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“The forms of action ém. have buried, but they still rule us from their graves.”
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(=) (1901 H.L.) 1901 A.C. 495, at 510.

() KEHKI IR SRR

(o) JESH MK HEEE] B+ 1Y - LR - e

() PHEME MTKEREHER] BRI+-<E - HE - KIBEHE TIROKE M M- 02 T BERLIR PR HELR
QIAIRN RN M NEHNE NN QWO ERES #o 20

(6) EEOEWVY O IVE EREN MRk HKHOMmE - BRI+ RE - oRE - <N K% Plucknett, A Concise
History of the Common Law (4th ed. 1948), Bk. I, Pt. I, Ch. I. ‘“The Forms of Action ”’. Maitland, The Forms of
Actions at Common Law (1954 ed.) #r#0z°

(v) Salmond, Torts (11th ed. 1953) 1-7 ¢ Introductory ”.

() GUHERATKETLOESR] CEV MKXHOKE KHDEHKEREERY KEH LR vlHMHy O Wik ki
FORTE IR LCEML O PRRPOL LD EOCVORMOHEREAHFODLLLY EEROERSRAvREL®)
(R BFLHEIIMARVY 50048 VOEBNEM KR IHENRS P S0° ERY [KEREOER] BRI+ HY - foiiE - Nl
o O B

(0) R - PRLRR M Salmond, op. cit., at 4.

(o) Plucknett, op. cit., at 353. Cf. Maitland, op. cit., at 66. The former criticises the latter saying that ‘‘ there
seems to be no foundation for the belief that the action of case has any connection with the Consimili casu clause
of the Statute of Westminister II, c. 24 (1286)”.
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() NeH~SHRORMEVES Y Y HEKK M{indiio kB~ e Due Process Clause ¢ RHT ] RkH- ¥z K

R BRI ERSERER Y Oy 50°
%) 15 & 16 Victoria, c. 76 (1852).
(X) 88 & 89 Victoria, e. 77 (1875).
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(¥) Maitland, op. cit., at 2.

D I RUESE THEC | BENHVREH | MKH oM £u 1 110—1 11 R
Nl EREAEN RS VIE Ve v 0% IHQ BV ERUL Hx°

T o—r#HHORBIQBEN RS Y HHn M v »n —~HOKRREMIN O 5 WV iH4e°

T HREVKEFe BHERECKHCEEREL RN RETHKORENEF O BERNED VER0°
T #H{ORHE RV HEOMKERKL L TORIN RR{OKE( QEMO 0N vl HEREHY
Rhore” BEEHNE QK SHENEEROLRQ | Rutre®

TREESY KEBKREEOHKESBEER VLS BRULLSY KEERHOEHE Y +-REBPHYE QHKE

g
SN RO & N0

PN B —RERECORRNMRE" EREN QR CAMREHN Mo E
B AYUQEEN-Y EEEHOKHEENEMen M N o —HEHCEON mRHVCEMY S 5 Ik e®

HRUOERE” EXMENM e KEROHHOERENHENEM 0 HofZN OV 4o KR{OIERCER

ENES I CE-T R SRS ek
W1 R EE QB R B

| aNpPNO-—

T 10— b R0 RIKQ < SEEERCS IS HIEE L 340 Qe
BHHE LAY HH N R0 TRIEY e BBEHOHR & WOEN 1 — VO MRINTRRE AN Q KEKS



(=)
KEVOBEN R CHIDE ] MR 5o 5 L0’
(29

- MRS WVEYQHIENK Familia) MEDVIVHML L UQEHEWHQESHE Y OV Q k™ KX (pater
Familias) 10 VERNL DT KKK MDES U NE D LA H B EMMEIE 20 1 4500

MO SIREHEHAMU SO o< 3B<ORENEIROR" 480 5 B U R NEBENENMRG ool
2 B Q I Q <AL E A e BIPEE Grivria) SE | B, B BIEL A0 KHIDE R KK O SR U i
EHIDHE (delicto) 4850 VA6M02 00 1 — b 1)@ My KINR @I R i E % i

(%)
NI A QI NTE 5 2 Q P 4810° MO0 RS WRINVE actio inturiarum KD actio doli QW E.RQ°

() Sayre, Inducing Breach of Contract, 36 Harvard Law Review 663.

() ik THEHY 2o BECKRBERE | BRI+ - oRE - 11 NEK®

(o) ‘“All rights, however acquired, vested in the paterfamilias, and within the field of private law, all liabilities,
however created, by act or undertaking of himself or a subordinate, are directly emforceable so far as they are
enforceable at all, against him alone.....Patersfamilias are said to be sui iuris while subordinate members of a
family are alieni iuris. Buckland, A Manual of Roman Private Law, (2d ed. 1953) at 60—®61.

() BEEE] e - rH<LD | BEN+<E - R8E - 11OH—110VIE (RBE)° TREEB/V R HER RERCLRKEN LT
ORV 5% KERN M~ Y] FEI+RYE - ERE - 4§ - IR’

(o) EEEMTEERK %NS - RES < Jugii. 1 nP—n < ImgEE° “The delict of iniuria ... primarily means outrage
or insult..... Originally (it was) limited to provisions in the XII Tables for fixed penalties for assults, called iniu-
ricae, (X1l Tables, 8, 4) (as) these (were)...the only kind of insult to which a primitive people is sensible.
(Praetor’s laws and edicts modified and extended this tort, iniuricae, to cover other cases.).... Then in the hands
of the earlier classical lawyers the term iniuria was held to cover any contumelious conduct... Finally, ...
the view was reached that any wanton infringement of anyone’s rights was to be treated as contumelious and
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thus an iniuria, giving the actio iniuriarum. (Buckland ecits Jhering, Actio iniuriarum to see this evolution.)....
As the action was based on insult it had special rules, notably g.mn intent to insult must appear and that anger
must have been shown so soon as the facts were known. (Institute, 4, 4, 12; Digest, 47, 10, 3, 1; 47, 10, 11, 1)...
Intent to insult was presumed: °‘res ipsa logquitur’..... One important case of iniuria is defamation. ....(The basis
of the liability) rests not on loss of reputation but on outrage to the feelings, so that it was not necessary to liab-
ility that it should have been published to a 8rd party. (Digest, 47, 10, 15, 11.)....It is perhaps worth while to add
that in some cases iniuria to be actionable had to be gross (atrox), for instance, where it was dome to a slave,
since only in that case did it reflect on the master, (Institute, 4, 4, 8.) and that naturally emough where it was
atrox the damages were on a higher scale... Though the insult might on the face of it apply only to the person
to whom it was addressed, it might, and in some cases necessarily would, have a reflex action on others. Thus an
insult to a filiusfamilias was also one to his paterfamilias; an insult to a woman was also one to her husband...
(Institute, 4, 4, 2.)”” Buckland, & McNair, Roman Law and Common Law, (2d ed. 1952) at 378—382. ¥= - BEH | K
el
(o) EH - BEERK - 1K1K R

‘“... The actio doli lies for deceitful and fraudulemt manoeuvres by which a person, contemplated specifically or
gonerally, is damaged..... It was essentially a subsidiary action, aimed at restoration of the status quo ante, and
in principle, was not allowed where there was or ever had been any other way of recovering what was due (E.g.,
Digest, 4, 8, 7, 9.).... The actio doli would be equally available to adjust inequitable gains and losses where no
other remedy was available..... A promises B a slave. C kills the slave and so releases A. B has actio doli against
C (D. 4, 8, 18, 5; analogous case, D. 4, 18, 19.).... How far does this go ?....(Originally) preconcerted fraud causing
damage is a cause of action..... A rule that the action lay wherever one made a profit at another’s expense or
caused him a losgs, wilfully and without justification, might not be unfair, ...Sometimes, the person liable for dolus
has nothing to do with the transaction in connection with which the liability arises; ... it may be noted that, in
the case referred to, the act done (the killing of the slave) was certainly wrongful, though the duty broken was



not to the plaintiff in the actio doli but to the owner of the slave killed. ... .(The actio doli) has many resemblances
to our Case, which, as Maitland said, ‘becomes a sort of gemeral residuary action ’.”” Buckland, op. cit., at 383—
390.
¥=E - BERIEDNECGOE ERNBHENEXDHEIEQOE kH - BRL® 1 iy (o ) e

(=) < actio iniuria ~ il actio iniuria " [RENER O Lo 8] (outrage to the feeling) ~ H B4~ o MKy dF ~
PEROR LT B b QIEIRT KR 00 WRNIKST KEOHRREL” EELSEH (mental distress) cIENRL
QM BRSO VS dthe ) BRGNP O W 50° B4 “In slander, special damage muet be proved... (Special damage)
signifies that no damages are recoverable merely for loss of reputation by reason of slander, but that the plaintiff
must prove loss of money or of some temporal or material advantage estimable in money. If there is only loss of
the society or consortion of one’s friend, that is not enough.” Winfield, Tort, (6th. ed. 1954) at 291. = & & Buckland
& MeNair, op. cit. 27 L QUK I—NIK NPT o~ ¥ H N Koo BHEE QT E N BN Kb e’ R R K& (exemplary
or vindictive damage where the actual money damage cannot be measured or where though it can be measured, it

would in no way correspond to the heinousness of the wrong) EHE VRNV 50 Q HE KRRy 4’
E actio doli ~BHHEE—KEHOHEX D B EXNOREN (0 508" HH - BREEEK - 1KV KR m g

R=4

(KUY RUEXBUY S0 VER Y BHEEEREEIS VORENENY 5 £° B0 KEMY < o ELES Kot
LI 4850 %)
(o) Sayre %’ actio doli ¥ O 5V B Y 54 5°

T Smnacdden —rHHEOES
(=)
BEEYRRON 0 — P HUYOKHCEROHER” "Nina= )N Bracton M+ O\ HKEHEmN &L L°
NN NS HEEPY [EKEO HEXD N O 5 &Y [“De legibus et consuetudinibus Angliae libri quinvqe ”

)
A5 KERR 000 LR QOB B TRINCARKEN IO #6400 2 BN E LI <287
SN QR 244 4 DR 4810 5 HEAEAEEOY” {EQIRIRNE S MR HHE MR 4 410 1) A A THOG? |
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WY 50° QBN RS (R B LORKN LAY 1~ YO actio inturiarum KD actio doli N
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fvE | Pa8r0°
fr N b N n— BARRIRGR N B O 1Y 50 O TR NN 6 IKIX IR M O KB ] M QO S10-0” mdw N n—3f of

&)

FECHELOOUREORHBE-OP SHK 0L iy — rHENEEHP PREDav 24N a= N{™ )
QS K ROEMNIES L Aw” VOEKOEESOONIREN 1 — M HOHRN KR L0 N LE RN BEI L0 N

YRR &me

(=) Sayre, op. cit., at 668—665. +NHEPCKE N MW Mo~ YR, e n — Y HO | BELLRMU O SV R - BRKKHKIKE
£ HE—H VI XomkdiE MEEY Koo Bl o Hin | HMERT I 1 mxk°

(&) wolL A RE WM ACTHEHKHMEOR] VOV HLNORL i - FR | KEI®

(%) See 3 Bracton, Tr. I, f. 115, and 2, c. 36, f. 115 cited by Sayre, op. cit., at 663—664.

() Sayre # actio doli ¥ ¥R R%" actio iniuriarum <X U ¢ 2V OEVERAY 2w° “Bracton’s action is clearly the
Roman law actio iniuriarum, the central and underlying idea of which was a compensation to the master for the
insult given him through offerring violence to a member of his household ; the action lay regardless of whether
loss of services resulted or not.”” Sayre, op. ¢it., at €64.

%) ‘“Romanesque in form, English in substance *’ 1 Pollock & Maitland, The History of English Law,(2d. ed. 1952)
at 207. ok - B | R a0 B

() MK - BRI KN XOES - BRI K—H VK@ See also 1 Pollock & Maitland, op. cit., 207—209. (The Age of

Bracton)
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(The formulary system is distinctively English), “but it is also, in a certain sense very Roman. While the
other nations of Western Europe were beginning to adopt as their own the ultimate resuits of Roman
legal history, England was unconsciously reproducing that history; it was developing a formulary system
which in the ages that were coming would be the strongest bulwork against Romanism and sever our

()
English law from all her sisters.”

(}8) See gemnerally Sayre, op. cit., at 664—665.
(%) See id., note 5 at 665 citing Y. B. 11 Hen. 1V, 23, 46.
(&> “Andif the plaintiff, ...complains of a damage done to himself and to his men, or only on behalf of his men,

the defendant may say that every man has a separate action; and in such cases we will that the plaintiffs recover
nothing by their plaints beyond the damages which they can resonably show they have sustained by the loss of

AN R oo il © Wi v CHIQE L M1
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services of their men, who have been beaten or imprisoned, or so treated as to be incapable of service. And
their action shall not be brought until after conviction of the trespass committed against the servants.”’ 1 Britton
(Nichols), e. 27, f. 62 cited by Sayre, lbid.

() HEHEe

(8 actio iniuriarum XD actio doli

(R & BRI TR Im®

(H) BEHE@UE O VE Lkt MEEes ] B#EKHARE - | REIE - KO—<HIE (M3D 4~ INKRDdadg <]
HERFO v~ XiHd) XPERLK—| OHIE (+IHEC v » KHE) HEe
8 Kk - B®IBOK®

(R KigdHe REE°

&) KEHewE
12) As to the Manor system in general see Ashley, The Economic Organization of England (1951 ed.) Lecture 1
(The English Agrarian System: the Manor as Starting Point). See also 1 _H,Hoﬁww%mav History of England at 199—
206, HEQHEEMHEEORELE S VY EREK - BRI NT—11 BN o B2°
&) Sayre, op. cit., at 665.

() Cf. “ As time went on and the various dependent members of the family were gradually emancipated or won
some measure of independence, the law came to allow the individual injured, if a free man, to bring an actio
directa for the injuria which he had suffered; but even in the full maturity of Roman law there still remained
the actio indirecta by which the paterfamilias was entitled to bring a separate action of his own for insult
offered to him through injury to his wife, his children, or his slaves.” Sayre, id., 663.

(R) K- EB<LOmI®

(&) FPAEARAAFNREUER TmHE<] ORAT > - NEESEHIY S85° D407 oL R E~vIHE< | L0 .47 mEK
EERNEOLCQR" €105 WMYEVEHNFERROKCEEORBOLMESRCAY O SV EKNEEC I Hamy 5485°
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(=) 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., at 199. As to the details of the Villeinage (Tenure and Status) see 1 Pollock & Maitland,

op. cit., at 356—383 and 412—432. See also Vinogradoff, Villeinage in England, 1892.

(83) 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., at 200. ¢ - BEL I IE®

) 1 Trevelyan, Ibid. 4rik - BE° KMEKHL HEEHCENT Iy Ov 5 ¢ EHABKSHBEINES" DU i0ve
el By N HM N SR DR VOB HENRES | EOEEBE LS VKU EE O #KOEHOR
S s e RE N O S SRR MR 00 BRI e

(B) ®ifk- BRINLE EEEKY 2T 0RER OB B4 o i EK)°

3) As to the protection of villein tenure by manorial court see 1 Pollock & Maitland, op. cit., at 361.

(8) ‘ How much protection was the Manor Court to the villein? It was indeed his lord’s court, not the King’s.
But at least it was an open court, in which there is reason to think that villeins shared with the freemen the
duty of acting as judges or assessors.”’” 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., supra.

(&%) See for example, Y. B. 11 Hen. IV. 23, 46. cited by Sayre, op. cit., at 665. See also Year Book cases cited by
Miss. Putnam, The Enforcement of the Statutes of Labourers (1908) at 195 note 4.

(B KEHI O
&) FHNER (N> -1 HoBLLKEFHEKCEER Y 5 ARe°

(T KE#H-SaE

(4) 2 Pollock & Maitland, History of English Law (2d. ed., 1952) 558. This sentence is also cited by Plucknett, A
Concise History of the Common Law (4th ed., 1948) 336.
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WIS EHL RENKEOBIN 4OV MERDH N VRH L seduce or entice other man’s servant {R!]

@)
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QIREICVE O LIRINUR” EHQEER D UE% notice and demand x4 0 WHENFre NI O <04 2 LOF Q
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() Putnam, The Enforcement of the Statutes of Labourers, (1908) at 1—2.
(«1) 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., at 318. 4rik - B2 | 1OE®
(») ““While the plague was by no means confined to the labouring classes, the consensus of opinion is that the
death rate was highest among the poor...”” Putnam, op. cit., at 2.
CD) :&mc 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., supra. i - ER°
(0) #HENY e BRIKECHEY commutation CEEX+-NBBRKUBYERY 542° 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., at 312. HRIKQ
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M oo i O i v IC DR WK 0O

BLEUOEEN | BRER L2020 P80 B0 THRERCEN VIKHE QM & ORH LV O HE N Wit e TN & QW7 1
RVFSVEENHR oS0 L] drik - BRI K® 0 QR R SHFHORBACERENRTEVREES LR HE RS
BN K S22 0 M &0 42° See Ashley, op. cit., at 49—50.

() ‘.. The market value of labour had been doubled...”” 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., at 313.

(&) *“At the same time the rise of this class of free labourers presented for the first time in its modern shape
the problem of the pauper—the man who cannot or will not maintain himself by his work.” 2 Holdsworth, A Hist-
ory of English Law, (3rd ed. 1925) at 460.

(0) qrik - BI° ¢“..gradually (the villein) was led on to demand his full freedom, the right to take his labour where
he would, to plead in the King’s Court even against his own lord, and to be free of irksome feudal dues.” 1 Trev-
elyan, op. cit. supra. See also Putnam, op. cit., at 181 and 206.

(o) “The old order was rapidly melting away before new economic conditions.” 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 461. See
generally Ashley, op. cit., at 44—46. (The Beginnings of Modern Farming : the Break-up of Manor)

(2) As to King in Council see 1 Pollock & Maitland, op. cit., at 199—200.

() Rotuli Literarum Clausarum, 23 Edw. III, pt. 1, m. 8d. cited by Putnam, op. cit., App., 8—12. ‘ Parliament
being unable to meet on account of the pestilence, the responsibility of dealing with the emergency fell upon
the king’s council... ” Id., at 2.

() 25 Edw. III st. II (1351); 81 Edw. IIl. st. L. c. 6; 34 Edw. III. (1360) cc. 9—11; 36 Edw.Ill. cc. .m_ 14 ; 42 Edw.
III. c. 6; 2 Rich. II. ¢. 8; 7 Rich. II. e. 5; 12 Rich. II. cc. 3—5; 7, 9; 18 Rich. I1. ¢. 8; 4 Hen. 1V. ¢. 14; 7 Hen. IV,
c. 17; 2 Hen. IV. ¢c. 17; 2 Hen. V. st. 2. c¢. 2; 2 Hen. VI. c. 18; 6 Hen. VI. ¢. 3; 8 Hen. VI. c. 8; 23 Hen. VI c. 12.
cited from note 1 at 461 of 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., supra.

(%) Putnam, op. cit., at 2. Putnam #HEAHECARHEE HHEO L2 QP80 + 0BRSS 1 Q e SR Ky
Richard 11 ¢ &% 2 Rich. 1I. st. 1. ¢. 8 Nie M P H#mMOL g»Q v’ Edward [T Qi % Sni vt ~i€sd (supplement)
D42 Q M AR G H B A0 °

(X) Putnam, op. cit., at 3. ‘It is not difficult to see how a social upheaval such as that of the late 14th century,



which virtually abolished serfdom and profoundly affected the policy of the State, would naturally be reflected in a
legal system which was, above all things, a mirror of the ideas of the ruling classes.” Jenks, A Short History of
English Law (3d ed. 1924) at 149. See also 2 Holdsworth, op. cit. supra.

() REWLECOEEN L LHRERCEEN O 5\ " Putnam, op. cit.,, at 179—189. “ Classes to which the compulsory
service and contract Clauses applied.”” 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., supra. Sayre, op. cit., at 665.‘° every person able in
body and within the age of three-score years, not living in merchandize nor exercising any craft, nor having of
his own whereof he may live, nor proper land’ #kz°

(%) “They must work at a reasonable rate. Later statutes recognised that this reasonable rate could not be
absolutely fixed, but must vary with the price of the necessaries of life. But both the wages of labour and the
price of necessaries must be fixed at a reasonable rate. (13 Rich. IL. c. 8) "’ 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 460.

() THERSB¥E | As to compulsory labour clause see Putnam, op. cit., 179—181.

%) See 2 Holdsworth, op. cit. supra.

(%) Chapter Two of the Ordinance cited by Sayre, op. cit., supra.

(R) “In a number of cases (see cases cited by Putnam in note 1 at page 191) it is emphasized by the courts that
the mere making of a contract of this kind, even if the service has mot actually begun, is equivalent to the
corporaliter in service of the common law.” Putnam, op. cit., at 190—191.

(&) Id., at 195.

() 1d,, at 195—196. *“...proceedings, which like the writ of trespass, partook both of a criminal and of a civil
character, could be taken against a servant who left his master’s service and against a person who enticed him
away.”” 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., supra. also Holdsworth’s note 3 at pages 460—161.

(®) See Putnam, op. cit., at 196.
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(&) Sayre, op. cit., supra. See also Putnam, op. cit., at 195.
() Putnam, op. cit., at 195.

(&) Ibid.
(®> “..neither the compulsory service nor the contract clause interfered with the legal bond between a lord and
hig villeins; ...”” Putnam, op. cit., at 205.

(/) Sayre, op. cit., at 666—666. Cf. ‘“ Whether this action sprang from the common law or based on the Statute
of Labourers, 1351—52, is a doubtful matter... ”” Winfield, Tort, (6th ed. 1954) at 718.

(8> 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 461.

(%) Winfield, op. cit., at 718. ““a notable illustration of progress from the idea of status to that of contract?”
See also Maine, Ancient Law, (Everyman’s Library 1954 ed.) at 100. HZ &K MEKKRM BRI +114 - oZ - 1] P
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(&) See genetally 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 461—462. As to the couft intétpretation of the statute sée Chapté® 2,
Part II of Putnam, op. cit., supra.

(8) 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 462. Putnam, op. cit., at 190—191.

(#) Sayre, op. cit., at 666. Of. ““ At common law a master can keep unwilling servant in his service by force; but
if the servant once make good his escape, or if a servant after agreeing to enter the service of a given master,
never appears, the master has no remedy...” Putnam, op. cit.,, at 195. ByYHEMRAUS LH#EHRKEL LN ORS W
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(}8) Before the growth of the action of assumpsit the common law had no action to enforce a simple executory
contract. See 3 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 423—424,

(8) Sayre, op. cit., at 666.

(&) Putnam, op. cit., at 190 and 422—423 (App.) citing Y. B., 46 Mich., 11, f. 13—14; F. H., Labourers, 32 and 49;
B., Labourers, 8. 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 462.

(8) Ibid., citing Y. B., 12 Rich. 108—110.

() In accordance to the Common Law a Contract may be voidable if it is entered by an infant. See Anson, Prin-
ciples of the English Law of Contract, (20th ed. 1954) at 121. See also Cheshire, The Law of Contract, (3d ed. 1952)
at 8—14. ‘“ The Evolution of Assumpsit’ and ‘‘ Subsequent Development of Assumpsit”’

() “..the law requires the parties to make their own contract...”” (p. 21) ‘...the courts...will not construe a
contract for (the parties) ...”” (p. 53) Anson, op. cit., supra.

(F) 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 462—463.

(%) Winfield, op. cit., at 719 %" KB NPV BEV L LVEHOHE<LUEFE 4+ ©#EN | # o KEMY CEEEY L uxy 50°
proprietary right (in terms of vested interest?) In view of this special nature of master’s right against servant
Holdsworth writes that ‘‘ Coleridge, J., in Lumely v. Gye (1853) 2 E. and B. at pp. 244—269 was well warranted in
holding that at common law, apart from the Statutes of Labourers, no action was given for procuring the breach

of a contract.” 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., supra. See also as to the nature of marriage Eversley, Domestic Relations,
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(6th ed. 1951) at 1—4. (Marriage a Status and a Contract)

(%) “During the centuries when (the mamnor) system flourished in England, ...the population went up from
perhaps one and a quarter or one and a half million when Domesday was compiled in 1086, to perhaps three and a

half or four million when the Black Death of 1349 temporarily checked the increase.” 1 Trevelyan, op. cit., at 201.
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(') Ashley, op. cit., supra. Chapter III (Break-up of the Manor) #&°
(%) “In fact, they represented a serious attempt to deal with a social problem which had not arisen under the

older order of society, split up as it was into more or less self-sufficing local units and ruled by the various yet

similar customs of those units. The old order was rapidly melting away before new economic conditions. The

state must legislate for the new order, since the customs and by laws of manors, boroughs, and gilds would no
longer suffice.” 2 Holdsworth, op. cit., at 461.
(%) ‘“...that the notable feature of these enactments is that they constitute the first important attempt of the
central authorities to apply to the country as a whole, uniform legislation on wages and prices,—matters that

had been previously left to local control.”” Putnam, op. cit., at 3. Trevelyan also points out the so-called ‘‘ new and
national character of the statute.” See 1 Trevelyan, op, cit., at 314,



