Marc Bloch’s ‘Feudal Society’ was originally written and published in French, so although the translation into English would have been done to very high standards, there is always some sense of the original meaning or feeling lost when taken out of its original language. Being written in 1939 does not make it that dated of a text comparatively considering Bloch is discussing a time that has long passed for both him, and us as a modern audience. His general views, that would have been among the majority at the time, are skewed by his being male and upper-classed but that can be said the same for almost all historians. Not that there were any female voices being published at the time about such matters, however it is interesting to consider what would have been different had the same questions on feudalism, or rather the idea of a ‘feudal society’ been posed to a woman to answer.
[bookmark: _GoBack]He notably titled this work ‘Feudal Society’ and not ‘Feudalism’ like most would have assumed he would have, given that the point of the book was to discuss feudalism. The key points Bloch clearly wanted to impress upon the reader were the subheadings of the different parts he split his chapters up into three, and two sections. He questions such ideas as whether there has been more than one type of feudalism, and what the fundamental characteristics of European feudalism are. These questions are interesting, as he asks about the term used to describe the events as well as the events themselves which is a very interesting perspective to have; questioning ourselves as well as the people of the past.
Bloch references several historians in this text, Charles Montesquieu being the first with his views on feudal laws being ‘an event which happened once in the world and which will perhaps never happen again’. Bloch also references one of Montesquieu’s colleagues Voltaire’s ideas about feudalism, that it was not an event confined merely to Europe, but one that reached far across the globe and took on different forms. His consistent references to other historians allows Bloch to round out his argument with evidence and backing his arguments with other academic’s works. 
The main points that I picked out from the text were that European feudalism should be seen as the outcome of the violent ending of older societies, and as a gradual process where the old and the new systems coexisted for some years before feudalism took over as the majority. The men at the top of the social pyramid were exercising extreme authority and exploiting the people under their command. The concept of the state was never fully dissolved, meaning that like many other social movements, there was never a true feudalism. Bloch divided the feudal period into two parts, the first feudal age from the late 9th century to the mid-11th century, where there was a breakdown of central authority, and the second feudal age, from 1050 to 1300.
While is it easy to grasp the main points Bloch puts forward in the text, as someone with very little experience reading academic texts at this standard, some parts are hard to decipher and translate into terms a layman such as myself might understand more thoroughly. Reading and understanding the text enough to give Bloch credit for his work requires some knowledge and previous study of the medieval period and of feudalism itself. Although most British students do learn about feudalism in school, it has been a long time for even the youngest of us who have not studied history beyond a primary school level, so for us a refresh of feudalism and all it entails is in order to do Bloch justice.
Within the many debates in the subject of history, the theoretical definition of feudalism versus the practical application of it in different parts of the world has become a part of the discussion.  It all comes under the umbrella question of what actually is feudalism, and how much of the past can be classed being a part of this feudalist period. The wider argument being opened up by Bloch with ‘Feudal Society’ and his controversy with defining, or lack thereof, of the term feudalism. 
 This particular text, along with the remainder of Bloch’s 18 works, is aimed at an academic audience; the language and specific terminology not being part of the vernacular, one can only assume. I am not a 20th century historian, French or otherwise, but I would imagine that if I were, I could relate to and learn a lot more from his text and be able to apply that to my own or pre-existing historical arguments about feudalism. Other medieval historians such as Denys Hay have gone as far to call Bloch one of the greatest historians of recent times. Not knowing many recent historians or their works for that matter I could neither contest to the matter or agree. I think that Bloch raises some interesting points about feudalism that have made me question even then very term itself and how much we really have to gain from the use of umbrella terms.
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