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Chapter 1: Introduction

1.1. Introductory notes

From the fall of Rome to the advent of absolutisraré was in Christendom a continuous
tradition of political assemblies: gatherings greatd small convened, conversed and
consulted on nigh-on every topic imaginable. Satpleesearch on the subject is equally
inexhaustible, and any approach to the matter rbastindertaken with great care and a
measure of humility. Depending on the definitionagEemblies, knowledge of them is based
on a number of different sources: administrativeéemal in the form of cartularies, writs and
diplomas; narratives in the form of chronicles amuhals; epics, oral tradition — even
archaeology. Different sources have diverse ubes; value changes according to the nature
of the inquiry. This thesis will examine five inflatial narrative sources in order to shed light
on a number of scholarly controversies. What fumgidid political assemblies have in the
Middle Ages? To what degree were they avenuesldfetation and active exertion of power,
and conversely, how much of what went on in assgmhlist be considered nothing but a
staged political ritual for the benefit of the mastaand the highest nobility?

The weight of historical research on this topictsdgmly on north-western Europe
and the Empire; few comparisons have been drawdevelopments in east-central Europe.
This thesis will attempt in part to rectify this xamining two well-known ‘western-
European’ works in the light of three less-examifesbtern-European’ counterparts. For this
purpose | will use th€hroniconof Thietmar of Merseburg, the anonymdsiesta principum
Polonorum the Chronica Beomorunof Cosmas of Prague, theistoria Ecclesiasticaof
Orderic Vitalis and th&esta Hungarorunof Simon Kéza. It is hoped that this spectrum of
written sources, while limited by constraints ohé and practical necessity, will nonetheless
serve to add a broader European dimension to ¢tdhtaries and assumptions regarding
medieval political assemblies. It follows from thselection that for German and Anglo-
Norman lands, emphasis will lie on the"1a1" and 13' centuries, whereas the™ 8entury
will to a point also be considered for east-centeairope; specifically Hungary. This
discrepancy between east and west may presenincehilenges, but may equally provide a
diachronic perspective in addition to a synchromeatment of different geographical and

cultural areas.



1.2. Political assemblies — attempts at a definitio

An attempt to define medieval political assemblgegaot an endeavour undertaken lightly. It
is not only modern research that languishes irabsence of a commonly accepted definition;
medieval chronicles too are devoid of any clearghegion, indeed of any concise conception
at all. A plethora of concepts are used to descpbbtical assembliesparliamentum,
exercitus,conventusplacitumandsynodu$, curia, conciliumandcolloquium? Their precise
meaning and the difference between them can onlguessed at, if such a distinction ever
existed; different words may have been employedplsinfor the sake of rhythm and
language, as Marjorie Chibnall attributes to Omlafitalis® Indeed, it can be argued that
even this perceived obstacle is secondary comptoethe lack of any contemporary

conception altogether. Timothy Reuter writes:

The problem is not so much that of uncertainty alvdoether contemporaries meant subtly differing
things by their varied terminology, as that of deg whether we should call something an assembly
when we happen to know about it only from kindsvidence which do not bother to apply a term to it

at all.*

When P. S. Barnwell, in conjunction of a seriesseminars on the history of
assemblies in the middle ages, sought to defineaheept under his scrutiny, the result was
at best vagueassemblies were occasions when groups, often velgtilarge groups,
convened for a specific purposelimothy Reuter has a similar, if perhaps even wide
definition, though specifically associated with tlogyal office: In practice we can probably
not define assemblies more closely than by sayiagwe are dealing with one whenever the
ruler had in his presence a substantial numbereafgle who were not permanent members of
his entourag&.Barnwell recognises the limitations of his defimit, though maintains that for
the purpose of the collection of essays that fadldwaid seminars, it was sufficient. Indeed,
he expresses the desire to avoid rigid definitforis.does not require a reader of any
singularly hostile attitude to quickly note thatl@finition under which the Battle of Stamford

Bridge is categorised as a political assembly isashewhat limited use. Barnwell was aware

! Barnwell 2004: 3.
? Reuter 2001: 433,
3 Chibnall 1969-80: xv, Volume V.
* Reuter 2001: 434,
® Barnwell 2004: 3.
® Reuter 2001: 435.
" Barnwell 2004: 4.



of this also, and augmented his definition withrfdistinct criteria, the application of any on
a gathering serving to define it as an assemblgngemoration or celebration of an event,
jurisdiction and judgement, consultation for thencoon good and, finally, legislation for this
very same purpose. The source material utilisethis thesis and the material’s primary
occupation with kings and emperors warrant the lesian that for the purpose of this thesis,
Reuter is closest to the proverbial mark. Barnwell nonetheless be kept in mind; indeed,
the source material often plays into his definitgquite effortlessly.

In the following chapters | will attempt to identithe primary functions of political
assemblies as seen in the source material providedthesis will attempt to address central
guestions presented above, and to provide an amagdo the value of comparison between
‘western’ and ‘eastern’ source material on thisaopefore this task is undertaken however,
it is necessary to commit to paper a few wordshensource documents themselves, as well

as historiography.

1.3. Historiography

1.3.1.A note on historiography

The bulk of research concerning the history of tmall assemblies, and through this of the
early development of representative institutionayen nestled snugly in the embrace of
traditional constitutional history for so long that painless extrication have seemed
impossible. This thesis will not set itself suchtask, and indeed it is not necessary to
completely abandon traditional views on this depgient — a continuous correction is
sufficient. Several historians have attempted tgudothat. In this introduction | will attempt

not to present the full body of work on the suhj&dtich is far too voluminous to be included

here, but rather to illustrate its essence thrabhgtworks of some important scholars.

1.3.2.Traditional constitutional history
By way of their perceived continuity, it is the dyuof English political assemblies and
institutions that have received by far the mostrdton, certainly in works available to the
Anglophone reader. The first seminal work of thedera period is William StubbsThe
Constitutional History of Englandirst published in 1874. Stubbs presents the ldgvneent
of political assemblies as a continual evolutioonfrits earliest forms into a fully-fledged
constitutional monarchy, and reads in the politesdemblies of the Middle Ages the seed of

the modern political system. He writes:



The great characteristic of the English constitotib system [...] is the continuous development of
representative institutions from the first elemeptatage, in which they are employed for local
purposes and in the simplest form, to that in whible national parliament appears as the
concentration of all local and provincial machinetiie depository of the collective powers of thedh

estates of the realfh.

Stubbs points to a development of political assesaldtom early, primitive assemblies in
military gatheringd through a growth in the idea of popular represgmt’, and on to the
development of Parliament in the late medieval qaeriNuances were added as scholarly
debate progressed, but the essence remained tleefeardecades after Stubbs; focus was
maintained firmly on the course of a continuousalepment, and on its outcome.

Scholars on the Continent echo a traditional, ctutginal history. Fritz Kern’s two
general studies on the idea of kingship, primasdyicerned with German, French and English
examples and made available for English readegsnatly in 1939 under the titl&ingship
and Law in the Middle Ageghart a conventional view of constitutional higtoof which
political assemblies are part. A constitution, Kentes, isThat part of the general legal
order of a State which controls the powers of tliewegnment and the mutual relations
between the government and the subjEctde proceeds to ask whether there was a
constitution in the Middle Ages, and his study replin the positive to his own inquiry. Kern
concerns himself with the relationship between thenarch and society at large, and
distinguishes sharply between contemporary theowy applied practice. He writes:.in
theory there resulted a complete control of the anoim, a subjection to the law so thorough
that political considerations and reason of Staeravexcluded and out of the questibivet
in practice a powerful king was nigh-absolute, ei¢his never developed into absolutism in
theory™® Kern contends that the ultimate purpose of thetipali assembly is to act as a
vehicle for the principle of limitation on the pomef the king. He cites Germanic, Stoic and
Christian ideas as the three sources for this jplmof legal limitation, and holds th&Vhat
the monarch does, he does in the name of and wrd@ace with the will of the peoplé? It
was the king's responsibility, in view of the dangg¢ deviation from popular opinion, to

8 Stubbs 1891-1903: 584, Volume |.
° Stubbs 1891-1903: 606, Volume |.
19 Stubbs 1891-1903: 652, Volume |.
1 Kern 1948: 181.

12 pid.

13 Kern 1948: 82.

14 Kern 1948: 188.



obtain consensus for his decisions, either thrdagi consent, advice and consent, or judicial
verdict. This thesis will show that while dated,tims, Kern is not entirely off the mark. He
further adds that there existed certain customaysvof obtaining consent, through which the
various functions of political assemblies develage@m political assemblies, limits on royal

power developed after an early right of resistaonce king in conflict with the law:

Even if the lands in which representative Estateseveleveloped did not yet do away with the right of
resistance, the creation of representative indtihg meant above all else a change from merely

repressive limitations of monarchical power to metive measures.

Kern imbues the coronation vows taken before aanaBl/ of nobles with great importance,
and finds in them the course to a final outcomeneig the constitutional monarchyhe
medieval coronation vows are among the most impbri@recedents for constitutional
monarchy:® He emphasises the ‘pact’ between rulers and riiad lie finds in medieval
adaptation of Classical idedsand charts a traditional path to modernity thtolimitations
on the king by representative bodfegudicial constraint on monarchical poweand the
development of ministerial responsibility, all festd in their clearest form in medieval

England.

1.3.3.Reform of traditional perceptions

More recent historians have questioned the reigmagdigm, especially in the last two
decades. Chief among them is Timothy Reuter. Inahi€le Assembly Politics in Western
Europe from the B Century to the 12, Reuter attempts to tackle the problem of anadsnon
Traditional constitutional history has imbued thastpwith qualities of the present in an
attempt to chart the course of constitutional momarand democracy from early beginnings
in medieval Europe to consummate perfection inrtbein time. Medievalists, Reuter argues,
have traditionally been more interested in coumas$ outcomes of assemblies, rather than
their forms and function® He underscores the importance of turning fromt®’ and the
‘when’ to the ‘how’ and the ‘what’ It is also his claim that conventional politicagtory has

presented medieval rulers as engaged continuouslyolitical activity due to narrative

15 Kern 1948: 123

16 Kern 1948: 81.

" Kern 1948: 120.
18 Kern 1948: 127.
9Kern 1948: 125.
20 Reuter 2001: 433.
21 Reuter 2001: 437.



strategies in writing? A shift from political to institutional history @ids this, because
institutional history invests some past activitigh more significance than others, and
subsequentlyrecovers the lumpiness of the paas Reuter puts 7. This too he views
imperfect however, since such ‘lumpiness’ derivesanfrom present reification than from
past reality. He conclude3he patterns of behaviour of rulers and ruled patterns are
what they really were — are abstracted, to be reiied in an implicit grand narrative of
ever-thickening institutionalit§’ Reuter’s approach is undeniably less than constricthe
points he make are difficult to ignore, yet he offéittle in way of an alternative. Turning
away from traditional constitutional history maydeed be necessary, and this thesis will
attempt to avoid simply taking the sources at feaee and to assuming a ‘path’ where one
can be traced only by reification of an anachroni¥et the search for a path, or a pattern, is
ever the goal of such inquiry, and equilibrium mhbst maintained between the disavowed
redundancy of past historiography and the needssefarch. Timothy Reuter offers little help

in striking that balance.
1.4 .The Sources

1.4.1.Chronicon

Central to understanding #@nd early 11 century Central Europe is the chronicler Thietmar
(975-1018), Bishop of Merseburg, and his chronitie,Chronicon.Born into an influential
noble family in Saxony, Thietmar offers a uniquelgll-informed view into his own time, as
well as earlier generations. David Warner write§ bietmar:...if the period of the tenth and
early eleventh centuries is worthy of a closer e@ration, there could scarcely be a better
witness than Thietmar. He is nothing if not weformed, at least in regard to matters of
government and high politiés.His work ought to be perfectly placed, then, tedlight on
how the men of his day viewed the political asseasldo central to their realms, but of which
written records omit so much.

Thietmar began writing hi€hroniconin 1012 The work itself is divided into eight
books, of which the first begins with the earlyd@itin dynasty in 908, and the last concerns

matters in the very last year of chronicler’s li@f the manuscript itself one of the originals,

2 Reuter 2001: 432.
2 bid.

2 bid.

% \Warner 2001: 3.
% \Warner 2001: 61.



the work of eight scribes in addition to Thietmankelf, was preserved in the state library in
Dresden up until the Second World War, when it wastroyed” Fortunately, a facsimile
edition prepared in 1905 ensures its continualigahas a much drawn-upon resources for
Ottonian Germany. More problematic is the removiakeveral sections of the document
somewhere between its compilation and the preparaif the facsimile edition. To fill in
these missing sections, a late medieval copy predein the Royal Library at Brussels is
used, though it bears distinct marks of ‘improvetsenaving been done to the original text.
These two documents forms what is known to the moderld as theChronicon published
for the first time in English translation in David/arner’'s Ottonian Germany — The
Chronicon of Thietmar of Mersebufd It is from this translation that English quotason
below are taken. The potential problem of the tagglieval copy diverging from the original
is avoided by pure chance; none of the passagesngifom the original manuscript deal
with political assemblies in any way, and as sudh mot be used in this thesis. The
possibility that the late medieval copy has omigadh references in their entirety is of course
still present.

Thietmar drew on several sources for his work,ipalrly for the period of which he
himself had no personal experience. For the finstd books he drew heavily on Widukind’s
Saxon History as well as th&uedlinburg Annafs’ and what other works may have been
available to him. Presumably however, even passagesh may be paraphrased in entirety
were subject to Thietmar’s editorial scrutiny irathheir inclusion warrants the assumption

that Thietmar considered their views and attituddse close to his own.

1.4.2.Historia Ecclesiastica
Orderic Vitalis (1075-c.1142) was an English moaised in the monastery of Saint-Evroul in
Normandy, where he served all his time. If his Was fairly unremarkable, his work is not.
His main historical work is thElistoria Ecclesiasticaan extensive account that grew in scope
from the history of the monastery itself, into angel history of the Normans up until
Orderic’s own time. The bulk of theistoria Ecclesiasticaas far as it is dateable, was written
between 1123 and 11371t ended finally in 114%* The work is divided into thirteen books,

though there is some confusion as to the ordepwiesof them, as well as to whether it was

2T\Warner 2001: 62.

2 \Warner 2001.

2 Warner 2001: 62f.

30 Chibnall 1969-80: 32, Volume I.
3L Chibnall 1969-80: 112, Volume I.

10



intended to be so divided at all. Given the authahange of scope and focus several times
throughout his work, this is unsurprising; moreogerrections and rearrangements show that
Orderic himself doubted its composition. The intthdtructure of the work is a secondary

consideration however, as far as Orderic’s viewpadlitical assemblies are concerned.

Books | and Il of the voluminous chronicle take thie familiar style of medieval
general chronicles, and chart the history of theldvérom Creation to the beginning of
Orderic’s own timé? Because these books draw heavily on the work ofathfathers and
established norni§ do not deal with contemporary political issuéeyt consequently will
not be considered in this study. The same is wuddoks Il through VI, which are primarily

24 Some wider

concerned with the history of the monastery of SBEwroul itsel
considerations seep through this early work, betttipic of Norman history in general is
taken up in full in books VII through Xlll. Theseeathe books with which this thesis will be
concerned. These chart the course of Norman higtorg 1083° through to the reign of
King Stephen (1135-1154). Of this span, the yeats/den 1114 and 1118 receive the least
thorough consideration. Marjorie Chibnall attritgitdhis apparent deficiency to a lack of
sources on Orderic’s paftFor the remainder of the period however, Orders warticularly
well-endowed with narrative sources. Aside fromghyreligious texts, he made frequent use
of the Gesta Guillelmiof William of Poitiers (c.1020-1090) and tlg&esta Normannorum
ducumof William of Jumiéges for the period immediatelepeding his owt; for the deeds

of Normans in the wider world, he utilised Baudriisstoria lerosolimitana as well as the
Gesta Francorunand theHistoria Francorum senonensis For more local matters, Orderic
made use of the knowledge and experience of hiteoworaries, as well as his own. Oral
tradition played no insignificant part. It is alsmrth noting that Marjorie Chibnall is quite
adamant in underscoring that Orderic Vitalis, winiéenever turned to outright lies, exhibits a
distinct bias towards Henry | and his supportér§he work itself survives in a number of

sources, and in varying quality.

%2 Chibnall 1969-80: 34, Volume I.

% Chibnall 1969-80: 49f. Volume .

% Chibnall 1969-80: 34, Volume I.

% Se below on missing prologue.

% Chibnall 1969-80: 33, Volume I.

37 Chibnall 1969-80: 57, Volume I.

% Chibnall 1969-80: 60, Volume I.

% Chibnall 1969-80: 88, Volume I.

0 Books VII and VIII have not survived in the exdorm in which Orderic wrote them. The autograph
manuscript is lost; a transcription was made inthiirel quarter of the 2century for the abbey of St. Stephen in
Caen. A copy of this was later acquired by queens@ana of Sweden, and now resides in the Vatliaary,
markedVatican MS. Reginensis lat. 703khe beginning of book VIl is omitted, so it begadsruptly in 1083. A

11



As it stands, thélistoria Ecclesiasticas an invaluable source to Norman history, andaw
a well-educated and well-informed contemporary apgphed the form, function and concept
of political assemblies. Chibnall writes of Ordésimotives:

...the purpose of writing it (Historia Ecclesiasticajas to show the works of God
through man, but that since the ways of God wetenohscrutable the duty of the
historian was to describe events as they happemesh those that seemed harsh and
strange, in the hope that future generations miggwe the knowledge to interpret

them™

1.4.3.Gesta Hungarorum

The Gesta Hungarorunis dated to between 1282 and 128Bowever, no medieval
manuscript has survivéd.One is known through other sources however, ancedeas the
basis for several surviving T8century copieé? In 1782, professor Daniel Cornides of
Budapest University identified a late "™ 8entury codex. This manuscript also exists in an
early 18" century copy in the University Library of Budapesnder ELTE, Collection
Hevenesiana, vol. LXX.Further copies were made from this. The originaif which these
two copies were made was used for the first incemeplprinted edition of the Gesta
Hungarorum in 1781, and a more thorough edition ytear later. Contemporary sources
described the printing as a diminution of the araihowever, the printer having ‘improved’
upon the text by way of F4century chronicle®® In addition to these, another™8entury
copy surfaced in the library of the Hungarian Acagleof Science in 1838, archived &grt.
In 40 139 that seems to be a copy of the same medieval snaptias above, but of greater

14" century copy currently in the British Museum haeib used as a corrective when translating thenadigi
Book VI is tentatively dated to have been begurrahe earlier parts of Book VI, though this ilear. Books
IX through XIII have survived almost in their emtiy, and are archived &4S. Lat. 10913n the Bibliotéque
Nationale. Some pages have been lost, and thegepildo the entire work is missing. However, three
independent copies were fortunately made when tk was intact. Of these, a copy made by Dom Wiilia
Vallin between 1503 and 1536 and residing in tHali@ieque Nationale undéiS. Dupys 875(Dis considered
the best, and has been used to supplement thegedition where the original is flawed. Of these tooks,
Book IX is concerned chiefly with the first crusadmd is largely paraphrased from tHistoria lerosolimitana
mentioned above. The entire work is translatedmriished in English, with parallel text in Latioy Marjorie
Chibnall between 1969 and 1980.

*! Chibnall 1969-80: xxvii, Volume VI.

2 \Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xx.

3 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xv.

* Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xvi.

> Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xvii.

“® Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xviii.
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accuracy’’ Where possible, this copy has been used by Vespagith Schaer in their English
translation. The medieval copy, now lost, is irelitsiot the autograph manuscript of Simon
Keza, but a copy of less than perfect qudfity.

Simon Kéza was a court cleric to Ladislas IV of gary, and wrote the chronicle
between 1282 and 1285. His work is translated Hriglish by Laszlo Vesprémy and Frank
Schaer, who write of the chronicler:his chronicle is a highly important record of traons,
or fictions, relating to the origins of the Hungan nation, the Huns and the Hungarians, and
of the immigrant noble families in Hungafy.As seen below however, it can be argued that
the work is equally, or even more so, a sourcétferhistory of 1% century Hungary.

The translators recount how it has been argued tihat work was originally
commissioned for propagandistic purposes with afiatt audience in mint. It can be
argued that its purpose was to convey to an intiema audience that Hungary was a
kingdom of considerable age and renown, where tireiples of proper government and
good law had reigned for centuries. If so, the argnt that contemporary custom can be read
into the ostensibly ‘historic’ account is strengtbd. The chronicle found a central place
among later Hungarian chroniclers, and passages fle Gesta Hungarorumhave been
included in works like the 15h centuBhronicon Budensand the 1% centuryChronicon
Pictum Vindobonensg

It has been difficult to distinguish what passagethe chronicle are entirely the work
of Simon Kéza, and what are largely copies or paases of older work¥. Presumably,
Kéza has used both the so-called ‘Anonymus’ chtenes well as th€hronicon Hungaro-
Polonicumof ca. 1220. Whatever the balance between orighwak and copy, thé&esta
Hungarorumremains an important source to the political aklof an astute member of the

13" century Hungarian ‘literati’.

1.4.4.Gesta principum Polonorum
The Deeds of the Princes of the Poless no author attributed to it, save an obscuezaece
to one ‘Gallus®® He may have been of Western European ofigifihe chronicle itself,

written between 1112 and 1118, paints with broaokss the history of the Polish lords from

" VVeszprémy/Schaer 1999: Ibid.
8 \Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xix.
9 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xv.
0 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xx.
*1 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xxi.
%2 \Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: xxiii.
%3 Knoll/Schaer 2003: xxvi.

** Knoll/Schaer 2003: xxvii.
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Boleslaw | through to Boleslaw Ill. Unfortunatelgrfthe subject of this thesis, it concerns
itself chiefly with the military victories and othespectacular deeds of princes whom the
author seeks to glorify. Nonetheless, certain egfees to political assemblies are evident,
particularly when Polish dukes and kings interaith wther polities and other rulers.

Knowledge of the text itself depends largely ore¢hcopies from the late Middle
Ages>® TheCodex Zamyscianusrchived adls. BOZ cim. 28, folios 20v-54w the National
Library in Warsaw dates from 1380-92 and is considehe best and most complete copy.
Another copy in the Library of the Czartoryski Musein Cracow is made directly from this
document and as such bears no textual significabe. third copy is the so-called
Heidelberg codexa paper manuscript from around 1469-71, kept inNlgonal Library in
Warsaw undemMMs. 8006, folios 119-247and reputedly based on a Cracow text from ca.
1330°° This text is incomplete and ends after chaptenfiBook 111, as well as omitting other
parts. Its value is consequently limited, thoughwiorking with the most commonly used
transcription, that of Maleczynski from 1952, itshaerved as a corrective. It is this
transcription that has been used for the Englishsiatior’

The value of the text lies largely in its sourcesntemporary oral sources have been

utilised extensively by the author, thus adding @asure of reliability to a chronicler not
native to the country of his chosen subféome written texts and old dynastic legends also

feature as sources for this compilatfon.

1.4.5.Chronica Boemorum

The Chronica Boemoruneonsists of three books, and spans two hundreditindears of
Czech history, from the early times shrouded intmigtthe author’s death in October 1£25.
The first book concerns itself with the time bef@@37, and treats the mythical origins of the
Czech people as well as its early rulers. As isetqd, it is in this part of the chronicle that
the author has taken the greatest liberty in hesgmtation, filling with what is clearly fancy
the holes in his leanint]. The second book spans from the accession of DugssRv | to
the death of his last son in 1092, while the tlebdcerns itself with years more contemporary

to Cosmas; 1092 to 1125. The latter part is chieitgupied with twenty-five years of

%5 Knoll/Schaer 2003: xx.

%6 Knoll/Schaer 2003: xxi.

" Knoll/Schaer 2003: xxiii. The translation usedtiis thesis was published with a parallel text atih in 2003
by Paul W. Knoll and Frank Schaer.

8 Knoll/Schaer 2003:xlv.

%9 Knoll/Schaer 2003: xlvi.

% Wolverton 2009: 4.

1 Wolverton 2009: 7.
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succession crises. Book one was completed in 1§ZDokmas of Prague, a clergyman native
to Bohemia but educated at the cathedral schoblégfe®® The remainder was produced by
Cosmas between 1120 and 1125. The chronicle waslywarculated in his day, and the
oldest surviving manuscript date from around fifears after his deaffi.The text used in this

thesis is translated by Lisa Wolverton, and trabscrin 1923 by Bertold Bretholz.

52 Wolverton 2009: 4.
5 Wolverton 2009: 17.
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Chapter 2: Ritual, symbolic communication and the ules of the game

2.1. A quantitative perspective
The emphasis of this thesis will be on comparisetwben two well-known chronicles from
central and western Europe, and three east-ceBwmabpean works considerably less
prominent, but no less important, in the field esearch. The approach has yielded a
discrepancy with regards to quantity; where Thietsn&hronicon Orderic’s Historia
Ecclesiasticaand theChronica Boemorunof Cosmas of Prague contain a considerable
number of references to political assemblies,Glesta Hungarorunof Simon Kéza and the
anonymousGesta principum Polonoruns much sparser with its information. The work of
Cosmas, despite being nominally grouped among dsecaentral chronicles, exhibits greater
similarities with the western evidence in the shguantity of references. In substance too it
straddles the chasm between east and west. The baltbw can serve to illustrate this

discrepancy.

Chronicon 65

Historia Ecclesiastica 55
Chronica Boemorum 46
Gesta Hungarorum 11

Gesta principum Polonorum 9

This irregularity is both a find in itself, and atpntial problem. While th&esta Hungarorum
and theGesta principum Polonorumre both shorter than the other chronicles (thegdtan
chronicle particularly so), the limited number afliical assemblies they treat can still serve
to shed light on the weight their compilers and enie assigns to them the ability to represent
attitudes prevalent among their contemporariesei teriod in general placed on political
assemblies. The potential problem presents itselieé former, namely that examples may be
too few and far between to accurately position-eastral Europe compared to the West.

Absence in sources is not necessarily indicativabsience in general when the more limited

® |t is important to note that a number of assemstiiave been left out of this statistics. All chodes covered
in this thesis make mention of the election of bistand abbots where no interaction occurs betwken t
institution in question, and the world at large.isTts particularly true with the election of abhotshich is
usually relegated to a matter entirely confinedht® monastery. As mentioned in the text, instingiclearly
entirely within the realm of the Church have no¢beonsidered. While the remaining four chroni@gkibit a
similar number of such elections, this decisionvekéhe results of Thietmar’s chronicle, where feasons
treated in the text, interaction between the Charuh society at large takes on a much more proroéan

16



scope of the narratives is kept firmly in mind. Fidiscrepancy must be factored in when
treating the east-central evidence.

Another factor that can benefit from a short egmur into the world of quantitative
history is the terminology used. The table belowveh what terms are used in the narratives

to describe the assemblies listed in the chart@bov

Consulto -
Contio 2
Consilium 1
Congregatio -
Communitas 9
Conventus 3
Sinodus 5
Colloguium 3 - - - -
Curia - 2 1 - -

0

AN PR
PR O
T o RPN
|'_\|U-||_‘H

A number of problems present themselves. Firsalbfalmost half of the political
assemblies in th€hronicon the Historia Ecclesiasticaand theChronica Boemorunfack a
specific terminology. The event is implicitly dead, or simply noted, as is often the case in
Thietmar, as an occasion in which ‘the great mehegad’, or where decisions was simply
made ‘by all’ mne$. The Gesta Hungarorunand theGesta principum Polonorumay be
sparse with references to political assemblies,ifutirn provide clear terminology for the
passages they do include. Secondly, it is diffitultistinguish between what is translated as
‘council’, ‘counsel’, and ‘advice’. All three areferred to agonsilium and used in a variety
of ways with no immediately discernable pattern.

If this table presents certain problems, theyraoee than made up for by what can be
read from it. Two main points make themselves agafirst of all, as will be treated below,
the east-central narratives sans the Polish cHeosmncern themselves considerably more
with the extended communal element, compared terdadrms used. Secondly, a pattern of
development can be found. Thietma€hronicon the oldest of the sources used, presents a
large number of terms used seemingly at ran8fokiore than a dozen different appellations

% Terms have been combined and grouped for the skkkarity. Consultg congregatioand sinodusremain
unedited save for grammar. Undawntio (assembly) are counted the term itself, as wella$ant spelling
(conctio etc.).Consilium conventusandcolloquiumare used in place of a number of variafisria is used to
indicate both this term for royal court, and tt@am rege Communitass a catch-all category to encompass a
number of different terms to the same effect; usclmting the communal element, often in combinatiGtin
other terms.Commune consiliumomni populg patriae tocius, generali plehiscommuniter consiliunmand
consensus omniudll fall under this category.

% Interestingly, Thietmar is the only source in whis used the exact tercolloquium publicum

17



are used to describe similar events. Turning toe@edpresents a different picture; a clear
majority of events are described asamsilium.One must be ever careful not to assume too
much, but it is perhaps safe to interpret this akiti in ideas as well as in language; Orderic
Vitalis represents a tradition in which these c@bisehave found more standardised use,
where an increasing institutionality have giver itie normalised terms.

Finally, it betrays a lack of terminological disttion so marked as to warrant comment
— while the termsinodusis used by th&Chroniconand theChronica Boemorumonly the
former confines it to use on ecclesiastical assemblindeed, Orderic makes no
terminological distinction between what is cleaalysynod, and regular secular assemblies;

both are noted ansilium

2.2. The communal element

Throughout this thesis and the examples used, imgis fa recurring concept: the idea of
community, of the people as a whole, of the emeadm in popular assent or opposition. As a
subject it is difficult to approach. The narratiyesy frequent lip-service to the idea; decisions
are made and ‘approved by all’, ‘by all the peogle’by common consent of all the Saxons’
or Normans or Hungarians or whichever nationatiated. It is closely connected with active
deliberation and communal participation in decismaking. It is difficult to ascertain exactly
what role and purpose this communal element has$wdrat, if any, separates the various
sources in their approach to the subject. Certaiagsuming any kind of organised or
institutional communal representation at assemblypriemature for this period. Antonio
Marongiu underscores how political assemblies edigor practical, not legal reasons, and
that assembly was a means of attaining legitinfa®&yo doubt the communal aspect was used
as such by political actor and chronicler alikewdwer, before embarking upon this analysis,
where these five chronicles will be extensively pamed, it is necessary to treat the

comparative method itself.

2.2.1.Comparative method
Comparative method, if such a thing exists, haditicmally been used more by historians of
the modern and classical periods than by medies&fisany different approaches have been

taken. Theda Skocpol and Margaret Somers haveilgotgtd three ‘logics’ of comparative

7 Marongiu 1968: 28ff.
% Melve 2009: 62.
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history; macro-causal analysis, parallel demoristmabf theory, and contrasts of conteXts.
Charles Tilly in turn holds up four typologies, nalsnindividualising, universalising, over-
arching, and variation-finding comparisdfid.adislav Holy on the other hand differentiates
between functional correlation, cross-cultural digsion, and intra-cultural comparisdh.
They are not alone.

All these approaches are useful to keep in mindnmaedertaking a comparison
between our chronicles. Holy’s functional corradatis of particular interest, though it carries
over into the problem of functionalism. This wille bireated below. Comparison itself
however, no matter the approach, carries withsiérges of problems. Gravest is the problem
of abstraction — in order to be manageable, engbidata must be abstracted, and hence their
inherent value is compromised. Hence, a small nurobenits are traditionally preferred, and
a synchronic comparative perspective is often festwver a diachronic approathThis in
turn detracts from the value of finding similar#jeSkocpol and Somers’ contextual contrasts
come to the fore. However, the nature of the sonraterial of this thesis necessitates both a
diachronic and a synchronic approach, and its vh&seprecisely in establishing common
features across the breadth of Christendom. Thiis ic&o question the value of comparative
method. Marc Bloch has assigned to it three funetido test hypotheses, to discover the
unique quality of different societies, and to fotata approaches to further reseaftfhe
first two are perhaps the most readily useful tus tpurpose, yet jostles with the above
problem of limited synchronic comparison.

The source material also brings into question vhkie of asymmetric comparison.
Clearly, the western material is voluminous to grde only imagined for east-central Europe.
As mentioned above, this may create the imprestiah political assemblies were a more
staple part of society in the west than in the.€ls¢ choice to disregard this discrepancy is
not without its own problems — for while absenceyrba attributed to a deficiency in source
material, it may just as well be indicative of ra@lsence of political assemblies, or rather, of
the same emphasis on them. It is most useful thhemkeep the hard numbers in mind, but put
the emphasis instead on the nature of the passhgeslo describe and refer to political

assemblies in east-central Europe.

9 Melve 2009: 64ff
0 Ibid
" Ibid
2 Melve 2009: 67.
3 Melve 2009: 68.
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2.1.2.A historiographical approach to assembly function
There is a set of prevailing assumptions regardimg function of medieval political
assemblies. These are in turn intrinsically linkechow these functions were fulfilled, thus
imbuing political assemblies with great importanceconflict management and resolution.

Political assemblies were, at least in part, cdyefitaged events! Timothy Reuter writes:

The characteristic form of public political actiomas therefore not that of transparent mediation
between divergent interests or claims openly exmesbut that of opaque ritualised behaviour
symbolising closure and reaffirming an order whidfould if at all possible be seen not to have been

threatened?

On their function, Reuter affords medieval politieasemblies great scope. Assemblies,
he argues, treated most major issues, from legisland diplomacy to court hearings and
military planning; indeed any kind of consultatiGhOn diplomacy he is especially clear:
Diplomacy was scarcely conceivable in this perigtheut a backdrop of regnal assembliés.
In this however, Reuter exhibits similarities witaditional constitutional historians like Fritz
Kern, who underscored the importance of populaergsi ‘foreign’ matters® As other
historians, Reuter infuses political assembliedwitportance in consultation on the state of
the realm whenever a ruler required popular suppewhether this support was judicially or
pragmatically required), yet his most importanteassn is perhaps his partial denial of
Habermas’ traditional argument that the ‘publict diot exist before the Enlightenment —
political assemblies, Reuter argues, was the ‘pullbhere. In his articl®©ttonian ruler-

representation in synchronic and diachronic compan Reuter writes:

Agriculturally and liturgically, the year moved dimuously, if at varying pace, around its cycle;
politically, time froze except on campaigns andaasemblies. It was here, for the most part, that
movement and interaction were possible at all. Addies were not merely occasions when the ruler
could represent himself as ruler in the flesh; tivre almost the only occasions when the politydcou
represent itself to itself. Outside the assembdyelwere the local politics of feud and ‘convivuioit

only at the assembly could this centreless pokfjne itself. &

" Reuter 2001 439f.
> Reuter 2001: 439.
® Reuter 2001: 440.
" Reuter 2001; 441.
8 Kern 1948: 82.

9 Reuter 2001; 442.
8 Reuter 1998: 378f.
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In spite of his criticism of traditional constitatial history, Reuter does not depart completely
from the idea of institutional evolution. Assemblide holds, merged imperceptibly into the
parliaments of the Late Medieval periddP.S. Barnwell’s general definition of political
assembly, that being accasions when groups, often relatively large gsyugpnvened for a
specific purpos® and further conforming to at least one of his eci, namely
commemoration or celebration of an event, jurisdicand judgement, consultation for the
common good and legislation with the same intentignconsidered above. In treating
political assemblies of the™7century, Barnwell is more specific than when spegkn
general terms. The occasions for the holding ofssembly, he writes, could include the
making of kings, swearing oaths of loyalty to thkatg, announcing judgements in high-
profile cases, making laws, and announcing importecisions to a wider publf.
Presumably, he considers these occasions to bentptthe most common, but the most
important, of events. Indeed, Barnwell considers glomulgation of laws to be the primary
function of that most common of assemblies; theineugatherings afforded little attention in
epic chronicles concerned chiefly with the unustrad,extraordinarsf’

Considering the function of assembly in treating ¢vent itself, Barnwell offers a picture

of 7" and &' century assemblies that is mirrored in later dewelents:

At the assembly, the process of decision-makingséee have been divided into two elements. First,
either before the assembly itself, or in its eastpges, the king and magnates (whether secular,
ecclesiastical, or both) agreed upon the matterkand. [...] Second, the decisions were placed before
the assembly as a whole for them to be acclaimed. There is no evidence that the full assembly

engaged in active debaté>..

Further elaborating on the subject of politicalessblies in general, P. S. Barnwell hints by
way of example to the one central feature of theliewal political assembly; the ability to

create and communicate an agreement, a soluticonsensu&® The assembly was a means
by which consensus was reached, and could seraevast for public opinion and disquiet in

a society where the only other alternative avaélabhs violent oppositiotf.Barnwell writes:

In the period before the rise of bureaucratic ldey, assembly was the best means of

81 Reuter 2001: 443.
82 Barnwell 2004: 3.
8 Barnwell 2004: 13.
84 Barnwell 2004: 24.
8 Barnwell 2004: 28.
8 Barnwell 2004: 5.
8 Barnwell 2004: 7.
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transacting almost any kind of business, of creptincommon understanding, a form of
consensus®® Insley, treating the Anglo-Saxon assemblies of ¢agly medieval period,
supports this view, and notes that ritual and cereat assemblies, whatever their other
functions, created a context in which dispute amdflict would be managed without matters
getting out of han&® This view seems prevalent in most treatments @fstibject, though in
light of Reuter's comment that conflict resolutimone of the best-documented and most-
studied functions of assembli€sone must not omit the possibility that it may iheested
with disproportionate importance for this very masNot all scholarly work supports the
notion that the primary function of political asddies was legislation or conflict
management, however, as seen above in the appobdttomas Bisson. The general trend is
nonetheless clear.

A study of research concerning assemblies outbiel@reas so far touched upon yields
results similar to those mentioned above; whemgsthe five types of occasions for which
assemblies were gathered in Catalonia and Aragin #00 to 1200, Adam Kostos reveals
obvious similarities between polities wide aparé k$ts general councils, the dedication of
churches and cathedrals, judicial sessions, coleeciath-taking, and peace assembifeBhe
resemblance to conclusions drawn on assembliesranceé, Germany and England adds
credence to the notion that meaningful insightoidoé gained from comparing attitudes to
political assemblies in chronicles separated bysictamable chasms of both space and time.

As is evident from the above, there are, unsurmlgi some diverging definitions of
political assemblies and of their rules and funwtioConcern has been expressed that
historians deal too much in the course and theoowtcof political assemblies, and fail to
concern themselves sufficiently with the form ahe tunction of these perceived institutions.

2.2.2.Comparative perspectives on the popular element
While all the chronicles in this thesis speak olitmal assemblies and communal consensus,
they differ on what terms are used to describedbrssent. Certainly, all employ concepts of
‘great men’, ‘magnates’ or ‘nobles of the land’daih is to them that by far that falls the
prerogative to attend political assemblies, whatdfeir role and function. Yet a broader

communal element can be discerned, one in whichbsamead considerable differences

8 Barnwell 2004: 9.
8 Insley 2004: 50.

% Reuter 2001: 441.
91 Kostos 2004: 134.
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between some of the narrative sources. A shortntexa of the concepts employed can serve
to accentuate these differences.

First one must disperse with the assemblies whereoncrete identity is attributed to
the participants. These comprise a large numbeasseémblies and all chronicles studied.
Kings, popes and dukes would convene ‘councilsynégls’ or ‘assemblies’, with little
information provided as to whom attended; ‘all pr&swould agree or consent or oppose as
the situation required.

Of the five chronicles, Thietmar of Mersebur@hroniconis most clear in the concepts
employed as far as the participants are concertienigh he is similarly unclear on the
assemblies themselves). With some exceptions wagereentioned above a decision is noted
as being ‘approved by all’, or in the case of daartzhurch appointments, ‘by the clergy and
the people’, Thietmar refers with consistency te principes, optimatesor senatores,
translated as seen below to ‘leading men’, ‘great’nor simply ‘the nobility’. These men are
held to represent the community at large, certaiblyt said community is rarely, if ever,
explicitly mentioned as engaging the prince in ditipal assembly. Orderic is close to
Thietmar; ‘magnates’ and ‘baronddgrone$ are frequently employed, along with the same
‘great men’ of theChronicon and the occasional ‘wise’ men, or ‘nobles’. Theeption is
Orderic’s treatment of the Crusades, where the lpoplement is rhetorically extended to
include a less closely-defined group, which will discussed below, and the election of
Lothair 111%%, who is described as beingenthroned by a general resolution of the people
(plebig.®

The Polish chronicle provides the bridge betwédesé two western chronicles, and the
east-central evidence. The anonymous chroniclerl@mprincipes and magnatorumto
describe those who attend political assemblies,hnascOrderic or Thietmar might, but his
work provides a few exceptions. When the young 8ale travelled Poland to gain support
for his claim to the throne, he arrived in a towhene the chronicler describes him as calling
a meeting, first with the leading townsmen and mldand then with the people as a whole
(totum populum® A meeting on a much smaller scale than the laeggonal or national
assemblies certainly, but also an affirmation @bacept of communal consent and an early

urban popular assembly.In treating the precursor to Emperor Henry®¥ invasion of

92 Lothair Il, King of Germany from 1125, Holy Rom&mperor from 1133 to 1137.

93 Chibnall 1969-80: 361ff, Volume VI, Book XlI..generalis plebis edicto intronizatus successit.
% Knoll/Schaer 2003: 145.

% For more on these early urban gatherings in Polsewl Zernack 1967.

% Henry V, King of Germany from 1098, Holy Roman Eengr from 1106 to 1125.
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Poland in 1109, the chronicler attributes to Duk@eBlaw the position that he could not
acquiesce to the demands of the emperor save lgothenon counsel of his meoommmune
consilium and his own will and decision, though the naweatjives no indication as to the
identity of those mef’

The works of Simon Kéza and Cosmas of Prague devigogn this pattern. Certainly,
they too make use of the ‘leading men’ and ‘prihce®mbles’ and ‘magnates’ of the other
chronicles, but the popular element is much mooag@unced. The emphasis here in on the
myths of origin that the two largely share. The artpnce of these as it pertains to the
political ecclesiology of the compilers will be dissed below. Suffice to say, where
Thietmar and Orderic firmly adheres to communalsem being expressed by the ‘great men’
of the realm, Simon and Cosmas include in theirke@ greater rhetorical emphasis on the
people as a whole. The Huns willingly put themsglvader the command of princ&dt was
the communitaghat could declare the decisions of a judge iv&liSimon does not keep to
rhetorically implying this popular element eithée explicitly relates how the Hungarians of
antiquity were all equal® and how they enjoyed a communal style of governrfehis
emphasis abates as the chronicler turns to Christiengary, though it was ‘the Hungarians
as a whole’ who deposed Peter the Venefiawhere the Hungarian narrative limits this
rhetorical emphasis to the mythical origins of Hhengarian people, Cosmas of Prague carries
if further. He too has similar myths, where in sgftthe woman Libuse as judge, he relates
how Since she predicted many proven futures for heplpethat whole people took common
counsel(commune consiliuand set her up as judge over them after the deéther
father!®® The emphasis on the popular element continuesdogmas’ treatment of Christian
Bohemia. When Boleslav 'fl* in 967 sought to elect Thietmar as Bishop of Peace
...convened the clergy, leaders, and peofdepulun) of the land and, through his own
entreaties and admonitions, he brought it about #xaeryone by common assécommuni

assens)l elected Thietmar as their bish&3.The communal element is most explicitly stated

" Knoll/Schaer 2003: 227.

% \Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 25.

% Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 29.

190\/eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 31.

101\/eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 43.

192y/eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 121.

193 WwWolverton 2009: 40 Et quia populo multa et certa predixit futura, omilia gens commune consilium iniens
patris eius post necem hanc sibi prefecit in iudicBretholz 1955: 11.

1% Boleslav I, Duke of Bohemia 972-999.

195 Wwolverton 2009: 73...clerum, primates terra et populum convocat atquie precibus et monitis efficit, ut
eum sibi in episcopum omnes communi assensu el@jatholz 1955; 44.
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when Cosmas treats the election of Duke Spitihtf8\He writes:After Bretislav's®’ death,

all the Czech people great and small, by commomseicommuni consilipand like will,
chose his firstborn son Spitihnev as their duk& The terminology used in this passage us
quite unique; no other chronicle draw so explicitly the people as a whole, regardless of
station.

The reason behind these differences can find a aupfitentative explanations. It may
simply be a question of style and language, intickviittle meaning can be read. Or, when
Simon Kéza relegates it to the ancient mythicat pashe Hungarians, it may be an attempt
to justify the reign of his contemporary princesaincient privileges. Similar concerns may
have led Cosmas to emphasise the communal elemnaptd to justify not only dynastic but
personal rule. Indeed, if one holds that rhetordes a specific need for justification, this
insistence on wide popular mandates may indicaterdested contemporary view of the
birthright and rulership of the dukes Cosmas sotglitefend. Given the turbulent struggles
over succession in his account, this is a probak¢anation. This approach does not explain
however why Thietmar of Merseburg, equally preocedipvith challenged rule and civil war,

fails to employ a similar rhetorical devi&¥.

2.2.3 Consent and active deliberation
The arena of medieval life where active deliberat@md the consent of a large number of
people is most striking, is when the sources tmrgtary campaigns and decisions pertaining
to them. As Timothy Reuter has pointed out, th@@asion between political assemblies and
armies and warfare is undeniably strokgercitus(army) is even used to describe political
assemblies, if not frequently in these sources thiéean in medieval narratives in general,
though one must be careful not to read too muah sotch a term — it may very well be the
only term available to a chronicler with limited tlra for describing a large gathering of
people. Even so, the source material makes thisca$®n indisputable. It also serves to
highlight a marked difference between the works Qufderic Vitalis and Thietmar of
Merseburg. Almost intuitively, a medieval politicassembly where the monarch gathered
with his vassals must have served at times aseraan which to plan a military campaign.

Indeed, the feudal structure of the medieval steg be a deciding factor in the development

1% gpitihnev 11, Duke of Bohemia 1055-1061.

197 Bretislav |, Duke of Bohemia 1035-1055.

198 wolverton 2009: 131Post cuius obitum filium eius primogenitum nomimdtignev omnes Boemice gentis,
magni et parvi, communi consilo et voluntate péigunt sibi in ducem. Bretholz 1955: 103.

1991t is an interesting, though not novel, obsentibat most, if not all sources use the word ‘climei’ to
indicate both a specific council, and the act &frtg counsel and receiving advice.
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of political assemblies themselves. Antonio Marongin his monographMedieval
Parliaments writes: The feudal system was not itself a cause of tledfiparliaments. But
where parliaments were born and developed, if erfbed their composition and structure
and became one of their component parts and caatds™'® The military structure of the
medieval polity is no small part of this. Yet a® tfollowing will show, the deliberative
element is pronounced in thdistoria Ecclesiastica while subdued in Thietmar. When
treating war in the context of political assembligsd political assemblies in light of political
ritual, it is interesting to note that Karl Leys#scribes medieval battles as ‘highly ritualised
events™**! This gives credence to the position that mattérsas was as much a part of a web
of political conflict resolution as it was in it§¢he conflict to resolve.

The deliberative element is quite pronounced. Aangxe will be provided below
where a large number of knights make unannounceeaspnces at an assembly in the
Anglo-Norman realm. Where chroniclers go into detaoncerning the popular element, said
element often constitutes the army. However, mlifglanning still remain largely an arena
for the political elite. William Rufus? summoned the forces of his barons to Winchester
concerning a campaign against Robert in Norm&Hdythe conflict that provides a
considerable part of Orderic’s story. The chromiclgributes these words to himask you to
meet together in a counditonciliun), discuss measures wisely among yourselves, and tel
me what you decide should be done in this crisiyou approve | will send an army to
Normandy... They approved* Similar examples can be found in Orderic’'s wbrk.
Examples to the same effect can be found in CosihBsague also. The first Duke Bretislav
took counsel with his men, and ordered them todevBoland® Duke Svatopluk’, in his
struggle for the throne, took counsel with his wae and heard their advice on what course
to take; subtlety and deception was urged aboverued warfaré® No detail is provided as

to the identity of these who are described as ngthiut the duke’s ‘men’. That it refers

10 Marongiu 1968: 33.

11| eyser 1994: 197.

H2william I1, King of England from 1087 to 1100.

13 Chibnall 1969-80: 179, Volume IV, Book VIII.

114 Chibnall 1969-80: 181, Volume IV, Book VIlIColligite queso concilium, prudenter inite consiliy
sententiam proferte, quid in hoc agendum sit distre Mittam si laudatis exercitum in Normanniam...

15 When William Rufus .called together all his barons of Normandywnd asked them what to do concerning
the capture of his rival Count Helias, Orderic raats how they replied in common consent by urghegking

to embark upon a military campaign and conquerptevince of Maine. Chibnall 1969-80: 239, Volume V,
Book X. ...conuocatis in unum Normanniae baronibus a8imilarly, when Stephen is noted as summoning his
nobles and asking their council on the enemy ad¥aand Orderic explicitly notes that he receiveifledint
counsel. Chibnall 1969-80: 541, Volume VI, Book IXII

8 \Wolverton 2009: 112.

17 svatopluk the Lion, Duke of Bohemia 1107-1109.

®Wolverton 2009: 203f.
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implicitly to the leaders of the army and not tgire army in itself is reasonable to assume,
yet a deliberative element absent from many otypd of assembly is explicitly made clear.
In Thietmar, the monarch is afforded a less detakattitude. At a gathering of leading men
in Goslar, the emperor simply announced a camgaigime region-° Similar instances occur
in the text, but nowhere is active deliberationlexy mentioned in the same manner as in
Orderic.

In the Anglo-Norman narrative, not only does thagkask for both permission and
advise from his magnates, but gatherings of nadlesafforded initiative on their own. When
the nobles of Normandy were threatened by the imtsmRobert of Bellenté® The Norman
magnates grew alarmed when they realized what vappdning, and in great anxiety held
many long discussions on how best to re$fst.

The Gesta principum Polonoruis for instance concerned chiefly with matters afw
and so it is unsurprising assemblies treat theseeras. When Duke Bolesla% sought
counsel from his magnates as to the right coursacbn against his rebellious sons, they
decreed that he was to seize the towns of Sandpmiet Cracow from then? The incident
has clear parallels to the gathered magnates ahilwly telling William Rufus to assemble
his army and conquer the province of Maine. In@ssta Hungarorunon the other hand, no
parallel to this or any other military assemblyfimnd!?* The structure of the medieval
Hungarian military may very well have rendered saohnsiderations as found in the West
irrelevant. Indeed, the absence of a feudal straclin to that of the West has been given as
a cause for a dissimilar development of represiemtatstitutions->

A surprising degree of active deliberation is prowe the examples above, sans the
works of Thietmar and Simon, but most of these rakfies remain limited to the elite.

Examples where this deliberation is extended ttude a wider spectrum of individuals can

19 During this week, at the emperor’s orders, our iegdmen gathered at Goslar. On this occasion, mgleun
Siegfried received his brother Henry’s countshigaapaign in our own region was announced, andethvess
discussion of other useful and urgent matters peirig to the endangered homelaniarner 2001: 346, Book
Seven, Chapter 54n hac ebdomada principes nostri edictu cesarisGagleri conveniunt, ibique tunc avinculo
meimet Sigfrido comitatus fratris Heinrici comengtaet expedico in nostris partibus ordinatur caeigue
patriae periclitantis proficua et admodum necesaatisputanturTrillmich 1966: 414.

120 Robert de Belléme, Earl of Shrewsbury, influertéaid holder in both England and Normandy.

121 chibnall 1969-80: 231, Volume IV, Book VIIQuibus uisis Normannici proceres turbati sunt;nomie
merore afflicti de resistendo diu multumque traetaunt.

'22Boleslaw IIl, Duke of Poland 1102-1138.

123\/eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 149.

** Attila is described as holding court in Eisenaclhere he decides to send a great host against thesDa
Norwegians, Frisians, Lithuanians and PrussianssuPnably the description of the event harkens badke
Hun campaigns in Northern Europe in tHecgntury, though if one hypothesises that this pathe chronicle
reflects in part the chronicler's contemporarytattes, one may suggest a certain connection betmdgary
planning and a royal court. Veszprémy/Schaer 1999:

125 Rady 2000: 5.
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be found when Orderic is concerned with the Fisis@de. Certainly, his treatment of the
crusade, largely not of his own making yet activadjted by him, gives ample proof of active
deliberation between various crusading lead@r#\ communal element however is also
present. Concerns more practical than those treatBdrope find their way to gatherings of
great men. Thomas Bisson makes this point whetirige¢he Forth Crusad&, but it is no
less true in the #2century. Upon arrival in the Holy Land, Christi@aders met together and
by common consent dispatched Hugh the Great assamito Emperor Alexidé® in
Constantinoplé?® At Antioch, the crusaders discussed among themsebn how to
proceed=*° Once inside, they gathered to deliberate on hofintb the Holy Lancé>! The
same pattern is repeated when the crusaders ‘bymoomconsent’ send envoys to
Kerbogha® and the hostile army besieging th&th,or when crusaders were similarly
besieged by the Turkish leader Belek and King Baidvf Jerusalert?* asked all his men for
advice™*® Orderic is careful in noting that he received madifferent opinions. Outside the
gates of Jerusalem, they took counsel with eachrathd engaged in what Orderic clearly
describes as deliberative military plannifi§When Robert Guiscard fell while on campaign,
he told his men to elect a leader from among theres&’ These are but a handful of
examples from the text where men of the crusadieatate among themselves on practical
matters pertaining to a military campaign, but vehigre author has lost his usual emphasis on
‘great men’ or ‘magnates of the realm’. Deliberatig attributed just as often only to ‘the
crusaders’, rather than to their leaders.

Where in the above, Thietmar of Merseburg provitlegl exception to the rule that
active deliberation was often attributed to largéhgrings of military men, he also provides a
contrast to Orderic when popular participation bg army is concerned. Save a reference to
the host gathering upon Otto III's de&th there is no mention in his work of any kind of
participation by the larger military community; gnthe ‘great men’ are afforded any

attention. Indeed, if similar examples are to henfbin the German lands, it is to Orderic one

126 Chibnall 1969-80: 89ff, Volume V, Book IX.

127 Bisson 2009: 497.

128 Alexius | Comnenus, Byzantine emperor 1081-1118.

129 Chibnall 1969-80: 129, Volume V, Book IX.

130 Chibnall 1969-80: 89, Volume V, Book IX.

131 Chibnall 1969-80: 109, Volume V, Book IX.

izi Kerbogha, Atabeg (noble rank with gubernatoriapmnsibilities) of Mosul during the First Crusade.
Ibid.

134 Baldwin 11, King of Jerusalem 1100-1118.

1% Chibnall 1969-80: 119, Volume VI, Book XI.

1% Chibnall 1969-80: 163, Volume V, Book IX.

137 Chibnall 1969-80: 37f, Volume 1V, Book VII.

138 \Warner 2001: 187, Book 4, Chapter 49.
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must turn, who notes that during the imperial étecfollowing the death of Henry V, sixty

thousand fighting men were preséfit.

2.3. Reconciliation

The satisfactory resolution of conflicts was celntoamany aspects of medieval life, and no
less so in the chronicles treated here. Reconottidietween feuding parties is a topic subject
to much research. It is first necessary to relegatdlict management largely to the domain
of politics, rather than law. As Frederic Cheyaettites, before the mid I2century, conflicts
were settled by compromise, not by authoritativertsoand objective criteri4’ The role of
assemblies in particular is of interest to thisstbelt can serve to shed light on the ritual
aspect of political assemblies, and on the degfedependence and active deliberation
taking place in them. Hanna Vollrath underscores bonflict management was a communal
responsibility in a society without clearly estabked judicial institutions** Regular courts
featured, but remained but one part of the pictiree management of conflicts and
disagreements was a political matter for the laggnmunity. Timothy Reuter agrees with
Gerd Althoff in that the polities of this periodtaely feared and shunned open expression of

conflict and disagreemeft® He writes:

The characteristic form of public action was theref not that of transparent mediation between
divergent interests or claims openly expressed,tbhat of opaque ritualised behaviour symbolising

closure and reaffirming an order which should ifeitpossible be seen not to have been threatéfed.

By this assumption, gatherings where hostile pamiere to meet and reconcile must
have been subject to a great degree of preparatimh,perhaps a great degree of control.
Insley too underscores ceremonial role of asses\bliaere disputes and conflicts could be
managed without matters getting out of hand (albfierring specifically to Anglo-Saxon
England)*** As shown above, Barnwell considers assembliesbdst means of forming a
consensus® That does not necessitate the same singular foeusreventing dissent that
Reuter has however. Stuart Airlie adds nuance & pgbsitions when he explains how

medieval political assemblies were not open, deatmcarenas...if we should not imagine

139 Chibnall 1969-80: 363, Volume VI, Book XII.
140 Cheyette 1970: 287-299.

141 vollrath 2002: 94.

142 Reuter 2001: 439.

143 |pid.

144 Insley 2004: 50.

145 Barnwell 2004: 9.
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such meetings as overshadowed by untrammelled aoyhority, it seems that we should also
not imagine them as venues for frank speech amcefierguments?® Prepared ceremonies
were hardly all that contemporaries understoodrabkes to be?*’ He admits however that

the ruling elite rarely risked using language ofomostility™*®

This approach necessitates an analysis of the pooégolitical ritual in itself. Here
the French historian Philippe Buc has carved fardelf a prominent position. In his seminal
article Ritual and interpretation: the early medieval cagaad the subsequent monogrdjte
Dangers of RitualBuc upset the established scholarly order wifferce criticism of how
historians employ the concept of ‘ritual’. He akadhe notions of ritual and consensus that
have been central to many historians of politicdemblies. His criticism is fundamental to
this thesis, in that Buc is concerned chiefly withrrative sources. The approach to
assemblies as staged events was thus similarlyzeaip<Buc argues that where traditional
historians have viewed ritual as a specific functiotuals in texts, rather, suggests that the
textual rendition of the event had considerably endimpact than its performant®.
Interpretation is about authority and power, andsitin interpretation and reception that
meaning is ascribed, not in the event itself. Bonpleasises the rhetoric of religious mystery,
and claims that medieval authors imbued favoureehesvwith animation as a rhetorical
tool.**° Rituals in themselves did not shape society; théérpretation did>*

Furthermore, leaning on Warner or Buc yields sigaiitly different readings of these
types of conflict resolution; if a ritual of subrsign, resolution was staged; if a ritual in Buc’s
sense, it was more a creation of the chroniclec Bwot without critics however. Goeffrey
Koziol can serve to shed light on what seems aradittion. Koziol holds that Buc has
misunderstood the way historians use ritual, aatlite use is far from as rigidly functionalist
as Buc claim$>? While Buc desires to banish the word ‘ritual’ frdnistorical scholarship, he
too uses it profusely — if at times under differeatnes. Buc’s approach does not bar from use
the concept of ritualised interaction. Other scieotao admit readily the relationship between
ritual and audience, without demanding that tradai approaches be thrown overboard

entirely. Hanna Vollrath writesthe essence of rituals seems to lie in the fadtttiey were

148 Ajrlie 2004: 29.

47 Ajrlie 2004: 37.

148 Ajrlie 2004: 30.

9Buc 2000: 183.

9 Byc 2000: 186.

151 Buc 2000: 191. Buc even goes so far as to asthibelesire to influence interpretation to be teeyvmotive
for historical writing. Buc 2000: 186.

%2 Koziol 2002: 377
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performed by persons in the presence of a knowédsgeaudiencé® In treating a central

conflict in theGesta principum PolonorunZbigniew Dalewski points out that:

Gallus’ story proves that ritual's role as a potiil tool was principally determined less by the
completion of a specific set of ritual gesturesnthey the meaning ascribed to those gestures by the
participants and observers — who, taking advantafygtual’s ambiguity, were able to manipulate the
sense of these gestures, and to endow them witliasilye meaning in accordance with their own

interestst>

An alternative to Buc does not deny this importamuerpretation is an important part of any
political ritual, even if it has a specific funatioThis foreshadows the general conclusion of
this thesis; that both Buc and Alfhoff maintain alsé dichotomy between stringent
functionalism and malleable interpretation.

Resolving conflicts is one of the best-documented aost-studied functions of
assemblies, Reuter writés. Allow the documentation, then, to shed light orese

assumptions.

2.3.1.Reconciling feuding peers

Private feuds were common not least in the Holy RorEmpire, but in Christendom in
general. They provide a series of excellent exasnge the role and presentation of
assemblies in this undertaking. The following valow a marked difference between the
Empire of Thietmar’'s world, and the rest of Eurofp@ietmar alone shows an undeniable
connection between private feuds and political msdies. Furthermore, the exact role of
assemblies is notoriously difficult to ascertairerél as in other passages, the problem of
omission of detail is obvious — chroniclers desenbatters as settled, but offer little insight
into how, or by whom. At times however, consideeadbétail is provided.

A telling example is when Emperor Ottdfl convened an assembly in Quedlinburg at
Easter, where the dukes of Poland and Bohemiagusioreign dignitaries, and the leading
men of the kingdom appeared. Here, Thietmar writesatters had been settled peacefully
and gifts had been distributétf. Presumably, some prior conflict demanded resolytow

Thietmar seems to be in no doubt that it is haerdhe presence of many leading men, that

3 yvollrath 2002: 97.

% Dalewski 2008: 193.

155 Reuter 2001: 441.

1% 0Otto 11, King of Germany from 961, Holy Roman Empefrom 967 until his death in Rome in 983.

157 Warner 2001: 115, Book 2, Chapter 31consummatisque pacifice cunctis, ditati munerimagnis...
Trillmich 1966: 68.
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such a resolution belongs. The chronicler is catefunote that the assembly is convened ‘at
the emperor’s order’. Attendees, or so Thietmaated, returned home satisfied, though no
detail is provide as to exactly what was considefidw connection between the satisfactory
resolution of a conflict and a political assemidyfurther cemented in Book 4, where in 995
..through good counselconsilio), a long-running dispute between *ffieHenry (Duke of
Bavarid®®) and Gebhard of Regensbif§was settled..at a meeting of the king’s leading
men at Magdeburtf* This meeting too is described specifically as gdield by the king.
The duke is described as ‘celebrated’ and ‘pioasd upon his deathbed soon after, he
implores his heir never to oppose his king and,lesgressing his regret at having done so
himself. Not only is concord achieved between HafrBavaria and Gebhard of Regensburg,
but Thietmar takes the opportunity to reinforce fthgression of subservience to the
monarch.

The list of similar events goes on: Abbess MatHfilaregent in the emperor's
absence, held an assembly in Magdeburg to resateaféict over the kidnapping of a young
bride'®® Henry 1M* when faced with the task of resolving a confl@tween Count
Hermart® and his uncle Margrave Gunzéfiy ..asked the leading men to give their
collective opinion(communiter consiliujnregarding the many complaints and also to assess
the justification suggested by Gunzelin and hispsders*®” The build-up to this assembly
has the emperor arriving on the scene and investggéhe matter of the feud between the
two, and assigning all blame to Gunzelin. Thietmescribes the magnates as discussing the
matter in private:After deliberating in privatgsecretg¢ for a long time, they offered the
following response’?® The magnates condemned the man, but urged the ahotmishow
clemency and spare him punishment.

Interestingly, David Warner, in his articléhietmar of Merseburg on Rituals of

Kingship, holds up this passage as an example of what he a&aflite of submission™®

158 presumably this is a typographical error

9 Henry I, Duke of Bavaria 948-955, younger brotb®tto I.

180 Bishop of Regensburg 994-1023.

81 \Warner 2001: 165, Book 4, Chapter 20cum bono ibidem finitur consili@rillmich 1966: 136.

162 Abbess of Quedlinburg Abbey from 966 to 999, daeghf Otto I, sister of Otto II, aunt of Otto IlI.

183 \Warner 2001: 181, Book 4, Chapter 42.

%4 Henry 11, King of Germany from 1002, King of Itafyom 1004, Holy Roman Emperor from 1014; lasthsf t
Ottonians.

1% Herman I, Margrave of Meissen from 1009 to 1038.

1% Gunzelin of Kuckenburg, Margrave of Meissen frod®2 to 1009.

157 Warner 2001: 275, Book 6, ChapterIBéer tot lamentationes et eiusdem suorumaque efiongs principum
communiter consilium a rege quaeritur...Trillmich 1966: 302.

188 |pid. ...ab hiis diu hoc secrete voluventibus taliteppesdetur.. Trillmich 1966: 302.

%9 Warner 1995: 66.
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Falling in line behind the likes of Gerd Althoff, &her describes a practice of carefully
prepared rituals of submission, where the assettlyd as a stage upon which was played
out reconciliation between liege and vassal. Gunzsetually submitted himself to the
judgement of the emperor, and he was received inékis grace (and presumably also that
of Count Herman), and so the conflict was resolvidte role of the assembly then is not to
hear the case and facilitate through negotiaticarecord between the feuding parties. Rather
it serves as a means to promulgate an agreemehtectadeforehand — for surely for a ritual to
take place, it must have been prepared in advadioe. may even go further, and express
agreement with Philippe Buc that this promulgatioight not even have taken place at the
assembly itself, but in the text. If the event litseas carefully staged, Thietmar may have
clad the assembly in semblances of active delilmgrad support the notion that the outcome
enjoyed widespread public support. If so, it assumeritical public for his chronicle which
would look unfavourably on sovereign autocracy, amtéhue with greater legitimacy that
decision which was made with a sufficient degree@hmunal consent, even participation.
The argument has a major flaw however; it is they veeading men’ who are asked to
convene, who do so in private. No larger assentgvier mentioned, nor does the process
indicate that this gathering of leading men waseestly small or limited. The identity of
these leading men is as usual omitted, as is thamber. It plays the part of Althoff's
colloquium secretumbut not to a largecolloquium publicumThe private nature of this
deliberation is thus difficult to ascertain — wasan exclusive group of nobles as Althoff
would have it, sans the corresponding public gatgeor was it private in a more general
sense, in that the assembly at large deliberatdtbuti the accuser or the accused present to
disturb them? It is difficult to say.

Regarding the assembly held by Abbess Mathildagtiar makes a point of noting
that not only did she assemble a gathering of fgpdien, she consulted said men on whether
to hold an assembly at &f° On the one hand, the honourable abbess is degcnitmst
favourably and noted as being regent of the impelignity in the absence of the Holy
Roman Emperor. On the other hand, the chroniclpeas to expect her to consult not only
on the issue, but essentially to consult on whetiheonsult, or at the very least he desires to
showcase her good nature by telling the readerstatdid so. Whether the emperor himself

would be expected to treat his magnates with tmeesdeference is doubtful, though the

0Warner 2001: 181, Book 4, Chapter 42.
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Polish evidence does note how the monarch conshliednagnates not only during an
assembly, but prior to and in preparation of sugathering.

These examples from Thietmar stand in sharp cdnivaheHistoria Ecclesiasticaof
Orderic Vitalis, in which the approach to this reatis decidedly different. Only two private
conflicts are resolved in assembly. At Bréval, tiwed between Ascelin Goel de Percival and
his lord William of Breteuil was resolved, and W4lin's prior imprisonment at the hand of
the former is described by Orderic as his involgntaenten penancE! Earlier in the
Historia, the magnates of Normandy, presumably in a gathesf some sort, played a vital
role when...Robert duke of Normandy yielded to the petitidnsisomagnates, pardoned his
brother Henry, and freed him from the imprisonmehich he had shared with Rob€ftof
Belléme'"

It is not that conflict resolution in assembly occwarely in Orderic; far from it. It is
however almost exclusively concerned with recongilihe king with his rebellious vassals —
of which there were many — or it relegates simdaents not to reconciliation, but to legal
judgement. Where Orderic has but two such inciddahts east-central evidence has none at
all. Conflict resolution is featured frequentlytime works of Cosmas of Prague; less so in the
Polish and Hungarian narratives. Without excepkiowever they treat conflicts involving the
monarch, not said prince appearing in assemblyacwhciling feuding subjects. This speaks
volumes on early medieval Germany; perhaps on eadgern Europe in general, if one
assumes that presentation reflect ideas and canhoemtemporary to the chroniclers. The
German polity alone was of such a factitious amgjife nature, and had such a rudimentary
form of government in a society so concerned weh df blood and honour, that even that
primary purpose of the monarch, the maintenanceradér and peace, necessitated not only

popular participation, but popular compromise atuht displays of concord and harmony.

2.3.2.Reconciliation between lord and vassal
Assemblies as venues for reconciliation betweenntbaarch and an errant vassal however
are featured predominantly in Orderic, and findsajp@ls in other works. As this section will
show, assemblies appear assigned to a consultaterenly, even if initiative often lies with

the assembly.

11 Chibnall 1969-80: 178, Volume IV, Book VIIII. Itsipossible that the chronicler sought to abate any
resentment the lord of Breteuil or his supporteay tmave had by imbuing his incarceration with aropiety.

172 Robert of Belléme, Earl of Shrewsbury from 1098162, extensive holdings in Normandy from 1082.

13 Chibnall 1969-80: 165, Volume IV, Book VII. Robertus Normanniee dux optimatum suorum
supplicationibus adquiescens Henricum fratrem sgoncessit: et a uinculis in quibus cum Roberto akensi
constrictus fuerat absoluit.
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Orderic Vitalis is no less concerned with confliesolution than Thietmar. This role is not
restricted purely to the peaceful resolution offtots, but extends also to popular approval of
measures taken by the crown when conflicts do .avien William the Conqueror was faced
with opposition to his rule from his son Robert dmnd supporters, he spent much time in
Normandy. During this extended stay, he made hither Odd’* Bishop of Bayeux, regent
of England. Upon return he found that Odo had cggwe the realm, and he turned to his
magnates for a resolutidft Give serious thought to what should be done aridte| | beg
you, what you decid€ Orderic credits the king with saying. The assemibl at least
consultative. Building up to this is a familiar the in the disparaging of political enemies not
only found in Orderic. The chronicler, through Wth, describes his foe in unsympathetic
terms: Odo seized riches, oppressed the poor, tdete¢he kingdom and had ‘shaken it with
unjust exactions’. The passage is interesting, Uusrdt appears to provide an example of
failed reconciliation — or perhaps failed commupatticipation in judgement. Of the great
men’s response, Orderic writedl] feared the great man and hesitated to pronowss#ence
on him..}”” Consequently, the king had to take action on tis.df we follow the approach
of Philippe Buc and others, this is a consciousicgh@n behalf of the chronicler — when
communal assent to punitive action failed to beresged, Orderic had to resort to ascribing
fear and hesitation to the gathered magnates tm g&onting William as an imperious lord,
heedless of popular sentiments. Working from tlseiaption that private motive attributed to
men of the distant past speaks more of the chemikchn it does of the men involved, one is
inclined to agree.

Speeches, undoubtedly imaginary, are often ateuto various actors in the
chroniclers, and can provide insight into his thaugdOrderic utilises heroic speeches and
dramatic dialogue entirely of his own inventiont ffeese passages are not diminished in their
capacity to shed light on his own presumption omw hoatters he chronicled would have

transpired. Some accounts may be closer to hislaaruracy. Chibnall writes:

Some speeches are more closely related to realteleband may at times be

straightforward reporting. In describing the couhadf Rheims, Orderic twice

7 0do of Bayeux, half brother to William the Conqugishop of Bayeux from 1049.

175 Chibnall 1969-80: 41, Volume IV, Book VII.

176 Chibnall 1969-80: 43, Volume IV, Book VIQuid inde agendum sit caute considerate, et mictdsq
insinuate.

7 |bid: Cumque omnes tantum uirum timerent, et sententiahuin proferre dubitarent.

35



recorded the attempts of the Norman delegates swan charges levelled against

Henry | and Bishop Audoin of Evreux were shoutedrda'®

Direct speech, she also argues, may be simplyuheegsence of a debdfé.Instances like
these remain the only ones where a concrete idedef, where and what is to be settled in
assembly is presented to the reader. When the licelselRalph of Beaumont sought

reconciliation with King William, Orderic attribusethese words to him:

| seek a truce, my lord king, he said, from yoghiniess until you return safe and sound from Le Mans
There the bishop has his seat and the council gnai@s(senatorum conciois established; there
every day the welfare of the province is publiéggcdssed and measures are taken for its safetyvilVe
gladly acquiesce in whatever treaty is made withn yloere, and will obey your commands in all

things?®°

Many others besides Ralph sought peace with thg. kifihis passage is surprisingly
detailed. Emphasis is placed on the public nat@irhe discussion, and at first glance, this
may point to an actively deliberative conference. alternative explanation can be provided
however. If we accept the assumption that negotiatihave taken place prior to the
assembly, the public nature of the gathering \aitket up a different function — that of witness,
or the colloquium publicumof Gerd Althoff. Presumably, an agreement reacmegublic
would bind the king and serve to save Ralph from lord’s eventual wrath, and this
agreement was reached beforehand. If Buc’s posgibeeded however, the inclusion of such
detail in the chronicle may indicate contestati@meerning the outcome of this assembly,
thus also indicting the absence of the very aneumetiarmony giving the assembly the
function of acolloquium publicumn the first place. The central question then bees: Is
Orderic descriptive, or polemic? He may be both.sliggest that the assembly was but a
witness, acolloquium publicums premature however. The language employed stg)tes
Ralph of Beaumont, or perhaps Orderic’s ‘fictionRialph of Beaumont, does not have a
specific treaty in mind. Secondly, he only seektemporary truce until matters can be
resolved following the king’s return from Le Mar@onsequently, they were not resolved at
the site of impending (but eventually avoided) leait which Ralph found himself, and at

178 Chibnall 1969-80: 80. Volume |I.

179 Chibnall 1969-80: 81. Volume I.

180 chibnall 1969-80: 241, Volume V, Book XA ‘sullimitate’ inuit ‘uestra requino domine rex imcias, donec
saluus de Cenomannis redeas. lllic enim presueparum concio consistit, ibigue communis cotabestatu
rei publicee tractatus et prouidentia fit. Quicquini pactum fuerit uobiscum nos gratanter subsequerat
iussionibus uestris in omnibus obsequemur.
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which he communicated with the king. To draw thewbconclusion borders on speculation.
It would be even more so however to uphold thetwsthat the treaty of which the vicomte
speaks would have been prepared in advance, witindication in the narrative source to
indicate such a process, and indeed with the artlrpretive reading, however strenuous,
suggesting otherwise.

Turning to Thietmar’s text, it provides us with seexamples of reconciliation between
the king and power holders both secular and spirituthe German realm — an assembly at
Aachen reconciled the monarch with Bishop DietaéiMetz'®* and his brother Henry, with
whom he had had a dispdfé. No information is forthcoming as to the nature this
reconciliation however. Early in his work, Thietmratates how the future king Henry | was
accused of living in sin with his wife, and how Wwas summoned to a synod by Sigismund,
the bishop of Halberstadf® It is unknown whether the gathering was to pasgément on
the couple, or whether it was to serve as a stgga wvhich a solution was negotiated.
Certainly it indicates an event where the spiritralss into the realm of the temporal, though
the two are difficult to separate, for the empeatesired to have the matter deferred until he
himself could be present, and so the synod wakelidi at least not to this purpose.

Only one event in th&esta Hungarorunmay be described as conciliatory assemblies

of this kind. On Peter I's rut&* Simon writes:

On seeing the wrongs suffered by their people imtregention of the law of the realm, the princes an
nobles of the kingdom took counéebnsilio) and went to the king, begging him to order hisofeérs

to cease at once from their vile behavidir.

This is the pretext to the deposition of Peteraterd below.The incident takes the form of a
petition to the king, but it is clear that the redolapproach their monarch as a whole, with the
intent to reconcile their grievances with him. Tha king denied this vocally only serves to
underscore the importance ascribed to such an abgeor Simon Kéza's following
passages do not treat him kindly, and as seen békews soon deposed by communal assent
for his many transgressions. The passage has af deference on part of the nobles that

fails to find immediate parallel in the western dance, but it is highly probable that

181 Bishop of Metz 964-984.

182\Warner 2001: 346, Book 7, Chapter 54.

183Warner 2001: 81, Book 1, Chapter 6.

184 peter |, King of Hungary 1038-1041, 1044-1046.

185 eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 108identes igitur principes et nobiles regni mala iesua, quae fiebant contra
legem, communicato consilio rogaverunt regem, ig isiungeret a tam detestabili opera desistere sitora.
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considerations both political and moral have cbuoted to Simon Kéza’s presentation of this
event. If rhetorical support were to rest with thbellious nobles, it would not do to present
them as arrogant or demanding.

Reconciliation the way it is presented in Thietraad Orderic is not normally featured
in the Chronica Boemoruneither. The passage that mirrors most closeletemts described
in the western chronicles with such frequency camcéhe conflict between Duke Spitihnev
and his brother. Spitihnev had seized his sistéawn and returned her to her husband only
following the intervention of Bishop Severus of §ua and the magnates of the reaffiNo
assembly is directly mentioned, though it is likéhat Cosmas refers to some manner of
communal action. Peace assemblies however aredaffcsome space. During the struggle
between Vratisla¥?’ and his brother Conrad, the latter's wife Wirpigppeared before
Vratislav and his magnates in assembly, and sougbonciliation'®® The effort was
successful, for the king later summoned his brothathered the elders of the land, and
confirmed that Conrad was his h&{f.The exact role of the gathered magnates is vadue —
Cosmas’ words, they appear more tacitly acceptivam tactively involved, save to swear
oaths to what their lord decreed. The deferendiafjiage may hide real influence however,
and there is no doubt that this communal consdstfacCosmas as a mark of legitimacy.

As with the other chroniclers, Cosmas is not abgwing accounts of failed
assemblies. When Vratislav’'s wrath was not dire@gdinst his brother, but rather his own
son Bretisla¥®, an assembly was convened to bring about recatioili between the two.
Instead, Bretislav’'s magnates advised him to cowayavith them and go abroad, for there
was no hope for a satisfactory resolution of theflazt.*** It may be argued however that this
decision did in fact resolve the conflict, and titaachieved by way of separation what it
could not attain by any other means, namely theates of hostilities between father and
son. Indeed, the central point of Gerd Althoff, mdynthat assemblies were prepared in
advance, is strengthened rather than weakeneddpabksage, for Bretislav’'s party appears to
know in advance the outcome of such an assembilythars decide against attending it in the
first place.

An example of a failed assembly outside the Czaold is provided. Cosmas relates

how Henry V commanded that all the princes anddgslof his realm assemble at his court at

18 Wolverton 2009: 133.

187 yratislav 11, King (by imperial grant) of Bohemid85-1092.
188 \Wolverton 2009: 173.

189 \Wolverton 2009: 175.

190 Bretislav 11, Duke of Bohemia 1092 to 1100.

91 \Wolverton 2009: 176f.
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Bamberg on the ™ of May!®? Duke Lothat®® of Saxony failed to appear, instead sending
representatives, who asked the emperor to intenien€zech matters and reconcile
Sobesla?* with his feuding brother. The emperor was decigdeit pleased, neither at the
proposed reconciliation nor at Lothar's absence, @nsequently obtained from the princes
who did attend the support to proclaim war on taed®s'®* If this assembly was prepared in
advance, it is unreasonable to assume that thewalkl have done such a poor job of it as
to incite the emperor to war. It is more likely tlevents did not turn out at all as desired by
either or both parties.

In the Anglo-Norman narrative, the connection betmvassembly and reconciliation is
spelt out clearly, and the initiative is even ptheguarely with the magnates in common.
When Henry | was facing rebellion in his lands, @rd Vitalis writes that: the earls and
magnates of the kingdom met together and discusfigchow to reconcile the rebel with his
lord.**° He continuesSo on a chosen day they all attended on the kig iaran open field,
seriously discussed the question of peace, usingy mgguments in an attempt to soften the
stern king*®’ A clearer description of active involvement by asembly is rarely provided.
This passage is also where Orderic most forcefatlgentuates popular participation in a
political assembly. As with the election of Empetathair, the army makes an appearance,
and three thousand country knights are noted ip#issage as intervening and urging the king
not to reconcile himself with his enemies.

Stuart Airlie underscores the importance of theyaa® a political audient®, while
this passage has them as direct participants. Ig|e@natever the effect of these pleas on the
decision of the king, Orderic considered it appiaterfor an assembly of nobles to intervene
in this way in a conflict between the monarch and of their peers. The popular element has
several possible explanations. It is doubtful weet@rderic would have included the passage
if such gatherings did not occur. Consequentlycan be reasonably argued that the
intervention of the popular element in what is weiother example of a failed political
assembly is used by Orderic Vitalis to further fimgise the monarch’s unrelenting stance in

face of his enemies. The assembly failed, but didnsfavour of the king. This reading

192\Wolverton 2009: 242.

193 othair IlI, King of Germany from 1125, Duke of my from 1106.

194 30beslav I, Duke of Bohemia 1125-1140.

1% \Wolverton 2009: 243.

19 Chibnall 1969-80: 27, Volume VI, Book X[Consules autem et primores regni una conueneruntiee
pacificando discord cum domino suo admodum traataute

197 |bid. Quadam ergo die regem omnes simul adierunt, et édioncampo colloquium de pace medullitus
fecerunt ac pluribus argumentis regiam austeritamolliere conati sunt.

198 Ajrlie 2004: 34.
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supports the notion of an actively engaging assgrlthe popular element could hardly have
intervened if they had no agenda to thwart — et/éimat engaging assembly may as easily be
the literary creation of Orderic Vitalis. Whateuwbe case, there is little evidence to support
the existence of eolloquium secreturm the passage, even if the assembly was limiteédeo
great men of the realm before the country knigletalded their appearance.

The conflict between Duke Robert of Normandy aredkimg continued from the reign
of William into the reign of his brother Henry, aadhotable passage describes how the two
brothers met with many men of high rank behind thamd how this gathering facilitated
reconciliation between the warring sibling.This failed to end hostilities however, and the
conflict between the brothers continues to be anthgme of Orderic’slistoria. So too does
it continue to provide examples of conciliatory exsblies. In Normandy, Henry faced his
defeated brother in a conference where Roberteatrivin the company of his resident
sycophant$®® Here, Robert consulted his own gathered magnates,ugon their advice
sought friendship and reconciliation with his berthPeace was mad¥. Peace predictably
falls apart quickly, and Henry and Robert assenartaies against each other as Orderic
recounts how men of religion call upon peace thnoG¢pssical examples of the horrors of
fratricide?®? This rhetoric is similar to Cosmas of Prague, veli&o warns against brother
taking arms against broth&f After consulting with his leading men, Henry heatieir
words and offers to his brother peace and repastia exchange for rule of half of
Normandy. Robert in turn summons his counsellonsl, @rderic relates how they through
seditious speeches rejected the generous Bffetenry may spurn offers of peace rhetorically
unscathed, but Robert is not afforded such a lux@myce again, an assembly fails, and
nowhere is any secrecy mentioned. Granted, it imssembly only in a wider sense, for
communication is facilitated through envoys and Kieg confers with his gathering of
magnates, and the duke with his, but deliberatstififail, and they do so openly.

The above treatment has brought a number of ptonlight. The Polish evidence is
characteristically silent, but resolution betwebka monarch and one or more of his vassals
feature in the remaining four, though the eastreg¢miarratives are less vocal on the matter.

Initiative is placed with the nobles in all chroeis, but they seem relegated to a consultative

199 Chibnall 1969-80: 317, Volume V, Book X.

299 Chibnall 1969-80: 57, Volume VI, Book XI.

21 |nterestingly, the king is noted as having offetedurn over Henry William, count of Evreux and lounty
to be the vassal of Robert. Upon complaints by saignt, in front of the assembly, this offer waspjred,
though peace was still made.

292 Chibnall 1969-80: 87, Volume VI, Book XI.

203\Wolverton 2009: ?

294 Chibnall 1969-80: 89, Volume VI, Book XI.
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role. The Anglo-Norman prince in particular seerhdilgerty to dismiss whatever advice is
offered by the assembly of magnates, even if Cedarovides him with a rhetorical shield
against accusations of autocracy. His Hungariamtespart does so only to his detriment,
though it must be pointed out that the assemblgisonot to reconcile their king with one of
their peers, but with themselves as a group. Exesnphn be provided of assemblies that
seem prepared in advance, but a number of failednaslies, some disastrously so, point
firmly against assuming a general rule in accordamith the approach of Gerd Althoff.

2.3.3.Diplomacy and ‘international’ relations
The above passages have shown what role polites¢nablies had in reconciling their
feuding peers and in solving conflicts between rthieige lord and his errant vassals. As
expected, assemblies have a more consultative efettedtial role when their monarch is
directly involved, but a measure of initiative lstiésts with them. Assemblies are no less
important when reconciliation is sought betweerdfieg princes and belligerent kings.

When Duke Boleslaw?f® of Poland was at odds with the emperor, he sotmht
resolve the dispute in an assembly of German néffidadeed, the Polish prince had first
refused when asked to justify his hostile actiomd affer compensation for his disobedience,
adamant in his position that the matter be resobefdre the leading men. Although Thietmar
confers to the Polish lord the same treacherousvesohe often attributes to foreigners, the
reasonable possibility of a foreign ruler appearbgfore a German assembly is never
questioned’’ The importance with which Thietmar attributes asisées of magnates is
illustrated by his account that the emper@sked the leading men what he should do in this
mattef°® where upon bribery caused the leading men to bieletivin their opinions. The
Emperor, though his Bohemian vassal, had in hisodysMliesc6%, Boleslaw’s son. A closer

look at this passage is necessary. Thietmar writes:

...Archbishop Gero spoke first: ‘When there wasetirand when it would have redounded to your
honour, you did not listen to what | had to sayw\Nbowever, Boleslav is exceedingly hostile towards

you because of your long custody and imprisonmihiscson. | fear that if you send Miesco backito h

205 Bpleslav Chobry, Duke of Poland 992-1025.

2% \Warner 2001: 314, Book 7, Chapter 9.

27 However, it is reasonable to assume that Thiewihmot consider the Duke of Poland to palitically
foreign, even if a clear line is drawn between @ermans of the Empire and the Slavs to the eastlatter
being foreigners.

208 \Warner 2001: 315, Book 7, Chapter 12cunctos optimates, quid sibi de hac re essetridoi@, consuluit.
Trillmich 1966: 364.

29 Miesco I, Duke of Poland 1025-1034.
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father, without hostages or some other surety heeiof them will be inclined to render loyal servia
the future.” The majority of those present agredth this opinion, but the part which had been bdbe
complained that no great honour could be gaineatigh such a strategy. Gold won out over sound

advice®*®

Whether this account is correct is of limited imjoice; what is essential is that Thietmar
considered the failure to achieve consensus imdsgdo be politically important. One must
be careful in order not to read too much into oasspge, but if taken to be an expression of
the chronicler's own approach to the subject, almemof points can be made. First of all, the
assembly failed to provide the result the emperesirdd. Secondly, it failed because a
minority of nobles disagreed with the course ofarctThis serves simultaneously to disprove
and affirm the assertion of Timothy Reuter andlike; the assembly was clearly concerned
with consensus to the point that minority oppositicould thwart its goals, yet it was
malleable and subject to modification by outsideipa — clearly not merely a staged ritual
prepared well in advance. It brings out the inheramtradiction in assuming that political
assemblies were both consensus-driven and ritdadisectacles prepared in advance, and as
the examples provided above, it presages a cecdratlusion; only if these concepts are
interpreted unnecessarily strict do they contragiaath other.

One of the most striking examples of conflict resioin in Cosmas is one where the
communal element is vague at best. The passadeistsietailed however, and provides a
high-point in the conflict between the Poles arel@zechs. The two peoples, in frequent and

violent conflict, made peace during the reign okBW¥ladislav**! Cosmas writes:

In July of the same year, Duke Vladislav and histheers, Otto and Sobeslav, met with Duke Boleslaw
of the Poles near the flow of the River Nysa, aeaassemblyplacitum). Having given and received
oaths from each other, they confirmed their borfdseace?*?

In light other examples in the text, a certain camal element can be assumed, but

the chronicler fails to mention it. Timothy Reuteas underscored the vital importance of

#10 Warner 2001: 315, Book 7, Chapter 12Gero archiepiscopus loquitur primus: ‘Cum temgug et com
vestro honore id fieri potuit, me ista hortantermrexaudistis. Nunc a vobis est mens Bolizlavi olgdon filii
retentionem et custodiam aversa, et vereor, si hgine obsidibus aut aliis confirmationibus remigtitut in
posterum fidelis servantii in ambobus careatis’lidoguentem maxima presentium turba consequitipars
corrupta id cum honore magno fieri non posse ingeta. Vicit pecinua consilium esfTrillmich 1966: 364.
Zyladislav |, Duke of Bohemia 1065-1125.

#2Wolverton 2009: 23CEiusdem anni mense lulio dux Wladizlaus et fragngis Otto et Zobeslau iuxta fluenta
amnis Nizam cum duce Poloniorum Bolezlau indict@mveniunt ad placitum atque inter se datis et atisep
sacramentis confirmant federa padidetholz 1955: 214.
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assemblies in medieval diplomacy, and writegplomacy was scarcely conceivable in this
period without a backdrop of regnal assembfi€As such, it is perhaps conspicuous that
Cosmas fails to unequivocally provide this backdtmgyond stating that@acitumoccurred,
when he so often does so throughout the remairfdes marrative. No ‘great men’ are asked
to provide witness or counsel, ntommune consiliurtakes place. Practical reasons may have
been the cause of this absence; moving a large euaoflpeople to what could have been a
precarious ad hoc situation is unfeasible. It ihpps enough that the relationship between
diplomacy and assembly, in one form or anotheunesquivocally stated.

Cosmas is unique in showcasing the gravity of kedapeace assembly, or rather, a
stunted assembly never truly initiated. When faegth an encroaching Hungarian army,
Duke Vladislav decided against attending an assemih them, and so fierce battle
ensued*

Thietmar continues the story of the Duke of Polapdn giving account of a general
assembly of leading men at Allstedihe emperor also agreed to what Boleslav had
requested: the leading men would be assem{@edvenisseat the duke’s presence. Should
the emperor wish to propose something to his pribfdould then be enacted on their advice
(consilio).?*® As in the matter of Gunzelin however, this bringstiie subject of ritual. If this
manner of reconciliation was often a ritual of sidgsion, as Leyser claims, then surely the
relationship between the prince of the Poles aedHbly Roman Emperor would be a prime
candidate for such a ritual. It seems unreasonalpeesume that a sovereign in practice if not
in name would approach willingly before a Germaseasbly unless some measure was taken
in advance to ensure a favourable, or at least caepsable, outcome. This passage in
Thietmar is also the greatest argument in favowraoéfully stage-managed assemblies. After
the decision at Allstedt, Thietmar recounts, megeen were exchanged and a truce was
reached*® The emperor then travelled to Merseburg, wherestaged with his great men.
Through intermediaries, Boleslaw was asked to ctome meeting by the river EIB&’ The
assembly was never held, for the Polish princesexfuhe offer. Thietmar scolds him for his
deceit, but this is hardly the point — the passagantamount to a formula of how such an

assembly would have been prepared, and the pargegiven plenty of recourse to prepare

13 Reuter 2001: 441.

4 \Wolverton 2009: 231.

215 Warner 2001: 343, Book 7, Chapter B®perator hoc, quod ex parte Bolizlavi rogatur, d&t; convenisse
ad eum principles suos et, si quid boni vellet sikiibere, cum eorum consilio libenter accipef&ilimich
1966: 410.

Z®\Warner 2001: 343, Book 7, Chapter 50.

Z7\Warner 2001: 344, Book 7, Chapter 51.

43



the reconciliation well in advance; indeed, a tricenade beforehand. While the first part of
the story of Boleslaw attests in no uncertain tetiret not all political assemblies were
staged, the latter indicates that some may eaailg been. Gerd Althoff and Timothy Reuter
may not always be on the mark, but neither are tbgylarly off it.

Examples to the same effect can be found in theksvof Orderic Vitalis. His
discourse on the first crusade, different from e of his work in that it remains essentially
a paraphrase of tHeesta Francorumdoes not veer off course as far as the appateiidea
to resolving conflicts through common consent inral is concerned; when faced with a
peace proposal from the Turkish leader Belek dugiisiegeKing Baldwin summoned all the
men who were besieged in the tower and, tellinghtbéBelek’s proposal, asked them all for
their counselconsiliumque commuipé'® Opinions differed among the men who deliberated
on this issue, Orderic writes. This incident natyraxhibits certain dissimilarities with other
conciliatory assemblies. It may however be takemeftect the chronicler’s opinions, for
surely it he had considered it unreasonable, uglike unwise, a note of such would have
been included. With a considerable degree of raesiery, one might say that Orderic’'s
treatment of the Crusades represents his world-inewiniature — the occasions are different,
the proceedings influenced by the necessity of amal danger, but concepts of decision and
authority are presumably not significantly divergérom his chronicle as a whole. The
assembly in question does not constitute an aré@eboth parties appear, but rather a place
of counsel for one part, similar to the emperoAlgtedt. It highlights however the actively
deliberative element, and makes a staged everkelmli

The sole incident in the east-central Europeanrobies that approach these western
examples occurs when the Holy Roman Emperor Hehf¥ httacked Hungary in 1051. He
was defeated by King Andrevf®?, and is described by Simon as seeking a peacenvech
to his disadvantage, offering to quit Hungary aealve many possessions in the hands of the
Hungarians?! Such a peace is made, but King Andrew agreedafigy taking counsel. With
whom he sought this counsel is unknown, and as thelevent remains ambiguous. It does
not appear unreasonable however to suppose th&esim Hungarorumefers to a measure

of communal assent in assembly required for peade@conciliation with Andrew’s enemy.

218 Chibnall 1969-80: 119, Volume VI, Book XBalduinus rex omnes qui in arce tenebantur conuitcat
mandata Balad enucleauit, consiliumque communesiigeauit.

29 Henry 111, King of Germany from 1028, Holy RomamBeror from 1046 to 1056.

220 Andrew |, King of Hungary 1046/47-1060.

22l \Jeszprémy/Schaer 1999: 127.
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Again, agreement is presumably reached in assewibiiput both parties present, or as was
likely, with feuding parties consulting their owaspective assemblies.

While mostly concerned with the military exploit§ their princes, reconciliation by
way of assembly is not entirely absent from thedhothronicle, though it does not concern
itself specifically with the Polish polity. The sew Bolesla?? seeks peace with his German
neighbour following a bitter conflict, and the Holgoman Emperor is described as
...acquiescing to the advideonsiliis) of my princes?*® and agreeing to peace. Communal
assent in assembly is attributed not to the larid®otand, but to their German neighbours.
There is a difference between an assembly whergatieered nobles are specifically asked to
give their opinion or their support to efforts cfgee, as with Andrew in 1051 or Henry | of
England during rebellion, and assembly noted insihi@rces as simply constituting the arena
in which peace was made, as was the case withD#oQuedlinburg. The former is in a
clear majority in the sources, and the few instanek this in the east-central European
evidence contributes to the impression that all cheoniclers here treated attribute active
participation in reconciliation to assemblies obles, rather than relegate their role to that of

a passive audience.

2.3.4.A short summary
From the treatment above, a number of things aerokear. First of all, political assemblies
have a distinct role in reconciliation in all fivdronicles treated in this thesis. Though no
surprising find, it serves to establish for theeasly a clear sphere of function. Secondly,
Thietmar of Merseburg'€hronicon exhibits dissimilarities with the others in thaivate
feuds between peers is given copious space ana oftesidered in assembly. The reason for
this may be found not only in the nature of ther@amny polity itself, but adds a diachronic
perspective in that it constitutes the oldest cimtenand as such may serve to illustrate the
primacy which this type of reconciliation may hawad in a society where stronger
centralised governing functions had yet to develop.

Third, an analysis of a series of passages pantaiini political assemblies concerned
with conflict resolution have yielded the conclusithat at least where these are concerned, it
is premature to assume as Timothy Reuter doeshbgtdid not constitute an arena in which
conflicting opinions were expressed. Some assesloliay indeed have been subject to a
great deal of preparation and stage-managing, puhé existence of failed assemblies in

222 Boleslaw I, Duke of Poland 1058-1076, King of &ud 1076-1079.
22 Knoll/Schaer 2003: 245..meorum principum consiliis acquiesco...
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several chronicles, a case is made for the assomptiat assemblies might as well be
malleable occasions on which various interestedigzarmay exert their influence. The
familiar process by which a limited circle of nableonvene to decide upon matters to be
promulgated in public, as espoused by Gerd Althsffalso found to be less than obvious.
That being said, the one does not entirely excthdeother. Indeed, Althoff himself does not
adhere so strictly to what is perceived as his dorderline functionalist approach as some
would have him. In his articl@he Variability of Rituals in the Middle Agdésom 2002,
Alfhoff adds nuance to his own position. He writédsnedieval political ritualThe actors on
medieval political stages did not carry out estabéd rituals in a servile way but rather used
the given ritual in a utilitarian-rational wa$?* Rituals were varied, mixed; even updated to
suit the needs of the participants. Althoff tooesg with Buc to some extent. Hislloquium
publicumdefends its existence because the spectators edsina role of witness and thus
provided a ‘legally binding’ element to the procees??® Ritual could be modified
according to the situatiéff, though in light of Althoff's larger approach, nified

presumably only in advance.
2.4. Law and Assembly

2.4.1.Assemblies as legislative bodies
Legislation for the common good is to P.S. Barnwaike of the primary functions of a
political assembly?’ Timothy Reuter too underscores this role — palitiasssemblies were
places to treat and promulgate legislafittOthers, like Thomas Bisson, place their emphasis
on other functions, such as administraihAs this section will show, assigning even a
measure of legislative power to political assensbigefar from a simple task. There is scant
mention of legislation in connection with assembiie Thietmar'sChronicon.The chronicler
touches upon the subject only once, in Book Six] #ren in connection with a synod in
Dortmund, at which the king had complained of abuisethe churci*® The monarch took
counsel with them and subsequently declared thestetlshould then be prohibited. Several

factors may explain the absence of legislativerabies. An explanation may be found in the

224 Althoff 2002: 73.

225 Althoff 2002: 74.

225 p\lthoff 2002: 76.

227 Barnwell 2004: 3.

228 Reuter 2001: 440.

229 Bisson 1989: 29Study of the general court of Agenais provides ettppr the view that early assemblies in
Europe were summoned for the administrative comvexa of princes...
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German political system itself, in that an early diegal state with only rudimentary
administrative structures may have had limited opputies to make active legislation
Alternatively, legislative matters could have fdiléo catch the attention of a chronicler
concerned with the spectacular, the epic. Such xatamation is somewhat far-fetched
however, especially in light of the diligence witvhich Thietmar reports on many other
mundane matters. Finally, the absence of legigasissemblies from Thietmar's work can
mirror the absence of legislation from German paltassemblies themselves, or at the very
least, the absence of any relationship betweetwbes far as the world view of Thietmar of

Merseburg was concerned. Fritz Kern writes extatgign medieval law, and holds that:

We have said that the Middle Ages knew no genaislation by the State. The ordinances or laws of
the State aim only at the restoration and executibwalid folk- or customary law. The law pursues i

own sovereign lifé*

Kern’s approach to this matter shows its age, aodtmot be taken to be authoritative. It is
plausible that Thietmar did not consider politiegasemblies a place to pass new laws, either
because ‘new’ laws were not passed; or becausdaveswvere not passed in assembly, or at
least not featured as such in the narrative. Ifdheer is correct, it begs the question why the
act of restoring or re-establishing old laws alsitsfto make an appearance in his chronicle. If
the latter is the case, which is more likely, tila Chroniconis a vital source on German
history indeed, and Germany proves to be an examept both Timothy Reuter and P. G.
Barnwell’'s approaches on medieval Europe, for lagen rarely falls under the purview of
political assemblies. It must be noted that th@cluler seems to pass over written documents
in general. An assembly of Regensburg, where theeemn gave the ducal honours to Henry
of Bavaria, provided the setting for the issuingseferal surviving diplomas, but Thietmar
never mentions theRi? If the chronicler decided to omit these, it is @iy possible that he
ignored a considerable volume of legal documerds/drup or approved in assembly. This is
in contrast to the works of Orderic Vitalis, who stsown below, makes explicit mention of
written documents drawn up in and approved by aerably of leading men. It is one of the
most marked differences between the earf} ddntury of Thietmar, and the "1Zentury of

Orderic Vitalis; literacy had made its mark on fio#l life to a much greater degrég.

BlKern 1948: 184.
Z2\Warner 2001; 238, notes.
23 5ee Melve 2003.
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Orderic Vitalis, in hisHistoria Ecclesiastica is ambiguous concerning the matter of
legislation through assembly. It is rarely mentnand as with Thietmar, it concerns the
church, at least to a point. Orderic writes:

In the middle of October the king came to Lisf&txsummoned all the magnates of Normandy, and
held a council(concilium) of great benefit to the Church of God. Here hereled by royal authority
that peace should be firmly established throughdotmandy, that all robbery and plundering should
be wholly suppressed, that all churches should tiodit possessions as they had held them on the day
his father died, and that all lawful heirs shouikieWise hold their inheritance®

Certainly, the assembly is not one of an exclugieeiclesiastical nature, nor does it concern
itself solely with the Church. It remains uncleaough, to what extent the assembly served as
anything other than a stage upon and through witierking presented and promulgated his
decrees, and what role, if any, the assembly playguioviding the monarch with a popular
mandate for the rulings. However, when these nsisee concerned there is a decidedly
practical aspect to the importance of a criticablsuin the reception of the event; when
legislation is involved, such promulgation to a angbublic becomes part of the very purpose
of the assembly.

Orderic’s views on these matters may be clarifegérlin the same book. On another
assembly, also at Lisieux, he writés:March, the king held a counditoncilium at Lisieux,
wisely confirmed the decrees necessary for hisestbpwith the consent of the magnates and,
having calmed the tempests of war by his royal mighastered Normandy for its own
good?* This time the chronicler leaves no doubt as toopision; the king found it prudent,
whether through custom or pragmatic politics, tdaobthe consent of his nobles for the
decrees he had passed, and he did so by holdingrecitin Lisieux. This view is affirmed
with regards to the issuing of charters, when Qecderites of an issued chartérhis charter
was made on the advi¢eoncilio) of provident men as a protection against greedgshe”’

Orderic relates how the king and his magnates welebrating Candlemas at the chronicler’s

2% October 1106.

235 Chibnall 1969-80: 93f. Volume VI, Book XIn medio Octobri rex Luxouium uenit, conctos optiesa
Neustrige conuocauit, et utillimum eecclesiae Dei itiont tenuit. Ibi statuit regali sanctione, ut fiampax per
omnes teneatur fines Normannigem ut latrociniis eneompressis cum rapacitate, omnes gecclesise pmssEEss
sicut eas die qua pater euis defunctus est tenebhbigue nichilominus legitimi haeredes possideant.

236 Chibnall 1969-80: 139. Volume VI, Book XMense Martio item rex concilium apud Luxouium téfeat
necessaria subiectis plebibus edicta ex consultgna@rum prouide sanxit, et regali potestate sedaéllorum
tempestatibus Neustriam utiliter edomuit.

237 Chibnall 1969-80: 175. Volume VI, Book XHaec nimirum carta consilio sapientum facta est @otipidos
heeredes...
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own monastery of Saint-Evroul, where the king utmiEk a thorough examination of the
monk’s establishment. Upon finding everything iderand to his satisfaction, he is noted as
having ordered a charter drawn up. As seen abbisgswas done on the advice of his leading
men. When it was finished, the charter was takeheéding at Rouen, who confirmed it with
the sign of the cross, and subsequently handemtitst magnates to be similarly ratifiéd.
Given the frequency with which monastic charterd privileges were ‘embellished’ by the
resident monks, Orderic’s serene presentation neagadlled into question. The underlying
assumption remains however — after having ratifiedcharter he had ordered drawn up, the
king sought similar acceptance from a gatherinthefgreat men of the land. Indeed, even if
the passage was entirely a work of fiction, it $geaolumes as to what process through
which the chronicler considered the greatest Iegitly to be ensured. What remains unknown
is what reaction dissent would have garnered fimencompiler, and from the audience.

These three instances remain the only mention goye®rderic of passing decrees
and charters in assembly. As in all chronicles hstelied however, a small number of
assemblies are attributed with no specific purpasall. What the chronicler means by
assemblies where, as Stephen did in 1140, thedirgs ..serious consideration to the state
of the realm with his nobl&, can only be guessed at. One must allow for thesipiity that
details may have been omitted not due to constraintlisinterest, but active editiAtf.

For east-central narratives, only tBaronica Boemorunand theGesta Hungarorum
contain passages pertaining to legislation in abber®ne notable passage in the latter can
serve to shed considerable light on the necessityonsensus however. In his appendix
concerning theudvarnok*’, Simon Kéza relates how during the Hungarian cestjuthe
Magyars captured a great number of prisoners, aakenthem servile men attached to their
household$*? When the realm was Christianised under the refgBtephen I, Simon notes
how the Roman Church issued a decree demandingsharation of liberty to the Christian
captives’*® The pope was forced into a compromise, for as Simgtes: ...the community
(communitals were by no means united in asséassensuinto the apostolic decreé?

Evidently, theGesta Hungarorunassumes communal assent to such a decree to Uieedeq

2% Chibnall 1969-80: 175. Volume VI, Book XI.

239 Chibnall 1969-80: 537. Volume VI, Book XlIl..de statu rei public cum proceribus suis tractaredsit.

240 That is cause only for speculation however asfathe scope of this thesis is concerned. A pdiititerest
could be to examine these events in light of adlilable source material, documentary as well agatige, and
attempt to discern whether such a motive is likely.

241 A class of Hungarian peasants attached to royagétmlds.

242\/eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 177.

243\/eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 179.

244 |bid. ...nec etiam communitas tota in hoc Apostolico assengbuebat. ..

49



for its application, not only in pagan times, buadar the reign of Stephen and, if the above
argument is taken to its ultimate conclusion; il X®ntury Hungary also. His choice of
words however (by no means united) may indicateerttwein minority opposition.

Two such examples are all that is found in Cosibasthe role of communal assent is
unclear. One pertains to the Christianisation ead the chronicler’'s lands, and the passage
treats Duke Bretislav | as he addressed a crowgeople before the relics of St. Adalbert.
The duke instituted many new laws before them; lstniking down transgressors and pagans
with heavy fines and harsh punishméeiitdt is telling that while Cosmas praises these rsove
and holds Bretislav to be a champion of Christignhe remains as hostile as other
chroniclers to the idea of ‘new’ laws in generahdapaints Henry Ill as an iron-fisted
aggressor when attributing to him a speech whenelages how emperors could add to and
change the old laws according to their whim andrdé®® The second example concerns
Cosmas himself, who on behalf of his church serdraplaint about the duke’s brother Otto,
whose rule in Moravia had caused them discomfod, larought the matter before the duke
and his comes, who responded by siding in his favDoe reliability of Cosmas’ account of
the outcome is questionable, but the passage offemsre insight into the duke and his
magnates as a court of law.

This treatment has served to cast the relationbeiwveen legislation and political
assemblies in the light of uncertainty and confosia vital point when considering the
scholarly tradition. Barnwell and Reuter are nanal in underestimating the difficulty with
which a connection between them is drawn, or ratdefined. Some assemblies treated
legislation, but only the east-central narratives alear in that assemblies sometimes
assented, or failed to do so, to new laws and must&keuter himself notes that assemblies
could serve as a way to promulgate laws, yet assuwowereadily a larger role. The narrative
sources presented in this thesis are by no medmsustive, and they confirm the role of
political assemblies as arenas for the promulgatfdaws — but that may well be all that they

were.

2.4.2.Assemblies as judicial bodies
A more straightforward purpose of political asseetbthan legislation is their function as a
court of law, or at the very least, a place forgewohent to be rendered and affirmed. The
narratives ought to display changes in time anfeihces in culture in a way that can shed

245 \Wolverton 2009: 114ff.
248 \Wolverton 2009: 124.
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light on the medieval approach to law. Most scHplarork assumes a connection between
legal judgement and a political assembly.

Legal judgement at a political assembly does natiufe predominately in Thietmar’'s
Chronicon.It is most clearly presented in Book Seven, whéeary |l assembles locals to
render his judgement on Margrave Werner for hiestgaessioné?’ The passage however is
quite telling. Werner, no stranger to conflicts twihe emperor, had been captured by his
enemies and political necessity demanded a hansishpuent; Werner, Thietmar argues, had
broken an oath taken before God. The emperor madmmplaint to a gathering of men, and
these leading men advised that all of Werner's @rtypshould be confiscated, that he
surrenders the lady whose abduction was the cansmmplaint, and that the authors of this
deed were brought to justice. Werner himself wake@xecuted, unless the lady in question
was found to be consenting, in which case he wasaay her. Following this, a public
assembly was called at Allstedt, before which fhidgement was promulgaté®. David
Warner uses this incident to showcase the impogtariclementia and cites it as another
example of what he calls ritual of submissfhMore important to this thesis however is the
mention of the public assembly as which the judgegmeas to be announced. Reason
demands that the former assembly in which the ntagmaovided their advice was not public
in the same manner;@lloquium secretunto the largercolloquium publicurmat Allstedt,as
Althoff would put it.

The most detailed passage however deals with Thretrimself in his capacity as
bishop of Merseburg. The chronicler attends anmablgeat Seehausen, where Thietmar asked
Henry to discuss a matter of his $8¥Evidently, property had been unjustly seized. King
is noted as taking Thietmar under his protectionthsit the matter might be resolved through
a legal proceeding, or as Thietmar recounts, ‘meather way’. Resolution is promised, but
not rendered at the assembly. This too may indi@gtevate assembly prior to resolution in a
larger gathering, and further cement Althoff's aygoh as reputable at least in face of the
German evidence.

Near the end of Thietmar's compilation, the bishrepounts how a complaint of
wrongful seizure was brought before the emperorp wh the advice of his leading men

ordered the return of property to the plaintffsBook Three relates how a judicial duel took

247\Warner 2001: 311f, Book 7, Chapter 6.
248\Warner 2001: 312, Book 7, Chapter 6.

29 \Warner 1995: 69.

#0\Warner 2001: 291, Book 6, Chapter 81.
lywarner 2001: 381, Book 8, Chapter 28.
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place between the feuding Waldo and Count Gersyhith many men assemblé&d. Gero
yields, but Waldo succumbs to his wounds, and H&heyQuarrelsomé®® who oversaw the
event sentences the former to execution. Warnebais this incident to a desire on
Thietmar’s part to paint Henry as lacking in roglainity, bereft as he is of the vital quality of
clementia®®* In this manner his claim to the throne was rhe#dijcweakened, Warner
argues. Trial by ordeal persisted in the Germaddamtil this time, and as such the passage
may serve as an example of a judicial assemblygdindhe assembly itself takes no active
part in the proceedings, and judgement is left o @hose favour is proven through strength
of arms, and the final outcome in the hands of Ddkary. If Thietmar used this event to
underscore how Henry was unfit for the throne haawen is unlikely that he would imbue his
poor decisions with communal consent.

Some mentions of judgement rendered in the presgfregolitical assembly are to be
found in Orderic’sHistoria Ecclesiasticaall during the reign of Henry I. During Henry’s
feud with his brother Robert, the king met with kisssals in Normandy, where he held a
tribunal to judge his brother for allowing RobeftRelléme to roam free in the duchy. This
is the same assembly noted above as constitutengréma in which Robert and Henry were
reconciled. Henry’s just judgement over his brotkerves to draw attention to the latter’s
subservient role, and to support the view of Heasythe victorious sovereign over a
rebellious servant. As such, one may call into tjoesthe described proceedings of this
assembly. However, that an assembly could indeede sas gathering in which legal
judgement was rendered is underscored by lateragass Orderic recounts furthen the
year of our Lord 1107 King Henry called his magmiategether and charged Robert of
Montfort with breach of fealt§?° Clearly, there is a strong connection betweenjjigiement
of law and an assembly of magnates, and a direopadson with Thietmar is not untoward.
But what role did the magnates have? Did they dddife over the outcome, or serve merely
as a passive audience imbuing the monarch’s vendtictlegitimacy?

No passage in any of the east-central chroniclgsimgood conscience be described
as judicial assemblies in a secular sense, and tmnparison reveals significant differences.

Particularly with regards to the Hungarian aristbicr assemblies, described as they

#2\Warner 2001: 134, Book 3, Chapter 9.

3Henry Il, Duke of Bavaria 955-976, 985-995.

4 \Warner 1995: 58.

2% Chibnall 1969-80: 57f, Volume VI, Book XI.

2% Chibnall 1969-80: 101, Volume VI, Book XAnno ab incarnatione Domini MCVII Henricus rex peoes
suos conuocauit, et Rodbertum de Monteforti placig uiolata fide propulsauint.
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frequently are as primarily judicial bodf8§ this is of some importance. This judicial and
legislative nature of the Hungarian diet did notfer until the 13 century at the earliest, and
so the absence brings into question the extentHhimhwSimon Kéza's work reflects the
prevailing ideas of his own time, or whether tBesta Hungarorums indeed primarily a
source for the period of which it is nominally cenced. Nonetheless, the work remains
limited both in scope and not least in size, andbatting mere absence with great meaning is
an exercise fraught with danger. The tendency igetieeless clear, and stands in sharp
contrast to legislation. Where legislation in asBmwas concerned, the east-central
narrative, sans the Polish chronicle, displayekkarer idea and a definite connection between
passing laws and the assent of the public. Whegejmént according to that law is treated,
the opposite is true — though the case is one wtherdVest is vague, and the east entirely
silent.

When compared to other roles of the political asdgnas seen through these
chronicles, passing judgement appears relegatadsexondary role. Still, there can be little
doubt that several medieval chroniclers considénedpresence of the leading men of the
realm in assembly to be one arena in which cosflettuld potentially be resolved through
exaction of justice. Judicial assemblies in Ordand Thietmar alike may have fallen victim
to that omission of routine which Barnwell warns-othe spectacular and noteworthy are
favoured over the drudge of routine administrafSiNo less so in the east-central evidence.
Arguments are given above for a lack of emphasitheregislative process itself. Good law
was old law, and new laws masqueraded as affirmadfoold customs; or so a traditional
view would have it. Whatever the case, the absehckie judgement rendered according to
that good old law fails to find a similar explamatj and when both Thietmar and Orderic
seem to afford a role to political assemblies igalgudgement, the reason for its relative
insignificance in their work must perhaps be in ¢heonicler’s discretion. However, it cannot
fail to contribute, together with the above treatthef legislative assemblies, to the
impression that in the realm of law, political asbées as presented in the narrative sources
of this thesis play an insignificant role compatedther functions — and to the importance
with which many scholars have imbued them. ThuserwBarnwell or Reuter draws on
legislation as easily as on conflict managemenbygal election when they treat the primary
functions of medieval political assemblies, theaerative sources at least indicate that they

may be assuming too much.

57 Bak 1999: XXXix.
28 Barnwell 2004: 24.
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Chapter 3: Assemblies, rhetoric and political ecclmology

3.1. Royal election and acclamation — myths of a@in and the popular mandate
Political assemblies are unequivocally affordedoke fin royal succession. Yet their exact
function is unclear. Did assemblies in fact eldogk, with active deliberation taking place?
Or is everything arranged in advance, with pubbksesnblies constituting nothing but the
stage upon which the political ritual of royal dlen is played out? The matter is related also
to the concept of power — who had it, when, and Antonio Marongiu writes of the
medieval ideas of kingship in general thEbe prerogatives of supreme authority lay
entangled in a web of reciprocal rights and duti@sgording to the spirit and practice of the
feudal order®® He writes then of the western lands, but it is msteasily applied to east-
central Europe. The relationship of power and mflce between nobles or people in
assembly and a would-be king is as difficult tacdi® as that between monarch and subject in
general. Narrative sources may serve to enlighteohtonicler's approach to the role of

political assembly in making a king.

3.1.1.Royal election

The election of monarchs is given copious spaaaast chronicles treated in this thesis. Not
least in the works of Thietmar of Mersebtffg whose very first mention of a political
assembly is concerning the appointment of King @dni?®* Conrad is described as being
made king after all the leading men of the realrd bBbected Otto; Otto decided instead to
support Conrad for the throne, citing his own irqadecies. As usual, little information is
forthcoming as to the identity of these leading menthe nature of this ‘election’. Otto
however is taken to have.commended himself and his sons to (@snrad) faith and

power?®? By all accounts, this was done willingly.

%9 Marongiu 1968: 22.
% A certain principle concerning these electionslgmdo be found in th€hronicon The Saxon chronicler
appears to favour a clear line of succession from wyal bloodline, and presents in Book One whay m
amount to a governing principle of successidenry’s death and burial occurred in the year o thord 936.
Meanwhile, the excellent character of his remainpogterity brought joy to the sorrowful hearts lo tprinces
and made them certain of an election, accordinth&r will. Woe to the people for whom there ishupe of
rule through the succession of their lord’s offsigriand to whom, with dissension and long confiiggemndered
among them, neither advice nor solace is quickfgrel. If someone worthy of such an office showidhe
found within the royal lineage, with all hatred patvay, a suitable candidate should be accepted feom
different one because rule by foreigners is theatpst punishmentWarner 2001: 81. Book 1, Chapter 19
22;Warner 2001: 71m Book 1, Chapter 6. Conrad |, KifGermany 911-918.

Ibid.
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The accession of Henr§f, who was crowned king at Fritzlar in 919, is dast similar vein.
Here, the leading men tearfully commended to him what he was due as their lord and
king2°* Following this is an interesting passage where fenomises to agree tathese and

285 Thietmar seems

all other demands which they put forward in comrf@mmmuni consilip
to support the notion that such an oath is thegrapanner of deference towards an assembly
of leading men. The matter of Henry's accessionteling for Thietmar's attitude to
succession. Cato is called upon to show how magrmars a lord Conrad was, and to give
weight to his dying wish that Henry be crowned kimpn his deat?®

If we draw in Philippe Buc however, this passagey mat be as straightforward as
initially assumed. The chronicler is careful to mebHenry with all the honours of kingship
save one: During his coronation, he refuses to pdct®e episcopal blessing. Henry is
attributed with claiming that he was unworthy, Ile chronicler soon establishes that this
was indeed a sin, and compares it to a sword iisiarvto the holy father Ulrich, in which
Henry was symbolised by a sword without a hilt;imished, incomplete. Assent in assembly
appears to have been prerequisite, or at the \e&ast Idesirable, but it was not the only
requirement of just rule as Thietmar consideredsiéerd Althoff however has a decidedly
different take on this event. He holds that Henoyistiously used this decline to mark a
difference from his predecessor, and that this nederstanding of the event was and is only
possible if it was staged by the main act8fsAlthoff has a fair point — if the event really
happened, it is unreasonable to assume that Heowdvhave refused the blessing for no
reason. If Thietmar has construed the event s@ &sdt the king in an unfavourable light
however, the reality presented in the narrative ahét ‘really’ happened may be subtly
different, and no such advance preparation is requRhetoric plays no inconsiderable part
in the development of narrative. Events in Thietfiadiowing the death of Otto Ill can serve
to illustrate how a chronicler could approach thatter. At Otto’s funeral, the majority of the
attending German nobles promised their support ttkeDHermaf® of Swabia?®® The
Lombards on the other hand elected the magnateiakitheir king, a decision Thietmar
makes sure to paint in a most unfavourable lighs. bias rests with Henry I, and Henry’s

enemies are unfavourably portrayed. Duke Hermarsélinhowever is described as a God-

23 Henry 1, King of Germany 919-936.

24 \Warner 2001: 73, Book 1, Chapter.8non sine lacrimis, regi tunc et domino commendavef rillmich
1966: 12.

25 ad omnia, quae communi consilio expetissent, senassum promisitTrillmich 1966: 12.

2% Warner 2001: 72.

287 Althoff 2002: 79.

28 Herman II, Duke of Swabia 997-1003.
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fearing and noble man, whose mildness leads hitretseduced by evil councillors, and to
arm himself against HenA/? Again the reader is presented with a failed as§erkterman
sent one of his men to the aforementioned asseatbWerla, where the great men of the
realm had convened® Here he sought their loyalty, but their serviceHenry is affirmed as
the majority of the men.responded with one voicé’2and his hereditary claim called upon.
It comes as no surprise when in June Henry is edeking of the Germangihen, the great
men of the Franks and the region of the Mosel camle@ themselves to the king and
received his favout’® Throughout this struggle Thietmar relates, to parage David
Warner, how Henry acquired the ceremonial attribuatiekingship, while his rivals did nét?
Assent and recognition in assembly was no smallgfahis. The events that follow serve to
illustrate the importance of political assembliesacclaiming a sovereign. Henry is acclaimed
as lord by the count of Weimar and by the great rofrnhe regiorf”> He goes on to
Merseburg, where he makes promises to uphold theofathe region, and Duke Bernhard,
acting for the gathering, committed the care of kirgdom to hinf.’® Thietmar lavishes
much praise upon Henry and his good characteeindf this.

Otto P’" was elevated following the death of Henry | in aywsimilar to how his
father was elected. This passage too underscoeesntportance of the wishes of this
predecessorAll the leading men, desiring to alleviate Queentiilda’s great sorrow,
unanimously elected her son, Otto, as their kind &ord, this having been the order and
request of his father’® Again is drawn the dichotomy between ‘electiontiamhat is this
time not only the request, but the order of hikhidat Marongiu’s words come alive in the
sources; the power structure between ruler andvddgas far from clear. The importance of
consensus is also noted in the unanimous deci$ioietmar continues, and informs us that
the king was acclaimed by all with their right handised’”® The assembly accompanied
their new lord to Aachen, where they were met Hytla nobles who swore fealty and

obedience. Then they installed him on the impehedne and acclaimed him as king, giving

2%\Warner 2001: 207, Book 5, Chapter 3.
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272 vox una respondit. Trillmich 1966: 196.
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thanks to God. The solemn occasion is finalise@ lmpnsecration in the same church where
Charlemagne himself was likewise anointed. Thisaifrse does not escape the chronicler’s
notice, and the whole passage is heavy in glogfyinetoric. Nobody, the chronicler has
made sure, will doubt the legitimacy of Otto I. $haccording to Buc, may serve as an
indication that doubt was indeed cast. It is urjikihat Thietmar, writing in the early 11
century, would have taken into consideration angosgion to Otto’s accession in 936. It is
more reasonable to assume that if the passagdasdnintended to dispel doubt, it refers not
to the reign of Otto |, but to the legitimacy o&tttonian line as a whole.

The election and acclamation of a king takes cestaige in Thietmar’s work when he
recounts the events following the death of OttdDiéspite Otto’s son (the future Otto?ff)
being elected king in his father’s lifetime, a @erstruggle for the throne ensued. Duke Henry
Il of Bavaria assembledall the leading men of the regionat Magdeburg and demanded of
them that they submit to his rule and raise hinkitgship?®* He then went to Quedlinburg
for the same purpos$& and to Biirstadt to8" In these events, Thietmar reveals several
underlying assumptions, even if Duke Henry him&aléd in his attempt. First of all, that the
election of an heir-apparent was no guarantee fership. Given Ottonian customs
concerning inheritance, this is hardly surprisiffgindeed, Otto Il is described as being
...once more acclaimed by all as lord and kindespite being hailed as such in his father’s
time?®® It also reveals however that election and acclamdty an assembly of leading men
of the realm, while not the sole requirement, waseed a prerequisite for accession to the
throne, and formed a likely path to power for amglrclaimants.

Philippe Buc’s approach may serve to shed lightTboretmar's treatment of royal
elections and acclamations. Assuming there is aexiion between a chronicler’'s use of
biblical and religious rhetoric and his attitudeverds the events he describes, @eonican
follows a predictable pattern. Where the electidnConrad | is concerned, such use of
charged terms and soaring rhetoric is decidedlylseth. Then again, Thietmar passes over
this earliest history somewhat hastily. Henry tlescribed as elected and consecrated before
Christ and given the gift of divine grace. Ottosl exalted like no other monarch, and in
treating his succession Thietmar draws upon sewchbishops, divine consecration under

the watchful eye of St. Mary, the stated desirehiaf father Henry, and even alludes to

20 0tto 111, elected King of Germany after his fatisedleath in 983, Holy Roman Emperor 996-1002.
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Charlemagne himself. The succession of Otto Ildddn sharp contrast to this, though he is
not lacking in praise in Thietmar’s work propershuccession however is merely mentioned
in conjunction with his earlier consecration durihgs father's lifetime, and Otto II's
accession drowns in the lament of his father's demiBuc’s position finds most support in
Thietmar where the young Otto IlI's struggle foettihrone is concerned. Henry of Bavaria,
his principle opponent, is denied divine sanctiorts entirety. Indeed, the events mentioned
above are imbued with divine disfavour, for whilery's supporters greet him as a king,
other men are described to withdraw from his sidé af fear of God®® The political
wrangling following the death of Otto Il too lacksy mention of divine support, though
neither is the opposite true.

Orderic Vitalis is remote from the early medievaraniclers of which Philippe Buc
writes, yet his approach may well be applied to iistoria Ecclesiastica The passage
mentioned above concerning the election of EmpkElenry V is heavy in biblical rhetoric.
The monarch’s virtues are greatly extolled in rielig terms, and Orderic makes sure not to
omit the support of the Church for the electioneTstruggle between William Rufus and
Robert of Normandy too receives its fair share ibli¢al allusion, but rather than praise,
scripture is drawn upon to act as a warning agalissient and civil war. The words may be
attributed to the followers of Robert, but in coditéhey betray Orderic’s disapproval of
Norman schemes to wrest the throne from William Nieither King Stephen nor the
Aragonese case is afforded biblical rhetoric amihéifavour, and this casts doubt on whether
Buc’s approach is applicable to thé™@ntury. Undeniably, religious rhetoric plays at pa
painting a picture of the events described, buttobute its absence to Orderic’s disfavour
appears to be an ineffectual exercise. It is necgd® balance the impression somewhat;
Buc’s approach may not be entirely applicable,rbetoric in a wider sense certainly plays a
role.

Thietmar also appears to find it perfectly acceletdbat a presumptive royal heir (the
future Otto 1) is elected and acclaimed by an adsg of leading men during the lifetime of
the reigning monarch, as was the case during ige & Otto 122" Following Otto’s much-
lamented death, his son and heir Otto Il is desedrs being both elected and anointed during
his father’s lifetime. Upon his father’'s death haee he was once more acclaimed as king.
This is not uncommon for the period, but servesnimke a number of points concerning
political assemblies. Clearly, being acclaimed kivigle his father was on the throne was not

28 \\arner 2001: 149f, Book 4, Chapter 1
287 \Warner 2001: 124, Book 2, Chapter 44.
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sufficient — decisions were far from set in stofibe same procedure is repeated with Otto
11288 own sorf® This process is not alien to Orderic Vitalis eitheho attributes the same
desire to the king of France. The pope has caltedsaembly at Rheirfi8, where the king of

Francé®is in attendance:

The king and queen and all the nobles of Francevedged on the city and made their petition to the
whole synodsinodun) by the mouth of Reginald, archbishop of Rheim, etarthat the boy Louis
should be consecrated king in the place of hisHEoPhilip 2%

This has parallels in Cosmas of Prague also. Homwevecloser examination may
adjust the picture somewhat. Karl Leyser notes thatcoronation of Otto Il during his
minority was not necessarily a point of custom, hupolitical necessit§?> Otto I's son
Luidolf, with whom he had had his fair share olgtyles, was dead, and no other adult male
heir existed. The continuation of the Ottonian lihang in the balance, and strategic
expediency may be to blame for the event. Simibarsaerations may have contributed more
or less to the other examples, marking it as a comotcurrence throughout Christendom,
though whatever the motive, the role of assemlsiésns clear; no deliberation took pfdte

and magnates acquiesced to the wishes of thetedlsovereign.

3.1.1.1.The horrors of divided rule
Insight into the ecclesiology of Orderic Vitalis tis be gained from his treatment of events
following the death of William the Conqueror. Higa eldest sons Robert and William Rufus
reigned over separate realms, according to th@wcust the day to divide a demesne between
all heirs. The nobles of the realm decided agansh a division however. Orderic writés:
the first year of the two brothers’ government i@gnates of both principalities met together
(conueniun for the purpose of discussing the division oftthe realms which had formerly

been held by one harftf The magnates subsequently agreed to depose Widlianplace

28 Otto 11, King of Germany from 961, Holy Roman Empe 967-983.

289\Warner 2001: 146, Book 3, Chapter 24.

29 October 1119.

291 ouis VI, King of France 1108-1137.

292 Chibnall 1969-80: 423, Volume VI, Book Xllllluc rex et regina et tota nobilitas Francize canflering; et
per Rainaldum Remorum archiepiscopum ad totam simoduam petitionem fecetunt, peurum scilicet
Ludouicum pro Philippo fratre suo regem consecparstulauerunt.

293 | eyser 1989: 26.

294 Nor is it reasonable to assume that it did. Teulis the suitability and the claim of a would-begkis one
thing, but to doubt the legitimacy of the one aeadly established lord holds to be his heir iseqaitother.

2% Chibnall 1969-80: 121, Volume IV, Book VIlin primo anno principatus duorum fratrum optimates
utriusque regni conueniunt et de duobus regnis rlinisis quae manus una pridem tenuerat tractaragatt.
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Robert as king of all, after which a war of suca@saturally ensued, in which William
eventually worf®® Orderic comes close to revealing his own viewsugh his chosen
subject. An imaginary debate is attributed to theembled magnates, in which the horrors of
divided rule are expounded through direct dialogne biblical allusion®’ The passage was
probably written in 1133, while the event descrilmedurred in 1088, and Marjorie Chibnall
comments on the fact that while assuredly a withellgt view among the chronicler’s
contemporaries, whether the men of thd" Tentury would agree is another matter. The
arguments attributed to the men serve primarilwaon Orderic’s 19 century contemporaries
of the dangers of political divisions. This messagechoed also towards the end of the
Historia Ecclesiasticavhen Stephéif® is elected king, and Orderic attributes to theriam
magnates the resolve to serve but one lord, anskegulently giving up their rival candidate
for the throné>® Whatever the case, the passage serves to illisrateric’'s approach to the
matter. Robert’s party is condemned, and Willianfuducontinues to be referred to as the
rightful king; action taken against him brandedrassort’® Clearly, this assembly of nobles
is not considered sufficient to depose King Williamfavour of Robert. A good case can be
made that this is simply because Robert eventl@dly The passage is detailed to the point of
naming several prominent nobles attending howead, this decreases the likelihood of the
assembly itself being the fanciful creation of Ordé/italis. Even if the chronicler does not
entertain the notion that such an assembly migstifyjuthe removal of William Rufus, the
Norman magnates of the day apparently did. Historia Ecclesiasticaof Orderic Vitalis
normally stands out as a voluminous source forrmédion on a great many acts of state; not
quite so however when communal assent to royal essgan in the Norman realm is
concerned. The reason for this is difficult to it#ign Certainly, Orderic’'s emphasis is on the
Anglo-Norman world, and during the course of histdiiy his own realm sees the reign of
only four kings. Nevertheless, his narrative islegpwith references to the many struggles
between Henry | and his brother Robert for therterof England, and his treatment of events
foreign to his native Normandy, though not as dietlaas matters with which Orderic himself
would be intimately familiar, gives this subject amich attention as when England is

concerned.

2% Chibnall 1969-80: 123, Volume IV, Book VIII.
297 |bid.

2% Stephen, King of England 1135-1154

299 Chibnall 1969-80: 455, Volume VI, Book XIII.
300 Chibnall 1969-80: 125, Volume IV, Book VIII.
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Orderic’s treatment of the Crusades also givesecémrscomment. Following the conquest of
Jerusalem, Orderic notes how the leading men of gkgedition chose from among
themselves a king to rule them in the Holy Land. Wetes: They also took counsel
(consiliat) about establishing a king there, and on the eiglaty after the capture of the city
they chose Duke Godfr8y as king by common consénbmmuni consilip®*? That Godfrey
never truly held the royal title is of less imparte than the precedent continually set by
Orderic Vitalis — royal dignity, as far as he wasmcerned, derived from a political assembly
of great men. Orderic then falls silent on the eratif popular support, until near the end of
his comprehensive work where Stephen is treatethencontext of popular assent to his
accession, and then only in a passing note of betegpted by ‘the English’, after which the
Norman magnates gave up their support of his welafheobald®® The manner in which he
was accepted as lord by the English remains withoemtion. The very last mention of a
political assembly is in concert with the Frenchgmates offering their services to the new
king Louis le Jeune, and even this passage is espaith information and vague in its
presentatiorf>*

The absence of any mention of communal gathering®ncert with royal accession
of Henry |, save a brief reference to certain Estgtiouncillord®, is conspicuous in a work in
which references to political assemblies are otissvabundant. An answer can be sought
either internally or externally; it is possible thplitical considerations led Orderic Vitalis to
largely avoid the issue of right of successiongsdtber. Doubt could be cast on the legitimacy
of Henry I's rule, and while he described the Nonnsapport of Robert’s claim following the
Conqueror’'s death as a ‘shameless crime’, it isgtde that the chronicler found caution to
be the better part of valour, and avoided the issiieely as far as later kings were concerned.
However, in treating the question of exactly suditical considerations, Beryl Smalley
draws on Orderic as an exampi@:deric, sheltered in his cloister, had less reasorfear
that great men would notice what he wrote of tHeshaviour’® It is possible, though
perhaps in light of the detail with which he seemtgmately familiar when other Norman
matters are concerned not probable, that Ordemplgi did not know what role communal

acceptance and political assemblies had playeldeirmtcession of Henry I. These are of less

391 Godfrey of Boullion, ruler of Jerusalem 1099-1100.

302 Chibnall 1969-80: 175, Volume V, Book IXe constituendo etiam ibi rege consiliati suntpetauo die post
captam urbem communi consilio Godfredum ducemgeneelegerunt.

%93 Chibnall 1969-80: 455, Volume VI, Book XIII.

%% Chibnall 1969-80: 509, Volume VI, Book XIII.

395 Chibnall 1969-80: 293, Volume V, Book X.

3% Smalley 1974: 92.
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importance when faced with the possible externglamation; that Orderic did not mention
popular assent to accession in Anglo-Norman Engt#ruls time because popular assent to
accession did not occur. The latter explanatiognlieyond the scope of this thesis however.

3.1.1.2.The popular mandate
A tentative conclusion can still be drawn, sans thgn of Henry: both Thietmar of
Merseburg and Orderic Vitalis, separated by a egnt@ppears to consider the election and
assent of a political body of magnates and great rapresenting the wider community and
the commonality of the realm, to be an essentidlratessary, if not the only, prerequisite for
royal accession. Both Orderic Vitalis and Thietnodr Merseburg considered communal
consent in assembly to be a prerequisite to aamedsi the royal office. This prevailing
presumption is echoed in part in east-central Eemopchronicles. By their nature as
compilations of a wider scope or ‘national’ hisew; the east-central narratives provide a
unique view into the underlying ecclesiology of thethors, for myths of origin serve to
highlight an over-arching approach to political mow where popular assemblies and
communal consent takes centre stage.

In one of his best known passages, Simon Kézauntsan hisGesta Hungarorum
how all the Huns came togethefcongregatg and put themselves under the command of
captains, that is, leaders and princ85As mentioned above it is a matter of debate totwha
extent theGesta Hungaroruncan be taken to reflect the historical facts comog the matter
of which Simon Kéza writes, and conversely, to wddent it simply reflects the ideas of his
own time. This thesis is concerned with the latd it can be safely argued that whether or
not this passage contain a kernel of truth conogrpre-Christian Magyar history, it reflects
an idea prevalent in the chroniclers own timegast to a point’®

A passage in Cosmas echo this almost perfecthfy Hahis work, when treating the
mythical origins of his own people, Cosmas of Peagelates how the ancient Czechs turned
to a wise man for advice and adjudication, and mak@oint of noting that they did so of

307 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 25.in unum congregate, capitaneoos inter se, scilihetes vel principes
praefecerunt...

% Simon places this event in the year 700, thoughBthcentury AD is more likely for such an occurrence t
have taken place. Veszprémy and Schaer attribigddta desire on Simon’s part to bridge the gapben the
age of Attila and the Magyar conquest of Hung&fyTo bring the past closer to the present seemsta b
general desire on the part of Simon, and adds latiégito the assumption that more is to be gleafiech his
work as far as medieval Hungary is concerned, fham the distant, mythical age of which he writé€is is
underscored by his use of terms; the weaditaneoss used to describe the lords to which the Hungargawore
themselves. Not only is the word of Italian originis also a term used to describe elected leautetbe Italian
peninsula®® Simon Kéza, a high-ranking official of the"™.8entury Hungarian court, can hardly have been
ignorant of this.
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their own free wil*® Later, upon one such man’s death, the whole petulk common
counsel and set up his daughter Libuse, as judgetbem*° Criticism is levelled at her for
ruling without a man, and Libuse consents to adegps husband and lord whomever they
would chos€™ This passage leads to one of Cosmas’ best knowouats, where Libuse’s
divination powers lead the people to a peasantgbiimg with two oxen; the future Duke
Premysl, father of the Czech ruling house. Cosmaspecific as to how this decision was
entered into however, and writéBhe next day, as was ordered, they convened amabse
without delay and gathered the people; at onceryeree came together into oriemnes in
unun).®* In this tale, undoubtedly fictional, Cosmas revealsgreat deal of his own
sentiments. He has Libuse caution the men of givingheir freedom willingly to a duk¥,
and explains to them what rights and powers he thién hold over therft* This is
tantamount to nothing less than a concrete idealefship on Cosmas’ part, and he has the
woman explain how dukes are easy to appoint, Htitdi to deposelFor he who is now
under your power, whether you establish him dukeadr when later he is established, you
and everything yours will be in his power.Though modelled on biblical precedents and
echoing Samuel’'s attempt to dissuade the Isradiiten appointing a king, it nonetheless
sheds light on the chronicler's attitudes towards tatter — a budding monarch requires
popular assent for his ascension, to the pointffefiag promises and commitment to ensure
it. Libuse’s warnings are in vain, and Premysl lisceed first duke of the Czecf¥. The
passage shares the problem of Simon’s treatmesulgjugation to Attila; once a lord is
appointed, do future lines of dukes follow in goamdler with the same ancient legitimacy,
irrespective of contemporary sentiments?

Farther into the Hungarian chronicle, Simon Kézaksdhat following victory over

the Romans under their leader Macrittdsthe Huns elected Attila their king according to

%99 Wolverton 2009: 38.

30wolverton 2009: 40.

31 Wolverton 2009: 42.

312 Wolverton 2009: 43Postera die, ut iussum fuerat, sine mora convoaaitim, congregant populum;
conveniunt simul omnes in ununBretholz 1955: 14.

313 within the confines of a Czech national chronidte ‘duke’ is comparable to a sovereign princeniost
matters.

34 Wolverton 2009: 44.

31> Wolverton 2009: 44...nam qui modo est sub vestra potestate, utrum emmstitiatis ducem an non,
postquam vero constitutes fuerit, vos et omniaaestint eius potestat8retholz 1955: 14.

1% Wolverton 2009: 46.

317 \eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 35. Whatever the sourteeaiame Macrinus, this leader appear fictional.
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‘Roman custom’. ThisRomano moreVeszprémy and Schaer argue, simply means the
voluntary and free delegation of powet.

The question then remains whether this willing sisision is to be seen as a carte
blanche for royal rule in the respective polities that once willingly submitted to one
dynasty’s rule, this line has the right to ruleefaer, or whether it represents a contemporary
assumption that monarchs did indeed rule by populandate, whatever the nature of that
mandate, or the definition of ‘popular’ or ‘commilindhe Gestas own words may bring us
closer to a solution and to a second way of asggegirincely power; the appointment of

officials to govern one’s realm:

In addition, they chose from their number one jyd¢gdar by name, of the kindred of
Torda: he was to mete our judgement among the eartkfile of the host, to settle
quarrels between those in dispute, and to punistngadoers, thieves, and brigands.
But if the judge should hand down an inordinate tsece, the community
(communitag could declare it invalid and have the errant captand judge removed

whenever it wantett®

This judge is entirely fictitioud2® However, the fictional name may not be a coinociden

Veszprémy and Schaer argue that it derives fromwbed karcha, meaning judge, used

during the Hungarian conquest. The office kafrcha they hold, exhibited considerable
similarities with the medieval office of count piiee 3** As such, it may not be implausible to
suggest that the passage reflects the prevailitipde that this office was answerable
ultimately to the will of theeommunitasexpressed presumably in a political assemblys Ehi

supported by the clause in the Golden Bull of 1&@@2blishing exactly this relationsHfs.

3.1.1.3.Failing to elect in assembly
The examples above concerning the aftermath of Dgaleath is telling — Henry's bid to

secure allegiance through an assembly faf@@ertainly, Thietmar is a chronicler biased in

318 \/eszprémy/Schaer 1999: xcv.

319 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 27@onstituerunt quoque inter se rectorem unum noriimdar de genere Turda
oriundum, qui commune exercitum iudicaret, disdiden lites sopiret, castigaret malefactors, fureslatrines.
Ita quidem, ut si rector idem immoderatam sentemt@definiret, communitas in irritum revocaret, ertam
capitaneum et rectorem deponeret quando vellet.

320\/eszprémy/Schaer 1999:28.

321 |hid.

322 \vambéry 1886: 130. English translation of origiteat.

32 \Warner 2001: 152, Book 4, Chapter 4.
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his approach, and when facing Otto Ill, Duke Heregeives little praise. Despite this, it is
clear that Henry’s purpose was to have the menndded agree to his request and swear
themselves to him. That his attempt failed demaiessrthat failure to achieve consensus at
assembly was to Thietmar a distinct possibilityartigsularly so when the author considered
the cause unjust. This is in contrast to traditi@mpanions as held by Barnwell or Althoff. Or
so it seems. Althoff's approach, namely that paditiassemblies were carefully prepared in
advance, struggles to come to terms with the cdnoégailed assemblies. He provides
examples of failed assemblies in order to supp@tpoint — disagreement could not be
allowed to reach the public, or it would have disass consequencé®’ The question then
becomes however, why they were allowed to do salaif decisions were made in private
and promulgated only when consensus was reachedngwer that will be examined below
is that the larger assemblies must to some extamé lbeen malleable and susceptible to
outside influence, no matter the advance plannindeed, Althoff himself goes far in
admitting this. Using as a case the coronation retl€rick Barbarosé&, he relates how
pardon was refused a ministerial who supplicatedsklf before the emperd?® Althoff
claims that this too was a ritual prepared in adeaibut admits that it can just as easily have
been a failed ritual as a planned scene. Rituats aleanged and supplemented, and there can
be no guarantee that they were always carefulyestaAlthoff’'s own words paint a picture of
malleable political rituals, and through this, asbkes: In spite of these models for
behaviour, rituals could fail if the participantsddnot engage in them or if they deliberately
courted failure®*’ In dealing with royal election and political ass#i®s, what weaknesses
can be found in P. S. Barnwell's definition of asbdes themselves are underscored; he
defines assemblies according to function, and éistememoration or celebration of an event,
jurisdiction and judgement, and consultation andigislation for the common good as the
four main criteria of which the adoption of any &yathering warrants the application of the
term ‘assembly’. Royal election however fails t feeatly into either of these categories, and
can be defined as the celebration of an event siyear as strenuously, as it performs the

function of consultation for the common good.

324 Alfhoff 1997: 166.

32> Erederick I, King of Germany from 1152, Holy Rontamperor 1155-1190.
326 A\lthoff 2002: 80.

%27 Althoff 2002: 82.
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3.1.2.Explicitly private assemblies
One passage in ThietmaGhroniconillustrates better than any other the approactGefd
Althoff as pertaining to medieval political asserabl A central point in Althoff’'s collection
of articlesSpielregeln der Politik in Mittelalteis that political assemblies were not, as held
by traditional constitutional historians, a venoe fienuine political influence and decision-
making. Rather, assemblies provided a stage upoichwtiecisions made prior to the
gathering by a limited number of people were pragatdd. Althoff calls this theolloquium
secretum as opposed to theolloquium publicunthat was the open, general assembly. He
points out a contradiction in modern approachesht matter, in that modern research
understands the weight contemporaries placed osopar honour and rank, yet open
consultation in common remains a point of emph&8isA major problem for historians,
Althoff holds, is that early literacy failed to petnate this sphere of political life, and so what
really went on in these meetings remains unkn&The following passage in Thietmar’s
work thus remains one of the few accounts of theess.
Emperor Otto Ill died in 1002 without a presumpthar. Margrave Liuth&r° scored

a sizable political victory by convincing an assémtf the leading men of Saxony at the
royal estate at Frohse to postpone from electitgydauntil a meeting could be convened at
Werla, thereby thwarting his rival Ekkehard, whesection had been imminefit: Thietmar
recounts how the participants in the general asgerobmprised Duke Bernhard, the
margraves Luithar, Ekkehard and Gero, and the tgremn’ of the region. Upon hearing that
Ekkehard desired the throne, Liuthar callethe archbishop and the worthier part of the
magnates outside for a secretecreturh discussiorr>? All save Ekkehard consented to
postponing the matter. The passage echoes Althgéfreeral point; Liuthar invited not only
his supporters, but his main enemy Ekkehard, tes#ueet gathering. This is largely obvious
however, given Althoff's main point: Decisions waeached in private, where dissent could
be voiced without incurring irreparable damage twndur, and this requiring violent
reciprocatiort>> Consequently, rivals had to appear together.

Orderic Vitalis has a passage comparable to #isy concerning the Holy Roman

Empire. The description must be taken with a gddisalt, for as Marjorie Chibnall writes,

328 Althoff 1997: 162f.

%29 Althoff 1997: 183.

330 uithar, Margrave of the Nordmark 983-1003.

31\warner 2001: 189, Book 4. Chapter 52.

332 |bid. ...archiepiscopum predictum et meliorem procerumteua in secretum foras vocavit colloquium...
Trillmich 1966: 168.

%33 Althoff 1997: 166ff.
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Orderic is an unreliable source where Germany remed. Nonetheless, Orderic relates
how following the death of Henry V, the archbishofpMainz assembled the bishops and
magnates to consider the election of an emp&fofhe archbishop if attributed with a

command that falls perfectly into Althoff'solloquium secretumas does the passage in

general. He writes:

Therefore let forty wise and loyal knights be clmosem your number and go apart, so that, according
to their honour and conscience, they may electntiost suitable Emperor, who, being raised to the

Empire by his own merits may prove a most ablegutor of all his subject peopf&

After having been apart for a lengthy discussidme tvise men appeared and
announced to the gathering at large that they hedesl three candidates from among those
worthy. These men were then confined to privacyth®y archbishop, and told to decide by
agreement among them who was to ascend to theimhpéice. A more explicit example of
Althoff’'s process is hard to come by. Tl@esta principum Polonorurhas a reasonably
similar passage. When Boleslaw | stood at deatts,che summoned his princes to him and
instructed them as to the disposition of his reffirde did so, the chronicler recounts, in
secret §ecrecius He is only half way to Althoff's scheme howevéar no general assembly
accompanies the secrecy.

Althoff cites the assembly of 1002 and other exianpo prove his point, though as this
thesis will show, this process does not entirelyrespond to what is found in these narrative
sources. To conclude from a handful of narrativerees a general point on medieval Europe
IS not without significant problems, but even ifajority of sources at large find themselves
in agreement with Althoff, the point remains. Megikchroniclers were more often than not
either in the employ of the king, or at the vergdebiased in his favour. One must not omit
the possibility that assemblies that failed hoyriiol the monarch’s disfavour may have been
ignored in entirety, and so even a small numbezxaimples to the contrary as presented in
this thesis are enough to cast doubt on a widdinegtheory ofcolloquium secretum

%3 Chibnall 1969-80: 361, Volume VI, Book XII.

335 Chibnall 1969-80: 363, Volume VI, Book XIQuadraginta igitur ex uobis sapientes et legitimilites
eligantur et seorsum eant, ipsique secundum fiesigam et conscientiam optimum imperatorem eligamit, q
merito uirtutum imperio preferatur, omnique popslbi subiecto summopere patrocientur.

33 Knoll/Schaer 2003: 69.
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3.1.3.Rex Justus

The approach of this thesis brings into questiom ritble of assemblies in relation to the
concepts oRex JustuandRex Injustusor Rex Tyrannusthe transpersonal quality attributed
to the royal office and by which a king was judgest, or portrayed as a tyrant. A king who
rules according to the will and law of GodRax Justusreigned in relative peace, buR&x
Tyrannusfound himself accused of being a tyrant, of rulihgpbugh arrogance and whim and
so left himself open to being deposed, or wdtéelhere can be no doubt that where
assemblies and narrative sources are concerneéntpbasis is in the latter, for it is to this
concept that they relate, and by way of which thegeive an important function. The
following examples will demonstrate what role pohl assemblies played when the
chronicler treated the concept of the tyrant, @& timjust king. Curiously, comparably few
scholars put great emphasis on this role. This beague to their approach — by how they
define assemblies, such gatherings act in tandeémtiheé monarch, not in opposition to him.
Barnwell however identifies this as the flip sidetlte coin that is kingmakindf assemblies
had a role in the making of kings, they could giéay a part in the procedures used in
casting defeated rulers and usurpers down from poW& As will be seen, assemblies could
also be the force that defeated them in the flestep

The struggle between brothers exemplified by theniNm narrative is echoed in all
other chronicles in this thesis save fBesta HungarorumCustoms of inheritance cannot
alone explain this shared trait. Leyser notes thaearly medieval Germany, rebellions
occurred only when disaffected nobles could raéfiibd a member of the royal hou's&By
the examples used in this thesis, this connectionviariably strong. Leyser remarks that this
necessity seems to abate in the high middle agestewthe aristocracy is afforded a greater
degree of independent action. Regardless, feweofdhellions in either of the chronicles — at
the very least, few of the marginally successfiér lack the context of a rival claim to the
throne, and a man with such a claim is reasonaldyn @ kinsman of the king. Little abating
seems forthcoming in either space or time.

In no chronicle but th&esta Hungarorunis a single sitting monarch removed by an
assembly of nobles. However, rebellions featured@manantly in all of them. When
considered in light of assemblies, uprisings inrheratives can serve to provide insight into

the political ecclesiology of the men who wrotdleém; of their aims, goals and positions.

337 For an in-depth look at the concept of the urkirsg, see Nelson 1995, Pennington 1993
338 Barnwell 2004: 18.
339 Leyser 1989: 29.
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Orderic too allows for the failure of a politicabsembly, if not as blatant as Thietmar of
Merseburg. When Henry’s barons assembled in oppogi their king, they are described as
holding ‘treacherous conferences’ with each offi®There may have amounted to a degree
of acceptance for dissent. While the assemblyfitsaly not have failed, its purpose did. Their
desire to depose their monarch, and the mannehichvthey go about it, is mirrored in the
actions the magnates of Peter's Hungary, as sdew.b&he only essential difference is that
the Hungarians succeeded where the Anglo-Normammbdailed.

3.2.2.1.The case of Peter the Venetian
In 1041, Peter ‘the Venetian’, king of Hungary/| fattim to a coup and was ousted from his
position of power by an assembly of Hungarian nebléheGesta Hungarorunmecounts the

process by which King Peter was twice deposed:

In the third year of Peter’s reign on the advicetloé bishops, the princes and nobles of the redlm o
Hungary in great concern came togeti{eonvenerunt) against Peter to consider whether italle

candidate could not be found among the royal kisdze the throne and to free them from Peter’s

tyranny(tyrannide.>**

Following this, the magnates elected the i§ffaAba**®

as their king. Then, after
Peter’s return through the military and politicalwer of the Holy Roman Emperor, Simon
relates how...King Peter had begun to oppress the Hungariankashly as before. So a
general gatheringlomnes in unum conveneryintbok place in Csanad, where they took
counsel.3** and deposed Peter a second time, this time inecbmith pagan rebels. This
account gives credence to the opinion that eveirtion Kéza’'s contemporaries, the idea of
the assent of a political assembly to the just afl&a prince was not only extant, but of
sufficient value not to condemn its actions engireven when linked to a rebellion against

Christianity itself. Additionally, Simon describ&kter as restored by a faction of Hungarians,

%9 Chibnall 1969-80: 309, Volume V, Book X.

341 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 11nno ergo regni Petri tertio principes et nobilegni Hungariae episcoporum
consilio in unum convenerunt contra Petrum quaesgrsolicite, si aliquem de regali genere possepériee,
qui esset idoneus regnum gubernare eosque a Reatinide potenter liberare.

342 A Hungarian ‘military governor’.

343 samuel Aba I, King of Hungary 1041-1044.

344 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 123Petrus rex Hungaros priori gravamine caepit nstége. Tunc in Chenad
omnes in unum convenerunt consilioque...
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together with whom he had grown insolent, $etthe Hungarianas a whole madéomnes
Hungari) anxious plans to depose Peter and invite baclstims of Ladislas the Bafd®

These two incidents are unique in all the narrasiwerces examined in this thesis, in
that while others offer similar examples of attesnfpbm a gathering of nobles to depose their
king and put another in his place, the Hungaridnseawere successful. The chronicler’s
attitude is unmistakable: Peter is described agant, as oppressing the Hungarian people.
The magnates desire freedom, and conspire to achielby deposing Peter and rallying
behind one among the royal kin — not once, butdéwidis echoes the situation in"€entury
Germany, where as Karl Leyser points out, rebedlicarely took place unless dissatisfied
magnates could gather under the banners of a tavéle throne, a family member of the
reigning monarch*® This had the added benefit to the magnates andhttomicler alike that
the action taken did not rob the ancient Arpad dipaf their rightful place, merely
supplanted one of their members for another. Vé&saprand Schaer describe the deposition
as a clear recourse against transgression of théyahe lawfully elected king'’ Such was
apparently a function of the political assembly, sor Simon Kéza considered it. The
subsequent conspiracy against King Aba too pomtsommunal action — while no political
assembly is directly mentioned, surely the prattcasiderations of large-scale opposition
must have given cause for one. For as the chronialgées: But now that his position was
secure, King Aba began to grow haughty, and buliedHungarians arrogantly, treating the
nobles with scorn and likewise showing no scruplesut breaking his oatf{® Interestingly,
the plot devised by the nobles failed, and theegutedf assembly was used to lure fifty of
them to one house and have them behedfeds mentioned above, only the intervention of
the emperor ensures that Aba is finally removed, Reter restored to powdrhe pattern is
clear; oppression, oath-breaking and arrogancéreaged by the chronicler as the gravest of
offences, and provide what justification is neefl@da gathering of nobles to depose their
own monarch.

These passages stand in sharp contrast to manyabitomiclers. Orderic in particular

is most clear in his condemnation of any opposjt@mmmunal or otherwise, to a legitimate

345 Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 12Qua de causa omnes Hungari solicite intendebanaligm ammoto Petro
filios Zarladislai reducere potuissent.

346 | eyser 1989: 29Between 938 and 1002 all major upheavals in thedtand of the Saxon dynasty had one
common characteristic: disaffected nobles with iery exception rose only when a member of the rogyase
equally resentful collected and led them or cowddriveigled to do so.

347 \Jeszprémy/Schaer 1999: 109.

348 \Jeszprémy/Schaer 1999: 11B6x hinc ergo rex Aba securitate accepta caepit ésselens et saeviebat
superbe in Hungaros, nobiles contemens, sicutsatiandum pro nihilo reputabat violare.

349 \eszprémy/Schaer 1999: 117.
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and recognised monarch. The foes of William Il anH/ | are painted as self-serving and
misguided men, no matter their origins, and a desir supplant the king with one more
sympathetic to their cause garners little praisth whie Norman chronicler. Simon Kéza is
decidedly different. The legitimacy of Peter's firaccession is never questioned — the
chronicler does not attribute to the magnates atgmgt to delegitimise his claim to the
throne by birth — yet his character is attacked lkisddeposition by common council of the
magnates of the realm presented as good and juist.aflds credence to the assumption that
Simon Kéza writes as much about his own times asitaHungary’s past, for it serves as a
poignant reminder of the power that™8entury Hungarian magnates wielded over their
monarchs. To ascertain what other chroniclers thbo§this relationship between king and

communal will expressed through assembly necessitatlifferent approach.

3.2.A venue for deliberation between the religious anthe secular sphere
Political assemblies as arenas for ecclesiastiedlens feature heavily in most of the sources
used in this thesis. The terms applied betray thenection:Sinodusis sometimes used in
medieval chronicles to describe a political assgmphrticularly by Cosmas of Prague.
However, their treatment differs distinctly frometlabove functions for two main reasons:
assemblies, representation and communal decisiagsalkeady an unequivocally established
part of the Church; and the chroniclers themsedweshurchmen.

The former necessitates less emphasis on the phetitioeferences to assemblies held
within the church itself, be they canonical or podl, wherein matters of doctrine or the
appointment of church officials were treated. AmboMarongiu draws on G. de Lagarde in
claiming that these very assemblies may have seaasaudodels for imitation among secular
nobles, and cites the example of medieval Hung&grnest Baker, too, is positioned among
scholars who considered the representative prie@pthe Dominican order to have made its
way to secular authoriti€s® Marongiu himself disagrees with this position, bot with the
general assumption that assemblies in the Chunchel a structure of its own parallel to
secular assemblies and with considerable influesicehem. Maude Clarke, in her book
Medieval Representation and Consestems also to adopt this separation between
ecclesiastical and secular assembifés\Vhatever the exact role of the Church in influegci

the development of secular political assembliess, dear that the gatherings entirely internal

39 Marongiu 1968: 37.
%1 Marongiu 1968: 39.
%2 Clarke 1936: 293ff.
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to the structure of the Church ought not to beudetl in a consideration of contemporary
attitudes towards nascent political assembliesraptesentative bodies, unless the narrative
sources present them with a measure of seculatvement and participation. While not a
distinct category in itself, a parallel developmdmtween ecclesiastical and popular
assemblies cannot be assumed, and the former, tansese subject in its own right, lies
beyond the scope of this thesis.

The second consideration to keep in mind is tleatity of the chroniclers themselves.
These are almost without exception men of the clalbots, friars, bishops. That they would
imbue ecclesiastical assemblies and church mattglrs disproportionate importance is a
distinct possibility. Indeed, David Warner holdsregards to Thietmar that whatever else his
works may reveal, it can also disclose much aboetnieeds and interests of the cleric who
compiled it, and of the clergy at lard®.It brings out the question of to what degree the
chroniclers used in this thesis can be considerdgt trepresentative of the ideas and ideology
of their contemporaries in general, or merely tholsthe Church. The clerical point of view
no doubt influenced the men writing, though it cEnassumed that a measure of objectivity
was more easily maintained when treating mattersvimch the Church itself was not
involved. This is best kept in mind when treatiradifical assemblies as arenas for interaction
between monarch, nobles, and the Church.

Additionally, a considerable number of the evedéscribed in this thesis occur in
conjunction with some manner of religious celeloratiWhatever the relationship between
assembly and ritual, it is in the medieval worldpossible to entirely separate religious
ceremony from the political sphere. It plays irtte tlefinition of political assembly as held by
the likes of Barnwell and Reuter, but also corresisoto a point with Kostos’ list of primary
functions for assemblies on the Iberian Peninsueely, the difference with consecration of
religious sites and religious celebration in gehiréor the purpose of this category minimal.
Religious ceremony forms a bridge of political andalised interaction between secular and
spiritual authorities. Last but not least, it isthese cases that the ecclesiological rhetoric of

the compilers is most readily apparent.

3.2.1.'Church and State’ — An avenue of interaction
The chronicles here covered present assembliesy avenue of interaction between the
secular realm to which such gatherings usually riggdd, and the Church. Questions that

33 Warner 1995: 54.
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present themselves are to what extent does ttagams$hip vary in time and space, and how
do chroniclers approach the matter? As we will seere is a marked difference between the
western chronicles, and their east-central couat&sp- that is to say, between tGesta
Hungarorumand theGesta principum Polonoruron the one hand, and the rest on the other.
Here too do the Czech narrative displays greateilaities with its western neighbours than
its counterparts to the east. Another marked diffee announces itself. Thietmar’s
Chroniconwas compiled before the Investiture Contest, dnglis evident in the narrative.
The remaining chronicles are compiled after saidflat, and this too is obvious. When
Orderic Vitalis places considerably less emphasisnteraction between the king and the
Church in assembly, and certainly when the Polisth ldungarian evidence largely ignores
the matter in entirety, it shows how following thlaenflict, the Church and secular society,
while intermingled and symbiotic to a large degies] settled into somewhat more distinctly
different spheres.

In Thietmar, this interaction has an element abBem other chronicles but the Czech
narrative — the Emperor’s extensive influence a&slesiastical investiture in his realm by
virtue of his position, and the conflict with thén@ch clerical appointments. Consequently,
the Chronicontreats occasions in which the monarch attendsesiesitical assemblies in his
imperial capacity, and exerts a measure of legiglaand administrative control over the
Church. The opposite is also true, with the empeanxguiescing to the will of assemblies
ecclesiastical in purpose but mixed in compositias,when...all the clergy and people...
elected an archbishop not to his majesty’s likialgout which Thietmar recounts how only
divine intervention ensured his appointni&htor when Gunther of the monastery of St.
Emmeram was appointed bishop of Regensbumith.the advice of the clergy and all of the
people. 3°°

One of the three most defining moments concerrhigyihteraction occurs when Otto
[, following a conflict with the archbishop of M@eburg, went before a synod in Rome and
sought his removal:...the emperor went before the Roman sy(@dodg and accused
Archbishop Giselher of holding two dioceses, onaigrithrough a legal judgement that he be
suspended from office and summoned there by the'pamvoys>® lliness prevented

discussion, Thietmar writes, and the conflict aaron in his chronicleAt Quedlinburg, a

#4Warner 2001: 110, Book Two, Chapter 24a clero et ab omni populo electus edtillmich 1966: 60.
35\Warner 2001: 111, Book Two, Chapter 26cum consilio cleri tociusque populiTrillmich 1966: 62.

3% Warner 2001: 182, Book Four, Chapter Pést haec imperator Gisillerum archiepiscopum, eod)duas
teneret parrochias, in sinodo accusans Romana alideum sententiam ab offitio suspendi ac per imi@tios
ab apostolic eundem illo vocari precepitillmich 1966: 160.
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great assembly of the nobility convened in conjonctwith the joyful celebration of Easter.
On Monday, Giselher was again summoned before yheds(sinodd.®*’ Again, he was
absent, and a council reconvened at Aachen, wiaeldressed by an archdeacon of the
Roman see, Giselher demanded to present his cage hegeneral council.

What is interesting is not the resolution of thenftiot itself, but how Thietmar
presents it. In this alone, it was the emperor wient before an assembly, not an assembly
convening at his command, or a gathering of meending their lord to give their counsel.
Furthermore, the lines between the ecclesiastiwadlthe secular are blurred, with the nature
of the ‘synod’ at Quedlinburg as unclear as thenggal council’ in Aachen. Thietmar fails to
reveal whether they were ecclesiastical assemphlssing judgement as it fit the church, or
ecclesiastical assemblies passing legal judgemebebalf of secular authorities, or perhaps
mixed assemblies performing either, or both fumioThe lines may be blurred to modern
scholars only, or Thietmar himself may have feltdstinction between them to be
unnecessary or unnatural. As shown in chapter tem #e terminology employed offer no
clear distinction. Furthermore, the very assumptlmat it was the emperor who came to the
synod, at which discussion ostensibly was to hakert place despite the monarch ‘ordering’
specific action, opens the possibility that Thietiéake on these events may be skewed in
favour of the Church, and consequently render lusoant less than representative of
contemporary opinions on how such a gathering wasay out. Rarely is the possibility of
clerical bias as prevalent as when the relationsdm the potential conflict, between Pope
and Emperor is concerned, though Thietmar was perha much a Saxon aristocrat as he
was a clergyman. One must also keep in mind ther@atf medieval lines of authority.

Warner writes:

The notion that hierarchy must inevitably resuleither domination or subjection, depending upam th
individual's place in it, reflects a peculiarly mech conception of power. Nor are a belief in hietay

and a belief in the consensual basis of politiazth@rity necessarily in oppositiorf>2

The rhetoric in Thietmar is nonetheless clear, @hde in no way a definite confirmation of
Philippe Buc’s approach, it does indicate how thmgiler most probably used the nuances of

language, innocent enough, to elevate the Churdiade of secular authorities. It was the

%7 Warner 2001: 185, Book Four, Chapter & cunda feria archiepiscopus eiusdem loci impeistedictu
priorem suscipere sedem rogatus, data internumtisgna pecunia inducias usque ad Quidilingeburg vix
impetravit. Fit illuc magnus senatorum concurussg@aalia eciam ibi peraguntur gaudia, et habito inFeria
sinodo iterum Gisillerus vocatuTrillmich 1966: 162.

8 \Warner 2001 (II): 275.
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emperor who ‘went before’ a synod, as opposed tm Hiolding an assembly, or
‘assembling’ a gathering of great men. The distorcts minute, but of vital importance — and
no coincidence.

The same relationship is echoed in the work of Gesmof Prague. In a striking
passage also mentioned above, Duke Bretislav $lates the relics of St. Adalbert from their
resting place in Poland to his own seat at Prdgu&.holy assembly is announced in Rome
following this, where the duke in absentia is ceadufor his actiond® Not only does the
initiative rest firmly with the Church, but the delks treated in a subservient manner — at least
when matters of religion are concerned. While noattendance, it is unlikely that he would
be treated any differently were he there. At tlsisembly, envoys from the duke were present
and spoke in his defence; bribes from them easede¢htence when the council did render
judgement® The event straddles the inadequate gulf betwebgiows interaction and
judicial assemblies, but proves the presence afnalskes in this interaction between the
Church and the secular ruler of Bohemia. The caimecs strengthened when a papal legate
arrives in Prague, and ordered the Duke.toonvene at a holy synddynodum all the
princes of the land, together with abbots, provostschurches, and Bishop John of
Moravia*®? The synod, Cosmas recounts, was to treat the cohfitween the sees of Prague
and Olomouc, though the Bishop of Prague refusedtémd. Despite the matter being at first
glance entirely ecclesiastical in nature, the secaolagnates of the land were expected to
attend, as was presumably the duke himself. Cosmh&ague was a contemporary to the
Concordat of Worms of 1122, which while not endihg controversy, marked a nominal
victory for the Church, even if many of the pro@ssemained the same. A man advanced in
years, most of Cosmas’ clerical life would haverbspent in the context of this conflict, and
his experiences likely provided him with the indeatto clearly present the superiority of the
Church and the Papal See in his narrative. Fosdimee reason however, Cosmas must have
felt keenly the role of the emperor in ecclesiadtroatters.

An event in Orderic’sHistoria comparable to those in th@éhronicon mentioned
above, involves not the king of the Norman realot, the king of France. Orderic Vitalis tells

how pope Callixtus f* held a council at Rheims, to which king Louis \énte and made

#9Wolverton 2009: 119.

30wolverton 2009: 121.

%L Wolverton 2009: 122.

32 Wolverton 2009: 151. .ut omnes principes terre simul et abbates ac priémo®cclesiarum nec non et
lohannem episcopum Moraviensem ad synodum conva@mem . Bretholz 1955: 125.

33 Callixtus 11, Roman pontiff 1119-24.
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charges against his enemi&sOrderic gives the extensive explanation of an wigress to
this council, adding significantly to his relialyli King Louis gave a speech to the assembly,

and was subsequently supported by the archbishd@ooén®®

Several similar pleas were
heard by the same assembly. Orderic clearly coresiddne synod to be of an ‘international’
character, for he adds that many Frenchmen wepedsed, becausesome of the clergy
coveted the right of electing and establishing llead of the realm® This rather extensive
passage provides a rare insight into the role @fkihg at such an assembly. First of all, it is
worthy to note that the king is described as como@n assemblys{nodum introiuit) not
holding one himself. Secondly, the speech attributethe king speaks volumes as to the
political ecclesiology of Orderic when the relasbip between king and pope, or ‘State’ and
Church, is concerned. He writdscome, he said, to this holy assemf@gnctam concionem
with my barons to seek guidaneonsilio); | beg you, my lord Pope, and leaders of the
Church, to hear me®’ He then presented his case. That the king woulel takbe attributed
with such a deferential attitude towards the popesklf is unsurprising, but that he would
include also the ‘leaders of the Church’ is wortfynote. The assembly, essentially, is given
authority over the king of France. The subject éoldbought forth makes the passage even
more interesting. The king complains about theoastiof the king of England against Robert
of Normandy, an ally of Louis; decidedly not a gurecclesiastical matter. The significance
of these events is once again not the outcomeQbaeric’s presentation of events. As with
Otto Il and the synod in Rome, it is clearly pmetsel from the point of view that it is the king
who is attending an ecclesiastical assembly, rdtter an assembly held by the king, which
is the case with other gatherings. Orderic Vitatigy hold the same biases as Thietmar of
Merseburg, but a nascent pattern is discernable.othasion certainly shows that Orderic too
considered an ecclesiastical assembly a reasomddde for official interaction between
secular and religious authorities — and not limiealusively to religious matters either.
Curiously enough, as this section shows, it isha ecclesiastical assemblies, as in the
military gatherings presented above, that one nagyvdth less hesitation than normal that
ritual takes second place to active, engaging ediion.

The second major interaction as presented inGheonicon occurs in Thietmar’s

treatment of the reign of Henry II.

%4 Chibnall 1969-80: 257, Volume VI, Book XII.

%% Chibnall 1969-80: 259, Volume VI, Book XII.

3% pid. ...quidam uero clericorum ius eligendi et constittigarthcipem regni captabant.

37 bid. Ad hanc, inquit, sanctam concionem pro inuestigacmiusilio cum baronibus meis uenio, domine papa
et uos O seniors audite me obsecro.
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...a great synodsinodu$ was held in a place called Dortmund at which tliregkcomplained to the
bishop and all others who were present about mdmses in the holy church and, after taking counsel

(consilio) with them, declared that these should then beipiietdl *°®

The nature of these abuses is not revealed, ribeisize of the gathering, but the mention is
no less significant. A principle of consent, evetilgeration, is established by Thietmar in the
relationship between the sovereign and the Chukohassembly of local churchmen under
their bishop serves as an arena to which the Emparobring his grievances and, in counsel
with said churchmen, reach a decision regardingvitréing of the Church.

The third instance comes shortly following this meg in Dortmund. A general
council at Frankfurt, attended by all the bishopent lands north of the Alps, Thietmar
writes, is the scene for a synod at which the Eompprostrates himself before the Church.
This in itself is not remarkable, but following shithe chronicler is clear: Attendants engaged
in active deliberations concerning the appointnarishops and other important positions.
Presumably, in light of imperial authority over etg that, this deliberation involved if not
the monarch himself then important members of hisac Clearly, Thietmar affords the
Church more influence and greater independencetti@rof the feudal nobility and the more
secular assemblies. Whether this was a view sharexcular men is unknown, though that
the Church was afforded a measure of independéatevias denied to others is well known.
It is perhaps reasonable, then, to assume thattriidwis views were shared by his
contemporaries, and that the synodal assemblidiseoChurch at times acted as a means of
official interaction between secular and spiritaathorities.

Other examples can be drawn from Thietmar’s texa general council at Frankfurt,
Henry Il is noted as having treated with the asdethprelates about establishing a bishopric
at Bamberg®® The emperor may be afforded great authority dverappointment of bishops,
but even Thietmar of Merseburg seem to deem theerdrof an assembly to be a necessary,

or at the very least a prudent, path to establishimew se&’ Later, the chronicler recounts

38 Werner 2001: 249, Book Six, Chapter 18etiam in loco, qui Throtmunni dicitur, magna sinedubi rex
coepiscopis presentibusque conctis plurima questtisanctae aecclesiae inconvenientia et commuuandem
consilio haec statuit deinceps prohibeftrillmich 1966: 260.

39\Warner 2001: 258, Book 6, Chapter ?

370 Curiously, David Warner casts doubt on whethes #sisembly ever occurred at*afiThere is no mention of
it in any documentary evidence. Thietmar may prebanself as an eye-witness to this event, but rasnaur
only source to the existence of such an assemiigt Being said, such a work of fiction would sebud to
underscore the vital importance placed upon sucmsaambly.
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how following the consecration of the new cathedrathis see, a great synod was held in
which several matters of contention were resolved.

The works of Orderic Vitalis contains many referefi¢o episcopal elections, though
the emphasis on interaction between the monarchttegge church assemblies as found in
Thietmar is not present to the same degree inHiséoria Ecclesiastica The Council of
Clairmonf™ and other church assembfi€sare afforded much attention, but they remain
largely separated from the concerns of secularoaitits. That being said, Raymond of
Toulouse, decidedly a representative of the secotavers, is mentioned by Orderic as
making his appearance and promising to take thestfdoThe most common occurrence is
for religious assemblies to serve as avenues dficoresolution or moral judgemenrderic
recounts how the Holy Roman Emperor Henry V attddReme, made a treaty with the pope
there and was received by the Romans at the bmsifiSt. Petet’* Here, Orderic visits his
rhetorical wrath upon the German prince when hengits to arrest the pope, and violence
breaks out. The monarch is described #sking up his father's tyrannical power’> when
he succeeded him, and he describes Henry.ths faithless heir of a wicked sif& not a
pleasant presentation of neither father nor sopli€ik condemnation of his actions is made
positively redundant. Where the Anglo-Norman realas concerned, Orderic may have had
to take his precautions; in treating foreign prs)ceo such considerations were required.
There was no need to drape rhetoric in a shrouzbofieniality, and as such, the passage at
once becomes less relevant to the points made yppgehBuc, for at some point, fierce
rhetoric becomes indistinguishable from expliciaeks.

Perhaps the most interesting passage dealing kathetationship between Church and
king as it pertains to the king of England is tleeywvsame council at Rheims where the French
monarch appeared, at which a great number of ANglonan prelates also attend€dKing
Henry is noted as having issued strict orders ® lifshops of his realm not to ‘allow
unnecessary innovations’ to be introduced to higydtom. As has been noted, the king of
France attendéd® this assembly, and used it to make his case ofptint against his

English counterpart. Orderic notes how the asseainBtench all vouched for the truth of the

371 Chibnall 1969-80: 11, Volume V, Book IX.

372 Chibnall 1969-80: 265, Volume 1V, Book VIII.

373 Chibnall 1969-80: 129, Volume V, Book IX.

374 Chibnall 1969-80: 197, Volume V, Book IX.

375 .paternam tirannidem arripuit...

376 .de perfido haerede scelerosi patris...

377 Chibnall 1969-80: 253, Volume VI, Book XII.

378 Interestingly, Marjorie Chibnall notes that letesurvive from the King of France to Calixtus whémiis
refers to his attendance at this assembly as tystawards the Pope.
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king’s speech, though he does not divulge exacty these men weré? Presumably, they
were the men of the cloth similar to those to whidenry gave his instructions. The same
council is noted as hearing the plea of Countesdeard of Poitou, whose husband had
abandoned her, and so places itself in the dendioirah marchlands between ecclesiastical
interaction and judicial assemblies. Where secatsemblies pass judgement over temporal
law, synods adjudicates breaches of religious lawsurprisingly. The lines between the two
are far too blurry to draw a definite boundry, bl picture can serve to accentuate the
differences between the two types of political addy, if distinct types they are. Orderic’s
account of the council of Rheims ends on a soleate, where the pope excommunicates the
Holy Roman Emperot>° Whatever the purpose of the assembly as far a&s athtters were
concerned, the passage proves two things; Orderiicudes to the English king the belief that
this council might indeed ‘allow unnecessary inrtawas’ to occur in his realm, and also that
he had the authority to prevent this. It showcabkesoverlapping lines of authority in the
medieval world, and how the role of assemblieghis instance of ecclesiastical gatherings,
interacted in no clear and simple way with the Eraealm.

The involvement of the church in electing Stephérglof England® is mentioned
elsewhere, and will not be considered further hdrsimply underscores the inclusion of
church officials among the important magnates @& tealm. A measure of interaction
between the church and king Stephen becomes apgdaverver, when the king called a
council at which his nobles attended and wheresputié over the appointment of a bishop to
the see of Salisbury occurrd.Who was the source of the dispute is unclear, ghaiti
establishes a secular political assembly as a stagehich the hierarchy of the Church was
concerned. Far from all connections, then, werersecome the time of Orderic.

Ecclesiastical interaction follows in the same vasmother functions where religious
rhetoric is concerned. In Thietmar, St. Adalbertcédled upon at the synod at Rome. At
Dortmund, the emperor is prostrating himself beftve Church and professes his love of
Christ. In Orderic’ work, such concerns are largabsent, though when the Holy Roman
Emperor is disparaged at Rouen he is referred ta amful man. That is the extent of
Orderic’s use of such however, and the remaindeh@fexamples cited see no such use of
divine sanction, withheld or freely granted. In tlerld of Orderic Vitalis, rhetoric need not

be religious or biblical to express the severesddemnation. Church and society at large are

379 Chibnall 1969-80: 259, Volume VI, Book XIl.
380 Chibnall 1969-80: 275, Volume VI, Book XIl.
381 Chibnall 1969-80: 455, Volume VI, Book XIlI.
382 Chibnall 1969-80: 537, Volume VI, Book XIlI.
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no longer necessarily two sides of the same cainn dhe world of Thietmar of Merseburg.
The same is found to be true for the east-centrahtives, and it may be safe to assume, for

much the same reasons.

3.2.2.Celebration

Thietmar'sChroniconis replete with references to religious gatherildgsaumber of them
take place at, or form the basis of assembliesadjrenentioned above, at which any number
of other political concerns was treated. The celtetan of Easter in particular provided the
occasion for many assemblies in the Ottonian pefadtoo with Lent and Candlemas. When
the emperor settled matters and received envoysegiates at Quedlinburg, he did so during
the celebration of Eastd¥ Palm Sunday at Magdeburg provided the contextemry ‘the
Quarrelsome’ to seek popular support for his clairthe throné®* When the young Otto IlI
installed his cousin as pope at Pavia with commuoaoasent, he did so at East&tThe same
was true when the prelate Giselher was accusedlding two diocese®® Even matters as
seemingly expedient as the hostility of a neighbmmuprince, as when Boleslaw | of Poland
threatened imperial possessions, was treated widlenonarch celebrated East&rin Book
Eight, this is even attributed to Henry Il as asmiaus choicé®® Religious festivals as arenas
for political assembly are established. Other ¥&dsi provide similar occasions; when an
assembly met at Paderborn to celebrate St. Lawreéheeemperor’'s sister was appointed
abbess®

Other celebrations are noted frequently. A numiethem have no other purpose
attributed to them than the celebration itself, Vatetmar is careful in always underscoring
the presence of many great men. The translatiorelafs is one such occasion. When the
body of St. Maurice was moved to Regensburg aloitly @ther saints, it was donein the
presence of all the nobilif)° As seen below, Cosmas of Prague also attributesncoral
importance to the translation of relicat times, fewer details are provided. Bishop
Hildesward held a festival at his see, at whicéll the leading men of Saxony assembiéd.

At Aachen, a meeting between the leading men ofLibdaringians and their lord was

383 Warner 2001: 114, Book Two, Chapter 31.
384 \Warner 2001: 149f, Book Four, Chapter 1.
385 Warner 2001: 171, Book Four, Chapter 27.
3¢ \Warner 2001: 185, Book Four, Chapter 46.
387 \Warner 2001: 259f, Book Six, Chapter 33.
38\Warner 2001: 365, Book Eight, Chapter 6.
39 \Warner 2001: 218, Book Five, Chapter 19.
390\Warner 2001: 104, Book Two, Chapter 1%resentibus cunctis optimatibug:rillmich 1966: 52.
391 \Warner 2001: 164, Book Four, Chapter 18.
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arranged in conjunction with theanniversary of his lord and imperial predecessgr2.
Thietmar is careful to note that the love of Chigtised the king with power to carry on the
celebration despite his illness. The celebratiopeaps to be a part of a series of similar
events. Consecration of new cathedrals, considbyedostos to be one of the primary
functions of the Aragonese assemblies, also feminr€hietmar">

Orderic Vitalis is sparser with his referencesétebratory assemblies, though he does
include them. They are however afforded less attierthan other gatherings. King Henry |
and many leading laymen were present to hear sexyrdoning a religious assembly at
Cloucester, but Orderic refrains from going intaailé® The king and his magnates are
noted in Book Xl as celebrating Easter in Normanyt passes over it without further
remark®®® The king celebrates Easter again, this time atrimmastery of Saint-Evroul
accompanied by a great number of his magnatespgluvhich, as noted in chapter 6, the
monarch issued a charter concerning inheritance®laws in Thietmar, assemblies with
specific political purposes are often undertakecanjunction with some religious celebration
or another.

This is the extent of Orderic’s treatment of cettbry assemblies. This scant evidence
compared to Thietmar is cause for remark. The eatn®aint-Evroul is Orderic’s most
detailed treatment of a celebration, and not owlgsdit occur in conjunction with the issuing
of a charter, but also at the chronicler’s own nsbery, presumably with Orderic himself as
witness. That he would afford it a measure of dibenis thus unsurprising. The lack of
emphasis when compared to the works of Thietmaaeburg however can only be cause
for speculation. Perhaps the connection betweeltigablassembly and religious celebration
was weaker in the Anglo-Norman world in which Orddived. Perhaps the TZ:entury saw
a decline in this relationship. Or maybe one miistafor the possibility that, echoing the
points made by Philippe Buc, Orderic Vitalis didt mesire for the political assemblies
mentioned in his work to be associated with thendivto be imbued with spiritual animation
and authority, unless he specifically mentions aesembly to be held during one religious
celebration or another.. With regards to Williane tBonqueror or his oldest sons, this is
conceivable. Orderic’s obvious bias towards Hertmpwever casts doubt on such an analysis.

It is far more likely that the 2century world in which Orderic wrote had less fisea

392 Warner 2001: 224, Book Five, Chapter 28bi anniversarium domni et antecessoris sdirillmich 1966:
222.

393 \Warner 2001: 278, Book Six, Chapter 60.

394 Chibnall 1969-80: 287, Volume V, Book X.

%% Chibnall 1969-80: 65f, Volume VI, Book XI.

%% Chibnall 1969-80: 139, Volume VI, Book XI.
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prominent connection between secular authoritiestha heavenly order than late™@arly
11" century Germany. Indeed, Karl Leyser makes a pfinbting that ceremony had a much
more prominent position in the early medieval stycia which Thietmar can be placéd.
Men lived with a sense of danger and perpetualsciisa manner foreign to a Zentury
monk in NormandyEarly medieval societies lived in a state of fradilalance between oral
transmission and literacy, between expressing ideas abstractions by acting them out in
public and so grasping them visually and theirrliy encapsulatiori®® It is perhaps not
surprising then that added emphasis would be placethose gatherings that did not also
serve some other, more immediate or concrete perpos

It is in the interaction between secular powers #red Church that the east-central
European evidence diverges most clearly from theteve chronicles — that is, with the
exception of the works of Cosmas of Prague. Palitaeremonies not of a clear spiritual
nature, or assemblies in conjunction with religice&ebrations, are no more prevalent. Where
both Orderic Vitalis and Thietmar of Merseburg glacgreat number of political assemblies
during or in concert with the celebration of Eastbere is no such connection in either the
Gesta Hungarorunor theGesta principium PolonoruniNor is there featured translation of
relics or great assemblies where secular autherdie ecclesiastical dignitaries meet, as in
both Orderic and Thietmar. Cosmas again provesecekceptioris° Aside from the heavy
involvement of secular authorities in the electmfnbishops, many other passages recount
how assemblies served as the arena for such itiraEor instance, Cosmas tells that when
Bishop Michael arrived at his see in Prague, he rgasived by...all the devoted common
folk and magnates and clerg§"’.

Cosmas treats analogous events in the Holy RomapirEnm a similar vein, and
relates how..a general syno¢synodu} of all the bishops and princes of the Roman Empire
was ordered for the middle of Lent in the burg @fimz*°* Assemblies in Cosmas follow the
ecclesiastical calendar in the same manner asriaieand Orderic; out of convenience,
presumably, but a symbolic element cannot be dsedisout of hand. A series of more

vaguely-described occasions are also treated, dsaweelebrations for celebrations own

397 _eyser 1994: 193.

3% | eyser 1994: 194.

399 Cosmas often uses the word ‘synod’ to descritargelgathering of important people. As such, maryi®
political assemblies are synods, strictly speakintfle can be read into this however, for as thed of
Barnwell and Reuter point out, these labels arelyaqrovided with distinct definition.

4% \Wolverton 2009: 67. .plebs universa et proceres atque cleriddtetholz 1955: 38.

401 Wolverton 2009: 185. .indicta est generalis synodus ab universis episcepiprincipibus Romani imperii
infra mediam quadragesimam in urbe Magonci8retholz 1955: 162.
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sake. In Mantua, the emperor met with an assembi@zech bishop&®? Duke Vladislav
celebrated the Feast of Saint Vaclav with the ermtimmmon folk, though details are scé&f€e.
The presence the Church is much more keenly fehaChronica Boemorurthan in its east-
central counterparts.

The event from the Hungarian chronicle describedvabwhere the three sons of

930 too

Ladislas the Bald enter Székesfehérvar has ahalienarks of a standam@tventu
does the event described in tBesta principum Polonorurwhere Otto 1l is received by
Boleslaw, and the Polish lord’s knights and prinaes lined up in the most expensive attire
available to greet the emperor in ceremonial maffiidn both occasions, the assembled
magnates, churchmen and people perform a distoltical function by their mere presence,
though no deliberation or decision accompaniesréoeptions in themselves. Of religious
interaction the only mention where secular poweay tmave played a role is concerning the
visit of the papal legate Walo, and the canonicaincil he held while in Polarfi® The
passage is vague however, and it remains impodsildescern what role secular authorities
may have had in this gathering.

Simon Kéza places the bishops of Hungary amongaoldes gathering to depose king
Peter I?°” That is also the extent of clerical involvementtire few political assemblies
mentioned in th&esta Hungarorumit remains a possibility that the Church may hagerb
represented at the other gatherings referred totheuHungarian chronicler affords them no
attention. The Polish evidence is even more impskied, and the Church is not mentioned
once in conjunction with any council or assemblyesthe visit of Walo. Again, that is not to
say they did not attend, but the anonymous chrenidld not consider their attendance.
Certainly, theGesta Hungarorumis concerned primarily with the realm’s pre-Chasti
history, but not exclusively. Where the east-cdriEt@ropean chronicles exhibit significantly
less mention of political assemblies concerningeothatters than their western counterparts,
the near-absence of any mention of the Church teveccasional participation of bishops is
difficult to explain. If nowhere else, an answerynee sought in the late Christianisation of

these areas.

“92\Wolverton 2009: 178.

93 Wolverton 2009: 223.

%4 The ritualised entry and welcoming of a princ@iattown or community.
% Knoll/Schaer 2003: 35.

% Knoll/Schaer 2003: 167.

407 \Veszprémy/Schaer 1999: 111.

83



3.2.3.A short summary
The above treatment has highlighted a number ohtpoiFirstly, several noticeable
differences are found between the works of ThietofaMerseburg and to a lesser degree
Cosmas of Prague, and the remainder. When theoredhaip between Church and ‘state’ is
concerned, the former provide a clear contrastaméhdication of the change that spanned
Christendom with the Investiture Contest of the I]afh/early 12" century. Thietmar tells of a
relationship between the monarch and the Churdhigshdecidedly different from that found
in Orderic Vitalis. Secondly, the same contradbisnd when treating religious celebrations,
though Thietmar is accompanied in his solitude lys@as of Prague. This brings into
question whether the difference exhibited markfi@nge over time from the #Xentury of
Thietmar to the 12 and 18' centuries of the others, or simply a peculiaritythie German
realm that Cosmas shares by geographic and cufitoaimity. The answer is probably a bit
of both.

Finally, this chapter also brings to attentiontheo important point. Common to all the
narratives that affords it attention is the notiembedded in careful rhetoric, that when the
monarch engaged the Church in assembly, it washweattended, rather than played the part
of the host. Nowhere is this explicitly stated heem and so Philippe Buc is partially
vindicated in claiming that rhetoric served to weely form the past as the compiler
understood it.

84



Chapter 4: Summary and Conclusions

4.1. Notes in conclusion
This thesis has sought to answer a number of quespresented in the introduction. What
light can a handful of narrative sources, separfited each other in time and space, shed on
the role of political assemblies in the early- dmgh Middle Ages? What contribution can it
make to the debate concerning the role of rituaha same period, primarily of course, of
political ritual? And can the material used provide insighd the question raised by all
generations of medievalists concerning this topmyw much genuine power did the open
political assemblies really have? Both a synchroard a diachronic perspective are
productive. The evidence in this thesis points foattern of development. Timothy Reuter
notes that by the end of the™2entury, assemblies came to be set in a moremants
political activity:

The growth of courts (meaning permanent or semira@ent royal entourages) and of residences, the
thickening networks of homogenous judicial and adstriative institutions, and last but not least the
development of transpersonal conceptions of thetypoall meant that the assembly (whether
‘representative’ or not) were slowly transformedairfunctional parts of a larger whole, rather than

being the occasions at which the larger whole cleahiyjom being virtual to being real®

The quotation above serves to illustrate two efiain points of this thesis. Firstly, a
treatment of Thietmar in light of the other worksow how the medieval polity managed in
time to contain personal feuds in the judicial sgsof a functioning state, where before such
matters were left to be solved in compromise bydbvamunity at large. Secondly, a growth
of institutions decreases the importance of pelskingship, and it is in this period also that a
transpersonal concept of kingship is further depeth to the point where a monarch is
explicitly installed to perform a specific functioand similarly justifiably removed if he
failed to uphold these standards. It is as we Is@ean the Hungarian chronicle that goes the
furthest in this regard, and while explanations rhayfound that are unique to Hungary, it is
not entirely coincidental that th@esta Hungarorums also the youngest of the chronicles
examined. Third, these conclusions points in theation of a nascent European state, where
informal or ritual assemblies develop into protolpaent and the judicially required

institutions of a centralised polity.

408 Reuter 2001 444.
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A thematic approach aside, the main charactersisfthesis remains the narrative sources
themselves. The thesis has attempted to answemltbge questions in a comparative
perspective, to include sources from across thadbieof Christendom in order to ascertain
what different polities had in common, and wheryttiffered. This approach necessitates an

excursion into the scholarly debate concerningthetions of political assemblies.

4.1.1.The function of assemblies as presented in theahaes

The sources treated in this thesis paints a somntediffarent picture from that provided
through the historiography. A number of seriouscidipancies make themselves apparent.
Where historians like Barnwell and Reuter assigpdlitical assemblies a role in legislation
and matters of law fail to question this assumpti@roughly enough, the sources makes this
pressingly necessary. The relationship betweenaigvassembly is far from clear. Only in
the Hungarian narrative is a legal decision exgicattributed to communal consent. The
remaining instances are few, and the role of asembstly unclear — it can be argued that
while laws were madén assembly, nowhere were they madethe assembly. Treating
assemblies not as a legislative body but as a oblatv yields a different, but no less marked
result, and exhibits similarities with assembliesaameans to solve conflicts in general. The
world of Thietmar, bishop of Merseburg, is one ihieth the community at large, often but
not exclusively with the monarch at its head, i®rafled authority over the resolution of
conflicts between their peers. This adds to thprassion that early medieval Germany
lacked a sufficiently sophisticated system of cangovernment required to deal with these
conflicts, for the remaining 2and 1% century chronicles confine the assembly’s role in
conflict resolution to dealing with conflicts of greater magnitude, namely those involving
their own monarch. From this a conclusion can lavdrthat the subject of law requires a
more thorough examination, and that assumptionsrt@the effect that political assemblies
exerted considerable authority over the legal sysdee premature. Furthermore, in treating
conflict resolution a shared trait can be foundhia younger narratives, with corresponding
dissimilarities in the single source that can besaered to belong to the early medieval era,
highlighting the process of centralisation and bupgatisation that occurred across Europe in
this period.

Furthermore, the analysis highlights a fundameptablem in Barnwell's definition
of political assemblies; royal election, a frequesgponsibility of the assembly (even if the

exact relation of power is ambiguous) fails to heegorised with his approach.
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Whether assemblies provided avenues for politieibdration and thus asserted a measure of
power of their own, or served as nothing but aestggpn which decisions were already made
(either by the king or a small group of high nd@jli or indeed no decision was required at
all, their over-arching functions seem clear. Rait assemblies were required when heirs
succeeded their predecessors and nominated thatessors; when conflicts were to be
resolved through judgement or compromise; whenst®at were to be made known and
points brought across to the wider public; and wiensecular authorities interacted with the
Church. Whatever their role in these instancest ity remains interpreted not through
direct experience but biased narrative sources tlamdhetoric employed speaks volumes as

to how chronicles approached the function of pmditessemblies.

4.1.2.The ritual and rhetoric of assembly
Central to this thesis is the claim put forth byiliphe Buc that it is possible to read in the
rhetoric (chiefly religious) of narratives the attle to specific events as held by the men who
compiled them, and that just as important, or ememe so, than the events themselves was
how they were interpreted by the audience and Isyepity through the written word. It ties in
with the use of ritual; Buc, in essence, (thoughyileg the utility of the concept itself) infers
that ‘ritual’ is the rhetorical construct of an hat's conscious desire to shape the past into
conformity with his own views. Heavy praise andefally supportive rhetoric may serve to
indicate a lack of contemporary consensus thatthaweed for such measures. Essential to
his approach is that chronicles employed biblibatoric and allusions whenever they desired
to provide an event with an air of sacrality, argpbtkthis from events of which they did not
approve. A number of examples to this effect hasenbprovided in the thesis, though the
assumption has been expanded to emphasis rhatogenieral. Other scholars also support
this approach. Dalewski writes of the above-memtibrconflict between Boleslaw and
Zbigniew as it is presented in the Polish chronitiat ritual served for the anonymous
chronicler to reconstruct the recollection of thenftict.*°® The text was propaganda for the
royal court*® A conclusion can be drawn that while his emphasiseligious rhetoric fails to
find clear support in the narratives, the genesabeption must be said to be correct. When
Simon Kéza relates how the Hungarian magnatesleebabainst Peter I, he takes care to
paint the king as eex tyrannusagainst which a coup was justified. When Hengetadown
his brother on the fields of battle, Orderic Visalvarns of fratricide and portrays those of

409 Dalewski 2008: 9.
419 Dalewski 2008: 6.
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Robert’s counsellors who advice against peace igsseditious men. When the Ottonian hold
on power trembled, Thietmar of Merseburg was canefiextol their ancestors, underscore
the success and importance of the assemblies tHdyahd present their royal right as beyond
doubt.

Buc speaks primarily of early medieval Europe, &nd here too that his approach
finds the greatest support. Thietmar’s work is lygawveligious rhetoric absent from the other
narratives save th€hronica BoemorumBuc is thus partially vindicated; if confined tiois
period, his theory holds water. If employed on thigh Middle Ages however, he is only
partially right — rhetoric is indeed used activblythe authors to enforce their own reading of
events, but it is not reserved for religion aloner can it easily be claimed that absence of
praising phrases indicate disapproval.

Events described as political ritual take on a me@aning when read in the light of
Gerd Althoff's position. Althoff claims that eventie political assemblies were carefully
staged rituals where eolloquium secretuma ‘secret’ gathering of the greatest nobles,
decided upon the outcome of the general assemblipyee held, whether it concerned itself
with royal election or conflict resolution, and tlihe subsequemblloquium publicunserved
as but a stage upon which this decision was playedThe alternative was far too volatile in
a society as fragmented and as concerned with maré@nour as the medieval world. As
such it stands in stark contrast to Buc; where dithtresses that decisions were made before
the assembly and not in it, Buc holds that whawversociety onwards was not the event but
the interpretation, which might as well be maderafhe assembly itself. The two seemingly
hold contradictory positions, where Althoff carrigee standard of rigid functionalism, and
Buc the banners of the ‘linguistic turn’ and thenttoually malleable event. Allied to Althoff
are such historians as Timothy Reuter, who holdswhether prepared in advance by a small
elite or entirely the whim of the monarch, politie@ssemblies in the early and high Middle
Ages were not actively deliberative bodies whereisiens to a large degree were made. This
is a gross over-simplification of their respectpasitions, particularly concerning Althoff and
Buc, though the pair still provides distinct oppesj in the space between which many
scholars have placed themselves. The author of th@sis is no exception, though the
conclusion of this thesis is no compromise or meddgfound, but rather a flat denial of a
stringent approach to the question of politicakasslies as staged political ritual.

The above has shown how Buc is partially correcicemning narrative rhetoric. This
fails to disprove Althoff's approach however. Ndmaess, Althoff himself largely admits the

futility of rigid functionalism; examples to thidfect are provided in the text. The greatest
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argument against his approach is the fact thattigali assemblies were allowed by
participants and chroniclers alike to fail. Confation can be sought in Althoff's own
definition of ritual. He writes:

We talk about rituals when actions, or rather clsanf actions, of a complex nature are repeated by
actors in certain circumstances in the same or lsimivay, and if this happens deliberately, with a
conscious goal of familiarity. In the minds of batttors and spectators, an ideal type of ritualséxi

that takes on a material form that is easily redagd in its various concrete manifestatiéfs.

When this ritual takes the form of a political asfdy, Althoff ascertains that it is to a large
extent prepared in advance. In the analysis alexamples are given that certain assemblies
were indeed prepared in this manner, such as gerdy of 1002 in Thietmar'€hronicon
Most lack such references however, and Althoff &olonits that hisolloquium secretunms
more often than not omitted from sources. As alyeaéntioned however, failed assemblies
provide the proverbial spanner in the works of Affts theory. While admitting also that
failure to provide consensus in larger assembllectdd a similar failure in the private
gathering, he remains unsuccessful in explaining thie decision then reached the public at
all. Furthermore, he underscores that rituals vessential for medieval communication, and
that they had to be simple, to perform an easilyogeisable functiofi** Rituals were
frequent, and dynamic, and thus required stagifigréleand. In ascertaining the value of this
approach, it is necessary to employ a much widespeetive. The essence of what Althoff
proposes is, to sacrifice accuracy for the sakenaking a point, that similar to all other
human cultures and societies, the medieval wortddperated by a set of social norms to
regulate human interaction — political no less thsotial. This is in no dichotomous
relationship to an assertion that at least a measfuthe political battle of the day stood on the
pages of contemporary chronicles, who vied for dghoritative interpretation of events.
Neither does it stand in opposition to a readirgf #fmphasises the malleability of political
assemblies, where the actors could influence theome through their participation. Then, as
now, a prior understanding between individuals lm&@d must not be taken to preclude a

political event turning in a decidedly differentelition than what was originally envisioned.

411 Althoff 2002: 71.
412 Althoff 2002: 86.
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Oppsummering

Denne oppgaven stiller et utvalg spgrsmal til femeflende kilder fra fem forskjellige land.
Oppgaven tar for seg Thietmar av Mersebu@sonicon den anonymt forfatted&esta
principum Polonorum Cosmas av Prahashronica BeomorumOrderic Vitalis’ Historia
Ecclesiasticaog Simon Kézassesta HungarorumSentrale spgrsmal er hvilke funksjoner
man kan tillegge politiske forsamlinger i periode870-1141 gjennom en neaerlesing av
kildene; i hvilken grad det utspiller seg aktivelifggke prosesser i forsamlingene, eller til
sammenligning, i hvilken grad handlingen er planhlag forhand; og i hvilken grad
forfatternes retorikk kan tjene til innsikt i deregne holdninger og motivasjoner.

Oppgaven viser hvordan politiske forsamlinger dlagt en sentral rolle |
konflikthandtering, samt a tjene som folkelig lémitet i kongevalg og opprgr. Det
fremkommer av kildene at politiske forsamlinger hidtmars tysk-romerske rike i tidlig
middelalder ble brukt i starre grad enn andre r@nflikter innad i riket skulle handteres,
seerlig i konflikter fgydaladelen imellom. Et fravaer tilsvarende i yngre kragniker er forsgkt
forklart gjennom en gradvis statsdanningsprosessldelalderens Europa som flyttet et slikt
ansvar fra uformelle forsamlinger til et stabilttsapparat. Videre viser oppgaven hvordan
forfattere kan sies & aktivt bruke bade egen idong forsamlingene selv til & legitimere
opprgr mot kongemakten.

Oppgaven viser ogsa hvordan politiske forsamlirigerte som mgteplass for kirkelige
og verdslige makter, og hvordan forfatterne av lkeme ser ut til & ha bevisst vektet egen
retorikk for & understreke viktige punker i forhetdnellom kirkemakt og kongemakt.

Siste men ikke minst tjener kildene som eksemgehpsentrale innfallsvinkler hos
historikere som Gerd Althoff og Philippe Buc ma racetes i mgte med kildematerialet.
Althoffs innfallvinkel til private forsamlinger hvopolitiske beslutninger tascglloquium
secretunh, for deretter & kunngjagres gjennom apne forsayalinsom et politisk ritual
(colloquium publicury viser seg & mgte motstand i lys av kildene, Hedslatte politiske
forsamlinger far utilsiktede falger. Tilsvarendses det seg at Bucs vektlegging av littersere

trekk og retorikk bare til en viss grad kan tjeoensforklaringsmate.
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