PROBLEMS

Lords and Peasants: A Reappraisal of
Medieval Economic Relationships

Michael Toch
The Hebrew University of Jerusalem

I

In the present paper we shall challenge some views and assumptions com-
monly held about the economic development of agriculture in the central and
later Middle Ages. These views and assumptions, whether explieit or implcit,
will be shown to touch upon some broader issues of social relationships in the
countryside. A brief review of the research literature will reveal the main 1ssues
to which we shall address ourselves.

“In the fifteenth century, agriculture was in most cases, no longer conducted
by the masters, but rather by the peasantry”.! This was Georges Duby’s
conclusion to his analysis of the decay of manorial economy in the later Middle
Ages. After his discussion of lords and manors, Duby devoted 1o the subject of
the peasants the closing chapters of his great synthesis of a hundred years of
research into the agrarian economy and rural life of the medieval West.? Similar
views and structuring of the subject may be found in any recent major work on
the topic.” The general consensus is that the XVth century, or at latest the

The following abbreviations are used:

CEH Cambridge Economic History of Europe, 2nd ed., Cambridge 1966
HStAMiinchen Bayerisches Hauptstaatsarchiv Minchen

MGSL Mitteilungen der Gesellschafc fiir Salzburger Landeskunde

MIOG Micteilungen des Instirues fiir Ssterreichische Geschichtsschreibung
VSWG Vierteljahrschrify fir Sozial— und Wirtschafrsgeschichte

ZAA Zeieschrift fir Agrargeschichte und Agrarsoziologie

ZBLG Zeitschnft fiir bayerische Landesgeschichre

' G. Dusy, L économie rurale et lavie des campagnes dans ' Qccident médieval, Paris
1962, engl. transl. by C. Postan, Rural Economy and Conntry Life in the Medieval West,
London 1968, p. 331.

2 Duny, Rural Economy, pp. 332-357.

? Cf. F. GansHoF, A. VERHULST, M. Postan and L. Genicor in CEH 1, pp.
305-339, 581-632, 705-739; G. FourQuin, Le paysan d'Ceadent au Moyen rige, Paris
1972, pp. 112-141, 171-179; and most recently J.A.van Houtre, E. MitLer, A.
VERHULST, |. Favier, W. Aper in H. KeLrensenz (ed)), Handbuch der europiischen
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XVIth, saw the final stages of an extended and complex process -— the restruc-
turing of the organization of northwestern and central European agriculture.
From the XIIth century onwards control over production was gradually trans-
ferred from the lords (here used in the most general sense, including both lay and
ecclesiastical landlords) o the peasants. As major elements in this transforma-
tion, which, coupled with the infusion of urban capital, was to “launch the rural
economy and the whole country life of western Europe into a new leap
forward™,* can be seen the following:

(1) the contraction of the demesne and of direct cultivation by the lords; (2) the
partition and leasing of demesne lands to the peasants under increasingly
favourable conditions of tenure; (3) the commutation of labour services and the
concomitant freeing of peasant resources; (4) a slow strenghtening of the
peasants’ community vis-i-vis the landlord.

Most of these trends were already dealt with by late XIXth — and early
XXth— century scholars. The local and regional research conducted intensively
and with increasingly sophisticated tools over the last forty years has made us
aware of both the diversity and the uneven distribution of these phenomena and
of their relation to general economic and demographic trends. In various
periods, this general process was sometimes accelerated, as for example, during
the XIIth century with its crisis in and the restructuring of lordly incomes. At
times, direct cultivation of demesnes once more gained ground, as in the XIHth
century, when land was scarce and prices high. England remained a “‘basuon of
manorialism” much longer than the contnent. The Cistercians made a virtue
out of direct cultivation and local research has lately revealed that all over
Europe lords were busily managing what was supposed to have been disinteg-
rating for years. Sull, the process went on, accelerated finally by the lace
medieval “agrarian depression” when war, pestilence, rising wages, and tumb-
ling grain prices made direct cultivation by lords economically unviable.

There can be little doubt that between the XItIth and the XVth centuries in
most parts of western and central Europe a major change had occurred in the
management and organization of agriculture. The landlord economy of the early
and high Middle Ages, which had been subject to a Jarge extent to the will and
whim of the lord, had developed into a kind of structure which could be termed
a “‘peasant economy” as defined by T. Shanin. Namely, the family farm was the
basic unit of production, seconded by the economic frameworks of the peasant
community. Land husbandry was the principal means of livelihood directly
providing the major part of consumption needs. There was a frequent need for
credit, met ourtside the scope of homestead and community. The peasantry was

Wirtschafts— und Sozialgeschichte, 11, Stuttgart 1980, pp. 113f., 238, 264, 274f,, 315,
542-544, For a dissenting view but a similar structuring see J. HEERS L'Occident aux
XIV® et XV siécles, 2nd ed. Paris 1973, pp. 128-161.

* Dusy, Rural Economy, p. 357.
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politically and economically dominated by outside forces.” In this structure of
production, the landlords appear as outsiders, mere rentiers, whose economic
functions were increasingly eroded. Yet these “rentier-landlords™ did not relax
their grip on the peasantry. From the XI1Ith century on there was a tightening of
rent-collection, as witnessed by the abundance of property and rent registers all
over Europe. Lords likewise increased their incomes from taxarion, junisdiction,
banal monopolies and, in some places, the revival of peasant bondage — all
prerogatives derived from extraeconomic sources. Thus, the line of reasoning
goes, the withdrawal of the lords from the soil created a dynamic movement
which further emphasized the political-legal, rather than the economic, aspectof
late medieval lordship. To complete the symmetry of the picture, the peasantry
is seen as having emerged from the tribulations of the lare medieval crisis
economically and demographically revitalized, ready to assume the tasks of
rodernization awaiting it in the Europe of early modern umes.

The flaw in this picture would seem to lie neither in the evidence nor the
conclusions concerning economic processes, but rather in the inferences regard-
ing the relative position of lords and peasants. For these inferences seem scarcely
reconcilable with indications of the vitality and strongly felt presence of lords in
rural life which we see in the late Middle Ages and early modern period in many
parts of Europe.® [t is difficult to sce how such a high profile could be sustained
by a rent-collecting lordship through extraeconomic means of control, many of
which were available only to the higher and highest ranks of lay and church
aristocracy. We would like to suggest, therefore, that there were complementary
means of influence upon and control of the peasant economy. The application of
these means by the lords counteracted the tendency toward withdrawalinherent
in the discontinuance of demesne production and made for the continued, or in
some places renewed, involvement of the lords in agrarian economy and rural
life.

The evidence for this thesis has been drawn mainly from German sources, a
fact which might seem to milicate against drawing any conclusions regarding the
rest of Europe, Morever, most scholars consider the German experience to have
been special, if not unique, as in Marc Bloch’s dictum about “that singular

* TH. SHANIN, Peasant and Peasant Societies, Harmondsworth 1971, p. 14f,, and in
full in his: The Nature and Logic of the Peasant Economy, fournal of Peasant Studies
1{1973), pp. 63-80.

¢ For England and Germany the evidence is unambiguous. See K.B. McFarLaNE,
The Nobility of Later Medieval England, Oxford 1973, esp. pp. 41-60; the case studies in
H. Patze (ed.}, Die Grundherrschaft im spaten Mittelalter, 2 vols., Sigmaringen 1983; H.
Rossier {ed.), Deutscher Adel 14301555, Darmstadt 1965; Osterreichische Akademie
der Wissenschaften {ed.), Adeliges Sachleben des Spatmittelaiters, Vienna 1982. For
France see the indications in G. Bois, Noblesse et crise des revenues seigneuriaux en
France aux XIV® et XV* sidcles: essai d’interpretation, in: PH. ConTaMing {ed.), La
noblesse au Moyen /{ge, Paris 1976, pp. 219-233.
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quality of archaism, which through almost the entire feudal era seems the
distinctive mark of German society”.” Yet if we Jeave on one side the idiosyncra-
sies of learned terminology, most of the structural features as well as the main
lines of development of German agrarian history fit very well into the larger
European framework.? This is especially true of the former Frankish and
Frankish-dominated areas of northern, western and southern Germany which
form the geographical framework of the present study. In this old-settled
Germany developed manorial structures, although to a somewhat lower density
and with obvious regional differences, which were structurally akin to the ones
found further to the west. The process of decay which began in the XlIth
century, as well as the concomitant growth of the peasant economy developed
here along the same lines encountered in northwestern Europe.” The opening of
woods, wastelands, and mountains in the XIth-XIVth centuries was undertaken
in the same manner as elsewhere, by peasants settled on homesteads and under
the direction of the lords. Even in more techntcal aspects, such as the evolution
of common fields and the economic frameworks of the peasant community,
Germany tends to conform 1o the European type.’® To be sure, there were
differences, but they are mainly found in the political aspects of lordship, which
were part and parcel of the specific development of the German territories,'" and
in the legal differentiations within the body of the peasantry.!?

What, then, were the means of lordly influence and controt in the peasant
economy of northern, western and southern Germany? As we shall show, they
were part of the interlocking insticunonal arrangements of landlerdship and
peasant tenure prevalent in these regions. We shall proceed in order of increasing
generalization, starting with fully documented institutions found only in south-
ern Germany, passing on to arrangements prevalent in most parts of Germany

7 M. BLocH, Feudal Society, wransl. by L.A. Manyon, Londen 1961, p. 270,

$ CEH I, passim.; Dusy, Rural Economy, passim; F. Lutck, Geschichte der dent-
schen Agrarverfassung, 2nd ed. Stuttgart 1967, pp. 45-56; Ch. Perrin, La sociéeé alle-
mande du X¢ aun XIII¢ sigcle d'aprés un ouvrage récent, Rewvue hist. de droit fraincais et
étranger Ser. 4, 24 {1945), pp. 84-102.

? See the studies in Patze (note 6} and the penetrating analysis by Pr. DoLLINGER,
L’évolution des classes rurales en Baviére depuss la fin de I'épogue carolingienne jusg'au
milien du XIII siécle, Paris 1949, thenceforth cited in the updated German translatien
ed. by F. IRsiGLER, Der bayerische Banernstand vom 9. bis zum 13. Jabrbiendere, Munich
1982,

¥ R.C. Horrmann, Medieval Origins of the Common Fields, in: W.N. PArkEr-
E.L. Jones (eds.), Eurapean Peasants and their Markets, Princeton 1975, pp. 23-72,

U O, BRUNNER, Land und Herrschaft, 5th ed., Vienna-Wiesbaden 1965; H. Patze
(ed.}, Der dentsche Territarialstaat im [4. fabrbundert, 2 vols., Sigmaringen 1970-71.

12 K.F. BaDeR, Studien zur Rechisgeschichte des mittelalterlichen Dorfes, 3 vols.,
Vienna 1957-67; Tr. Maver {ed.), Die Anfinge der Landgemeinde und ibr Wesen, 2
vols.. Konstanz-Stuttgart 1964: Dollinger (note 9).
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and western Europe, and concluding with a general discussion of investment in
agriculture. Our final remarks will deal with the revisions which our findings
require in the widely accepted thesis outlined at the beginning of this paper.

1

The Geriche, the first nstitution which we shall discuss, is mentioned in
southern German and Alpine Austrian sources from the late XIIth to the
XVIIth Lentury Its last remains disappeared only in the early XIXth century.
But the bulk of references dates from the period between the XIMth to the XVih
centuries. They are found by the thousands in the property and rent-registers
known as Urbare, the German equivalent of the rentals and censiers-coutumiers
of Western Europe.'® Most of the surviving Urbare are of course of ecclesiastical
origin, as are almost all other pertinent types of sources.™ Sull, the very few
preserved records of lay landlords have similar entries using the same terms as
those employed in ecclestastical sources. This fact and the geographical distribu-
tion of the institution justify us in viewing it as a general phenomenon prevalent
all over “Upper Germany”, comprising Swabia and Bavaria, as well as in
present-day Austria, in the regions of the Tyrol, Salzburg, Styria and Carinthia.
It is mentioned also in Upper and Lower Austria, Franconia, German Switzer-
land and Alsace.

The Urbare refer to this institution by various names,'® all used interchange-
ably. We shall term it Gericht, by the noun derived from the verb richten, to fix,
to arrange. A typical entry of Gericht in an Urbar follows upon the rents and
dues accruing from a certain property. [t opens with the phrase “habert, debet zu
gericht”, followed by a list of five elements: (1) a sizable sum of money
sometimes designated “viehgericht” or “*pro jugalibus™, in place of the draught
animals which some earlier sources mention; {2} smaller amounts of grains,
under the rubric “pro semine”, or sometimes only “semen sufficiens”, all of
which clearly denote seedgrain; {3} some pigs and pouliry; (4) essential agni-
cultural equipment, such as a plough, cart, harrew and yoke, sometimes also

1 See tn general R. Fossier, Polyptiques et censiers (Typologie des sources du moyen
ige occidental 28), Tournhout 1978. On the German Urbare see K.Th.v. Inama-
Sternegg, Uber Urbarien und Urbarialavfzeichnungen, Archivalische Zeitschrift 2(1877),
pp- 26-52; H. Orr, Probleme und Stand der Urbarincerpretation, ZAA 18(1970), pp.
159-184; G. RIcHTER, Lagerbiicher— oder Urbarlebre, Stuttgart 1979.

" Mainly “Leihereverse™, letters of tenure issued by the lord, counter-signed by the
peasant and preserved in the lord’s copyregister, and a few surviving account books. Cr.
J. W, Beitrige zur Registerfiihrung der bayerischen Kldster und Hochstifte im Miteei-
alter, Kallminz 1973.

** In Latin institucio, expedicio, iudicium, ius, procuratio, regimen curie, pro fugali-
bus;in German Reche, Geriche, Berichrung, Richtung, Hofgericht, Holrecht, Hubrechr,
Hubgericht, Samrecht, Stift, Weglos.
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numerous smaller tools; (5) hay in sufficient quantities, sometimes with the
number of beasts to be fed for a given time span. Some of the entries are long,
detailed inventories, while athers are concise lists of esseatials, Some specify
amounts of cash, others only one lump sum. Pastoral holdings state numbers of
cattle or sheep, a fisherman’s tenure will list a boat and nets, a miller’s mill-
stones. There iIs even one rare reference to a bridge-warden's Gericht.'®

Earlier scholars already identified these entries as formalized inventories of
the material assets needed 1o keep in working order the holdings owned by the
lord and cultivated by the peasant.'” The most recent and detailed treatment of
this subject is by |. Hopfenzitz,'® whose interpretation is close to our own in
that he stressed the legal point: that the homestead is entitled to or has an
inherent right to the objects listed 1n the Gericht entries. We feel, however, that
he erred in attempting to link the massive presence and fullness of these entries in
XIVth-century sources to the “late medieval crisis”, which he sees as having
forced landlords to resort to decisive measures in order to make their depopu-
lated possessions more attractive to new cultivators.’” Such an explanation not
only disregards the rapid development and diffusion of Urbare in this period.
More important, it ignores some well-published and very detailed Xillth-
century references, in which the Gericht is already a fully developed
institution.??

The origins of the Gericht go back to the X1Ith/X1lIth centunes, the perniod
of transition from direct cultivation by lords to peasant tenure. To be sure,
nowhere is this transition explicitly described, but the earliest and, up to the
XVih century, fullest Gericht entries refer to the big, well-equipped “curiae”
and “Maierhéfe”, the former centres of manorial administration where old
structures were often preserved for centuries.?! In this transitional period, with

18 H.]. BusLey (ed.), Die Traditionen, Urkunden und Urbare des Klosters Neustift
bei Freising, Munich 1961, p. 226.

Y F. Huwot, Kloster Scheyern, seine dltesten Aufzeichnungen, seine Besitzungen,
Munich 1862, p. 76L.; S, Herzberg-Frinkel, Wirtschaftsgeschichre des Stiftes Niederal-
taich, MIOG Erginzungsband 19, 1916, p. 225(.; A. Dorscu (ed.), Die landesfiirstlichen
Urbare Nieder— snd Qberdsterreichs ans dem XII1. und XIV. Jahrbundert, Vienna
1904, p. CXI; A. GsTIRNER, Das Gericht oder die Stift in Stetermark, VSWG 28(1935),
pp. 313-347; Dollinger (note 9), pp. 127, 168, 359, 392; I. Bog, Neue Quellen zur
Agrarverfassung geistlicher Herrschafren in Bayern, ZAA 9(1961), p. 60L.

1% 1. Hoprenzitz, Hubgericht-Hofgericht-Hubrecht. Eine Untersuchung zum mit-
telaleerlichen Besitzrecht in Oberdeutschland, ZAA 24 (1976), pp. 8-53.

¥ Hopfenzitz, p. 39.

® Exactly the sources used by the earlier authors and overlooked by Hopfenzitz,
which are cited in note 17, To them should be added Q. SToLz, Die Schwaighife in Tirol,
Innsbruck 1930, passim., and A. HocHrorzer, Grundherrschaftliche Fronhéfe und
Amterverfassung im niederbayerischen Raum, ZBLG 31(1968), p. 55.

2 f. the carliest reference, from the Swiss monastery Muri (mid-12th century): H.
Worrner (ed.), Urkunden zur deutschen Agrar-Geschichte, Stuttgart 1928, p. 139.
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landlords oscillating berween direct cultivation, short-term farm, and peasant
tenure, the equipment, livestock and grains belonging to the curiae were trans-
ferred too. These holdings were let “berichtet”, i.e. equipped with the inven-
tory. Their equipment, the Gericht, was then entered in the Urbare as part of the
lord’s property, at the appropriate place near to the rent and dues. For holdings
acquired later, a new Gericht would have to be provided, as illustrated by some
direct evidence from the XI1Ith century.? Smaller holdings, the “hubae, benefi-
ciae, feuda”, especially those situated at some distance from the manorial
centres, usually show much shorter and schematic entries, indicating that their
Gericht must be dated later. Thus we can assume a slow spreading of this usage,
integrating at different times various components of the lordly property into
local custom, which then developed into part of the customary law of the manor.

It is in this completed form, the “Hofgericht™ as part of the *“Hofrecht”, that
the Gericht prescnts itself in the XIVth and XVth centuries. Formally, as with
other aspects of the law of the manor, there is a due process of law-finding, in
which lord and peasantry cooperate.?® In content, there was a reciprocal respon-
sibility: the obligation of the peasant about to leave the homestead to safeguard
the Gericht, and the commitment of the lord to continue to provide it. To be
sure, in most of the sources, which originated, it should be remembered, from
the side of the lords, only the former is mentioned.™

There was in fact good reason for this obligation. Up to the XVIth century
the greater part of the area under discussion was subject to “Freistift”, a rype of
non-hereditable short-term tenancy of a few years, terminable at the lord’s will.
This made for 2 high turnover of peasant cultivators, while providing little
incentive to safeguard soil and equipment.?® For this reason, and similar to so

2 Tor instance in Niederaltaich (Lower Bavaria): |. CHmeL (ed.}, Die Besitzungen
des Benediktinerklosters Niederaltaich in der Passauer Didcese, Notzenblact d. kaiserl,
Akad. d. Wissensch. 4 (Viennz 1854), p. 575.

3 HStAMinchen, Geisenfelden Lit. 23 f. 13 {end eof XIITth century). Similar in
Scheyern (Monumenta Boica X, Munich 1763, nr. 225, XIVth century} and Neusult
(Busley, note 16, p. 251, 1sc half of the XVih century). On the Jate medieval development
and structure of manorial law see P. Brickie (ed.), Deutsche Landliche Rechtsquellen,
Sturcgart 1975,

M See the references from Urbare in Hopfenzitz (note 18), pp. 18-20, the sections in
the laws of the manor in Wopfner {note 21), p. 321, and in G. Franz (ed.), Quellen zur
Ceschichte des dentschen Bawuernstandes im Mittelalter, Berlin 1967, pp. 450-452, 505,
559; letters of tenure: Monumenta Botca X, 1763, nrs. 74, 158, 211, 225; Staatsbibhothek
Miinchen Clm 1052 ff. 13, 16, 217, 22; A. WEeissTHANNER {ed.), Die Urkunder und
Urbare des Klosters Schiftlarn, Munich 1957, p. 155; M. Tuier-E. Encets {eds.), Die
Traditionen, Urkunden und Urbare des Klosters Ménchsmiinster, Munich 1961, p. 208;
H.C. Faussner-A.V. GroTe (eds.), Urbarbuch des landesfiirstlichen Kastenamtes Burg-
hausen, Munich 1983, p. XLVIIL. On the ongoing debate about the lordly vs. peasant
origin of the Weistiimer, the rural documents of law-finding, see Blickle (note 23).

25 On systems of tenure in the area see Bader (note 12); H. Lizsericy, Die
Rechesformen des biuerlichen Besitzes in Altbayern, Mitetlungen f.d. Archivpflege in
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many battles of lordly power against peasant ruse,” the attempt to hold the
peasant responsible was doomed to failure. To little avail were the variety of
clauses inserted in the Urbare, laws of the manor, and letters of tenure cited
above, as well as the periodical checks and inquiries instituted by the more
conscientious lords.” Wherever we obtain a direct glimpse into the actual
workings of manorial administration, we see that the lords had to invest in the
_upkeep of the Gericht on the peasant tenures.?® As stated sometimes explicitly,
the lords were prepared to do so in order to see their property produce, so that
rents and taxes could be raised.?®> With no other incentive to the cultivaror, it is
precisely in those areas which clung longest to “Freistift” that the Gericht
survives into the XVIth and XV1Ith centuries, whereas it withered away where-
ver hereditary tenancy finally prevailed in the course of the XVth century, as in
the Southwest, and on the ducal properties in Bavaria.”® But for three centuries
at least, this institution was economically viable indeed.

The institution of the Gericht then, as developed in the X1Ith and XIilth
centuries and institutionalized in the laws of the manor in the succeeding period,
must have played a considerable role in the transition from Jandlord to peasant
production. This drawing upon the lords' stocks of equipment, livestock, grains
and capital, effected a redistribution of the means of production which enabled
peasant tenures to '‘go into business”. Later, the Gericht served as a prop to the

Qberbayern 6(1941), pp. 159-174; O. Stovrz, Rechtsgeschichte des Bauernstandes wund
der Landwirtschaft in Tirol und Vorarlberg, Bozen 1949, pp. 82-126; M. KiEmv, Die
bauerlichen Lehen im Erzstift Salzburg, MGSL 69(1929), pp. 145-168.

% CEM.-Th. Lorcin, Un musée de la ruse paysanne, Etndes rurales 51 (1973), pp.
112-124,

¥ For instance in Scheyern, cf. the marginal annotations in HStAMinchen,
Scheyern Lit. 54 {ca. 1300}, 55 (ca. 1315}, 56(1400), passim, or in Neustift: Busley (note
16), p. 251.

2 Cf, in Niederalaich: Chmel (note 22) 4(1854), p. 575; 5(1855), pp. 168, 263;
Scheyern: HStAMiinchen, Scheyern Lit. 54 ff. 153, 36, 70; Lit. 77 {{. 5, 316; Kaisheim: H.
Horrmany (ed:), Die dltesten Urbare des Reichsstiftes Kaisheim 1319-1352, Augsburg
1959, pp. 106, 112; convent of Augsburg: R. DerTscr (ed.), Das Fiflener hochstiftische
Urbar von 1398, Kempten 1940, p. 10; Ellwangen: Hopfenziez (note 18), p. 20; Lang-
heim: F. GeLONER (ed.), Das alteste Urbar des Cistercienserklosters Langheim, Wirz-
burg 1952, p. 59. For numerous, slightly ambiguous, references see note 27 above, where
frequent mention is made of new cultivators installed on holdings and acknowledging for
the abbey’s officials the Gerichtin place.

# Chmel (note 22), 4{1854), pp. 473, 507; 5(1855}, pp. 192,259, 309-311, all from the
mid-XIIIth century. Similar in Geisenfeld at the end of the XIIith century: HStAMiin-
chen, Geisenfeld Lit. 23 £, 14, and in Neustift in 1403: Busley (note 16), pp. 204, 205,207,
208, 212. :

39 For the former sce Bader (note 12) and the regional case studies in Patze (note 6).
For the latter G. Kirchner, Probleme der spitmittelalterlichen Klostergrundherrschaftin
Bayern, ZBLG 19(1956), pp. 1-94.
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peasant economy by purting the lords’ resources atits disposal, while at the same
time guaranteeing the lords a decisive voice in the administration of agricultural
production. It is this fast aspect which is most striking as one moves from the
grain-producing Swabian-Bavarian lowlands to the Alpine regions, where the
same principles were applied in different environmental and economic circumst-
ances.

The Bavarian and Austrian Alps, in whose river valleys Bavarian peasants,
led by their lords, had superseded a sparse Rhaete-Romanic and Slavonic
population in the course of the early and central Middle Ages, underwent a
second phase of agricultural settlement during the XIIth-XIVth centuries.’' At
fairly high altitudes, often above the line where grain can be grown, there arose
within a relatively short time many hundreds of Schwaighdfe. These represented
a new type of dispersed peasant settlement devoted to animal husbandry and
dairy production. Unlike the “Alm™ with its temporary huts and exposed
pasture used only during summer, the Schwaigen were true homesteads pro-
vided with sturdy buildings, extensive grazing lands, cultivated meadows for
winter fodder and, wherever possible, small plots on which some grain could be
grown for home consumption. Due to the difficulty of communication in chis
rugged terrain, which prevented the development of true transhumance, and on
account of the relatively late date of their construction, we found no mention of
Schwaigen worked directly under lordly management. In other words, of small
and medium size, inhabicated and cultivated by peasant families, and held in
inheritance, the Schwaigen were from the outset genuine elements of the peasant
economy. Yet at the same time they reflect more clearly than any other agri-
cultural institution the strenght of lordly influence on this peasant economy.

Schwaighife were established in two ways. One was the conversion of an
existing grain-producing homestead into a stock-raising one, by the provision of
cattle and the allocation of meadows and pasture from the lord’s demesne orout
of the commons (as a resulc of pressure upon the peasant community}. The
second, most common way was the,erection of Schwaigen similarily equipped
by lords, on newly assarted slopes belonging to the lords by virtue of their
“ban” over virgin soil. As in other large-scale clearing projects, the peasants
doing the actual work were provided with food and tools and then settled on the
newly created tenures. They then enjoyed several years of reduced rent and

! The literature and source references for the following in: O. Stovz, Schwaighéfe
(note 20}; H. Wopfner, Bettrige zur Geschichte der alpinen Schwaighsfe, VSWG
24(1931), pp. 36-70; H. Klein, Uber Schwaigen im Salzburgischen, MGSL 71{1931), pp.
109-128; O. Stolz, Beitrige zur Geschichte der alpinen Schwaighafe, VEWG 25(1932),
pp. 141-157; A. GsTIrNER, Die Schwaighdfe im ehemaligen Herzogtume Steiermark,
Zeltschrift des bistorischen Veretnes fiir Steiermark 31(1937), pp. 1-86; E. Krausen, Die
Schwaigenwirtschaft des Klosters Raitenhaslach, Mittedungen der Geograph. Gesell-
schaft Mincher 53(1968), pp. 339-351; W. FreEsacHER, Wirtschaftsgeschichtliche
Erkenntnisse aus den Gurker Urbaren, Carinebia 1 161{1971), pp. 138-149.
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later, improved conditions of tenure, in this case inheritability as mentioned
above. But lords played a leading role not oniy i the creation of Schwaigen, but
also in the assurance of their continued existence and ability to pay rent. Using
the very terms employed in the lowlands for Gericht, there are constant refer-
ences to lords regularly supplying cactle, salt, seed-grains, and to homesteads
situated at altitudes too high to enable cultivation, even of food-grains. This
principle of lordly responsibility embodied in the insticution of Geriche, then,
was also rigorously applied to the Alpine regions. Up to the XVIth century local
customary law held that only Schwaigen properly equipped with cattle by the
lord carried the obligation to pay rent.

Naturally, such a far-reaching commitment on the part of the lords was
attended by vastly augmented possibilities, amounung at times to a virtual
dirigisme, of interference in the peasant economy. In the XlIIlth century, the
chapter of Gurk (Carinthia) converted most of its possessions in one particular
valley into cheese-producing Schwaigen. Since the soil, climate and elevation of
this vailey seem to have been the same as those in neighbouring possessions of
the chapter, administrative convenience must have motivated this step. This is
borne out by the fact that another group of holdings near Gurk cultivated
mainly grains, while a third and distant one paid mainly cash rents.*? A different
principle seems to have guided the arrangements of the Styrian abbey of
Admont, whose immediate vicinity was especially suited to meadowland. By
providing a Geriche suited solely to animal husbandry, over several hundred
years Admont built up an export trade in cheese, cows and oxen which was still
thriving in the XV1Ith century.>* Finally, we have the case of the archbishopric
of Salzburg, which had gradually converted the Gericht on its Schwaigen from
sheep to cows, until, by the end of the XVth century, a group of only some
twenty distant holdings continued to raise sheep. In 1498 the decision was taken
to replace all sheep with cows. Within two years these holdings were producing
melted butter instead of cheese, paying rent to the annual rate of some 5000-6000
huge chunks weighing up to ten pounds each.’*

For both the grain-producing holdings in the lowlands and the stock-raising
Alpine Schwaigen, provision by the lords of the means of production was the
key to the very functioning of the peasant economy. There were of course
obvious differences, the most important one being the marked prominence of
Gericht in the latter as compared to its more obscure character in the former.
In lowland grain-production Gericht seems to have played its main role in the
XIIth - XIIIth centuries, during the poorly documented transitional phase from
manorial to peasant production. In the later Middle Ages it continued to be

%2 Fresacher (note 31}, pp. 141-143,

¥ Gstirner, Gericht (note 17), p. 323.

* H. Dopscl, Wandlungen und Konstanz der spitmittelalterlichen Grundherr-
schaft im Erzstift Salzburg, in: Patze (note 6), I, pp. 258-261.
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employed mainly on larger holdings, many of which were still exercising former
manorial functions, such as rent-collecting and the lodging of the visiting lord
and his officials. By contrast, the Schwaigen, established in a later period when
written accounting was commoner, are much better documented. But more than
anything else, the isolated nature of the settlements and the adverse climatic and
topographic conditions of the Alpine regions must have created the strong
dependence of peasant upon landlord, and consequently, the marked vitalicy of
Gericht in this area, which continued into the early modern period. Beyond
differences of tming and degree, the arrangements involved in Gericht in bath
areas served basic needs of agrarian society, so well that they were institutional-
ized and legitimized in customary law.

[1I

In the foregoing discussion we indicated a convergence of needs which gave
rise to the institutionalization of landlord interference in the direction of the
peasant economy. [t remains to be shown that this state of affairs was not
confined to only one, albeit sizable, part of Germany, but was, rather, a basic
conflguratlon In agrarian souety as a whole. To this end we shall examine the
insticution of share-cropping known in Germany as Teilbax or Te:fpacht and in
other parts of Europe as facherie, métayage, mezzadria or tiche. As is well
known, its main feature was the contractual, short-term cooperation between
landlord and peasant, matching in agreed proportions land, equipment, and
stocks to the latter’s labour, the fruits of which were to be divided accordingly.
Historians have shown special interest in this type of commercial lease which is
found in abundance in the notaries’ registers of southern Europe. They seeitasa
channel for the influx of urban capital into the rural economy.’® As suggested in
the title of a much-cited study,’® share-cropping is viewed as the primary
instrument for tendencies towards intensification and modernization in late
medieval agriculture, Bur, as recently pointed out, this concentration upon the
urban features of mezzadria is prejudicial to an understanding of its northern
counterparts.’” True, nothing comparable to the large-scale investigations in
Italy and southern France *® has yet been undertaken for northwestern con-
unental Europe, where the chronology and diffusion of métayage and tache are

¥ Dusy, Rural Society, p. 326f.; Heers, L'ocadent (note 3), pp. 255-262.

% P.J. Jones, From Manor to Mezzadria: A Tuscan Case Study in the Medieval
Origins of Modern Agrarian Society, in: H.A. RusinsTein {ed.), Florentine Studies,
London 1968, pp. 193-241.

¥ G, Dupy-A. WaLLoN, Histoire de la France rurale, vol. I, Paris 1975, p. 588 {,,
follovwing Duby, Rural Soctety, p. 326 £,

¥ 1. ImMBERCIADORI, Mezzadria classica toscana, Firenze 1951; G, Sicarp! Le
métayage dans le Midi toulonsain a la fin duw Moyen Age, Toulouse 1957,
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far from established.’® Yet for a smaller area in central France, the role of
métayage in the process of a more rational regrouping of holdings initiated by
local lords after 1450 has been convincingly demonstrated.*® We now know that
wherever instituted, such arrangements became part and parcel of the traditional
social framework of landlords and peasantry.!

The state of the research into the German Teilbau is even more disappoint-
ing, despite copious references in fauftlessly printed sources and an abundance
of local and regional studies mentioning it. Only very recently has there been an
awakening of interest in the subject, focusing on Teilbax leases employed since
the mid-X1IlIth century in the Lower Rhine area by urban ecclesiastical institu-
tions and possibly by landowning burghers.*? Cases of town-dwelling mer-
chants preferring to lease their landed property in this way have also been noted
in Libeck and Regensburg.*? Similar references can probably be found in many
more places.*! In these contracts, in exchange for half the annual produce, the
landlord provides, in addition to the land, all or part of the seed-grain, draught
animals, and cattle, and often tools, and nearly always half the wages paid to the
harvesters. Other clauses stipulate details of cultivation, bind the lessce to keep
the soil in good heart, and mention inter alia the sowing of the fallow, and the
growing of industrial plants.

But do these facts, however remindful of southern métayage, really necessi-
tate an urban commercial modernizing source, originaang in heavily urbanized
neighbouring Flanders, for the diffusion of leases involving landlord-owned
capital and stocks?*® A look at the evidence would seem to require a different
approach. Indeed, tenures held in return for part of the produce are found all

3 Ganshof-Verhuistin CEH 1, 2nd ed., p. 324 f.; M.-TH. Lorcin, Les campagnes de
la région Lyonnaise aux XIV® et XV* siécles, Lyon 1974, pp. 94-96. Sce also note 41
below.

0 L. MERLE, La métairie et Pevolution agraire de [z Gatine poitevine de la fin du
moyen dge i la Revolution, Paris 1958.

Y1 D. Nicsoras, Town and Countryside: Social, Economic and Political Tensions in
14th Century Flanders, Brugge 1971, p. 338; G. Despy, Un domaine scigncurial au bas
Moyen Age, Le Moyen Age 69(1963), p. 873 (Brabant); L. GenicoT, La crise agricole du
bas Moyen Age dans le Namurois, Louvain-Gent 1970, p. 72; G. Bos, Crise du [eoa’a-
{tsme, Daris 1976, p. 219 (Normandy) G. FourQuIN, Les campagnes de la région
Parisienne a la fin du Moyen Age, Paris 1964, pp. 80, 480; G, FOURNIER, La création de la
Grange de Gregovie, Le Moyen Age 56(1950), p. 332f. (Burgundy).

‘2 F, [RsiGLER, Die Aufldsung der Villikationsverfassung und der Ubergang zum
Zeitpachtsystem im Nahbereich niederrheinischer Stidte wihrend des 13./14. Jahrhun-
derts, in: Patze (note 6}, [, pp. 295-310,

Y .M. WiLrinG, Grundherrschaft und stidtische Wirtschaft am Beispiel Liibecks,
in: Patze {note &), I, pp. 498-502; W. EtKENBERG, Das Handelshaus der Runtinger zu
Regensburg, Géuingen 1976, pp. 261-270.

* CF Kirchner (note 29), p. 13,

* Trsigler (note 42).
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over Germany, with the earliest texts dating from the late X{th and early XIith
centuries,*® the most numerous references from the XI1Ith-XVth centuries, and
the latest from the XVIIth-XVIIIth centuries.?’ True, most of them state
nothing but the bare fact that some piece of property owes a specified part of the
annual produce, usually one third to one half. Buy, as already pointed out, the
sole function of {rbare is to record the lord’s rights, not his duties. These are
found elsewhere. Wherever individual contracts or account books with detailed
expenditures specify the terms of leases, there is an obligation of the lord
corresponding to that of the peasant.*® .

Despite inevitable variations in so widespread a2 phenomenon, certain com-
mon features stand out. In arable husbandry Teilpacht was never universal. It
seemns to have been most prevalent in the XIlth-XIVth centuries and to have
been employed largely on the great curiae let out for short periods, rather than
on smaller holdings usually held in inheritance.*” Again, it was on the former
manorial centres still provided with some visible atributes of lordship, that
considerable rights of direction and interference were preserved by way of
Teilbau leases. Only in the XVth-XVIth centuries were they replaced in many
areas by fixed rents, increasingly longer terms, and finally inhertability of
tenures. On the properties of Cistercian abbeys where the transition from direct
cultivation to peasant tenure was made only in the XIVth-XVth centuries,
Tetlpacht continued much longer.”® Thus share-cropping in arable husbandry
seems to have been connected mainly with the cessation of direct cultivation, a
long process heavily dependent on the ongoing commitment of landlords to

** Wopfner(ncte 21), pp. 112, 117, 128; Kirchner (note 29), p. 13; Dollinger (note 93,
p. 131. -

7 W. ABEL, Geschichte der deutschen Landwirtschaft vom frithen Mittelalter bis
zum 19. Jabrbundert, 3rd ed., Sturegart 1978, pp. 201, 250-255.

8 Contracts: HStAMinchen, Passau-St. Nikola Lit. 7 f. 15; Chmel, Niederaltaich
{note 22} 5, pp. 115, 216; 6, p. 427; Eikenberg, Regensburg (note 43); R. Braun, Das
Benedikiinerkloster Michelsberg 1013-1325, Kulmbach 1978, pp. 100, 102-104; M.
Scuaas, Die Grundherrschafr der siidwestdeutschen Zisterzienserkldster, in: Parze
{note 6}, 11, p. 778, W, ROsener, Grundherrschaften des Adels in Sidwestdeutschland,
ibid, IL, p. 127f.; Tu. Zovz, Grafen von Leiningen, ibid. I1, pp. 196{., 201-205; Irsigler
(note 42), p. 303f.; W. Janssen, KSLner ErzBIscHOFE, 1bid. 1, p. 335.; Wopfner (note
21), pp. 194-197 {lower Rhine); Franz, Quellen (note 24), p. 366 (lower Rhine); Wiilfing,
Libeck (note 43), p. 498f. For account-books see Eikenberg, Regensburg (note 43); E.
WispLINGHOFF, Untersuchungen zur Wirtschafts— und Besitzgeschichte der Benedik-
tinerabtel Brauweiler bei Kéln, Jabrbuch des Kéiner Geschichtsvereins 43(1971), pp.
146-152, 164f., and my forthcoming study on the economy of Bavarian monastertes.

* Cf. the case studies of Ph. Dollinger, Les transformations du regime domanial en
Bavigre au XIII® sigcle d’aprés deux censiers de !"abbaye de Baumburg, Le Moyen Age
56{1950}, pp. 294-298, and Zotz (note 48), pp. 201-205.

52 Schaab (note 48), p, 66.
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provide peasant tenures with the means of production. In this sense, throughout
most of Germany, the function of Teilpacht was similar to that of Gericht in the
south of the country. Indeed, we have found no instance of a homestead
teacuring both institutions at one and the same time, although ltords might
employ both on different parts of their property.

In other branches of agriculture Teslpacht assumed an even more critical
importance. It made its earliest appearance in viticulture,®' that branch of
agriculture most dependent on constant and heavy inputs of labour and
capital.*? There it remained long the most prevalent type of lease, to be replaced
by less onerous forms of tenure only in the XVIIth-XVIIIth centuries. The
lard’s contribution included not only grape-vines, props, manure, and outlays
for the gathering of the vintage, but also grain liveries and cash advances for the
sustenance of the vine-growers.*® These extensive needs of the viticulturer are
explained not only by the high cost of viticulture, but also by its vulnerability to
bad seasons and its close dependence on the market. Apparently the peasant
economy of the later Middle Ages and early modern pertod was incapable of
conducting this branch of agriculture on its own.

A similar situation is found in the area of animal husbandry. Except for the
Alpine regions, old-settled Germany by and large lacked the necessary space for
pastoral husbandry. The peasant homestead with its meagre meadows ** was
unable 1o graze any sizable number of beasts. Nor could it rear the breeding
animals necessary for proper stock-raising, as we see from the clauses in mano-
rial law obliging the lord to provide breeding stock of all sorts for the use of the
villagers, > With the marked expansion of animal husbandry in the X1Vth-XVth
centuries, another and more widespread solution was found in arrangements
based on the principle of Teipacht.’® These short-term leases of livestock,

5! Gee the references in Wopfner and Kirchner (note 46) and Wisplinghoff (note 48),
p. 135,

52 Cf. the expenses and works listed in L. Strebl, Mittelalterlicher Weinbau in den
Rechnungsbiichern des Suftes Klosterneuburg, Unsere Heimat 30 (Klosterneuburg
1959), pp. 11-21. In general see R. Dion, Historre de la vigne et du vin en France, Paris
1959, and Fr. BASSERMANN-JORDAN, Geschichie des Weinbawes, 1923,

* E. NeuscHELER, Die Klostergrundherrschaft Bebenhausen, Wiirttembergische
Jabrbiicher f. Statistik 1928, p. 161f.; R. ZirnGisL (ed.), S. Emmeramische Kloster-
Rechnung {1326, 1328), Westenrieders Neue Beitrdge 1(1812), p. 257; 2(1818), p. 183;
Germanisches Nationalmuseum Nirhberg, ST. Emmeramer Rechnungsbuch 1338, f. 6,
13; F. Bastian, Das ilteste Aldcrshacher Rechnungsbuch, Festgabe fiir K.A.v. Miiller,
1933,p. 33; K. LamprecHT, Deutsches Wirtschaftsleben im Mittelalter, 111, 1886, p. 5271.

5 See for instance the Urbar of Scheyern of 1400, which lists the abbey’s arable and
meadows by size: FIStAMinchen, Scheyern Lit. 56, passim.

5> Lamprecht {note 53),1, 1885, p. 541; Wopfner (note 21), pp. 224, 245,325,339; H.
DusLED, Les grandes tendances de Uexploitation au sein de la seigneurie rurale en Alsace
du XIII* au XV¢ sizcle, VSWG 49(1962), pp. 73-75, 111-114; idem., L*administration de
la seigneurie rurale en Alsace du XIT1¢ au XV* sidcle, VSWG 52(1965), p. 446,

3% Abel {note 47), pp. 252-254,
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cultivated meadows and grazing lands emplioyed by rural and urban landlords
up to the 18th century, are closely akin to the Italian “soccida™ and French
“gaisalle”, which scholars have viewed as another avenue of urban investmentin
agriculture.’” In Germany they developed out of the needs of rural society, as
did the share-cropping arrangements prevalent in arable husbandry and viticul-
ture. Of course, this is not to say that they could not have served as a vehicle for
intensification and modernization, by channeling urban resources into agri-
cultural production.”®

Teiban in Germany should thus be viewed primarily as a rural phe-
nomenon. Like Gericht, it gave the lords a powerful ool for the organization of
production in accordance with their particular needs and interests.”® But above
all, itis a further and more general indication of the basically underequipped and
impoverished state of the medieval peasant economy and society. Teilbau like
Gericht developed and spread as an answer to the problem of the uneven
distribution of the means of production. As this imbalance was gradually
corrected in the early centuries of the modern era, Tedbas disappeared from
arable husbandry. However, like Gericht in the adverse circumstances of the
Alps, Tetlpacht continued, in the more demanding economic environment of
viticulture and stockraising, to provide a solution to the problem of the provi-
sion of capital and capital goods, which the peasant economy was unable to
generate on its own.

IV

Despite its overriding importance for such basic issues as levels of produc-
tion and economic growth, the nature of investment, capital formation and
capital goods in medieval agriculture has received surprisingly little attention.
The significant exception is English rural historiography, which, building upon
an unrivaled richness of sources, has provided a viable conceptual framework as
well as hard faces.%° Both Prof. Postan and Prof. Hilton, the former on the basis
of his general analysis, the latter wich the backing of precise figures from a
sizable number of English estates, arrived at a pessimistic view of the level of

57 Dusy, Rural Economy, p. 150f.

** For instance the case of sheep-rearing modernized in the vicinity of Augsburg, or
the special culrures developed around Metz: R. KigssLiNG, Biirgerlicher Besicz auf dem
Land, in: P. Friep (ed.), Bayerisch-schwibische Landesgeschichte an der Universitdt
Angsburg, Sigmaringen 1979, p, 135; |, ScCHNEIDER, La ville de Metz aux XIII¢ et XIV*
siéele, Nancy 1950, p. 4061,

¥ Cf. Schaab (note 48), p. 70f.

0 R. Hirtan, Rent and Capital Formation in Feudal Society, 2nd International
Conference of Economic History 1962, vol. 11, Paris 1965, pp. 33-68; M.M. Postan,
[nvestmentin Medieval Agriculture, fournal of Economic History 27(1967), pp. 576-587.
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investment by landlords. On the estates checked, an investment “of not more
than 5% of total income in buildings, stock and equipment seem to have been
common in the thirteenth century...”.*' Qutside England, similar or even lower
figures have been noticed in the French Alps du Sud, Flanders and western
Germany of the XIVth-XVth centuries.®? As to capital formation by the peasant
economy, the picture seems to have been even bleaker. What can be inferred
from the English material points to such a level of impoverishment as to leave the
vast majority of the peasantry with virtually no opportunities for saving.*? Only
in the XVth century, when more substantial peasants were finally able to
augment their holdings and increase livestock did the peasant economy begin to
contribute to capital formation.®* Here again it is the late medieval agrarian
depression which is seen as breaking the vicious circle of demographic pressure
and technological stagnation, laying the groundwork for the early modern
breakthrough achieved by additional investment and technical progress.

There is no reason to doubt the validity of this analysis as presented by Postan
and Hilton. It corroborates, from a different angle, our conclusions as to the
underequipped and impoverished state of the peasantry. [ts one flaw lies in the
clear-cut division made between investments in the landlord economy, i.e. in the
working of demesnes, and Investments in the peasant economy, Le. in the
peasants’ holdings. This becomes evident when the conceptual framework
underlying the analysis is applied to the German situation. As defined by
Hilton, the constituents of capital include *(1) the tools and equipment of
landlord and peasant economies; (2) bu:ldmgs (3) other permanent lmprove-
ments such as enclosures, drainage ete.; (4) industrial premises and equipment;
(5) mines and forges; (6) herds of livestock”.$5 Gericht and Teilban, when
considered in these terms, thus clearly provided for constituents (1) and (6).
Although Hilton excludes current expenditures on farming operations, for
example on seed, from his definition of capital, we maintain that there are
grounds for including them. As Postan and Hilton themselves point out, “itis as
a rule very difficult to draw a line between the lord’s outlays in the nature of
investment and those in the nature of current disbursements on the running of
the manor”.% The problem is evén thornier in the case of current expenditure on
the peasants’ homesteads, where investment in seed and harvesters’ wages was

. Hilton, p. 53,

2 G, Dusy, La seigneurie et 'economic paysanne. Alpes du Sud, 1338, Lrudes
rurales 1(1961), p. 306; Nicholas (note 41), p. 36; FL.P. Lacumann, Die Hofe der Katz~
enelnbogener in der Obcrgr'tfschaft Arehiv f. bessische Geschichte und Altertumskunde
32(1974), p. 178f.

®} Postan, p. 585E.; Hilton, pp. 53-56.

4 Postan, p. 586{.; Hilton, pp. 58-60.

% Hilton, p. 34.

Postan, p. 578; Hilton, p. 44,

ES
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not one among several options, but rather a precondition for production.
Through Tetlpacht and Gericht lords met a good part of the peasants’ needs for
livestock and draught animals, tools and equipment, industrial premises such as
mills not maintained directly on the manor, as well as parr of seed and seasonal
expenditure, The lords covered in most places even building expenses, as a
matter of routine unconnected with the more elaborate arrangements of Gericht
and Tedpacht.*

Teilpacht and Gericht are thus to be considered, together with more irregu-
lar forms of assistance, as institutionalized channels of lordly investment in the
peasant cconomy. The needs leading to this engagement in the creation of capital
goods have already been dealt with. What remains to be shown is its significance
for the agricultural econorny as a whole. In order to arrive at a realistic estimate
of the overall capital formation carried by landlords, we must add, in the light of
our findings, to demesne investments the outlays of londs on the peasants’
holdings. In the few instances where figures are available, overall races of
investment much higher than the 5% mentioned — somewhere in the vicinity of
10-15% of total income from agriculture — become evident.®® Given the
manifold impediments to capital formation in medieval society,*” this is quite an
impressive rate. [tis hard to see how lords, with so many more other claims to be
satisfied out of their income, could have invested more.

Bearing these facts in mind, the question of low productivity, which is
attested for the German as for other medieval agricultural economies,” assumes
quite a different dimension. As even this low level of output depended on
continuous investments by landlords, any reduction in landlord inputs must
have caused farreaching repercussions. For instance, 1s it too farfetched a notion
to suggest some connection between the crisis of income felt by many German
landlords on the turn from the X111th to the XIVth century,” and the disastrous

7 Instead of a mass of references cf. O, S1GG, “SPATMITTELALTERLICHE AGRAR-
KRISE”. ASPEKTE DER ZURCHER GESCHICHTE..., Schweizerische Zettschrift fir Geschich-
te 31(1981), pp. 123-133. :

¢ Schaab, Sidwestdeutsche Zisterzienserkloster (note 48), p. 77; Wisplinghoff,
Brawweiler (note 48), p. 1791, and my own forthcoming study on Bavarian monasteries.

¢ Hilton, Postan, op.cit.

7 The work on Germany is still behind research done on northwestern Europe: H.
van der Wee-E. van Cauwenberghe, Productivity of Land and Agricultural Innovation in
the Low Countries (1250-1800), Louvain 1978. But see Abel (note 47), pp. 106-109; W.
AchiLies, Die Gctre__idcwirtschaft der Kirche zu Hedeper und Bornum, ZAA 8(1960),
pp. 138-158; idem., Uberlegungen zum Einkommen der Bauern im spiten Mirtelalter,
ZAA 31{1983), pp. 5-26,

1 R. SasLonier, Ade! in Wandel Eine Untersuchung znr sozialen Situation des
ostschiweizevischen Adels wm 1300, Gortingen 1979, pp. 224-232. See also the case studies
by E. WispLinGHOFF, Brauweiler {note 48); tdem., Beitrige zur Wirtschafesgeschichte
der Abtct Siegburg, Rbeinische Vierteljabrsblitter 33(1969), pp. 78-138; H.P. SaTrLeR,
Die Ritterschaft der Ortenau in der spirmirtelalterlichen Wirtschaftskrise, Die Ortenas
42, 44-46 (1962, 1964-1964).
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returns of agriculture in'the first decades of the XIVth century, for which bad
harvests have been commonly held as solely responsible? Considering the
investments necessary to keep both landlord and peasant production going, the
margin between incomes and outlays was just too small to leave room for a
significant accumulation of capital. In other words, agricultural society as a
whole does not seem to have been able, up to the end of the Middle Ages, to
muster the resources needed to advance beyond the level of subsistence eco-
nomy.

v

Allthis applies to conditions in Germany. Is there any evidence that a similar
situation prevailed in the rest of Europe? It may be argued that the basic
framework existed in every agricultural system passing {rom a landlord to a
peasant economy. Indications of an impoverished and underequipped peasantry
abound in the literature. Indeed, the spread of southern European métayage and
mezzadria may be linked directly to the miserable state of the peasantry in these
regions where it was practised.”? The diffusion of share-cropping arrangements
in the lands farther north has already been mentioned.

Other forms of letting land together with all or part of the inventory are well
attested.” The understocking of peasant tenures is a well-known fact of English
peasant life,”* and livestock leases were much in use in rural Flanders, France
and Italy. Even a minor detail like the widespread covering of building expenses
is also found in England, where it was viewed by Hilton as an indication of arise
in the rate of investment by lords.” This rise is attributed to the landlords’
distress during the crisis of the late XIVth and the XVth centuries. In England
this crisis brought on the transition from demesne to peasant production, a
transition which, on the continent, had long before prompted the pronounced
forms of landlord assistance discussed in this paper. In Hilton’s own words,
“the creation of estate capital was as much the result of peasant demand as of
landowners’ inclinations”.”® Finally, let us consider the low rate of investment
by landlords. As recently pointed out, on small English manors where the
demesne was the major component and the lords had little authority over

2 Dusy, Rural Economy, p. 327.

> Nicholas (note 41), p. 336; M. MaTg, The farming cut of manors: a new look at the
evidence from Canterbury Cathedral Priory, Journal of Medieval History 9(1983), p.
339,

™ M. Postan, Village Livestock in the Thirteenth Century, Economic History
Review Ind ser. XV (1962), repiinted in idem., Essays an Medieval Agriculture and
General Problems of the Medieval Economy, 1973, pp. 214-248.

7 Hilon (note 603, pp. 48-52.

¢ Hilton {note 603, p. 52.
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adjotningvillages, rates of investment have been found to be considerably higher
than on great manors with numerous peasant tenancies.”’ In other words, in
England, whenever landlords were not burdened with the usual obligations
towards their tenants, they could and would direct 2 higher percentage of their
income toward capital formation. Indeed, it is the smaller cohesive estate and
holding, which was for a time to be in the forefront of agricultural progress.

QOne might also speculare whether the early lead of modern English agricul-
ture is not, in some way, related to the fact that, having passed from demesne to
peasant production so much later than the continent, the landlords’ capital
resources were less exhausted by the demands of the peasant economy.

Most of the factors constituting the background and problems of German
agricultural economy discussed in this paper, were present to some degree in the
other rural societies of Europe. However, the question as to the means adopted
in these societies to deal with such problems, can hardly be determined within
the scope of this paper. The following questions, which come to mind when
attempting to judge the implications of our findings, are thus first and foremos:
adressed to German conditions, although some parallels outside Germany have
already been indicated.

Bearing in mind the constraints of capital formation in general, and of the
contribution of the landlord in particular, we should perhaps take a more
tolerant view of the backwardness and inflexibility of which medieval agricul-
ture has been rightly accused.

Perhaps, too, we ought to re-examine the concept of the “late medieval
agricultural crisis™. During this period considerable parts of the peasantry,
mainly the ones engaged in arably husbandry, left the tutelage of lordly assist-
ance and control.”® This would imply that by then they were able to conduct
their affairs on their own, freeing landlords from the need for constant invest-
ments in the peasant economy. It seems that the results of this process are clearly
visible in the period of economic growth which followed the late medieval
centuries,

Turning to social relations, one wonders whether the concept of “Alpine
freedom” evoked for the Swiss peasants as well as the Tyrolians of the German
Peasants’ War1s really applicable to che Alpine peasantry subject for such 2 long
tme to such stringent economic control, as has been demonstrared above.

77 R.H. BrrmsLL, Minor Landlords in Eagland and Medieval Agrarian Capitalism,
Past & Present 89(1980), pp. 14-18. Cf. Also the very similar sicuation described by F.
1rsiGLER, Adelige Wirtschaftsfithrung im Spitmittelaiter. Ertrige und Investitionen im
Drachenfelser Lindchen 1458-63, Festschrift H. Kellenbenz, [, Stuttgart 1978, pp. 455-
468.

7% For the legal and institutional aspects of this process see P. BLickLE, Grundherr-
schaft und Agrarverfassungsvertrag, in: Patze (note 6), [, pp. 241-261.
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Finally, we would do well to avoid rash judgements of the Jandlord of the
central and late Middle Ages. Far from becoming a “rentier-landlord”, his
involvement in peasant affairs gave new meaning to the old protective and, at the
same time, possessive attributes of lordship ~ *‘huld und munt”, “tuitio et
warrantio”. Deeply influencing the countryside in many more ways than the
purely economic one, the German “Herr” was to remain a most decisive factor
in the agrarian society of the ancien régime.
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