditional world-order.”31

It would appear that Piremne's sole purpose in his
brief sketches of the Church, art and the 'secular character
of society' was to demonstrate, as he had with literature
the continuous Roman constlitution of western culture until
the eighth century. The personnel of the Church, for
example, was not only Roman but recruited from the aris-
tocracy. Monasticism was a creation of the Mediterranean
world, and was also peopled by the Latins when 1%t bégan its
conversion of the north. “The home of 1living Christianity"
remained in the south, where the Romanized and "highly
cultivated” missionaries such as "Augustine and his com-
panions" were trained. Of the new Christian literature
Pirenne admits a rather singular departure from the past.
Nonetheless it had originated in “Romania", and was used to
edify the clergy and common folk with respect to the

Ohristian-Roman tradition.-°

31pPirenne, Mohammed and Charlemagne, pp. 17-18. Moss
makes the same contention in 1935, but for the Catholic
historians such as Schnurer and Pickman, the overthrow of
the "traditional world-order" must occur in the fifth
century to be consistent with the "new" status of the Church,
and to throw the Church into proper historical rellief,

32P1renne, Mohammed and Charlemagne, pp. 124=29.
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As in other respects the Cermanlec invaslons did not
precipitate any change in the art of the Medlterranean
basin, The Germans once installed in these lands did not
evolve an original art, as had the Irish and the Anglo-
Saxons in thelr distant kingdoms to the north,

In shért, the wholly Ofiental art which came

by way of the Medlterranean encountered the art
of the Barbarians, which was also Oriental, so

that there was a mutual interpenetration, the
art coming from the South exercising a certaln
predominance, as 1ts technique was more highly

developed.33
Pirenne has but one difficulty here, and that is assuming
Oriental art 1s what he says 1t 1s, to explain how the
obvious absence of classical influences corraborates his
general theory. His soiution involves two assumptions.
After the third century classical art forms were largely
replaced by the orlental mixture most evident in Byzantine
art in the later centurles. And secondly, this continulty
of oriental influences was interrupted once a break was
affected with Constantinople under the Carolingians, and

the Irish and Anglo-Saxon arts assume greater 1mportance.34

As Pirenne's books appeared in the 1920%'s they had an
electric effect on the historical scene. As had Fustel de
Coulanges in 1872, Pirenne challenged the conventional., His
gstudies demanded intense and immedlate attention. For many
there was much that was suspiclous about the simplicity of

33Pirenne, Mohammed and Charlemagne, p. 132.

34Pirenne, Mohammed and Charlemagne, pp. 129-135.
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Pirenne thesis, and others were stimulated by 1ts freshness.
Thus a debate which still in progress today began,

There 1s 1ittle doubt as to the importance of this
debate, It 1is not.over recondite or insignificant 1issues,
Generally 1t represents an older position belng challenged
by a younger generation., The older positlion 1s sympathetic
with the humanistic position of yore, gilving all possible
credit to the Graeco-Roman civilization, and is hostile or
at best neutral towards Christianity. PFor Lot and his
predecessors 1t was a tragedy that classical models were
‘compromised by the barbarian, Resulting from this attitude
vas & rather indifferent attention given to the early Middle
Ages, and a steadfast refusal to give to 1t a character of
its own., Yor some it was the mere extension of the empire
(Bury, Dill, Sandys and most notably Pirenne) and for others
a period of confused change and chaos Justly earned by the
barbarian who had interfered with the workings of the
ancient world (Lot). Nothing of value was accomplished by
the barbarian (Dill, Sandys and Lot), and for Pirenne they
seemingly did not even exist,

Contemporaries of Lot and Pirenne made a2 serious
effort to combine the better polnts of both positions into
a cogent interpretation of what happened during the early
medieval period. It seemed fairly evident that there had
been decline in the intellectual and cultural standards of

the classical world after the third century, but that this
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decline d1d not involve a complete collapse until some later
date., It seemed to these historians. to be 1n§estigated in
the next few pages, that they must find some date after
which the collapse is rather marked or at least unrelieved,
and to provide some meaning for the period preceding that
collapse.

Among the first to address himself to these problems
was the American historian Edward Kennard Rand, a Professor
of Latin at Harvard. Not very familiar with Lot or Pirenne,
and in any case concerned with a problem they largely
ignored, he looked to Taylor and Charles Homer Haskins for
inspiration. He found in Taylor the outllines of a solution
to the dilemma suggested above. That is, the period of
greatest import to the understanding of early medleval
history is the Patristic Age which had immediately preceded
4t. Most particularly he thought he found in the Christian
fathers of that age the foundations for succeeding centuries.

It is because these Church fathers viewed the world
in which they lived as 1in need of serious and thorough
reform, that they overhauled 'Antique' culture, transforming
it into a culture anticipating that of the Middle Ages. As
events would have it these fathers were in a position of
intellectual and religious leadership for nearly two hundred
years, They assumed during that time the role formetly
reserved for pagans in directing the avenues of thought,
education and culture of the Romans. Thus thelr 1ldeas

concerning the reform of ancient learning were destlned to
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be influential in succeeding years, and because of an
absence of creativity in these areas after the sixth centu=-
ry for generations to come.35
As reformers, the Churchmen. of the Patristic Age
expressed certain prejudices. They were hostlle to the
more obvious vestiges of paganism, as exampled by their
condeynation of rhetoric, philosophy and heresy. Conse-
quently much of their literature was in the form of tracts
against the pagans and against the intellectual traditidn
from whence they came, But hostility 1s only the most
visiblo.manifestation of deeper urge to remake society
after thelr own image. Thus to convert the unbeliever,
apologetics and other propagandist letters were in general
evidence. And for those who were making up a rapidly
growing majority, a huge corpus of literature designed
to improve their Christianity was written. Since earlier
Christiaan literature was largely defensive and reflected
the minority position of the church, it was hecessary to
oreate vestiges of church organization on a literary as
well as physical plane., To accomplish this Augustine,
Ambrose and Jerome with a supporting cgst of dozens wrote
volumes defining church dogma, But i1t soon became
apparent that in an age replete with heresy that too few

Christians were being 'educated® for the world of a

3SEdward Kennard Rand, Founder of the Middle Ages

(New York, 1957), pp. 34-69.
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Christian, and those who were being educated were often

corrupted by the paganism which permeated the schools.36
Por Jerome and Augustine the source of corruption was

the schools themselves, but others perceived the problem

t0 be in the content of the education they provided.
Classical education had a rather fixed and universal
program, Included in its curriculum were the basics of
the *trivium® and 'quadrivium'. To teach these subjects
the pagan educators relied upon classical literature. The

Christian reformers directed their attack upon this non-

Christian literature, hoping to replace it with textbooks
of their own authorship. The most successful of the
"Ohristian" texts was that of Martianus Capella, De Nuptiis
ﬁgrcur;l‘et Philologiae. By making such substlitutions the
sources of pagan thought were gradually elimlnated, which
explains in part the great decline in pagan Latin litera-
ture during %he fifth and sixth centuries. As the pagan
content of the schools was reduced, however, the viability
of the schools themselves suffered., It became necessary,
and for most Christlans, desirable, to found new schools
supported by the rapidly growing monastic foundations in
the West. It was to accomodate this revolution 1in edu-

cation that Benedict and Cassiodorus made room within their

rules for the intellectual training of monks.37

36Rana, pp. 50-181.
3TRand, pp. 218-251.
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On a different plane, but nonetheless under the influ-
ence of Taylor and Rand and certain speclalists such as

de Labriolle, de Wulf and Gilson, is A History of Christian

Thought by Arthur Cushman McGiffert, By means of extended
essays on each of several Christlan fathers representative
of thelir age, McGiffert demonstrates im greater and more
profound detall the conclusions drawn by Rand., Anticl-
pating Pickman he assligns to Augustine a pivotal role in
Christian thought. Although Augustine belonged to the
Anclent world, it was due to hils influence that the spirit
of Middle Ages replaced that of antiquity. 1In response to
his provoking arguments man ceased to be the center of the
universe, In place of man was God, who used men as His
tools to carry out His will, Man's end in life was to
glorify Hin; their greatest ambition to serve Him, Hence
the Church as the institution in which God was glorified,
and the monastery where He was served became the most

important social institutlions after the fifth century.38

As the lmportance of the Church was enhanced contro-
versy arose over ways in which it could be better used to
serve as means for man's personal salvation., When the
effort to subordinate the Church to the meeds of individuals
failed in the fifth century, then the medieval Church
emerged triumphant under Gregory. Gregory encouraged the

powers of the Church be increased so that it might best

38arthur Cushman McGiffert, History of Christian
Thought (New York, 1933), II, pp. 71-125.







72

convey the Christian ideal to men everywhere. Gregory
simplified Church doctrine so that 1t can be taught to the
poorly learned. He emphasized homilies, a Pastoral Rule
morality and monasticism as means of missionary education.
Thus by 604 Church dogma was clear and the positlion of the
Church comprehensively defined. Church dogma and doctrine
were fixed by Gregory after Augustinian and Patristlc
teachings, As sources for his theology, and consequently
that of the early Middle Ages, Gregory looked to the
various Councils, the Church fathers (especially Augustine)

and to the notions of the people (such as angels, demons,

extreme piety and excessive good works).39

After the death of Gregory, McGiffert resumes his
narrative with John Scotus Erigena and Anselm, He argues
that the century and half that he skips did not produce
a significant theologian of the Church, and that in fact
"there was comparatively 1little theological activity.”ao
With a sentence he dismisses, as had Rand, and as will
Duckett, the practical theologles of Bede and Bonlface,
and the whole of the northern misslonary movement, without
which i1t 1s difficult to imagine the Carolingian Renaissance,
His attitude towards the seventh and eighth centuriles
closely resembles that of de Wulf and Gilson, Cathollcs

who were writing about this same time, They, as had Taylor,

39MeG1ftert, II, pp. l44-65.
40yoGattert, II, p. 178.






focused thelr attention upon the Mjddle Ages., With this
later period, McGiffert demonstrates his affection for

Collingwood and for Burckhardt, He describes the Middle
Ages as "transitional”, "diverse", "original®, "creative"

and "fresh". It was "a time of growth and change on a

largé scale and the greater part of it was marked by

w4l The sources for the

uncommon intellectual activity.
Middle Ages are to be found in the Patristic Age and
transmitted to it by the Church, the single vehicle of

learning after the sixth century.
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With perhaps greater emphasis on Lot, but nonetheless

ardent in his defense of the role of the church in the

oreation of the civilization of the Middle Ages 1s Edward

Motley Pickman, An historian whose format 1s like that

used by Dill, he 1is avid in his use of footnotes énd
dependent upon traditional authorities. He blends Lot
and Pirenne with Duchesne and the Catholic historlans of
the nineteenth century. He 1s anxious to 1bld. a course

independent from that established by the 'sclentific!

histories of Dill and Bury. For example, he remarks that

in his day 1t-was popular not to select any speciflc date
for the end of the anclient world and the beginning of the

Middle Ages. He goes on to suggest that any date between

400 and 476 would be equally meaningful. As Lot had
established, incipient feudalism, disorganization in the

4]'McGiffert, II, p. 165.
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government of the Empire, economlc depression, barbarlian
influence and Christianity are easily discernable in the
fourth century. And as Pirenne suggested, a political
papacy, Merovipgian decline, and the ascendency of Islam
were equally poignant features of the elghth century.
Pickman discerns that between these two centurles 1t is
evident that the Middle Ages began, But éince beginnings
are a continuous process the significant point of departure
is not in the origins of the Middle Ages, but in the time
the ancient world began its irrevocable decline, The
approximate measure for such a decline is for Pickman
found in Roman intelligence as opposed to Plrenne and
econonics.42

Thus the contemporaneousness of the great invasions
of the f£ifth century with the death of Augustine 1s to
Pickman the key to understanding when Rome "fell",
Augustine, "the most brilliant, profound, and eniightened
Greek or Roman since Aristotle,” directed his City of God,
"that last great work of'antiquity,"43 to the problem of
the invasions, and his death seeminély signals thelr success.
Thus Pickman writes, "I like to think the Western Empire
fell on that day of the year 430 when, in Hippo, besiéged

4
by the Vandals, her bishop Augustine died." 4 With

42Edward Motley Pickman, The Mind of Latin Christendom
(New York, 1938), I, pp. 288-89

43p1ckman, I, p. 288.
¢4P10kman, I, p. 289.
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