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Analysis of the connections between medieval growth and
peasant labour calls for some preliminary considerations regarding
the seigneurie’s place and part in economic life, the tools available
to us for comprehending medieval economic life, and the notion
of labour itself in a medieval context.! Can we simply accept the
economists’ definition, which makes labour a factor of production
like land and capital? Jacques Le Goff pointed out that there is no
medieval word equivalent to our modern idea of labour, that is, a
factor that can be numerically measured and described, and whose
value is determined in monetary terms. Whether the unbounded
use of categories and concepts taken from economics is compatible
with the medieval seigneurie as a means of extracting product and
controlling men remains open to question. This study aims, accord-
ingly, to investigate the pertinence of certain aspects of neo-insti-
tutionalist approaches to issues relating to growth, particularly
through the lens of seigniorial constraints.

Until the 1990s, the seigneurie was thought to be a universal
European structure that combined property rights and a series of
rights of lordship and applied them to a specific area of land, gov-
erned either by an individual or by an institution. The lord, in ad-
dition to being the single owner of the land, wielded military and

1Le Goff, 1983.
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legal power and thus levied taxes, thereby fashioning his rights into
sources of revenue. Much like land, the seigneurie was exploited eco-
nomically and transmitted by inheritance.?

This definition has its uses, but it makes out the seigneurie to be
an institution that bonded and oppressed peasants by extracting
most of their product for the lord’s benefit. It thus appears to have
been, first and foremost, an extremely efficient tool with which to
extract an income, but also — as an institution — capable of protecting
individuals and guaranteeing certain forms of property rights re-
garding land and its fruits. It was, as Georges Duby put it, a physical
place where a community of peace existed, a place where conflicts
could be settled and legal rights could be defined and guaranteed.
Despite the measure of oppression and violence bound up with it,
the seigneurie ensured some stability within human relationships.
The latter aspect especially has received special attention from
economists, in particular those conventionally labelled “neo-institu-
tionalists”.

The rights exerted over other individuals, together with labour,
were inseparable from the seigneurie. Serfdom lay at the heart of the
seigneurie, as did its ability to require that services be executed in
labour. However, forced labour must be seen as a service performed
in exchange for something else within an asymmetric relationship
between lord and peasant: labour was rewarded with the concession
of land, and, inversely, the right to land was paid for by the render-
ing of labour. Together with servitude and serfdom, the emergence
of salaried peasant labour must also be taken into consideration. Re-
munerating peasant’s work is a crucial point: as the primary require-
ment for production, the concession of a land appears also as a way
to compensate workers’ effort without having to use money as a me-
diator.

2 Duby, 1953, p. 254; for an updated definition, see Carocci, 2015.
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Historiographical outline

The hypothesis that the behaviour of lords was economically ra-
tional, their main goal being to maximise their economic advantages,
or, as in the jargon of economists, their resource allocation, was the
prevalent framework of historical research in the second half of the
twentieth century. According to this view, violence, expropriation
and extortion were the lord’s instruments for extracting profit from
the lands under their rule. This hypothesis is no longer universally
accepted. Considerations regarding social domination, its forms and
rituals, have gained prominence compared with questions of pro-
duction, exchange, and consumption, the economic translations of
social control. Nevertheless, human subsistence, labour and the un-
equal allocation of its product remain essential parts of this
equation.’ How can these aspects be adapted to fit the new frame-
work in the making since the beginning of the 1990s? In this regard,
it is important to recall that as the discussion on the feudal revolu-
tion came to the fore, it put on standby the scholarly debate about
coerced labour, the methods of its compensation and the effects of
extraction on production, exchange and consumption.* These eco-
nomic aspects deserve a place in our current debate, and the use of
neo-institutionalist concepts facilitates their reinjection into the mod-
ern framework.

The historiographical vision of the seigniorial economy that was
developed during the 1960s and 1970s was one of contests for power,
of brutal, unlimited and uncontrolled domination of the powerful
over their subalterns, which allowed total appropriation of the fac-
tors of production (labour and land) by the lords.> Seen through this
lens, growth was the result of an increase in lordly pressure on a
thoroughly subjugated peasant population, who retained nothing
of the extra labour which the lords imposed on them. Though

3 Polanyi, 2011, pp. 72-76.
% Barthélemy, 1996; Bisson, 1994; 1997; White, 1996; Wickham, 1997; Cheyette, 2003.
5 Bonnassie, 1975-1976; Toubert, 1973.
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Charles Parain and others have much emphasised the diverse trans-
formations of the technical systems employed in medieval agricul-
ture,® technical innovation had no place in this social context: the
techniques available to peasants remained relatively unchanged, in-
novation consisting in the use of long-known techniques whose util-
ity had previously not been grasped.”

The seigniorial economy thus described appears, above all, as a
way of exercising power on land and men. It is an institutional pro-
cess at the end of which the interactions characteristic of production
between man and nature are entirely dominated by the lord, who
takes for himself most of what is produced. Such an economy satis-
fies the material needs of the lord first and foremost, those of the
producers coming far behind.®

In the 1960s, 70s and 80s, most medievalists held that a great in-
stitutional transformation had occurred in the tenth—eleventh cen-
turies and that the rules of society had evolved in that period
precisely when the military aristocracy transformed their control of
all local power structures into control of all land and human re-
sources. Under this approach, the dislocation of Carolingian-era
power structures made this transformation — the “mutation féodale”
or “feudal revolution” — possible.’

Dominique Barthélemy struck at the heart of this model.!° Tack-
ling the issue of violence head-on, he enabled historians to disen-
tangle themselves from a grand narrative that had become rather
constricting and even cartoonish in some respects. Taking inspira-
tion from a mainly English-language strand of historical anthropol-
ogy, he trained critical sights back on the regulation of conflicts and
the exercise of violence in feudal society.!! He also addressed the is-

6 Parain, 1979 (1941).

7 Boserup, 1965.

8 Polanyi, 2011, p. 72.

° Duby, 1978; Poly-Bournazel, 1980; and then by Bois, 1989.

10 See his programmatic article and the later works in which he expanded his central
themes: Barthélemy, 1992a; 1992b; 1996; 1997; 1999; 2004.

1 Davies-Fouracre, 1986.
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sues of serfdom and military service, the topics on which research
had most advanced in the 1960-1980s under the leadership of
Georges Duby, Pierre Bonassie and Pierre Toubert. He struck hard
and where needed, although his study of serfdom, and the servitium
implicitly bound up with it, did not deal with the issues associated
with production and merchant or non-merchant transactions, which
are characteristic of an institutionalised seigneurie. However, his as-
sessment has made the study of medieval growth and development
more difficult, as it sets aside questions of appropriation and redis-
tribution and excludes the Marxist analysis that had previously been
used.

Monique Bourin and her team have greatly facilitated defining
medieval factors of production operating within the framework of
an embedded economy.!? But this does not tell us what factors
caused growth and how it was maintained in the long run. To an-
swer these questions, some notions from economists’ toolbox must
be brought in.

In the 1970s, some economists endeavoured to integrate a his-
torical perspective into their work and, inversely, to accommodate
their work to the different historical circumstances of economic life.
Theirs was not a dominant school, and it went against the classical
or neoliberal theories, which, accepting axioms about human be-
haviour in the face of economic problems, came to view rational ac-
tors, scarce resources and competition to acquire them as natural
and self-evident. These determining factors were posited to be in-
variant, economics thus being seen as a natural science, not as a do-
main of knowledge that must also place human agency in historical
context.'

12 Bourin-Martinez Sopena, 2007; 2004; Feller-Wickham, 2005. On the embeddedness
of the medieval economy, see Polanyi, 1944; Guerreau, 2001.
13 Arnaud-Barrillon-Benredouane, 1991.
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Douglass North and the Middle Ages: contributions and
limitations of the neo-institutionalist school

The writings of the so-called neo-institutionalist school and Dou-
glass North’s attempts in the 1970s to formulate a theory of eco-
nomic life and growth that could be applied to historical periods can
be of help, though they require due care because of North’s limited
historical knowledge of earlier times, including the Middle Ages.
Although North used notions familiar to him without any critical
detachment, in particular the notion of productive factors, he en-
riched the discussion by introducing the idea of “transaction costs”
to historians.

At the height of his academic career, the early 1970s, North pub-
lished “The Rise and Fall of the Manorial System” in the Journal of
Economic History, immediately followed by a slim book called The
Rise of the Western World, bringing new ideas to the debate. He
sought to study economic growth over a long time horizon and to
put economic data into context.!* North took a “denaturalising” per-
spective on economics, not assuming invariably that rational agents,
scarcity and resource allocation are the sole constituent elements of
economic life. He argued that the relations between individuals
could not be limited to competition for these resources; an approach
that confined their behaviour concerning material goods to the ad-
ministration of resource allocation could not suffice to explain com-
plex phenomena such as economic growth in past societies.

At the heart of economic life North situated not scarcity and its
consequences, but institutions, which he sought to historicise: the
market should in no way be considered a fact of nature, but rather
a temporary contextual institution whose construction must be un-
derstood by economists, who themselves have to determine under
which conditions a market may be efficient, i.e. promote economic
exchange and growth as a consequence. In other words, the law of
supply and demand is not the only factor to be considered for past

14 North-Thomas, 1973; North-Robert, 1971.
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societies and in no case is it to be treated as a historically invariant.
Under this theoretical premise, however, North does not discuss the
thematic validity of embeddedness. His reflection is rather about
property: institutions serve to guarantee it, protect it, and assure its
stability. Their efficacy lowers transaction costs (stemming from the
search for information, the conclusion of contracts, and transport
costs), which are added to production costs. The evolution of trans-
action costs constitutes one of the key factors explaining economic
changes, particularly short term fluctuations. Thus, an analysis of
merchant exchanges must investigate their evolution in order to un-
derstand how the market can function, under which conditions it is
efficient and at what point it encourages or does not encourage
growth. These costs are usually expressed numerically, and thus
seen as quantifiable. This is not possible for the medieval period, in
which numerical information, when at all extant, does not permit
phenomena to be translated into numbers; these can only be ac-
cessed indirectly, through the introduction of qualitative notions and
thorough contextualisation. The efficiency of a market can only be
assessed by integrating socio-political, geographical and economic
factors, such as war, the location of markets, the intensity and nature
of trade flows and the nature of the objects traded. Changes in
itineraries and trading places modify merchandise flows, the quality
and quantity of which are never stable.’® But North did not put the
subject of merchant trade flows in the foreground of his research in
the 1970s. Indeed, for his demonstration he relies on the studies pro-
duced by Ambrose Raftis and the Toronto School, which deal exclu-
sively with the manorial economy as it emerged in England in the
twelfth to fourteenth centuries.!® He thus makes use of the particular
case of England, where the seigniorial economy took on singular
characteristics, for a general demonstration.

The manor, in North’s approach, simultaneously possessed the
functions of exploitation and of extraction, and as such did not differ

15 Munro, 2001.
16 Raftis, 1996.
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substantially from the French seigneurie: it was made up of a number
of tracts of land administered from a central place. From this central
place, the landlord exerted a series of rights over the men residing
under his political and judicial control. Among his prerogatives, there
was the right to levy labour and to impose the corvée. Like the French
seigneurie, the manor was based on a bipartition of the landholdings
into domain and tenure, from the twelfth century on, it is managed
directly by the lord, starting at the end of the twelfth century, through
the corvée of tenant farmers, who received land in the form of tenures
as compensation for their work and their payment of various dues.
North uses a reductive but specific definition: manorialism was “a
fiscal system involving a contractual relationship whereby public
goods, such as protection and justice, were provided in exchange in
the main for labor obligations.”!” This definition is important but it
does require further elaboration. It introduces the notion of public
goods speaking of protection and justice. It posits that labour was the
principal means of exchange for the peasants living on the manor,
and that it must be considered both a factor of production, separate
from land, and a mode of payment. It was, then, a substitute for
money and material goods susceptible to exchange.

North uses the notion of contract in its legal sense, i.e. as an
agreement establishing reciprocal obligations which cannot be bro-
ken or altered unilaterally. This presupposes that customs are con-
tractual, limiting the possibilities for both parties to modify the
status quo: for the lord, to raise dues or demand anything beyond
what was originally demanded; for the peasant, to pay less than the
amount agreed upon, whether in labour or foodstuffs. The equality
of both parties is assumed: they negotiate on an equal footing to pro-
duce a mutually advantageous agreement which is reified or re-
alised as a system of customary or negotiated taxes and duties.
Furthermore, North sees the manor as having emerged from a con-
tractual framework, because the custom limits the arbitrary and be-
cause, once the custom is established, it cannot be modified without

17 North-Thomas, 1971, p. 781, f. 7.
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causing tension and risking rebellion. This would necessarily raise
costs: retaliatory action would have to be taken, or legal costs in-
curred, which would be disadvantageous for the lord. The commu-
tation of the cens, of payment in money or in kind, or indeed an
increase in payments due, were out of the question if unilateral; in
essence, the lord could not arbitrarily change the tributary system. I
will address the question of whether or not the seigneurie was con-
tractual below; here my aim is to describe the mechanisms of growth
as dissected by economists.

The most interesting parts of North’s work for our purposes are
those bearing on commutation, which open up perspectives that
have contributed greatly to our understanding of peasant be-
haviours. In North’s opinion, within the twelfth-century manorial
economy, lords and peasants set up arbitrations, and as a result it
appeared advantageous for both of them to use peasant labour as a
means of payment. From the lord’s perspective, it was all the more
logical to demand labour inasmuch as land was abundant and men
few. Consequently, even if labour productivity must have been low,
it was more profitable to demand labour than money or foodstuffs,
the value of this factor of production being greater by orders of mag-
nitude than that of any payments that could be obtained. The nature
itself of the servitium of the peasant, whether serf or not, was thus
determined, among other things, by the lord’s capacity to ensure his
own subsistence with minimal costs through his ability to appropri-
ate labour or its products. The interest of the peasants lay in agreeing
to give up some of their labour; the only alternative was to run down
their food reserves, at the risk of facing a shortage or even causing a
famine due to miscalculation. Furthermore, the value of these goods
varied, depending on the harvest’s yield. Agreeing to cede a share
of labour instead of a product was therefore also a calculated eco-
nomic choice whereby the sacrifice did not impact the producers’
diet so directly or immediately. The scarcity of labour within a rela-
tively depressed demographic setting (few men, abundant land) put
the lord in an unfavourable position if negotiation rested solely on
economic terms. It is evident, then, that North underestimates the
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importance of coercion in establishing a system in which corvée
could be and was demanded. He also underestimates the symbolic
importance of the corvée, for it created a hierarchy within the peas-
ant world between those who were subject to it and those who were
not, and between those who performed it under constraint and those
who did so freely.!8

However, if the value of labour fell because the number of men
was rising, while the value of land rose as it became a scarce com-
modity, it was in the lord’s interest to cease levying labour and to
compensate it in money or goods. This is what happened starting at
the end of the twelfth century, owing to demographic growth and
the decrease in clearing. In addition, the rise in the prices of food-
stuffs recorded for that period made market opportunities increas-
ingly profitable for all the parties involved. Finally, the use of money
created much greater flexibility in the relationship between lord and
dependents. In other words, it became less and less profitable to use
labour as a means of payment, and, starting in the twelfth century,
foodstuffs or money were demanded in an economy in which the
multiplication of rural markets made it possible for the application
of monetary value to agricultural products to be systematised.

The embeddedness of the economy and its consequences

The position outlined above is not without drawbacks, although
North does provide essential arguments and concepts for the de-
scription of economic systems, in particular by focusing on factors
of production and the use of labour currency. In fact, he paints a pic-
ture that is hardly compatible with the idea that the economic cannot
be separated from the social, which economic historians since
Polanyi have taken for granted. As Polanyi himself demonstrated in
an essay,' it is by no means futile or impossible to consider ques-
tions of production, exchange and consumption in and of them-

18 Feller, 2000; Rio, 2017, pp- 75-89.
19 Polanyi, 2011, p. 72.
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selves. Discussions of costs, means of payment or contracts must be
contextualised and seen from multiple perspectives — something that
North does not do. In our perspective, costs, particularly transaction
costs, take on a moral dimension, in that a moral economy exists,
not just a material one. Setting up a transaction and writing a bill of
sale — a contract — means abandoning a simpler relationship wherein
promise and trust, along with community control, are sufficient for
the stability of the exchange. Of course, the written word acts as a
guarantee, and it enables legal action, if necessary. It may also serve
to jog memories of the transaction and enables the summoning of
witnesses, who are listed therein. In other words, although it has
worth, both intrinsic and as a tangible, durable proof of a legal agree-
ment, it is also the herald of a social dynamic which is established
publicly, after negotiation or discussion in which quantities and val-
ues will have been compared and attached to persons.?

In the relationship of domination of peasants by lords, monetary
cost was of less-than-prime importance when the nature and amount
of what the latter owed to the former was being negotiated. Markets
were not firmly established as the universal mode of exchange, and
exchange was not always and not necessarily commercial, nor was
money always its mediator: prices did not just measure use or ex-
change value; they were also a form of compensation, crystallising
the correspondence between goods and values. Moreover, means of
payment were far from neutral: whether one paid in labour, in debt
or in kind indicated one’s rank within the seigneurie and reflected
the nature of the relationship between peasant and master or be-
tween persons of equal status.?! For example, accepting an animal
in exchange for land means that land has been given monetary func-
tions, those of a reserve of money and a means of payment. This also
implies that buyer and seller take up specific social roles: the buyer,
who gives an animal in exchange for land, styles himself a protector,
and his action will undoubtedly be prolonged beyond the act itself,

20 Goody, 1979; Coquery-Menant-Weber, 2006; Morsel, 2000.
21 Feller-Gramain-Weber, 2005.
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while the seller shows himself to be, at the very least, a client of the
buyer and most certainly his debtor. This social meaning of exchange
is particularly evident in the not-so-rare cases of sales due to famine,
where the buyer-seller relationship was extended into one of depen-
dency whereby the seller’s continued survival depended afterwards
on his master’s willingness to cede to him a farm or a tract of land
enabling him to continue to earn enough to live.

The payment, always in kind, of exenia, eulogies, or of ammisceres
was thus part of what Duby called “necessary generosities” and can
be classed as an obligation arising from situations like those de-
scribed above.? It expressed due gratitude for protection given: the
simple fact of having been granted a tenure required this concrete
manifestation, for a tenure secured the peasant’s livelihood. Pay-
ment or the performance of a service also served as an indication of
each party’s honour. The status of the peasant could be measured
by the quality or nature of the service rendered to the lord: in ninth-
century Abruzzo, for example, the manner in which the corvée was
assigned to the peasants was symbolic of their status. In Mitry, in
the fle-de-France, peasants performed a servitium inferiorem, signify-
ing their degraded position.?

In fact, all aspects of social domination, up to and including the
lord’s humiliation of the serf or dependent peasant, are relevant to
the payment relationship. The way in which the abbot of Ramsey,
in the mid-thirteenth century, feigned remunerating his reapers’
labour exemplifies this: the reapers were entitled to take with them,
as payment, as much of their product as they had the strength to
carry on the prongs of their pitchforks, but if the implement broke,
the hay as well as the tool’s metal stayed with the abbey, and the
peasant had to pay a round for the other labourers.* Beyond the de-
rision, which reinforced the worker’s humiliation, all social relation-
ships came into play here. The labour was salaried but in a random

22 Duby, 1973, p. 69.
2 Feller, 2000.
2 Feller, 2018.
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and individualised fashion, to each according to his strength; clum-
siness or incompetence could cost the peasant more than the value
of his day’s work. Though framed as a competitive game, it is one
whose rules were set by the abbot and by him alone. So, we find that
the apparently kind or debonair character of the lord hid the reality
of the relationship, which was one of oppression, buttressed by the
extreme violence that could erupt at any time. The lord was certainly
the master of the social game, as he was also the master of the judi-
cial system and of armed force.

The asymmetrical nature of the relationship means that a trans-
action between lord (or his representative) and tenant cannot be
called a contract when it was agreed upon within the seigniorial sys-
tem. Where a contractual context did exist, as in central Italy during
the Early and High Middle Ages, it did not constitute the whole of
the lord-peasant relationship, and while the livelli of Latium or
Abruzzo no longer mention the corvée from the ninth century on,
this does not mean that it had disappeared. In fact, census registers
and surveys show exactly the contrary: local customs determined the
quantity of labour that the lord could demand as well as the custom-
ary dues, which were often a much heavier burden than the census.

To assume that the relationship between peasant and lord was
contractual would, finally, imply an untenable paradox: that of con-
sidering serfdom, along with all those dispositions regarding the
levying of labour, as negotiated arrangements as a result of which
labour service was demanded in exchange for the enjoyment of pub-
lic goods like justice and protection. It would be also mean that the
serf’s willingness is free and unconstrained, which is contradictory.
Such a conception implies a failure take into account the physical vi-
olence and coercion exercised by the lord, including in cases, such
as in southern Italy, in which the servile status of peasants forced
into labour services was not self-evident.” This underestimates the
negative effects of the face-to-face relationship. In the end, peasants

25 Carocci, 2015.

JEEH * 3/2019 223



LAURENT FELLER

may have consented to their own oppression by offering up their
labour, whose value had been enhanced by an ideology that as-
signed them a certainly inferior but nonetheless essential social role.
It is unlikely, however, that they desired this situation and that their
servitude was perceived to be voluntary.?® Furthermore, the moral
obligations born from the relationship of dependency were real: they
were highly individual, according to the personal relationship that
each dependent had with his master; they were also constrictive per
se and no doubt just as effective as the violence that underpinned
the seigneurie.

What concrete advantages did the seigneurie offer the peasants
that they were willing to pay for? First of all, it offered guarantees
for the stability of their possession of land, whose fruits remained
in part in the hands of the producer, whatever the quantities levied
by the lord. It also effectively ensured the subjects’ physical protec-
tion and functioned as a judicial institution able to regulate the in-
evitable conflicts of agrarian society and to guarantee the existence
of common goods such as the market, currency, uncultivated land,
and the enjoyment thereof. Its positive aspects made its institutional
violence less intolerable.

Historical analysis of the seigneurie also shows it to have been an
institution that responded to changes in economic factors, such as
population growth or increasing scarcity of free land, in a context in
which land ownership was connected to rights over human resources.
Here, the contribution of economists can again be of use: Land was
still an abundant commodity in the eleventh-twelfth centuries, but its
effective availability was rendered problematic by the rights to farm
it and the methods of farming it, as well as by its appropriation. This
does not mean that land lost its other functions: it was certainly a
means of production, but it was also a source of prestige and a sign of
rank. Thus, the land-based relationship that the seigneurie induced al-
lowed for a ranking based on honour, but also on the wealth that re-
sulted from possession of land within the seigneurie.

26 Lordon, 2010; contra Arnoux, 2012.
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Not all peasants were serfs, and some were not even part of just
a single seigneurie. The seigniorial system’s territorialisation was very
imperfect: a peasant could be the dependent of multiple lords at once,
as was the case in central Italy, could owe dues on multiple grounds,
and could thus play his lords off against each other to gain a margin
of flexibility. Furthermore, we must also consider free smallholders,
who could not be so easily integrated into the seigneurie and for
whom the sole relevant factor was that of their landholding.

How does our understanding of growth evolve in the light of
these issues? First, economic analysis confirms what we already
knew: the functioning of the seigneurie must remain central to our
research, and only within its context can we observe relations of pro-
duction and the multiple factors contributing to growth. The main
question remains whether we can gain a further understanding of
the institution by re-elaborating concepts created by economists. The
notions employed by North, that of “transaction costs” in particular,
enrich our toolbox, though it is still necessary to consider the nature
of those transactions. Furthermore, renewed study of the roles of
productive factors and means of payment is highly useful. The
scarcity of men and the abundance of land inevitably lead back to
the subject of property and its stability, as well as raising the question
of the part that forced labour played in the seigniorial economy. In
Carolingian times, forced labour was first and foremost the burden
of the tenants, only secondarily that of the enslaved workforce
(praebendarii). In the seigniorial economy, the latter element re-
gressed, and the tasks originally performed by prebendary slaves
were very soon — in England, already in the eleventh century -
shifted onto free peasants, enfeoffed or remunerated, first by way of
non-monetary forms of salary, then via payments in currency and
in kind.?” The growth of the trade economy, the multiplication of the
sites for merchant trade, that is, marketplaces, brought about change
in the causal sequence of economic factors. Demographic growth

27 Postan, 1954.
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thus appears to have been one of the conditions for the peasants’
legal liberation and emancipation, before the crises of the fourteenth
century altered the situation.?®

In conclusion, while current trends put the political in the fore-
ground, the economic dimension should be restored to its place
among the prime causes of social transformations and treated as an
essential determinant of social change. Studies of what became of
peasant property and of free peasants during the economic transfor-
mations of the Middle Ages must accompany this process. While the
seigneurie’s influence was certainly widespread, it was not all-en-
compassing, nor was it oppressive and effective everywhere: there
were vast areas of central Italy devoid of seigneuries, where, though
trade may have had a place, the relationship between producers and
consumers was not purely market-based. We still have to gain a thor-
ough understanding of how the transition occurred from a society
in which mutual aid, familial bonds and redistribution regulated in-
ternal relationships, to one in which they were conditioned by con-
tracts and merchant trade. It was not sufficient to change the
organisation of labour. It was also necessary to find more diversified
sources of revenue and to integrate commerce into the realm of peas-
ant activities, in order to satisfy the conditions of having to pay dues
and — from the fourteenth century on — taxes, given the desire to ac-
quire more types of material goods which were not available in situ
and to obtain them in ever greater quantities — the desire, therefore,
to consume. The tools of economic analysis should make the further
study of these questions possible and, more importantly, should also
enable us to gain a better understanding of the connexion between
agricultural development, the transformation of rural societies and
commercialisation.

28 Bois, 1981; Carpentier-Le Mené, 1996; Dyer, 2007; Feller, 2017.

226 THE JOURNAL OF EUROPEAN EconoMIC HISTORY



GROWTH AND PEASANT LABOUR IN THE 10™-13™ CENTURIES

References

ARNOUX M. (2012), Le temps des laboureurs. Travail, ordre social et crois-
sance en Europe (XI¢-XIV* siecle), Albin Michel, Paris.

ARNAUD M., BARRILLON M., BENREDOUANE M. (1991), “Esquisse d'un
tableau historique de la neutralisation de 'histoire dans 1é-
conomie politique libérale: Les enjeux épistémologiques de
vieilles controverses”, in Revue Economique, 42, 2, pp. 411-436.

BARTHELEMY D. (2004), Chevaliers et miracles. La violence et le sacré dans
la société féodale, Armand Colin, Paris.

- (1999), L’'an mil et la paix de Dieu. La France chrétienne et féodale
(980-1060), Fayard, Paris.

- (1997), La mutation de I’an mil a-t-elle eu lieu? Servage et chevalerie
dans la France des X¢ et XI° siécles, Fayard, Paris.

- (1996), “Debate: The ‘Feudal Revolution’”, in Past and Present,
152, pp. 196-205.

— (1992a), “La mutation féodale a-t-elle eu lieu? Note critique”, in
Annales. Economies, Sociétés, Civilisations, 47, 3, pp. 767-777.

- (1992b), “Qu’est-ce que le servage, en France au XI° siecle?”, in
Revue Historique, 287, pp. 233-284.

BissoN T. (1997), “Debate: The ‘Feudal Revolution” — Reply”, in Past
and Present, 155, pp. 208-225.

—  (1994), “The ‘Feudal Revolution’”, in Past and Present, 142, pp.
6-42.

Bois G. (1989), La mutation de ’an mil. Lournand, village mdconnais de
I’ Antiquité au féodalisme, Fayard, Paris.

- (1981), Crise du féodalisme, Presses de la Fondation nationale des
sciences politiques, Paris.

BONNASSIE P. (1975-1976), La Catalogne du milieu du X¢ a la fin du XI¢
siecle. Croissance et mutations d'une société, University of
Toulouse — Le Mirail, Toulouse.

BoseruP E. (1965), The Conditions of Agricultural Growth, Allen &
Unwin, London.

BOURIN M., MARTINEZ SOPENA P. (eds.) (2007), Pour une anthropologie
du prélevement seigneurial (1I). Les mots, les temps, les lieux. Actes

JEEH * 3/2019 227



LAURENT FELLER

du colloque tenu du 5 au 9 juin 2002 a Jaca, Publications de la Sor-
bonne, Paris.

— (2004), Pour une anthropologie du prélevement seigneurial dans les
campagnes (XI*-XIV* siécles). Réalités et représentations paysannes,
Publications de la Sorbonne, Paris.

CAROCCI S. (2015), Signorie di Mezzogiorno. Societa rurali, poteri aristo-
cratici e monarchia (XII-XIII secolo), Viella, Rome.

CARPENTIER E., LE MENE M. (1996), La France du XI¢ au XV?¢ siecle.
Population, société, économie, Presses Universitaires de France,
Thémis Histoire, Paris.

CHEYETTE F. (2003), “Some Reflections on Violence, Reconciliation
and the ‘Feudal Revolution’”, in W. Brown et P. Gorecki (eds.),
Conflict in Medieval Europe, Ashgate, Aldershot, Hampshire, pp.
243-264.

CoQuERY N., MENANT F., WEBER F. (eds.) (2006), Ecrire, compter,
mesurer. Vers une histoire des rationalités pratiques, Rue d’Ulm,
Paris.

Davies W., FOURACRE P. (eds.) (1986), The Settlement of Disputes in
Early Medieval Europe, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Dyer C. (2007), An Age of Transition? Economy and Society in England
in the Later Middle Ages, Oxford University Press, Oxford-New
York.

DuBY G. (1978), Les trois ordres ou l'imaginaire du féodalisme, Gallimard,
Paris.

- (1973), Guerriers et paysans. VIII*-XII® siecle. Premier essor de
I"économie européenne, Gallimard, Paris.

—  (1953), La société aux XI° et XII* siecles dans la région mdconnaise,
Armand Colin, Paris.

FELLER L. (2018), “La rémunération du travail en milieu rural (XII¢-
XIVe siecle). Quelle place pour le salariat?”, in C. Beck, F.
Guizard and S. Emmanuelle (eds.), Robert Fossier, les hommes et
la terre. L'histoire rurale médiévale d’hier et d’aujourd hui, University
Press of Valenciennes, Valenciennes, pp. 215-235.

— (2017 [2006]), Paysans et seigneurs au Moyen Age: VIII*-XV* siecle,
Armand Colin, Paris.

228 THE JOURNAL OF EUROPEAN EconoMIC HISTORY



GROWTH AND PEASANT LABOUR IN THE 10™-13™ CENTURIES

— (2000), “Liberté et servitude en Italie centrale (VIII®-X¢ siecles)”,
in Les formes de la servitude: esclavages et servages de la fin de I’An-
tiquité au monde moderne, Actes de la table ronde des 12 et 13
décembre, 1997, in Mélanges de I’Ecole Frangaise de Rome, 112, 2,
pp- 511-533.

FELLER L., WickAM C. (2005), Le marché de la terre au Moyen Age, Col-
lection de I’Ecole francaise de Rome, Rome.

FELLER L., GRAMAIN A., WEBER F. (eds.) (2005), La fortune de Karol:
marché de la terre et liens personnels dans les Abruzzes au haut Moyen
Age, Collection de I’Ecole frangaise de Rome, 347, Rome.

Gooby J. (1979), La raison graphique. La domestication de la pensée
sauvage, Minuit, Paris.

GUERREAU A. (2001), “Avant le marché, les marchés, XIIIe-XVIII® sie-
cles”, in Annales, Histoire, Sciences Sociales, 156, 6, pp. 1129-1175.

LE GOFF J. (1983), “Pour une étude du travail dans les idéologies et
les mentalités du Moyen Age”, in Lavorare nel medioevo. Rappre-
sentazioni ed esempi dall’ltalia dei secc. X-XVI, Accademia tu-
dertina, Todi, pp. 11-33.

LorDON FE. (2010), Capitalisme, désir et servitude. Marx et Spinoza, La
fabrique éditions, Paris.

MORSEL J. (2000), “Ce qu’écrire veut dire au Moyen Age... Observa-
tions préliminaires a une étude de la scripturalité médiévale”,
in Memini. Travaux et documents, 4, pp. 3-43.

MUNRO]J. (2001), “The “New Institutional Economics’ and the chang-
ing fortunes of fairs in Medieval and Early Modern Europe: the
textile trades, warfare and transaction costs”, in Vierteljahrschrift
fiir Sozial- und Wirtschaftsgeschichte, 88, 1, pp. 1-47.

NORTH D., THOMAS R. (1973), The Rise of the Western World: A New
Economic History, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.
NORTH D., ROBERT P. (1971), “The Rise and Fall of the Manorial Sys-
tem. A Theoretical Model”, in The Journal of Economic History, 31,

4, pp. 777-803.

PARAIN C. (1979 [1941]), “L'évolution des techniques agraires au
Moyen Age”, in Id. (ed.), Outils, ethnies et développement his-
torique, Editions Sociales, Paris, pp. 47-127.

JEEH * 3/2019 229



LAURENT FELLER

PorLanyi K. (2011 [1977]), La subsistance de I’homme. La place de 1'¢é-
conomie dans I’histoire et la société, Flammarion, Paris.

— (1944), The Great Transformation, Holt, Rinehart and Winston,
New York.

Pory J.-P., BOURNAZEL E. (1980), La mutation féodale. X*-XII° siecle, Uni-
versity Press of France, Paris.

PosTAN M. (1954), “The Famulus: The Estate Labourer in the 12t and
13th Century”, Cambridge University Press, Economic History
Society, Supplement 2, Cambridge.

RAFTIS J.A. (1996), Peasant Economic Development within the English
Manorial System, McGill Queens University Press, Montreal-
Kingston.

Ri0 A. (2017), Slavery After Rome (500-1100), Oxford University Press,
Oxford.

TOUBERT P. (1973), Les structures du Latium médiéval. Le Latium méri-
dional et la Sabine, du I1X®" au XII"¢ siecle, BEFAR, 221, Rome.
WHITE S. (1996), “The ‘Feudal Revolution’”, in Past and Present, 152,

pp. 205-223.

WickHaM C. (1997), “Debate. The Feudal Revolution, IV”, in Past and

Present, 155, pp. 196-208.

230 THE JOURNAL OF EUROPEAN EconoMIC HISTORY




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


