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104 FAMINE IN RURAL SOCIETY

d from region to region depending on local customs of con-
dowment of daughters, and so forth.1?? So in one region,
and in the Low Countries, the rich buyers of available farms
atee landlords. They obviously attempted to consolidate

jired in this still remote territory, which would have divested

cter as a land of small farms. The count of Hainaut became
¢ intervened,

at the rural depopulation of Delftland that h
new acquirers of property there after 13 January 1316 to
nd take up residence.*
che excitement of the land market is reflected in the frenzied
subleases, as occurred in other periods of economic or finan-
The implicit hope of sellers that improving conditions might
later to repurchase or re-lease their alienated properties ex-
:demption clauses sometimes found in the records of trans-
»e mannet of hard-hit monasteries, nobles, and burghers who
;se of property to their more fortunate compeers, an ordinary
{ his heirs near Hameln in the north German plain also in-
ondition of sale that they be given the opportunity to redeem
gs from the local chapter.126 In other regions, a wide variety
»s land transfers, with very little or nominal purchase of sub-
.acterizes the peak in turnovers in this period.1?” But every-
sich were the first to benefit, as, for example, in East Anglian
where the “kulaks” (perhaps not the best word, but, as men-
ler, one or tWo scholars’ choice) again reaped the benefits of an

‘large” number of turnovers in 1316-1317.128

hat even if, as Hallam writes, the “agricultural
to have differed materially from those
ost assuredly did, or, at least, that

dvantage in the furcher accumu-
129

wcts suggest t
“ the peasantry seem not
s,” their tenurial interests m

{ see as much advantage as disa.

concentration of property in the hands of the well-to-do.
ain holdings in

5 authorized the waiving of entry fees to maint
n hardly cared if the persons o whom they were offering in-
s had two, four, six, or ten recently acquired plots already under
. Stewards might have been more circumspect; uppity farmers
sard to deal with. But ultimately stewards did what their bosses
130 |n Richard Smith’s words, «there is certainly no indi-

o arrest the land
»131

L to do.
the manorial lord or his officials intervening t

activities of the village ‘eulaks’ . . . between 1315 and 1317.
e increasing number of the landless without customary rights
e the heaviest burden. They cease to appear in the court rolls
having no land, they had no homesteads to surrender in court.
, in Jack Ravensdale’s words, “things were never quite the same
32
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The effect
een et Osfh the Iafnd markf:t’s volatility on rural mentality may hav
concern Witﬁ th?ar;:t F}ran}atltlzl: there appears to have been a decjlline ir?.
ails of inherita i
fifteenth centuri nce customs in the fourteen
o acqu?sti?rles a?d a new obsession over conveyancing precisgil alild
A lglr; 1:)3 landl n? I(I:),nger needed to be delayed until in}}(ler?_
’ regularly been the duri .
shortage of i ¢ case during the percei
ceivedga majg};eﬁﬂ‘;gt(;:er{th cintury. This transformation \Eouldvgjvia;:d
uring the Great Fami .
to be profo . . ine. Of course, there conti
tence ?nhibiltmccli élllﬂd pervasive interest in widows’ rightf: since the'tmu?d'
! ibited the free market in land, but this wa ) 1 ex1s-
issue of inheritance.133 § not sfricto sensu an
The ecologi ; :
Cable excepti%l:q::l\;:i? SOCII:II' sgtgngs explored thus far represent with no
i -established communiti i i i
riculture. O nunies with typical open- -
kinds of confn-cnour's?, at a number of times we have had to cﬁscu?se ldtﬁg
ing or from mi;{l:clitifs, liuclcl1 as those living largely from fishing and Eunil'
usbandries. A few m A
to these, however. W. : ore words need to be addressed
. We may begin with ¢ it - esse
grape husha i ; ommunities oriented t
reaging Wilgfijerg, Wi;ng, altclllough it cannot be said to make inteli‘:t?;g
» eber’s detailed traci :
bandry in the acing of the expansion of gra -
o y eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth centuries i rape hus
uction to the subject.134 es is a useful intro-
The expansi iti
on of viticulture, Web
. : er shows, w i
wine shipped e , Was erratic, partly b
. settli; enzvell, and so it was not always immediatel,)/pnece};s;: a?se
e e SOs to create vineyards. Also, long-term changes in we:thor
inhospitable lo g‘ifoi'egg;;;s froga inhospitable to hospitable and back fcl;
) e production in our period
production , period. Some lands in
proc e ash:d. I:;een spec1ﬁ_cal[y assarted (from forest or marsh) fo%r?lge
ple.135 Others ﬁ:é"tb enterprise of monasteries and consortia of lay pe N
bandrice. Conas eeln converted to viticulture from quite differer}t(t ﬁuo-
villages ciominatq:ilel?t y, people who produced wine sometimes lived i
or in outlyin (ale y cereal proFluctiOH’ in villages of mixed husband .
o g hmost rural) parishes of towns.13¢ A viticulturalist mi r}):’
e a house, storage cella mught
d o5 ge cellar, small parcel of a i
eI;\!T - il?t growing some other cash crop 137 rable, kitchen gar-
everthe i : )
lies whose lf\?;fi llllke;he tYPlCEl! fa.rmer of wheat and other cereals, fami
years of the farnir?o came PﬂﬂC}Pally from vineyards found thé earll-
quantitative lo E:f o ilfﬁcult indeed. High prices for wine offset thy
sses from the bad weath €
and noble estates er only where, as on big m i
, the scale of producti ’ § monastic
TerDriSes wo ction was vast. Ordinary fami -
reg};i)on S liz clllf)t SO };fortunate. One -such enterprise in the Rh)i(ne—lvigsgll
o Stz:nd . maﬂ a lillsband—and—mfe team, Wallefrandus and Levardise
the church of Sai { g}t ers. The couple made arrangements in 1314 with
nt Gertrude of Nivelles to donate their vineyard to th
e




