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Anticipatory Association of the Heir
in Early Capetian France

ANDREW W. LEWIS

MODERN HISTORIANS HAVE TRADITIONALLY VIEWED ROYAL SUCCESSION in early
Capetian France as a conflict between hereditary and elective principles.
Although the operation of these principles can be traced elsewhere in medie-
val Europe, especially in Germany, they have had a particular interest for
France, where the dispossession of the last Carolingians was followed by the
reign of a line of kings who lacked dynastic legitimacy. The essential means by
which the early Capetians were seen to have kept the throne in their family
was through the association of the eldest surviving son in the royalty during
the father’s lifetime. By this maneuver the elder king could control the
proceedings and so extend the rule by his line. In 987, the first year of his
reign, Hugh Capet thus thwarted the designs of those who wished for an
elective monarchy by having his son Robert consecrated and crowned king.
Robert in turn associated his eldest son and, upon the premature death of the
first son, had his second son anointed and crowned. Succeeding kings contin-
ued the practice until 1179, when Philip Augustus was made king with the
ailing Louis VII. The practice has been seen as a reflection of the weak
hereditary title of the dynasty until the reign of Philip Augustus, who aban-
doned the custom. The Capetians have been viewed as truly hereditary
monarchs only from the time when they were able to discontinue this practice
in favor of the autamatic or quasi-automatic succession of the son upon his
lather’s death.!

Comparison with other medieval European monarchies has seemed to con-

A preliminary version of this paper was presented at the annual meeting of the American Historical
Association in Atlanta in December 1975. I am indebted to Georges Duby for valuable advice during my
early work on this topic, to Charles T. Wood, C. Warren Hollister, Elizabeth A. R. Brown, and \]cﬁ:my
DuQ). Adams for helpful suggestions for the present revision, and to Steven P. Marrone for his generous
help in obtaining materials. The following abbreviations have been used throughout: AVD (LArt de virifier
les dates et les fails historiques, 10 [Pans, 1818]), HF (Martin Bouquet e al., eds., Recuerl des historiens des Gaules et
de la France, 24 vols. [Paris, 1738-1904]), and LTC (Alexandre Teulet et al., eds., Layettes di Trésor des Chartes
4 vols. |Paris, 1863-1g0g]). '

' This interpretation has dominated modern scholarship since the publication of Achille Luchaire’s classic
works; see his Histotre des instituttons monarchiques de la France sous les premiers Capétiens, gé7-1180, 1 (Paris
1883): 57-84. Luchaire’s thesis remained virtually unchanged in the sccond edition; sce ibud., 1 (2d cd.:
Paris, 1891): 60-87. Luchaire’s presentation formed the core for Perey Ernst Schramm, Der RKimg von
Frankreich: Das Wesen der Monarchie vom 9. zum 16. Jahrhundert, 1 (2d ed., rev., Darmstadt, 1960): g7-111 (Ihcsc
pages are little altered from the first edition of 1939). His thesis was also the framework used by many other
scholars; in particular, see Charles Petit-Dutaillis, La monarchie fodale en France et en Augn‘f'ﬁ"-m- (X=X
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firm this interpretation. Five German emperors of the tenth and eleventh cen-
turies, then four Hohenstaufen, insecure in their hereditary titles, had their
sons elected or crowned king during their own lifetimes. One of them, Otto I,
was even made emperor with his father, and only the pope’s refusal to perform
the coronation ceremony blocked a similar plan by Frederick Barbarossa.” Henry
I of England, faced with the Norman claims of his nephew, William Clito, had
his son William Adelin named king-designate; and Stephen, for analogous
reasons, attempted to have his own eldest son crowned.* Whether Henry 11 of
England, whose hereditary claim was undisputed after 1133, acted on similar
motives in effecting the coronation of his son, the young Henry, is a separate
question.* The recurrence of the same practice in these monarchies has tended
to demonstrate that anticipatory association of the heir was a royal device to
ensure hereditary rule in the face of opposition to it.” Most scholars have
treated the measure as a kind of touchstone and have largely discounted
evidence that the Capetian throne was hereditary before the reign of Philip
Augustus on the grounds that the Capetians must have lacked dynastic
legitimacy if they still found it necessary to associate their heirs.®

sikcles) (Paris, 1933), trans. by E. D. Hunt as The Feudal Monarchy in France and England from the Tenth to the
Thirteenth Centuries (London, 1946), 27-30, 311; Robert Fawtier, Les Capétiens et la France: Leur rile dans sa
construction (Paris, 1942), trans. by Lionel Butler and R. J. Adam as The Capetian Kings of France: Monarchy &
Nation (y87-1328) (London, 1g60), 48-38; and Ferdinand Lot and R. Fawtier, Histoire des instilutions frangaises
au Moyen Age, vol. 2: Institutions royales (Paris, 1958), 12-16.

2 There were eleven such anticipatory associations, even if Otto I’s designation by the dying Henry I in
g36 is not included: Otto 11 as king in g61 and as emperor in g67 with Otto I; Otto 11 as king in 983 with
Otto I1; Henry I11 with Conrad 11 in 1028; Henry [V with Henry [Tl in 1053; Conrad and Henry V, sons of
Henry 1V, with the latter in 1087 and 10g8-gg; Henry, son of Conrad 111, with his father in 1147; Henry V1
as king in 1169 with Frederick I, and Frederick’s plan to make Henry co-emperor; Frederick [1in 1196 with
Henry VI; and Henry and Conrad, sons of Frederick 11, with their father in 1220 and 1227. See Georg
Waitz, Jahrbiicher des Deutschen Retchs unter Kinig Heinrich I (Leipzig, 1885), 172-73: Rudoll Kéipke and Ernst
Dismmler, Kaiser Otto der Grosse (Leipzig, 1876), 322. 429; Karl and Mathilde Uhlirz, Jahrbiicher des Deutschen
Reiches unter Otto Il und Otto 111, 2 (Berlin, 1954): 6-9; Ernst Steindorfl, Jahrbiicher des Deutschen Reichs unter
Heinrich 111, 2 vols. (Leipzig, 1874-81), 11 4, 2: 227-28; Gerold Meyer von Kronau, jahrbiicher des Deutschen
Reiches unter Heinrich IV, und Heinrich V., 7 vols. (Leipeig, 1890-1909), 1: 8-g, 4: 160-61, 5: 26-27, 57; Wilhelm
Bernhardi, Konrad [11., 2 (Leipzig, 1883): 546-47, 558; Theodor Toeche, Kaiser Hewnnich V1. (Leipzig, 1867).
27, 41, 435-36, 443-46, 519-27; and Thomas C. Van Cleve, The Emperar Frederick 11 of Hohenstaufen: *Immutator
Mundi”’ (Oxford, 1972), 116, 123-24, 402.

3 For the association of William Adelin with Henry 1 in 1119 and 1120, see C. Warren Hollister,
“Normandy, France, and the Anglo-Norman Regnum,” Speculum, 51 (1976): 224-29. On Stephen’s efforts for
his eldest son, Eustace, in 1152, see R. H. C. Davis, King Stephen, 1135-1154 (Berkeley, 1967}, 117.

*1In 1155, Henry II had the English barons swear fealty to his eldest son, William, as heir to the throne
and swear also to make his second son, Henry, king if William died prematurely. But this measure was
taken at the beginning of the reign, when Henry could have feared that his brothers might dispute the
rights of his sons in the event of his own early death. The association of the young Henry in 1170 is best
understood as part of the partition of the succession to Henry 11 and Eleanor that Henry 1T arranged in
1169. Robert of Torigny, Chronicle, in Richard Howlett, ed., Chronicles of the Reigns of Stephen, Henry 11, and
Richard 1, 4, Rolls Series, no. 82 (London, 1889): 184, 24041, 245; and W. L. Warren, Henry /1 (Berkeley and
Los Angeles, 1973), 108-11.

& Although the sketch of monarchical comparisons given here is more detailed than those found
generally in the scholarship, such comparison has been a premise in many studies. For citation of
Carolingian, Ottonian, and other monarchical precedents, see Schramm, Kintg von Frankreich, 81, 106-07,
10g, 111; Lot and Fawtier, Institutions royales, 14; and Jan Dhondt, “Election et hérédité sous les Carolingiens
et les premiers Capétiens,” Revue belge de philologie et d'hustoire, 18 (1939): 935. For citations by English
historians of Capetian precedents for the anticipatory association of the young Henry, see G. O. Sayles,
Medieval Foundations of England (rev. ed., New York, 1961), 349; and Warren, Henry 11, 110-11.

8 Luchaire, Histoire des institutions monarchiques, 1 (2d ed.): 87; Petit-Dunaillis, Feudal Monarchy in France and
England, 311; and Lot and Fawtier, Institutions royales, 15.
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O CLeSER EXAMINATION, however, there are strong reasons to distrust this
interpretation, which was based on comparisons of monarchical practice.
Firsi. the monarchies so compared were canspicususty different from one
another, as were the circumstances of their successions. In Germany, the
changes of dynasty and the known epposition of the princes and, often, of the
papacy o hereditary rule in the German kingdom make that case unique, at
) y rul g e,

least from the time of the investiture controversy onward.” In England,
Henry 1 and Stephen wanted 1o associate their sons because of challenges
to their rule by members of their own families who had superior heveditary
claims.® In France, after the very first years of Capetian rule, similar situa-
uons did not arise. When the rule of certain Capetians was challenged, it was
by the kings’ younger brothers, who were dissatisfied with (heir station or
whose alleged rights to the throne were advanced by barons sceking their own
gain. Rule by the dynasty itsell was not contested.®

Second, not all Capetian cases of anticipatory assaciation had the same
purpose. The cases are, in fact, highly individual in character. The association
of Robere 1T with Hugh Capet appears clearly as a maneuver o assure
Robert’s succession to the throne, despite the lack of hereditary right. Hugh
proposed Robert’s consecration on the pretext that, since he intended to go to
Catalonia 1o aid the count of Barcelona against a Muslim invasion, two kings
were necded o maintain stability if one of them was killed on the expedition.
Although there was some opposition to the plan, Hugh's will prevailed and
Robert was crowned; but the expedition 1o Spain never occurred.'® The
situation was different a generation later, when Roberi had his own sons
cravwned. No one contested the principle that he should be succeeded by one
of his sons. though there was intense dispurte over which of them should be
chosen. The eldest son, Hugh, was associated without difliculty, but afier his
death, when the king proposed 0 have kis second son, Henry, consecrated,
the queen and certain magnates protested that the third son was better

7 For asynthesis of the German situation, sce Geafivey Barvaciough, The Cngons af Madern Genmany {rev
edd, New York, 10690, 3 S TR, 12, 2oy

*Hmay well be thay, sinee Robert Canhose bad never succeeded in making himsell king of Foagland, the
claims ol son, Witliam Clito, w iha o were weaker than those of William Adelin, whe was the
son of the reigning monarch: in contrast, Clite's nghes in Nesmandy, of which his father was hereditary
ke and fnwhich Heney s statas was undefined. were undeniably strong. In praciice, the two successions
were aniereelated and, with the exception of the single clement of the homage 1o the French king for
Normancdy, were so teated by Heory 1 See Mollister, “Normandy, France, and the Anglo-Norman
Segmms acg-20, vag-n30 Charles W David, Bebert Curthase, [lake of Normendy (Cambridge, Mass., 1ga0),
B85 and William of Malmesbury, De gests reguom Anglonen, cd. William Stubls,
tLonden, 18803 45

B For a fine 1 mepn of this poing see Dhondn, “Fiecion et ideédite sous los Carolingiens ct les
premices Capdtiens.” q31-52. 1 discount Suger’s charge, writien sixty years after the alteged event, thay in
the earty sofios the cownt of Corbeil had boasted that he would make himself king: the count did not have
the resources to realize such a scheme, Suger also stated that William 11 ol England aspired to the
Freneh throne. Suger, Fiede Lows P e Gras, od. and trans. Hewri Waquet (Paris, 1g29). 150, ta. Neither of
Suger’s clabms car conviction; both are probably avtribotalite (o his desire for drama in his nccount.

Y Richer, Hutone de Franes i #88-50 g7 thy- i and
Dhondt. * Election o hérédité sons Also xee Ferdinand
Lo, dev {1' wers Conedingions Lotharre, Lo ¥, ot Chardes de Larmne {1 2021, 10, L eredit
Hugh with less sincerity in this propesal than dees Lot it would have Been reckiess for Hugh to have
journeyed 1o Spain before reselution of the vhatlenge Tor the throne that wis certain o come from the
Carolingian Charles of Lorraine,

2, Rolls Series, no. g0
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gualificd; only alter much controversy was the k'u?g able 10 impc;sc. !ns own
choice.t* In the third generation, Henry T had his eldest son, thp‘. cot-
seerated under still different circumstances. Henry was planning to uwaclfz
Normandy and, not surprisingly, wished to have his sevcn-year-‘uld heir
crowned beflore this extremely dangerous campaign. Given the lack ol {sourcc:‘s,
it is impossible to determine whether Henry was cum:crlw.d.o‘ver hl.s‘son.s
actual right to the throne or only desired to strengthen I’l?zhp's position in
expectation of what in that society would almost necessarily be a troubled
minority.'? ‘

The instances of royal association fram the twelfth cenuury add -fumhc-r
diversity, Louis VI was “designated”—but not cmw.ned——km.g during his
father’s lifetime. ™ Louis VI's eldest son, Philip, was designated kingas a small
child but was consecrated only nine years later, after Louis had re-asserted
control over the royal government through the ouster of the owl:r]?owerfui
Garlande family from the great offices of his household; the HSSL)C:IZ.’L{XOI:"{}‘:US
appears as an act of consolidation of the father’s st:‘engtl.n.ened position. T'he
last case of Capetian anticipatory association, that of Philip Augustus in 1179,
was oceasioned by a crisis in the health of Louis VIE that r(?ndermil the old
king unable to rule.”® From birth Philip had been proclail.nc.d heir to the
throne and was widely accepted as such. Although his association may have
prevented interregnal disturbances at his father’s death—ihat is, b‘rcachcs F)l"
the peace due to the temporary lack of voyal cnforccmem—A--—1h<.: evm](fnge WfG”
not really permit the reading that his right to the throne was in question. ™

Of the examples of Capetian association, therefore, on.iy the hrst., lhzil‘oi
Robert 11 with Hugh Capet, clearly fits the traditional interpretation. I.hc
tast, that of Philip Augustus with Louis VII, plainly does not. The intervening

M Pipondt, “Election of hérédité sous les Carohingiens et los premiers (‘:.’i;}('?li(‘l'ls." q:,‘;»-,;ﬂ, ‘lil:l note 1.1.\‘.3:
Dhande bas {fedowed the eoror of the editars of the Recwet! des hastonens _cir. CGandes ot e fe f'nm'm‘ in Etl.(‘l‘hb\fln‘ﬂg
ape of the sntial docwments 1o Odolric. bishop of Orié 1 the \'\'I'If{'l'.\\’:’l.\ zﬂ;‘}ﬂst u‘r_l.‘\l_nly Hndc‘g.n u'{
Poitiers. For the error, see [1F 100 qoq5 and, for the corvection, see Christian Plister, Etudes sur e rhane de
ot fv Py fyofie-zogs) {Paris, 1885), s ) ] .
”“lil"'h;"'{;r 1;::‘(‘(;;{}&(’;)(:{[::!)I !(115 ('l)llst‘l?l“?}l)ii()'ll, see Jan Dhondt, "l,c:j :‘cl;}liuns entre fa France et ln N('xm‘mu}:’l;:
sous Henri 15" Normanma, 2 (19993 §65-86. For the coronation jtsell, see the ‘):"(H()l'l?l [lf'nm n“u;: "
32-33. On the minerity of Philip 1, see Maurice Prow, vd., Recuedd des actis de !--‘.‘:h,ffn ;T Lo de Franee
E n-IJ"O!’f,“ Paris, 1gof), xxviii-xxsii; Eugdne de Certain, c'(l'.‘ Loy Miraclo e sdint H(T“.“ {Illi ; thall i
he archbishop of Reims to the pope, in 71 117 498, Tn his letter the archbishag c:\pwﬁs‘u] n; L:I‘i Mt
withous the king the unresirained quarreliing of the barons wn}ﬂd brl{\g ;\leul the ruin of l. u‘. m;_'(-m‘n;,

Y augustin Fliche, Le spne de Philippe 19, roi de Franer £ pubo-11o8) (.i’arls‘ 1g912), 78-83; in"nd .-\(IinP [
Luchaire. Lowms 1F le Groe: Annades de sa ore et de san rigne {tofi-1137) (l’ansl, th({). nas. 8, ll‘. i, 1. ugi

M dopold Delisie, “Sur la dae de Vassociation de i"hﬂippc‘ M?* de l‘,mus le (’f'.(?s’ g gou\u:ne:n'v:mlf u.
rovaume,” Jowrnal des sanants (1898}, 736~40; and Luchaire, Lo .H ,!'1‘ Gray, s;'h_x‘«i:.n. nfus. 35“!. 4}.(} Fl ;E‘ }m
such a moive for anticipatory association, note the advice to Louds V1 after l“hal‘:p B r!c.z_th that he :,na. ; Mis
sccond son, the future Louis VI, king "ad refellendam emulorum wumuttam’’; Suger, e de Lo ¥ e Gres,
1(’8‘15 Rigard, Cesta Phabypin Augustr, in Henvi-Francois Delabarde, ¢d., Qeusres de Rigord oo de Cadlaume &

ton, 2 vols, {Paris, 1882-B5), 17 q-10. ) ‘ . o
Hh"g”li;r\:?l?uigi|"r|;rusm?mtu?)z\ nfnthis view, sce oy U Royal S}n:ttfﬂhn m‘ Capcn:ul\"il‘)ra_xl‘t‘(‘r‘\hl‘udws- of
Familial Order and the State” (Ph.1D. dissertation. Harvard University, i973h chap &l::;‘,’.:‘ \?:;n:ftm ,:'\Is
Heir to the Threne.” For an inventory of most of the doc::nmnﬂs, see .-\!cx:\n_(f(. . -;-‘-I|Ll esi, P rp"f:«‘l :
August, Kimg ron Frankrech, © {Leipzig, 18g): " Beilagen.™ 40-01. ()n_ the (isfou ors t‘m.ll‘t[;.u.\lum}.:ﬂ}
occurred at the deaths of kings, see Auguste Molinier, ed., Faede Lowrs b Ciras par Suger swow dbe Phestorre duom
fewss B4T (Paris, 1887), 147
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cases are sbscure in many regards, but the applicability ol the received ex-
planation o them is problematical at best, In the absence of clear documen-
tation to the contrary, scholars have generalized the significance of the frst
case o all other instances of the measure over the course of two centuries, as if
its purpose had been the same each dme. The implausibility of that premise
for a socicty that was governed chiefly by custom is evident: it seems unlikely
that people for wham property rights were established by the “long usage” of
thirty or forty years would not willingly accept the Capetians as their royal
dynasty after a reign of seventy or even one hundred years.' 1 Elllli(?i});ll(;l'\’
association of the heir is taken as proof of such an anomalous imerprctation{,
our appraisal of that custom should be reassessed.

~The only constant element in the Capetian practice of anticipatory associa-
tion was the father’s wish or expectation that his son should succeed him on
t!w throne. Comparison with other medieval Buropean monarchies reveals
little more than that German and Anglo-Norman royal fathers had the same
wish or expectation and that some of them used this means to ensure their
s'()ns’ suceessions. Nothing in the evidence requires that anticipatory associa-
tion of the heir be seen necessarily as a sign of a weak hereditary title, and the
exampie of Henry 11 of England and the young Henry strongly suggests that
such was not abways the case.” Reference to Carclingian lal‘eEE(ie=1;§0fTe:*s no
reliable guidance, because the circumstances of the tﬁmnarchy when Charle-
magne and Lows the Plous associated their sons were radically diffecent from
those of later generations. It is arguable, mercover, that the Carolingian cases
are extranecus to the period under review, since the tenth- nnd\'clcvcnthw
century raders either were unaware of them or else understood such knowl-
cdge as they had in ways that can no tonger be determined or properly as-
sessed. ' A comparative survey of this usage among the medieval monarchies
is thus of limited value. ' .
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ol ‘lu:i |I=.;:‘ .\‘."\I‘.'::? rc(t.\‘_c‘m, discussion of anticipatory association in the Byzantine empire has been
exeluded Adthough the German cmperers surely knew of such eases, i is uncertain whether the Capetians
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MoRE FROTFFUL INSIGHTS are gained il the range of comparison is enlarged
to include the greater nebility—that is, il Capetian practice is compared
not with that of dissimilar monarchies but with the customs of other strata
within French society. Anticipatory association in princely and baronial
successions has never been systematically studied. Many examples of it have
long been known, but those cited in the standard scholarly manuals all date
from alter g87-~beginning, in fact, soon alter the association of Robert i with
Hugh Capet. These cases have been seen, therefore, as baronial imitations of
Capetian royal practice.® 1f the single occurrence of the measure among the
Jate Carclingians—rthe association of Leuis V with Lothair in g79—has been
considered, the precedent for the nobility has been seen as larger than merely
Capetian, and thus the royal character of the practice and its use 1o buttress
disputed hereditary right have seemed 1o be confirmed.”

Different perspectives are supplied, however, by instances of the same
practice among the great nobility, some of which predate g8y The carliest
exampie that 1 have seen comes from the Capetian ancestors: the association
of Hugh the Great with Robert 1 in the latter’s county and in the abbacy of
Saint-Martin of Tours, which was atiested in 13.% By the gbos other cases of
the measure appeared among the dukes of Normandy, the counts of Mdcon,
Fianders, and probably Blois, and the viscounts of Dijon. By 98 the duke of
Aquitaine also used anticipatory association of the heir.® Numerous examyples

did. The only reference 1o such practice by the Byzantines that 1 have seen in the sources regarding
France appears in a letter from Pope Adexander T to Archbishop Hemry of Reims and dates trom 1171 or
vipas FEE g gy (afTé nos seregh

1 Achille Luchaire, Manwel dos poliuhons francanses: Pirode des Capéiens duects (Paris, tdgel 130-4m and
Ernile Chénon, {fistere gindvale dn drnt francan ¢ privd des ongmes & 0815, 0 {Pavis rgegl 24799 in
contrast 1o royal practice, anticipatory association among the nobsility has been siewed largely as o means
of preserving the indivisibility of the great holdings. Alchough this purpose sometimes lay brhind its use it
was neither the sole nor necessarily the priveipal onet see pages n5-t6, below.

2 Ligr this association. sve Lo, Les dermors Caralmgeens, 108-0g. In s instance, the challenge came from
the king's own brother, Charles of Lorraine,

120 Ferdinand Werner, " Untersuchungen zue Frihzeit des franzdsischen Flivstentums (g0,
Jehrhunderty (0,7 fhe Wil als chie, 18 {iysti 0B

9 For Normandy (William Longsword with Robia, groc), see Dudo of Saine-Quentin. Do marthng et ot
frivignion Nevmaniar duciin Jutes ba rarrer det dn Sapité des Anltquaries de Noomande, 3 ser. 30 pi. 2
(1865): 1818 and Ferdinand Laow, Fiables en cassann? (Paris. 1gaqd, thyn 5. For Macon (Leotaldus
with Aliserie |, g3, and Alberic 11 with Leotaidus, o), see Barthélemy Rarncin, “Les comtes héréditaires
de Macon. " Aunales de {\Acadimie de Macun, 9¢t ser. 6 (igo1): 150, 136, For Fianders (Batdwin HT with Arnull
I, g58-62). see Léan Vanderkindere, Lo formation tentitoriale des prmcigamis e cols. {zd ed., Brussels,
190z}, 20 2g2-g1 For Blois (Qdo ! 1 Theabald e Tricheur, gi0s), see Benjamin Guérard, ad . Cartalare o
[abtarye de Smunt=Pire de Chastres. x vols, {Paris syol 1oy, 2 Prterprevation of these charters is uncertain,
because additions to the subscriptions to the documenis were made after the dates of the acts themselves:
see Ferdinand Lov, Fodes s le vigne de Hrugues Cagud o2 da fondu X itkde (Paris. 103l sg8 . 2 But in the same
nate Lot took the Gount Odo who subseribed another charter for $6-Pere 1o be Odo 1 and that act is from
gngs see Guérard, Carfularre de § abbaye de Saat-FPere, 1 1gn. That Theobald is called webihvsuys comes and Odo
anly comes in one of these eharters may imply that Theobaid was still alive and that he was the senior count
at the time of Oda’s subscription (9502 see Guérard, Cartelaire di {abbaye ode Sarnit-Poe 5t For Tijon
{Raiph with Rebert, ga8 or 451}, see Lot Lesdeniers Caraligrens. 326-30, 520 n. 1 For Aquitaine (Willtam V
with William 1V, see Walther Kienast, Do Herzagstitel in Frank 7

BN

choned Deufsehlaned 9. bey 12, Fafiekaordaort}
(Munich, 1668}, rgh nn. 144, 146, Two other apparent cases ol such practice must be discounted. Karl
Ferdinand Werner has demonstrated that the instance formerly accepted for the county of Troyes in ghae-81
did nat oceur; Werner, *Lie Nachkommen Karls des Grossen bis um das Jabr oo (-8, Generation).” in
Wollgang Braunfels and Percy Ernst Scheanan, eds., Kail der Cravse: Febeniterrk und Nacklehes, y 1 Gsseldor!,
16707 402 at 74, Two charters from Anjou show the heir to that county as “count’™ in g36 and probabiy in
the gfes; but, since both are known only frem an unrehiable textual tradition and one of them is
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of it are recorded {rom the eleventh contury, when such cases occurred again
in Normandy, Macon, Flanders, and (variably) either Blois or another hold-
ing of that lamily and in the comital families of Amiens and Valois, Beaumont-
sur-Ohise, Meulan, Nevers, and others, as the heirs of those counts were
associated in part or all of their prospective inheritances and in the comital
title,® Other such cases can be cited for the tweifth and early thirteenth cen-
turies 2

The chronology of these cases indicates that the great nobles did not simply
adopt the practice from a royal model. The pattern was more complicated

than that. It cannot be asswmed that the tenth-century magnates knew ol

the Carelingian precedents of more than a century earlier, which for modern
schematizations have marked the usage as royal in origin. It is more likely
that the enth-century nobles followed contemporancous examples familiar

o them. One obvious model for the anticipatory associztions of the sons of

Lothair and Hugh Capet was the case of Otie 1 of Germany, maternal uncle
to bath of them, who had his son crowned king in g6 and made co-emperor
in y67.% The lines of probable influence do not, however, point simply 1@
Ouo; while Lothair and Hugh certainly knew of the German example,

demaenstrably interpointed. both charters must be disregarded unless other evidence appears. See Arthur
Bertrund de Broussillon, ed., Carulawe de Sant-duban d Angers (Angers, 1808), nos. 21t 2835 and Guilloet, Le
waitte o Awpan, 10 e . g
u andy (Richard 1 with Richard 11, o2z, and Robert Curthose with William the Con-
quieror, by /i 10873, see Wiltiam of Jumiéges, Gesfa Novmannorum dicum, ed. Jean Marx (Rouen and Paris,
o), g-u7; Marie Faurous, ed., Becuedd dey actes des duni de Nonaandee, g1 11666 {Caen, 1901, nos. 44, 36, 55;
and Pavid, Robert Curthase, 12, For Macon (Guy with Ote-William, go7-roo; Otte 11 with Otto-William,
rong-26; and Geoffrey with Oue 11, o), see Rameau, “Les comtes herdditaires de Macon,” tyi-44:
Alexandre Brael, ed., Recientd stes charies de abbaye de Chaay, 6 vols. {Paris, 1876-1q00), 3: nos. 2987, 2408, 2484,
FRRInE cand HEL e a85, 5y7. For Flanders (Robert 1 with Robert 1, 1086-g3), see Charles Verlinden,
Robert 04 Frovn, comte e Flanadre, Ftde & hstuine fodrtpee {Anbwerp, 193300 s and Fernand Vercaote-
5 et 12, et Por Bleis-Champagne
and Stephen-Heary with Theobald H1L 1074-89)
comder de Champagnre, 7 vals, (Paris, 1854-8q), 170

(Theohauid 1 wnd Stephe
Henri d’Achois de Jubainvilic, Hisiows des ducy o

56,

a8 g sand Prow. Recwed dec actes oo Pladypos 19, nos. by, 78, B For Amiens-Valols {Simor with
Lalph - see [0y ey Barlier cases from the same family are probable, but the evidence
for them eonsisrs of the sons” subseriptions with the comital e to the Bather’s charters; and it is possible
that the sony " sobsriptions or tithes were added afier the Tather s deaths for Walter [T and Ralph 11 wich

rogo. it inand Lot Endes cratigues vier {abdaye o S aadeidic (Paris. 10i3), no. 8. Alse see
Prou, Aecaeid des weres de Phedpc 17, 0o 165, For Beavwmont-sur-Oise {Geoffrey with ve 1 1oy-5
Josenh Depam, Loy coniter de Braummonteinz-Chue 6 & prietod de Samie- Honavine o Conflany {Poptoi )
aB-46. 228, The appe nother Count Geoffrey of Beaumaond in 1o, during the B
Ivo L may indic ier case of antieipatory association in this famiby: see Vaurows, Reavrif dey actes der
e Vi /i .

5 é 1pogdo 1 (Rouen
g2 and Joseph Depoin,
G- 10003, 411 0 For Nevers (Reginald Twith
), o Reginald 1 with Willianu 1L ropg), see René de Lespinasse, Le Nveooer of Jes comttes e
Tgd 2ig; ALt iy cand Pron, Recnad des aviey o Phidipgr I noL g, Some holders of
fesser fan : ) I song for the viseounty o fio, for exampic, Adalphe
de Dhian. fset aux N1¥ et NI sigcles,” Mamnirey de fa Sa chiglagupee o Kiire- roy (1Blg): B,
a0 The impananee of die practice should be judged not simply by the number of cases but alse by the
tengih of ume such arrangements were neffee i any region; accordingly, in this and subseyuent notes the
dates shows for anticipatory associations are in each instance those of the duration of the measure —that is,
st the eaddiess record of tCantid the fathers death.
3 below.
ship. see Werner, “Die Nachkommen Karls des Grossen bis um dag

Landre,
Nopers, | 1

2 Se hove, For the &

Jabir e table, nne ot by v
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they would also have known that their kinsman, Count Armuil I of Flanders,
had made his son, Baldwin ITI, count with him in g58. They would have
known, too, of the cases from Blois in the gses and Macon in gbe.®” The
geographical distribution of the examples is significant. In a period when
royal activity was increasingly restricted 1o the region of Paris, these cases
were Tound on all sides of the king’s fands: the earliest examples appeared to
the northwest, west, seuth, and southeast of the lie-de-France; later instances
completed the crcle. To the received, chronological or “vertical,” model of
anticipatory association in Capetlan practice may be added “horizontal”
planes, as similar cases among the nobility are arranged by region, date, and
known contacts among the persons to form some image of what any particular
generation could have known. From this context, multiple influences—-some
ﬁ)yai, others princely or baronial—are discernible as background for Jater
practice, particularly after the middle of the cleventh century. The source
and nature of the precedents, as cantemporaries would have perceived them,
thus varied from case ro case.*

What is most striking from this evidence is not that certain nobles practiced
anticipatory association but that many, or even most, of them did so when
their hereditary tities to their honors and lands were not in dispute. From
Rollo through William the Conqueror, for example, every duke of Normandy
but one either associated his eldest son in the ducal title or fermaily desig-
nated him as heir.®® Whatever may have been the case under the first three
dukes, it is not plausible that Richard H, the fourth of his line, or William the
Conqueror, the seventh duke and sixth generation of the family, ook this step
because of weak hereditary right.* The same may be said of Withiam Talvas,

¥ See note 24, above. As for the kinship, Hugh Capet and the wife of Arnull 1 were descended from
Nerbert 1T of Vermandois, Lothair and Al from Charfes the Bald and from Alfred of We
Werner, “Die Nachkommen Karls des Grossen biv um das Jabr 1e0e." table, i, at 6.4, .o, etess and Erich
Brandenbury, D Nechkommen Karle des Gresgen | L= XTIV, Uengation] (Leipziy, 19350, whles 1, 5

2 1y central France, for example, Aldebert 1 of La Marche had, by tolh, associsied his cldestsonin
his county; AU, 227 Aldebert B had atended the coronation of Philip Tand may have been influenced
directly by the roval examples 778, 1133, But he would also have known that i sabbor, Atdebers 11 of
Périgord, had seiated his son in that county by soffe; AFO. 200, Aldebert of Périgord had not anended
e coronation of Phitip 1, thougih doubtless he koew of it I the viscounty of Limoges, the cise of
anticipratory association recorded 1001 -4 was ae vemoved fromeany roval prototype: see Maorice Ardany,
S Liste chronelogique et nuausnntique des veomtes de Limoges.” Congn?
teswi, & himoges, en septembre 1850, 0 {Parix. 18603 297; and AP, aq. Similer variations could be cited
from other regions. So complex was the derivation of precedents that for the locat papulations sometimes,
or probibly often, the regiunal vobility furnished the maodels by which the distant kings” were conceived:
see my Lidee de successions rovale ei baroniale chez Bernard Tder,” suneles du Al {forthroming).

* Farthe anticipatory associations, see notes 1j-24, above. For the designations of Richard Thy Williun
Longsword and of Richard 11 by Richard |, see Dude of StoQuenting /0 morddoes of actia provianen Numsiian

i, 3 2q7: for that of William the Congueror by Roberg Iosee William ol Jumidpes. Geste N
HoTt R, Bi-1T .

3 Dygubidess Willim's atitade was inBuenced by the disorders of his ewn milnorhy and by the
rebellions against him by members of his awn family, see David C. Douglas, Wilfien the Congrecim o T
N bagact upen England (Berkeley and Les Angeles, 1604) . Bz-b. Adso see, for the deathbed
specch that Crederic Vitalis anributed to Wiliam, Orderic Vi Erelvsiastical Histary af Onirn Yatis,
ed. and trans, Marjorie Chibnatl, y (Oxford, 19733 8284 The position of Robert Curshose as heir was,
however, comsiderably stranger than William's had been, especially since Roberts grandfzther, Baidwin V
of Flanders, and his cousin, Piritip § of France, would certainly have moved to defend Bim bad his richt to
the succession bean chatlenged in the event of Witliam's carly deatiy.
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the twellth-century count of Ponthien and Alengon, who, aithough the sixth
generation and seventh member of his line to hold Ponthieu, associated with
Bimsclf in that county first his eldest son and then his grandson, upon the
son’s carly death.®
Reconstruction of the custom as it probably appeared to contemporaries

vields similar conclusions. Formal statements as o the nature of anticipa-
Loy association are rare and very partial. No general explanation of the usage
may exist at all.** Even statements of the motivation in particular instances
are unusual, perhaps in part because of the scarcity of narrative texts. Most
cases of the practice are known only incidentally, {from the titles used in the
sons’ subscriptions 10 charters issued during the fathers’ lifetimes. Perhaps
the best early source for contemporary ideas on the subject is the history of the
dukes of Normandy written at the beginning of the eleventh century by Dudo
of Saint-Quentin, chaplain 1o Duke Richard 11 Although Dudo did net
formally explain the principles of Norman succession, his views may be
inferred from comments throughout the text. Clearly, he assumed that the
ducal rale was hereditary: in one passage he explicitly called it a regnum
hacreditarnon ¥ Against this background, his portrayal of the actual practices

of ducal succession is remarkable. Describing the suceessions 1o the first three
dukes, he atributed the antdeipatery association or designation of their heirs
Lo a varicty of metives: because Rollo was old and no longer able 10 lead his
followers into batrle, he made William Longsword duke; William Longsword
designated and had the barons swear fealty to Richard I because William, out
of concern for his son’s youth, wanied te assure stability for his domains
through a smooth succession; Richard 1, in anticipation of his death, desig-
nated Richard 1 because the barons had asked him which of his sons was to
succeed.®

It is impossible 1o assess Dudo’s reliability on the events themselves, but as

a reporter of eleventh-century attitudes he is authoritative. In this regard,
the credibilivy of his account is confirmed by the chronicle of his near-con-
temporary, the Burgundian Rodulf Glaber, who recorded the anticipatory
associations of the kings of France in almost exactly the same terms as those
that Dudo independendy used to describe the Norman succession. Glaber
attributed the association of Louis V with Lothair to the father’s fear that his
sen might otherwise be denied the throne, that of Robert 1T with Hugh Capet

to the oid king’s failing health and consequent inability to control a turbulent
Bbaronage, and that of Henry T with Robert 1 1o the lather’s selection of which
of his sons would succeed him.* The account of the association of Robert 11

M Cavis Branel, ed., Recwesl des aetes des comftes de Pontien [roflirzzg (Paris, tg2o), v—vi, nos. 23-2h, 48- 44,
‘lh‘“\ nr
“ | Bave seen none. and, because of the reasomng oatlined below. | doubt that there are any; sce pages
q)-:l 5 belove.
lJ\Idu o
Faurous, B

St-Quentin, Ly mandus o actre prrany Mooz ducwm. 220 For PDudo as chaplain, see
tledes wetes des duce de Namsehie, no, 13 For his osher close thes w the ducal family, see his O
wiatthes of i firnarunt Nomanneee dicam, 18-200 15g-20, 125, 305,
H Dude of St -Quenaing De s ol wens i
M aorive Prow, ed. Raend Gfug

24|
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with FHlugh Capet is inaccurate, but for present purposes the value ol the
record as a whole is what it shows of contemporary beliefs.® In their siate-
menls on anlicipatory associations, the writings of Dudo and Roduifl Glaber
are mutually corroborative that the practice did not have the single and
constant meaning that modern scholarship has ascribed to it; rather, it was
subject to quite varied interpretation at the time. The evidence of thelr
accounts is the weightier, morcover, since the two men wrote in different
decades, about different events, and in localities far removed from cach ather,
yet for audiences that both presumed would share their views.

" The lessons of these texts may be extended to other regions. The surviving
narrative texis contain anly fragmentary data for this topic, but a consid-
crable body of relevant information can be pieced together from scattered
references in those works and from the extant charters. From this record it
appears that a contemporary observer who knew of anticipatory association
chiiefly from the perspective of a close follower of the king would have had linde
reason 1o conneel it with a disputed hereditary title. Examination of the
documents from the reign of Philip I (10bo-i108) allows partial reconstruction
of the composition of the king’s entourage and of his contacts witl: the nobility
from outside his usual circles, OF those nobles whe used the practice, only
the usurper Robert T of Flanders, who was almost never at Philip’s court,
can be said to have done so because of a contested title® For (he others,
the sources cither imply other reasons for the practice or record none at all.
Of the two cases in which Philip §is known to have taken part in the ceremony
of association, neither seems to have involved a disputed suceession, and
other families who employed the measure and whose members figured oo-
casionally in the royal circle also appear to have been secure in their heredi-
tary rule.®®

ANTICIPATORY ASSOCIATION OF THE MEIR in France was thus not a distine-
tively royal usage. Nothing tied it peculiarly cither to the Capetian dynasty
or to the erown. It was a leature of numerous successions, and thus suc-
cessions provide the ramework within which it may be understood. In no-
ble society the anticipatory association of the heir might have any of sev-
eral possible functions, enly one of which was the reinforcement of a weak
hereditary title. Jt was sometimes a means of transmitiing the father’s entire
inheritance to his eldest son to the exclusion of the cadets. In other cases,

% Note that anather Burgundian writer of ca. taso gave substantially the same version of Robert H's
association with Hugh Capet; see the ¥ita Garnern, in HF, 1oz 382,

? For this asseciation, see the references In note 24, above; for the Tasting imputation of illegitimacy fn
this case, see Gatbert of Bruges, Fistore du mewroe de Charles fe Bon, comte de Fandve (1r2p-00:8), ed. Hewrd
Pirenne {Ps 1815 1015, ) .

* Far the instances of Philip's participation, see the references for the assaciations of Rnl}cn Curzhose ol
Normandy in 1065-66 1 note 24, above, and of Fulk Vool Anjou in 106 in note g5, below. For the presence
i Philip's entourage of the members of other families who practiced anticipatory association—-notably
Theotald 131 of Blois and hix san, Stephen-Tlenry; Ralph IV of Valois and bis sons; and William 1 of
Nevers and his son. Reginald-—see Prou, Reewaal s acrer de Plnlippe I n0s. g, 2223030, 8683, 78,86, 95,
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when the family had several holdings, it was used in conjunction with a
partition of the estate or the assignment of apanages as one element in a more
complicated suceessional plan. Oceasionally, it provided a coadjutor to an
ailing, etderly father.® Yet again, it could mark a recognition or an endow-
ment of a prospective heir who had come of age; in cases of this sort, the as-
sociation was semetimes linked to the marriage of the heir and the assignment
of & dower 1o his wife.®

This description sketches the possible arrangements only in broad oulline,
Variations were numerous. In gg5 or ga6, for example, Duke Richard 1 of
Normandy appointed his eldest son to succeed him and specified which lands
should be given to the cadets. Richard 1}, by contrast, formally associated his
eldest son in the duchy and invested his sceond son with a county but left it to
his successors to make provision for the younger cadets** Odo 11 of Blois and
Champagne, whe in the 10308 provided for a future division of his holdings
Between his twe sons, made both of them counts during his own lifetime. His
son, Theobaid I11, when effecting a similar partition among his own sons,
made only the eldest of them count before his own deats.®® Some cases of
anticipatory association provided the heir with support from a portion of the
family’s property until he came into his full inheritance.® In others, when the
lather had two or more countics 1o leave to his sons, the eldest might be
associated in his entire share of the succession ™ .

I exceptional cases, the wnicipatory association was enacted by initative
other than the father’s. Thus, in 1103 the intention of the old count, Fulk IV

 Logr the wansfer of the eatire inhevitance 1o the cldest son, see, for example, the associaions of

Reginaled 1ol Nevers and Geolftey of Micon, note 2p. abeve. Also sev nows gg-50, below Capetian
are the saeeessions o Heury Fanad Louls V1L see notes 12, 14, above. For partitions of estates, see
ichaed Fof Norpwsndy, Ode U and Theobald 111 of Blais and Champagne, and
::F Panthicu. nott 42, below, and nowe 31oabove. A Capetian paradiel is the sueeession o
oy, above, and Jan Dhonds " Note sur les deux premiers dues capétens de Bour-
: iz, 03 Dyt e For Willlam Longsword as voadjuror with Rallo in Nor-
wandy, see Dude of St-Creentin, e omariber o wcts foomenn. Noomawee g, 153, 18183 This %
mntive probably Rawred in the associations of Baldwin 1 with Arnalf | of Flanders and of Fulk V' with
Futk Réckin of Anjou. see note 34, above, and page g17, beboe. A Capeddan parallel is the association of
Philip Augustos with T d ¢ note 15, above
TR sanve motive was the reason for the associaiion of John, son of Rebert 111 of Alengon, in t203; sec
Henri-Frangois Delaborde o2 aleds., Recand ddes actes de Plabppe Augrste, v ife France, vols, {Paris, 1916-), 2
no. g lowas ene of the considerations in that of Geoffrey Plantagenet with Fulk V of r\n'}ou in pr2peaB; see
- iy below, The association of Robert T with Robert T of Dreux in 18y coincided with or stighily
e of Robert [ Andeé Thuchesne, Hstoire ginfaloprque de e mation sayole de Lrous
L) g, as8, 248 Lither an association or measures similar to onc were eflected in 1 Bg at the time
of lh(‘ mringe of the heir to the county of Meulan; Erivnne Deville, ed., Cavtelare de Uiglise de o Sainte.
Temté e Beawmoni-le-Rager {Pavis, 112), nos. 255, 201, Bul sec Depoin, Cartularre de {abbaye de Sant-
Marivn o Fantwse, -2y,
Y For Richard 1, Prado of St-Quentin, Lr monbus o achiy pronivam Novmanmer duoon,
red 1, see William of Jumicges, Normannoran decum, §6-95, For corroboration of William of
. vount, see Fauroux, Reeweid des actes des dues de Novmandie, no. 55, B owas, in fact, the young
William the Conguerar who endowed these cadets: William of Jumitges, Gesia Normannsran ducton, 11,
:; Arbois de Jubainville, Hrawise dev dues of des comtes de Chumpagne, 12438, 135, 472-7% 996-9u0 §25-26.
For Theobald HI's pessession of the couniy of Se-Florentin during his father's lifetime, see Arbois de
Aubainville, Meitare des ducs ol des comles dr (.‘unn,bngm, 478, for Robert H of Flanders, see Verlinden, Rubers
I e Frown, 330 and, for Robiert H as lovd of Dreus™ but without his parents’ other holdings during his
{ather's Bietime, see Duchesne, Histore pénialogrgue o fa marson royaly de Drcun, 738, 248,
# Thas, for Leoraldus, Guy, and (o 11 of Macon, sce Ramesd, "Les comtes hévéditaires de Macon,”
sge-2h npeeges and for Gov Hoand Johs of Ponthicu, see Brunel, Recueid des acles des comtes de Fanlune, v—vi.
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Réchin of Anjou, to disinherit Geoftrey Martel, his son of his second mar-
riage, in favor of Fulk V, his son by his third wife, Bertrada of Montfort, drove
Geoffrey (o rebellion. Geoflrey prevailed by force and compelied his father te
associate him as count as the price of reconciliation. Three years later,
Geoflrey was killed in battle in Normandy. Upaon learning of his death, King
Philip 1, step-father of Fulk V. invested the latter with the county of /\ngou.
acting apparently on his own authority as overlord and without known
consultation with the youth's father.® Qccasionaily, the same measure was
used by a childless count, either a bishop who had inherited a county or a lay-
man, o designate which of his coilateral relatives should succeed him.*® In
some instances, the young count was largely independent of his father; in
others, he was clearly subject to paternal control.¥
From the late cleventh century onward, variations linked to pilgrimage or
crusader activity appeared. Thus, Robert IT of Flanders, who earlier had been
styted count in a few charters of his lather and others (perhaps because he had
been proclaimed heir), was officially invested with the ditle in 1085, immedi-
ately prior to his father’s departure for the East; and in that capacity he
governed the county as regent during his father’s absence, Alter Robert I's
return the son retained the comital style, although he continued to administer
only a portion of the coumty.® By contrast, the association of Geofirey
Plantagenet with his father Fulk V as count of Anjou in 1127 or 1128, at the
time of Geoflrey’s betrothal and marriage to the Empress Matilda, became a
permanent transfer of the county when within two years Fulk departed
Europe to marry the heiress 10 the kingdom of Jerusalem.*® A generation later,
Fulk’s son-in-law, Thierry of Alsace, count of Flanders, made comparable,
if broader, arrangements for his succession pl‘i()l‘ 1o his own trips to the Holy
Land. Irs 1157, on the eve of his third such wip, Thierry provided ecclesiastical

= Lor the associztions themselves, see Jostpie Charteou, LAmow de iroy & 1500 Foelgue de Firweaton e
Creeffror Plantegrner (Paris, 1 For probiems in the interpretation of both of these aszociations, see
(-n:lim Le cumte a’ Vapow. trey e, 12 n. 3690 But see notes 55, 57, below, These evensts may be of
pardeular importance for an explanation of Philip I's decision not 1o have the future Louis V1 consecratecd
durtng his own lifethime and 1o grant Louls only the tithe sex desgnaius; see note 13, abave, Philip s direct
knowiedye of the sometimes adverse consequences of anticipatory assoctation included not only & familiar-
ity with the problems of Fulk Réchin but also the lessons of his own involvement in the setdement of one
revelt by Robert Gurthese against Willilam the Conqueror; see Douglas, Wifiam the Congucrr, 246-139,
244 1y

4 Par the association in the teqos of Theobald with his wiele, Hugh, bishop of Auxerre and count of
Chalon, see Bruel, Rreual des chartes de Uabbaye de Cluny, 37 nos, 08458, 2848, 2905, e10. Vhe case of vy, count of
Soissons and lord of Nesie, and his nephew. Cone, is more complicated. T 1157 vo declared Cono Iis heir
if he himsell died without issue;in 1172 Cono was called Tva's successor; from 1196 until Ivo’s death in 1058,
beth nier appear with the tities “count of Solssons” and “lord of Nesle”; see William Mendel Newman, Lo
sesghicnrs de Nesle en Prearhe { XU XTI siecle}: Lewrs chavtes ¢t lewr istorre, 2 vols. (Paris and Philadelphia,
tgyt), i 3g-3hs 20 nos. 2g-q0, AR 7398,

T Among sons or grandsons whe were largely independent were Leotaidus of Micon, Stephen-1lenry of
Bleis, and Guy 1 and John of Ponthicu. Sce Brael, Recuedd des chartes de Uabbaye de Chory 1 no, g427 Arbois de
Jubainville, Moo des ducs et des comies de Champugne, vi ggfi-goe; and Beanel, Recueid des acies tes comies de
Ponticwe, nos, 1326, j8-44, passun. For sans largely dependent, note the heirs of Odo 11 of Blois and note
Robert Curthose of Normandy mud Robert 1 of Flanders. Arbais de Jubainville, Histore des duex el des camibes
de Champagne, 1 317-20, 533 343, 178, 472795 David, Robert Curthoss, 14, 19, 2g, passum; and Verlinden, Rodent
" te Fruon, 15-97.

A Norbinden, Hoberd I de Frivon, 195293, 21, 21 nn. 29
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plavement for twa of lns cadets and established Philip, his eldest living son, as
“heir and count of all Flanders™ under the protection of his kinsman, Menry
11 of England. Seven years later, after the estates of his other children had
been assured through marviage, Thierey departed again, 1o settle per-
manently in the Last, teaving Philip with the full comital ditle as his successor
in Planders®

Distinctive cases are recorded {or the French possessions ol the kings of

Lngland. In 2o Flenry made his son, William Adelin, duke-designate of

Normandy, not only to guarantee his eventual succession despite the chal-
lenge from William Chito, but alse to perform homage for the duchy 1 Louis
V1. which Henry himsell refused to do®* In 1169 Henry 1} associated his eldest
tiving son, the young Henry, as duke of Normandy and count of Anjou and
made Richard, the second son, count of Poitiers with Eleanor of Aguitaine as
part ol a comprehensive successional plan.®

A similar variety of arrangements appeared in cases involving the sons of
widows who held lordships in their own right. In such situations, the son
frequently assumed the title of his mother’s honor during her lifetime. It is
uncicar whether these cases are strictly comparable to these of anticipatory
association with a father, because—although ali such measures of coseigniory
imply the son’s vight of inheritance—some cases in which the son took his
mother’s title indicate that he was the chief lord and active administrator of
the holding, as il she were ineligible to exercise lordship. Thus, in the efeventh
century the countess of Venddme was little more than an arbiter in the fate of
her county, which was held and governed in turn by her father, her half-
brother, and her sons rather than by hersell, Again, in the first decades of the
twelfth centery, the widowed countess of Vermandois saw her county placed
under royal wardship during the minority of her son, who was recognized first
as count-designate and then as count during his mother’s lifetime. In the
togos, there was cven shared rule at Bourges between the husband of the
viscountess and their son-in-law, with both men simultaneously endtled lord
of Bourges.® But variations and contrasts are found. At the end of the twellth
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and beginning of the thirteenth centuries, almost simultancously, the son '()f
the widowed lady of Venisy (Aube) held and did hemage for that castie, while
the son of the widowed countess or lady of Braine {Alsne) used only the title
he had inherited rom his father and avelded mention of his mother’s lordship
in his tisulary for as long as she Tived ™ Clarification of these inconsistencies
must awail s.yslcmati(: study of the chronological and regional differences in
the property rvights of women. ‘

The diversity of these cases warns against hasty adoption of a narrow
definition of n.nlicipamry association. Although, from a juridical or sirict
procedural criterion, the essential element of the measure was the {ormal
association of the heir in the office of his lather or other relative, the sub-
stance—baoth in intention and in practical effect—varied from case to case.
Numerous contemporarics, moreover, appear to have been unimpressed by
precisely the aspect that usually seems most important to modern s.choinrs.
far the son who had been associated with his father was not always given the
father’s title in the documents. In some cases, the son appears with the tide; in
others, he is only styled son of the titled parent.® These inconsistencics in
diplomatics are atributable in part to the usages of differeny scribes, for in the
eleventh and twelfth centuries many royal and baronial charters were drawn
not by the donor’s chancery but by clerks of the recipient ecclesiastical
establishiments.® The usage reflects alse a lack of stress on the son’s title in the
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eves of contemporaries. Given their premise of hereditary succession, the
word Uson’ often included the connotation “heir,” and the authers of these
documents did not always consider more specific designation of status neces-
S(H} .

A hasty reading of the sources might suggest uncertainty as w the son's
title, but that infevence is unjustified. To take the clearest example, Phitip,
cldest son ol Louls VI, was proclaimed rev dengnana in tizo, and he was
mentioned with thas title in munerous royal charters issued between that date
and his consceration in 11295 but other roval charters lrom the same years
style him only Jifius sovter ov flnes reges. Conversely, in popular usage, though
seldom in the formal diplomatics, a son who had not been associated with his
father might be called by the latter’s dtle in expectation of his eventual
succession.® Finally, o number of other measures that resemble anticipatory
association must be viewed in conjunciion with it. Thus, in both the nobility
and the aristocracy of simple lords, the father might arrange for his son or
sons to do homage in advance to hislord for the inheritance, or he might in his
own liletime effect a legal transfer of his holdings Lo the son, usually the eldest,
whom he had chosen as heir.®® Other variations could be cited,

Many problems are obscure. It is apparent that anticipatory association
was not wniflorm in character. On the contrary, the variations indicate s
diversity, not only of intent, but of probable form and of the refative impor-
tance attributed 1o it from case to case. The ideas behind those instances of
the practice that are least emphasized in the sources are barely distinguish-
able from the premises ol the countless charters from nobles and petty Jords
that so carelully recorded the consent of the heirs, especially that of the eldest
son, to alienations from the family preperty.® Why some families practiced
anticipatory association of the heir and others did not is also unclear. Nor is
there a sure explanation for the somewhat sporadic character of the cusiom:
that, for example, a given family employed it by one generation but not in the
next. In general, the outlines of succe

ssions that included the measure appear
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1o have been the same as in those which did not: the exclusion of cadets from
the inheritance, successional partitions, and the graning of apanages are
found in both categories. [n rare instances, pardal explanations for such
differcnces are possible, but more often the extant sources are insufficient for
such hypotheses.

ANTICIPATORY ASSOCIATION OF THE HEIR, 23 4 successional phenomenon, was
linked 1o, or was part of, the familial structure of the noble class, since, once the
heritability of offices and of the lands anached 10 them was established, the
family became the cadre lor the exercise and ransmission of the related rights
of lordship and property. Within this setting, anticipatory association was one
of & number of organizing praclices found variably laut often in the dynastic
arrangement of the noble family that emerged in France in the tenth and early
eleventh centuries. As, with the fragmemation of royal and even princely
power, the higher nobility established themselves in permanent conirol
over fixed territories, and their rule became hereditary—that is, a patri-
monv—their families assumed the vertically linear structure of dynasties, in
contrast to the earlier clan structure. The families, in effect, organized them-
selves around their patrimony and its devolution. The sons, or one of them,
inherited; the holding then became indivisible, and primogeniture was in-
troduced to preserve it. Cadets might receive provision through the inher-
jtance of lesser holdings. marriage to heiresses, or ecclesiastical placement—
or they might be disinherited—while the eldest normally received the undi-
vided patrimony.®

The paralle! between the Capetians and the greater nobility in this regard 1%
clear. For the Capetians the crown was the family’s patrimonial fonor in direct
analogy to the principal honar of a noble family. The comparison is not abso-
fute: obviously, some aspects of the royalty precluded a simple equation of
it 1o a barony. No recorded spokesman of the time—that is, no educated clerie
or monk—would have regarded the religious office of the king as wholh
the private possession of anyone, and the lay magnates doubtiess recognized
dilferences between kingship and their own titles. But the election and con-
seeration that set the king apart from other magnates were conslitutive acts
pertaining to his office. In terms of familial structures, they are nonessential in
that through the channels of direat personal inheritance the son possessed the
right to his father’s office and lands that led to his ancintment as king.** The
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crown did not alter the basic patterns within which the fay titles and fortunes
devolved. The royalty occupied the same place for the Caperians, considered
as a lamily and viewed through the succession, that the duchy of Normandy
did for the descendants of Rollo and that various counties did lor the families
of their counts.

As a successional practice that promoted the dynastic ordering of the
family, anticipatory association of the heir is easily understood as one feature
of this system. In individual cases its function is sometimes unclear because
the uses varied. The measure could help establish the precedents by which
the possession became hereditary, as in the association of Robert 11 with
Hugh Capet and in some of the earlier cases among the nobility. [n differemt
circumsiances the same measure was net the cause but the result of the hered-
itary character of the holding. as in the association of Philip Augustus with
Louts VIT and in most examples of the practice among the French nobility
of the twellth century. In short, although the measure, when it was used, was
part ol the hereditary wransmission of the office and propecty, its occurrence
alone is evidence only of the wishes or expectations of the principals. By itsclf
andeipatory association does not indicate whether hereditary succession was
an object of dispute or a shared premise in the particular context.

Larly Capetian succe

ssional usage has thus been judged by an index of
variable meaning. Comparison between the French and the German or Fng-
lish monarchies placed in high reliel and scemed 1o confirm as the whole what
in reality was only ope of the possible meanings of the measure, The fallacy of
that approach s rooted in ity limited selection of data. By treating the
anticipatory association of the heir almost solely as an aspect of constitutional
history, narrowly construed, it pulled out of societal context, and applied a
slatic interpretation (o, a practice that was part of broader social and political
history and accordingly was more suppie, The essential clements of its usage
are not the shared traits of monarchies considered very nearly in the abstract,
but rather the interrelated structures of kinship, property-holding, and rule
within the given society. With respect 1o Capetian succession, the most
relevant material comes from the commaon praciices of the other great titled
and landed families that surrounded and informed the kings.
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Tun rirst LEssox from a comparison of royal with baronial practice, tiu.zs, is
that the supposed link between anticipatory association and \\."eak hcrcdm.lry
ritles is no longer apparent il for focus on the crown one substitutes attention
to the common structures of the ruling class within the society. The second
lesson, no less important, Is that the customs of the Irench ngbility da not
allow the fixed, even rigid, institutional character that study of kings alQne has
suggested for the measure. In restricting its examination to royal practice, the
constitutional focus has viewed the cight Capetian cases of anticipatory as-
sociation chiefly in relation to cach wther. One effect of this appmz}{‘.h has been
1o draw links between these cases, forming them into an identifiable system
from which the strength of Capetian thronc-right relative to resistance 1o the
hereditary principie was deduced. The diversity in circumstances and appar-
ent intent of the same measure as used by the nobility casts the bases lor this
schematization into doubt,

These insights may help clarilfy why, from the reign of I’l.milip..r‘—\ugustua the
Capetians no longer practiced anticipatory assn(‘.iati'on. Historians have seen
Philip’s departure from the successional policy of his prcci_e(.‘css_ors as a sym-
bolic turning-point in the establishment of hereditary (,‘.upelmn. rule, but
speculation as to the immediate reasons for the change has b(zc::? vain because
of the lack of comment on the subject in the extant sources.® The sirongest
safe judgment was simply that from that time the Capetians did not considv‘r
it necessary to associate their heirs, That opinion assumes, however, that it
was necess‘ity that had caused carlier Capetians o practice anticipaigry as-
sociation, and that premise is quite uncertain, For, il’ltlm implic;n.mns of
patrimonial succession are accepted, it need not follow @l.l].’.(’l‘ that a (lls!)uf{?d
hereditary title had required the Capetians to employ anticipatory association
1o buttress their position or that discontinuance of the custom by Thilip
Augustus signals a sudden change in their status.® ‘

Since the sources do not explain what Philip’s action—or, rather, his
inaction—signilied, perhaps concern with the queslion- is .itsgl!' misplaced,
Perhaps his decision not to associate his heir had no special §1gmﬁcan(:c m.all.
Although modern scholarship has wreated Philip’s succession as a constitu-
tonal landmark, contemporary writers—naot only these who were close to

8 There is no foundation in the sources for the suggestion by Loy and Fawtier 'kl_ml the (131-t1!i31gi:|=1
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Capetian circles, but others who were far removed from them--do not appear
1o have noticed anything wnusual about it Their silence on the point does nat
mean that they were nnaware either that Louds VUL Philip’s successor, had
not been associated with his father on the threne or that earlier Capetans had
emploved such association, for most of the writers knew both. Rather, the
oceurrence of the same omission in so many texts imphies that the chroniclers
did not consider this circumstance important.® The only writer who deseribed
the accession of Louis VI as unusual was Vincent of Beauvais, who in the
carly 12408 traced Carolingian descent for Louis through his mother and
claimed that in him the kingdom of the Franks had been “returned to the
family of Charlemagne.” Vincent did neot, however, link this descent to
the fact that Louis had not been associated as king before Philipg’s death, In-
deed, Vincent paid scant atention to anticipatory association, net only with
regard to Louis VII but, more notably, lor the early Capetians as well, Tn his
Stwendion historiale, Vincent recorded, under the appropriate years, the succes-
sion of Capetian kings at their [athers” deaths, but he noted or alluded to only
three cases ol anticipatory association: that of Philip Augustus, together with
the paralyas and then the death of Louis VI, in a single chapter on the
change of reigns in 1179-8o0; that of Louis VII in the context of the visit to
France by Pope Innocent [, who performed the ceremony; and that of Philip,
cldest son of Louis V1, when oxpl.nnmg that the coronation of Louis VII
followed the death of his br other, Philip, who “*had recently been anointed
king.”™ He did not mention the other cases, although all of them had been
recounted in numerous cariier texts.” Jowould thus appear that to Vincent of
Beavvais the whole practice of anticipatory associalion was of negligible
importanee.

This attitude accords well with the lessons from baronial usage. I the latter
are considered together with the history of Capetian practice, it is apparent
that Philip Angustus did not abandon a system, for there was no system 1o
abandon-—only a mwmber of instances in which various arrangements of
coseigniory had been used in differing circumstances to achieve differing,
thoush related, ends. By viewing anticipatory association almost solely as a

B oy writers elose 1o the court, see William the Breton, Pladippedns il XL in Delaborde, Oowres dy
Rugord et i Callasane e Bretire, 20 b and the Cloonresn Tuonense sagnwm, in HE, 182 30304, For writers from
ather regions, see, for exampte, (6 187 445 Bernard Tder of Limoges did nat even record the accession of
Fouwis VI in any of bis extwa notes; abthough he included Philip’s name in several lis ol the deaths ihal
had avenrred during 1224, he did ney mention Louls as king until his record of the events of 12247 see Hene
Prapdes-Agier, e Chrvmgnes de Sovcde Marhal de Lanages bbb o agais deo manrends onngonane (Paris, sz,
tige tl For Engdish wiit ce, for vnple. {5, 18 10718, 20g. For the views of lay mapnaces, the only
divect evidence | have found iz that implicit in a charter Trom r2a4 of Philip Hurepel, hall-brother of Louis
VL which speaks of (he lnter s “post patrem vosioum jam confivmatus in repne’™; Léopold Detisle,
CRecherches sur tes comtes de Dammartin aw XHIV sigele” Mémoired de la Swqéte amipéniade des dAniiquanres

G, in Hbivethicca vaaidy sen Spreaden mawnng praciuly
] 6 O Vincent and bis source for this idea, see Werner, i
Leginmadn der |\|=)=Hn;l v

% Vineen of Beanva
Gl V s other notes un the e

545, o fond, inny, tuig,

sovdo e Bibliothieca mund,
Riat suvcessions, see Spreafum f

L [ogg.
2403, 24407, 2510,

s
¥

Antwapatory Association of the Helr 425

Capetian practice. many scholars have taken a series of cases that occurred in
a single family over the course of two hundred years and have posited an
institution of set character, when in fact nothing firm enough to be called an
institution existed. Broader examination reveals what is better understood as
a number of particular cases that shared only the framework of patrimonial
succession within the dynastic family, Within that context, such measures as
anticipatory association were employed, varied, discentinued, or never used
at all, according 1o the eircumstances ol the particular family or generation.®

FROM THE EARLY TWELFTH CENTURY, however, the higher nobility tended to
practice anticipatory association less often than previously. The change was
undramatic but is discernible. The family of Blois and Champagne, whicl in
earlier generations had often used the measure, no longer did so after the end
ol the eleventh century.® The general trend was more complex. Some [amilies
that had practiced the measure in isolated instances in the eleventh century
did so again in the twelfth century; others did not use it again; still others,
who had not used it earlier, did so for the first time.”™ But overali there was a
decrease. Although at least one case of the practice is recorded in France for
every decade of the twellth century, the usage appears to have been increas-
ingly exceptional. Significantly lower cases of it are recorded rom the reigns
of Louis VII or Philip Augustus than [rom that of Philip 1, despite the far
greater documentation for the later period. In addition, there are geographi-
cal andg chronological contrasts: while in the time of Philip 1 the practice
appeared simultancously in several regions, under Philip Augustus it was
rare, with one case recorded for one region in & given decade but the nexst
instance far distant ane perhaps ten years later.™ The decline m the use of the

A case in point is the line of the counts af Meutan, whose successtonal arrangements in the twellth
Century ded with cach generation; see Depain, Carfidaire de {ablaye de Sami- Aeirtie i Puntanye,
24; and Emile Houth, “Robert Preud homme, comte de Mealan et de Leicester {8 aviil 1o81- [RELI A
Bulictn plofolagique of Instongue {usgu’it i610) dy Comied dei mavas fastoregues o sowendifiquey (ighgh. Bov-og,

“Galeran 11, comte de Mealan: Catatogue de ses actes précédé d'une éude biographique,™ -b.r:’ { 1ghed,
G28-2g, B3, 038, and “Catalogue des actes de Robert I camte de Meulan,” ibd. (1961), j02-04.

2 The lust case recorded for this line was Lhe association of Swephea-Flenry with Theabald 1L see note

24, above
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" For families that had practived anticipatory .nsmmunn carlier and now did so arain, nate the
counts of Clermaont-cn-Auvergne and of F !.mdcm see [F, 11a: Fienne Baluze, fhstone gindalugigue de la
marsen o duvergne, 2 {Paris, Py Prevves,” 249-30, 2 _,h cic.; and notes 5, 24, 500 above. The fntended
suvcession to Robert 11 of Meulan is probably another such case; see notes go, 24, above. The evidence is
uncertain, but there may have been such a case also in the county of Beaumont-sur-Oise; see Louis Dout-
d' \rcq Recherches n‘mu‘or:f,'uu of cretegues sur {es anciens camtes de Beawnentesir-Oue die NT°au XTI sidede {Awiens,
gyl “Prewves,™ 23 and note 2y, above. But the counts of Micon and of Burgundy did not cominue
anticipatory association into the tweifth century; see notes 23 abave. Yot the coums of Ponthicu, Anjou,
arud Alengon did not practice amicipatory assoviation until the tives; see nores a1, gqo, 45 above. The
subscription of Fugh Brivto as count of Ramerapt in et during the lifetime of his ather Andrew S|qu|¢ s
another such case; Lue d’Achery. ed., Spredegnon, v Callcctin selerum ool senptarum, 3 (Pa RIERER

™ ¥From Ui dme of Philip L shared rule appears among the dukes of Normandy, the counts n! Hdndux
Blois, Valeis {probably twice). Meulan, Nevers, La Marche, Périgard, Anjou {twi Auvergne
Ramerupt. and the viscounts of Chartres; see not 28, o, above. The viscaunty of Bou
had shared rule. abthough under differem cireumstanees; see page gi8. above, Another instance fm
Beaumont-sur-COise) ended at the time of Philip's conseeration; see nate 24, above. From the reign of Lois




g2b Ancdrese 1. Lewn's
measure signaded by the Capetians was thus a wide-spread phenomenon that
occuired 1y the nobility over the course ol several generations.

No corresponding changes in the cutline of baronial successions appeared
during the same time. Rl

. the forms used to eifect these arrangements
were altered 1o the degree that anticipatory association was employed less
often than belore. Partial explanations for the decline of anticipatory associa-
tion may be sroposed: the relative decrease in baronial vielence since the
eleventh century, the greater frequency of intervention by the Capetian over-
lords in cases of disorder, the enhanced rights of primaogeniture in successions.
Objections may be raised to all of these—and exceptions cited-—but on
balance each of them contributed o inereased order in the society. In most
cases, the means by which successions were arranged are not known; enly the
tesuits are recorded. Rarely, there is proof of the use of the very old practice of
oral disposivions by the father.™ In other cases, few of which can be linked to
traditions ol anticipatory association, the increasing use of written testaments
is recorded from the reign of Philip Augustus.™

The change in usages is best documented for the kings. On the eve of their
departures for erusades—hat is, in circumstances in which earlier kings and
magnates had assoctated their heirs—Philip Augustus in t1go and Louis V]I
in 1223 made written testaments.™ These testaments, however, did not pre-
seribe. but presupposed, the succession of the eldest son. The will of Philip
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Augustus from 1190 established 2 regency to administer the kingdom dur-

ing his absence and. in the event of his own death, unt-il the future Louis
VI came of age. That of Louis V1T referved 10 the heir as “our son who
succeeds us in the kingdom™ and chiefly regulated the assignment of apa-
nages 1o the cadets, pi-(':us donations, and other matters. There is no doun
that these kings were concerned about their successions. Philip Augustus had
refused 1o zo on crusade before the birth of his heir; and, since his sons were
all minors , on his deathbed Louis VIIT secored oaths rom the atendam
13'](1[.][](1“,5 promising the immediate consecration of his eldest surviving son
or that of the second son in the event that the eldest died belore he could be
crowned.” In principle, the succession of the eldest son was assumed anfi was
left to the sanction of custom. Other functions formerly met through anticipa-
tory association were effected by ether means. Thus, the SL‘I])]){)I‘t of the heir
who came of age during his father’s lifetime was provided from the revenues
of heldings assigned to him, in the case of Louis VIIT [rom his maternal in-
heritance plus additionai properties given him by his lather, The dower for
Louis's wife was provided [rom some of those same lands.™ z\l the death of
Louis V111, his heir was too young for such necds to have arisen, but the same
situations were met through similar arrangements in the reign of St. Louis.”

What emerges, therefore, is not a sudden shift in institutions but rather a
shift in preferences ameng both received and current usages. [n{broadcst
termms, a shilt from premises of coseigniory or condominium of son with ‘fmher
to one of full lordship for the father and guaranteed rights of succession for the
eldest son is detected, although even in this no more than a change in stress,
or in the degree of stress, may be argued. With reference specifically to the
Capetians, only very general conclusions may be advanced. il by the reign of
Philip Augustus the throne was clearty hereditary, it has yet to be determined
by what time it became so. The association of Philip Augustus with Louis VI
appears 1o have been occastoned by special circumsiances and devoid of clear
constitutional significance. Tn view of the successional arrangements of the
harons, it is questionable whether cartier instances of anticipatory association
in the Capetian dynasty had the meaning previously imputed 1o them ;m.c.i
whether the throne was not hereditary in the eleventh century as well. It is
evident, however, that the dircct evidence for anticipatory association as an
index of the strength or weakness of hereditary claims will not bear the weight
that traditional historiography has placed upon it

% For Philip Augustus, see Rigord, Gesta Phulipfn Auguiti, in lklal)u{(!c Ui dv R:;rr,';r{ (fiﬁ (}%{lﬂ[{;\(:m( ‘;,‘
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