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THE SHAPING
OF THE EARLY MEDIEVAL KINGDOM

by Herwig Wollvam

About the year 300 the western parl of Lhe Roman empire was split
inlo several kingdoms obvjously uilt upon Doman and non-Roman hases
alike.  These new slales were nearly identical i development. Despite
nwmerons  selbacks, despite  destruetion and decline, Lhey provided - the
prolotypes of medioval stalehood which were Lo spread all over Furope,
following a series of, more oflen Lhan nof, painful transformations. By
way of coulrast, an ahnost complele break ef pelitical continuily oceurred
in former Roman Britain when the Anglo-Saxons founded their largely
Germanie kingdoms. Thus it is sale to confine lo Continental Furope and
Roman Afvica the treatent of Lhe early medieval kingdom as the Tore-
runner of the Eurvopean lvpe of slale. Here, a dislinclive Lype of Latin
statehood came inlo being in the course of the fifth and sixth cenfuries.
The new states were established by the kings of a vich variety of ethnic
andd linguistic gronps. Only searce evidenee of documents and semi-official
sources, such as inseriptions and iegends on coins and medallions, remains.

But all of them betray the same Tact, namely Uhal Whese very kings carried
Latin Utles,- issued faws, diplomas, and all kinds of administrative acts in
Latin, and used whal 1 would propose to Jabel a “Latin stale vocabulary.”

1} thank Professor Wayne $. Vucinich of Stasford University, aud varions members
of the Lepartmenl of Hislory ol which | joined for the academic year HGS-80
as o visiting protessor, for informal discussion of = subjeel on which 1 buve heen working
far several years: a reevalualion of the coneepl of medioval rilership. The lools and
methods that ¥ oapply are maioly these of semanlics, diplematics, and instituiional history,
as Lhese gre the specinity of Lhe Institnd fir dsterreichische Gesehiehtsforschung Lo which
| belong. G Herwig Wolleaw,  Jafitelatic 1. Lateinische Nonigs- und  Fiirstentitel bis
i Ende des 8. Jabriwnderts, i the series Mittellungen ddes Inslitnls fir dsterrelehisene
Geschichlsforselung (AMLOG) sapp. 21 (1967): Splendar imperid, MIOG supp. 20.3 (1803);
“Mittelaiterliche Politik und adelige Staatssprache,™ MIOG 76 (1v68) 1-22; “Fortuna
nowiltelltertichen Stammesgesehichten,™ MIOG 72 (1960 $-33; “Constanlin als Vorhild
for den Uersseher des hochmitlelaiterdichen Reiches,” MGG 68 (19606) 226-242; “Das
Filrstenlwm Tagsilos 111, Herzogs der Bayern (748-788)," Johrbuch fir setzbvrger Landes-
kunde 108 (1968) 157-179. 1 would also like (o express my gratitute to Professars Gerharl
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In Carthage a Rerx Vandalorum el Alararam reigned over the remains
of forner Roman Africa,2 while in Lhe oullying distriels of the old provinces
several Derber kings had eslablished  their Moorish-Reman  dominions,
One of {hem was hailed as Rex Mosuna gentium Mauroram el Romaro-
;am®  In ihis parl of the Reman world at Jeast four tribal unils were
represented by kingdoms: {he Vandals, an Iast-Germanic nation;* the
Adams, a non-Germanie  Inde-IEurepean people;® Lhe Berber Moors; and
(he Romans themselves, who were considered to be just a geas, one tribe
wrong olhers.®

A Rex Sueberum ruled ever the northwesteru tercitories of Spain, while
the hearlland of the peninsula and vast areas south of the Loire in Gaul
stood under the sway of the Visigothic Rex Golhorum. The Rex Francerum
and the Rex Burgundiomun alse rujed over the former Gallic provinces.?

In Italy a Gethie king reigned, yet e was no “iing of the Goths”, The
Ostrogoth  Theedorie called Whmsell  ffavins  Theodericus rex,  The phi-
losophy behind Lhis title might have been derived from, or rather com-
neeted with, political ideas developed by Theodorics predecessor Odovakar.
Rul we are sure at least thal this political theory was adepled later by
Theodaric’s Gothic and Lombard successors in bolh Haly and Spain in
tmitation of the Oslrogoth, who was soon lo hecone @ moedel king among
the Germanie Lribes within and withoul the boundaries of the former
empire® The title Flevius rex, significantly, referred Lo the gens Flavia or,
in olher words, to the imperial family.

Constantine Lhe Great, to legitimize aud strengthen his claim for the
throne, had eslablished whal we would now call a Jictitious relationship
between his father and the fameus Flavian emperors of the first cenlury
alter Christ. TFrom the Ume of Constantine's reign, the former family
name Flavios was used as au imperial pracnonen in addition to fmperafor,

1. Ladner and Richard (. Rouse, bolh of UCLA, to Professor ey Myers of Madison
College, and lo ULLA graduate sludents Charles Braver and Michacl Metzger.

2 Wollraan, Tnfifdaiio FOfLL

3 gpid, &21. AL EL M. Jones, The Loler Roman Emipire (Oxford 1964) 21023,

4 3y far the best work o the Vandais in Africa s C. Courlals, Lres Vundales of U Afrique
(Paris 1058).

5 of. I3, S. Bachrach, “The Alans in Gand,” Tradifio 23 (1967) 476480, G, Vernadsk
“Phe urasinn Nemads and theiv Impael on Mediewal Eurepe,” Studi pedicvali 34
(1963} 1-34. See also Courleis (1. 4 above).

$ fhis change in thinking, according Lo which {he wniversal concepl “Lomanas”
was shrlnking Lo a particular tribal connolalicn, is, for cxample, documenled by the
Litte of that odd fourth-cenlury pamphlet “Origo genlis romanae.” CI. H. Beoumann,
wEar Entwicklung  lranspersonaler Stantsvorstellungen,”  Vertrige nnd Forschingen 3
{1956) 21BIL., esp. 223,

7 Wolfram, Infitufefio (n. above) 771, 870, and 10841,

8 Jpid. HGL; Q. Vofier, Germunisehes Sakrolktnigium 1 (1952),
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whieh had been introduced under Augustus,? Any member of the im-
perial Tamily could use lhe honerific name Flavies as conld “barbarian”
military officials when Lhey oblained Roman citizenship; Imperator, which
was hoth title and preenomen, was, of course, reserved for the emperor
himself.1®

With ihe title Flavius rex, Theodoric was able to cxpress his special
position as ruler of Haly in place of an emperor to whose family he belonged
in theory, This imperlant relationship was reflected in many contemporary
ullerances, nol the least in the pragmatic approach of Procopius, the
Greek historian of the sixth century who is our major source for the con-
flicts Detween Justinian and the Persians, Vandals, and Goths. Procoping
woendered why Theodoric simpiy cailed himself gif  (proncunced  riia),
“as the barbarians used 1o name their leaders,” although (he Ostrogoth
reigned like any true emperor!

As Lhe barbarians used Lo name their laeders! Whal does this commenl
on rhix mean fo us, since we have jusi staled (hal those “leaders” them-
selves used Latin Lilles?  First of all, we would nnswer that 8¢ is the
Greek equivalent of rex, and it is evident that the Latin term was used
in Greek from the second cenlury onward® Bul this answer is nol sul-
ficienl. The Latin litle rex was cerfainly not the original Germanic word
for king will which “Uhe barbarians used to name their leaders.” As a
Latin term il was guile naturaily used by Roman speakers of boll Latin
and Greek.  There is, however, an imporlant souree thal provides a pos-
sible explanalion for Procopius's slalement, andd Jar (he absence aboul
the year 500 of any Hast-Gennanie werd lo denole a king. Bishep Ulfilas
wrole Lhe Gathie version of Lhe Seriplures in the second hall of the fourlh
centary. To translate the Greek word doger {(“commander,” “goverser,”
“military official™), Ulfilas used the Gothie term refks (pronounced rix).
At the same lme, however, he repdered the famous question of Pontius
Pilale {0 Jesus, “Art Thou the King of the Jews?" by “Thn is thiudans
Tudaie ™™

Thivdans means “king of Uie people.” hoall Lribal and sacved, sinee tribe

aird king alike were held to have a divine anceslor, perhaps the swne one,
he word Hsell evidently devives from thivd, people, thus making the thindans
the peopie’s representalive par excellence.

91 Rosenberg, Clmperator,” in Panly-W wi,  Neal- Eneyelapdidic  der clussisehon
Afterlnsmissenseiafl 8 (1016 1145 R Syme, “lmperator v, Misteric ¥ (1958)
PREIN8; AL 1L Gordom, “Notes on \he HNes Gestar of Augustus,” Californin Studies in
Classiced Antiguity 1 (1968) 136,

W Vollram, Jrdituledia 57.

Nope belt. goth, 1.1.26; ol

12 Wallram, Tabitulalio 10,

L Lraus,, Jehn 18,33,
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Reils, however, is not a Germanie word, although it is obvicusly akin lo
Lalin ree, Celtic rigs, and Sanskril #aj. We do net know hew and why the
Germanic languages lost thal clement of theiv Indo-European herilage, We
can simply stale thal the Celtie word rigs and its devivation *rikja (“reajm,”
“Heiel™ was te becomwe u Joanword with the (rermunic peoples when ihe
Celtic natiens prevalled in Burope. These peoples lhen founded the fivst
hodies palitic larger than small Lribal unils whose veligions and political center
was the royal family Lhal provided tie tribal king. For the transmission ol
Lhe word refks il is significanl thal the Irst Germanic king to carry o name
conapounded with -rix, a form of refks, was Uhe Chmbrian Bolorix, which
literally meanl I<ing of the Boii. The Boil were the famons Celtie tribe living
in Bohemia who gave the country ils name in the Germanie tongues. The
Boil actually supported Ure first Germanic avalagehe of peoples Lo hit the
ancient world, or, in othier words, the first Germanic #rikjad* Yel the Goth
Ulittas stll used thindens for king and understood by e term reifs only a
vank inferior o king, although the loanwerd refks had originally meani not
anly “king,” bul “greater king.”

This seeming contradiction eam be resolved by a relatively well-founded
explanation. From Caesar and Tacitus through Anunianus Marcelinus aqud
Jordanes (o Widukind of Corvey and ¢ven more recenl authors, there exisls
evidence Tor Lwe different kinds of Germanie king,'» ane popubar, one military.

The King of the peopie, whom a greal nany of the sources calt fhivdans,
theoden, thiodas, ov the like, was choser from the voyal family: he was the
archelype of o lriba) king, elected beeause of his noble orvigins.ex nobilifafe,
e was Uhe king of the “establishiment™ of a relatively slable and isolated
sociely. The king ef the victorious army started his career as the Jeader of
his followers. e could have been either of nonroyal or of roval stocks the
latler would have aclually cased his slarl, Fhe eriterion for his efection,
which was earried out by his relainers, wis not his origing hul o decisive
vietory, or an outstanding saceess in seltling newly won tervitories i s,
a glorious heroie effort thal proved his Kingly qualilies, e was chosen or
pirtnie® 1o was e king of a socially mabile society. Inoolher words, the
king of Lhe warrior retinue was the “founder king.” creating hoth o onew rovil
funiby and a new {ribe: the king of the peeple was Uie successor ol Kings
who had ruled Lhe lribe sinee “linge inmmemorial.”

1t was Georges Dumndzil who, in systematizing the Iido-Faropean pantheon.
discovered this polavily of royal authority in o paic of complementary gots

HOF de Vees, “Bas Kondglam Dei den Germanen,” Saecnfuin 7 000560) 303{0 38 Wonskas,
Sterpnesbiftung wnd Verjussupg (Calugne 10561) 310,

B oW, Sehlesinger, Lord and Foltower in Germanic  Institulional History,” Fordships
and Commmity in Medieead Enrope, ed. 1703, Cheyette (New York FUGRY G, esp. 72-
Wenskas (5. - sibove) B76L

16 Sehlesinger (0, 13 above) 72, according to Tacitus. Germeania 7.
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ke Milra-Varana in lhe Rg Veda religion, and Tiwaz-Woden amenyg the
Germanic peoples. There was, on the one land, a benelicent god who stood
for a stable social order as o guaranlor of laws and conventions, Tertility and
peace; and, on Lhe olher hand, there was a violent, dangerous, and even chaoelic
pod whe acted ax a leader of the warrior retinues dedicated to him, Within
the Teclonic pantheon, Weden embodicd (he principle thal bhroke down the
somewhat petrilied syltem of the slable fifudans sociely.  Woden was Lo
Become the god ol warlords and their relinues who destroyed the pre-Migra-
tion tribes to build new bodies politic.

There is, however, some good reason Lo assame thal the replacement of the '
tribal kings by warrior kings was nol a historical phesomnenon confined to
the period of {he Greal Migralions, There is enougl evidence Tar this dia-
leetical process of suceession helfore and alter thal period of time. Mosl of
the royal famiies that we know reveved mystical or semimyslieal “lounder
Kings™ us their ancestors, and each new founder king was gli too cager lo
meet e needs of rulerslip by following fhe sacred patlerns of a tribal king.
That a victarions baitle could even be considered an ordeal cased the new
king's allempt Lo appear as a divine incarmalion, and this actoally justified
his kingship.i®

The North-Germade (ribes, solited as they were, maintained a relatively
slable socicty Tor a considerably longer period of thue than the Conliental
Teutons.™ The fornrer sUH clung to the Leaditionad Torm of sacred kingship
ever after Tacitus had wrillen his Germapin, Exeept for the Franks and Lom-
hards, all the Gepmmnie nations who founded kingdoms on Boman soil were of
Fast-Germanie stock. The Fasl-Germanic Goths, Vandals, Burgundians,
Rugiuns, Herolinns, snd others depived Uweir origing or, more importand,
their prevailing politieal traditions, Trom Seandinaviz, thal is {o say, from
(e North-Germnnie eaviramment, This is the reason the Gobhic version of
{the Bibie still used the old levm thindans Tor king., The relatively new Joans

word reiks came Lo apply ta the dar-stratum of warlords wha were only po-
Lendial Kkings Y Phese Jewders seized Uieir opportunity when the Great Mig
tians begau; it is possible Lo prove hal the reiks evenbually became identical
with the Fast-Germanie kings who founded the first kingdoms on Roman soil.
Althovgh the eoncept redls musk haoce reached the north and east tirough
Wost-Germanic rautes, the word itself had been Torgatlen amaong the West-
Germuanie peoples by the thine Lhe Migrations began, AL the supe time, Lhe

U3 e Vries, UThe Present Stale of Stadies on Germanie Religion,” Plogeaes 18 (1857)
86, diseusses Georges BDnméabs fndiogs. On the kingly couple sinistes and  fendines
see Wenskus {0, LD above) 37600 L consider Jordane accaunt ol the aceession of the
Anus, Fheodorie's raval iy, o be the mosl siriking exauple of (he petitical philos-
ophy cited aboyve: dordanes, Getien 300, G Wollvam, Inditadatio (3, 1 above) 9901,
BOCL Wenskns (. 1§ above) SR
BOe Vries (0, LE abeve) 301, Wenskus (0. 13 above) 32206,
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Lerm thiudans was also fading or even died oul in the center of {he Continental
Wesl-Germanic aveas where Lribal kingship long since had been adaiidoned.®
The old term fheoden exisis in Anglo-5axon poeiry and oceirs as thiodan
in related Conlinental Saxon sources, 1i is, however, asswmed Lhat this word
was re-introduced by the Anglo-Saxon mission lo henor Christ, while the
original political concept had already becn given up by the Savones antiqui®
1n official sources, diplomas, and documents, the Anglo-Saxons themselves
had long since adopted the Frankish words and conceplts of king and kingship.

The Anglo-Saxen king was the eyning or kyning as the Merovingian king
was the kuning; the lerm derived from Germanic *kaningez but cannel be
found in Easl-Germanic sources, This tille was actually the West-Germanic
counterpart of reiks and developed the way the reiks-king did in the last.
Reowulf is commonly referred lo as thiod-cyning® In my opinion, this title
connotes and means exaclly the same as Theodaric's personal name *{hiuda-
reiks: Lhe new {ype of King has replaced the Wibal fhivdans Ly assuming his
responsibility for the cereation and maintainance of a given thiod, or people
1L was, however, the grealer Frankish kingdom that Tnally gave e word
“Kipg” the medieval substance and hronder meaning that could be adopled
by the Anglo-Saxens, the Seandipavians (including the non-Germanic Finns),
and the Slavs, The Merovingian kusning created the largest and most enduring
reahn: he destroyed pelly kingdoms in BLis Lribal zone of infiuence and con-
guered Jarge foreign kingdoms such as 1he “loman” kingdom of Syagrius,
the Burgundion Kisgdom, and parts of holls Gothic kingdoms, Therehy the
Merovingian king elevaled the Lerm Juning Lo a formerly inconceivable degree,
The Carelingian successors completed this impressive policy by incorporating
the Lombard kingdom inte lhe dpankish commonweatth” and Lhus beeg-
ming the only latin kings in Comtinental Lwrope®

Mosl Slavie languages still reflect the rise of Ue nonreyal king. Lor example,
Russian wnsaalb (koyaz'), which derives from *kuminguz, means prigceps,
nonroyal lord, whereas wopoi (forel’) stands for (foreign) king. It is a com-
monplace that this lerm koral' derives {rom the personal name of Charles

26 Wenskus (n, 11 above) A0UML

21 13 Vries (0, 17 above} 308, The only known exceplion Lo s rule is the avchaic al-
literative phrase “eort and ceorl, thegn and theeden™ which oceurs ence i the Angio-
Saxon faws (Felix Lichermann, Die Geselze der Angeiseciisen 1 {Halte an der Sulle 1903} 4563
and does not mean the kKing, as two Latin versions of the eleventh century indicale, See
ibid. 457; of. alse 2.5 (Malle an der Salle 19083 220,

%2 Peownif 2579, for exmmple.

23 g, Ammianus Marcellinus 28.5.14, where the aunthor distivguished belween lhe Bur-
gundian kings whose name was keidines, angd ® single rex sucrorum (wilh ondy priestly
funclions) whom they calied sinistis. See . 17 above. L Wollram, Jafilufatio 40,

23 1), §1, Green, The Curofinglun Lord (Cambyidge, Eng. 1965} 3470, 807, Il D. Kahi,
“Europiische Worlschatzbewegunyen im Bereich der Verfassungsgeschichte,” Zeitsehrift
fiir Rechlsgeschichle, Gernanistische Ableifung 77 (1960) 20211, ‘239.
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the Great, Uws following, for instonce, ihe pattern of Caesar-kaisar-Kaiser-
fsar. Henrik Birnbaum, whe kindly advised me on this difficull Lopie, points
out that korol’ is not the equivaient of Carolns or Karolis bul of *Caroling;
il is nol a roun bul an adjeclive. Fhe nexl question, of vourse, is: Lo which
nown niight this adjective have belonged? Birnhawm considers the possibilily
that iU was kigez’, 1 he s right, the Slavs redefined the *Laninga-knyes
of princely bul not royal rank as a korol'-kayez', thal is Lo say, o Carolingian
lord. ‘This is in keeping with the develepment of the Carolingian rulers and
is consistenl with the concepl and notion of the medieval funing al the height
af his power®

As menlioned before, Uere is strong evidenee thal the indans disappeared
as a ruling Lype among Lhe West-Germanie (vibes, The reason for this insti-
Lutional shift i that tribal kingship hag been given up by the Wesl-Germanic
peoples cven hefore Caesar arvived in Gaul. 1 is again significant {hat ey
Tollowed Lheir Celtic neighburs in abandening Lribal kingship. The :lllcmpl's
to restore Lhis kind of kingship were answered most oflen by successful ve-
sistamee, a8 Uhe fales of Orgelovix, Dumnoris, and Vercingelorix, on the one
hand, and Arminis and Civilis, on the other, clearly indicate® The wide-
spraad shaping of Jarger-than-tribal units during the third and fourlh cen-
luries® and the obvious suceess of war leaders during the fourth century at
the lalest Broughl “everlasling” voval rank lo the lormer® Thus Alarie, the
conqueror of Rome in 410, beeame the refs-king pay excellence.  1le was of
nable but nonroyal stoek and had io starl his corcer as & nonre alb war Jeader,
s & dur, to use the expression of Tacilug® Like Theodoric® and Geiserie™
amd many conlemporary voyal and nonvoyal war leaders, he bore a personal
name compounded with this very syHable -riv thal signilicanlly described
his reiks quality. s victories over lhe Roman armies proved him to be a
true king and his followers made him king. These were Visigoths, of eonrse,
but also Ostrogolhic gronps and other “harbavians,” as the sourees pul iae

In each of Wi ciled eases, those avalanehelike bands of warriors led by a
suceesstul, “elarismalic” personatity would have turned to dust unless the
process of eonsolidation and seftlemenl has been initiated. ‘To achieve this

2y, WKiparsky, "Dic gemeinslavischen Lehnwiorler aus dein Germanischen,™  Annales
Acadenriae seientiarmn fonnteas 13 32,2 (1930 1815, 24011, CH Kahl (0. 24 above) 17610,
289,

2 (4 de Vries {n, B4 abave) 304, Wenskus (n, 14 above) 43060, coneerning the Lhree
Celtic “chieflaing,” 423, concerning Arminius nud Civilis.

2 Woenskns {(n. 14 above) 43504

25 Wolframn, Splendor Bmpeeii 108,

2, his Genmania 7

#0 Wenskus (0. 1 above) AB21L

3 Couplois (n. 4 above) 2190 Wolfram, Infitulatio 86,

32 \Wenskus (0. 14 above) 4761 of. 322
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state of affirs, il look & cenlral pelitical figure, called king® and a given
territory wealthy enough to provide Lhe necessary economic base, a kingdom.
In other words the king had Lo turn his kingship into a kingdom, adding Lhe
lerritorial principle Lo the theoretically stili prevailing personal link hefween
himself and his retainers,® who had Lo become a new people® This process
of inslitutiona) change, however, badly needed the active supporl of the
Romaus.

Diplomatic and numisnzalic sources indicate that aboul the year 500 (he
Easl-Germanic reiks and Latin rex {boll protounced and oflen wrilien riv)
were considerad Lo be homophones or homonyms.  Still, the substantial mean-
ing of the Lwo words with quile a different hislory prabably came Lo be one
and the same® The Roman emperor Flavius Claudius tulianus, betler known
as Julan the Apostate, was proclaimed Augusbus in 361 by his Gallic army,
like any Germanic war king or king of the vielorious army. The soldic
who were almost all Germanie “burbarians,™ elevated him on a warrior's
shield after his overwhelming viclories over successive waves of Germanic
invaders.® The Flavian house of Constantise was for the last time able to
produce an imperizl war leader who was suceessinl and respected enough
by the heavily Germanized “Roman” army to use the current Lreads for
reestaplishing Bome's physical boundaries and politieal prestige. With the
next generation, the silualion slarted fo change radically. The Roman oni-
perors lost their credibilily as successful war leaders, Arowd 400, Lhe Fast-
Germanie refks succeeded in offering himseli as the desirable alternative for
the Germanie wartior to follow. A hundred years Jaler, the refks-king came
1o be the king of Romans and Teulons alike. Provopius was actually correct

38 Qne of the grealest merils of Wenshus's Staauneshitdung nnd Verfessuag 15 to have
shown the imperalive neeessity of kingship for the existence of eatly pedieval Lribes and
peoples: ef. 8%

3% fixcepl for Lhe Flavian king title (see above nn. B, 83, all early medieval royal titles
followed Lhe same (ype, namely rex gendisgentinmt X{Y)." This gave expression (o
the political theory Nt the king is a king of people(s) yalther than lerrilory.  Howas not
antit the Deginning of the Jater Mikdle Ages that, for example, Frateioe began looreg d
Prancorum: see G T, Wood, “Hegmnn Franclae: A Problem in Capetian Administralive
Usaye,” Traditio 23 (1967) 117-147. See also n. 33 helow,

35 Ihis process, of course, implied whut 1 would eall the sLerriloriatization ™ of the tribe
for which the Visigathic Uansmission provides the earliest evidence: King Leowigild, for
example, expressed tie theory that he reigned the patric eel yens Golorum. This double
concepl tended fo beeome Spania. Wolfrain, fntitulakio .

36 \Welfram, fafifofelio 4110

&7 of. Joues, Lafer fmpire (v, 3 above) 284602, For our parlicular problems, 1 still
prefer Stein, Jifstoire di bus-cmpive, 2 vols. (Pavis 1959); ef. esp, 1124,

8 Stein (n. 37 above) 155,

39 phid, 14201, altributes this te the enarmous victories woirr by Julian over varkous
Germanie peoples. Julian vven erossed the Whine Lo altack the Bases of polential and actual
enensies.
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when e mentioned (hat e bavharians used lo calt their leader “rhix.” e
simply failed {o add that so did the Remans of Latin and Greek tongues:
sinee about 300 (he syHable réxe (pfix) meant almost e same Lo all of them,*®

Bul is Uiis semantic evidence enougl to conclude thal the Romans sup-
ported the new bodies politie, even if we can butlress seimanlics by historical
facls? Whal was Lhe Roman aililude toward the coneepls of “King,” "king-
ship,” and “kingdom™ and how did il apply Lo their new rulers and political
systems?

This question is hreefold:

First, Boman politieal tradition was antivoyal.  Hellenistic anti-Roman
propaganda explained Boman politics as ahnesl exclusively determined by
hatred of kings.® Coesws fale supported this convietion.® The Greek his-
Lok Appian, nalive of Alexandrin and born about an, 95, noles that the
Bomans were bound by an old oath ol o accepl kings as their rulers.®® How
did this attitude change?

Second, the Dioglelian veform separaled the military power from civil
aulhorily and established two kinds of public carcers, The wilitary hierarchy,
especially of the Wesl, became more and more the exelusive provinee ol bar-
barians. while he eivil burenueracy, by far the more important means lo
consolidate and organize o stale, Tor quite shvious reasons remained Roman
and iitacl At Tow could the king evercome this difficadty and establish him-
sell as head of both powers?

Third, everybody agrees that Lhe tribal units that [ounded kingdoms were
heavity oulimunbered by Uhe Roman population.  Five percent of the tolal
populalion might have been nen-Roman; in some kingdoms Lhe percentage
of neweomers may have heen even lower This has whways caused me lo
worder why Use Romans did sot drive oul the intruders. How could a Gor-
manic king and his primitive tribal organization gel wlong with that seemingly
overwhelming majorily of polential enemics?

The three subgueslions vould he answered as Tollows:

First, concerning the anlivoyal tradition: Appian not only indicates that
the Jtomans might have cursed the name of king, bul also states “they {Lhe
emperorst are very kings in facl.”™ Cassins Die (d. 235), o Greek observer

WOWolfram,  Fndiledatio A3

1L Vuchs, Ber gristge Widerstand gegen Rem in dee anfien Well, ed. 2 (Berfin 1964)
161,

A CE G Dobesell, Caesars Apotheose zu Lebzeiton s sein Ringen wn den Icinigstitel
(Vienna  10G6).

. Ramaike 17.41.

4 Steln (1. 37 above) L6850

W58 Katz The Dectine of fome and the Rise of Medieoal Europe (Ithaca 1958) 115,

chimidt, *Das germuaische Vollkstum in den Refelen der Vistkerwanderung,” Histariseiie
ferictfohirssohrlfl 29 (115).
38 Romaile 531711
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of Roman hislory and policy and Roman high official and consul, interpreted
the Homan polily since Augustus: “The word monarchy, to be sure, the IRo-
mans so detested thal they ealled their emperors neither dictators nor king
nor anything of the sorl; yel, since the final authovity for Whe govermment
devolves upon Lhent, they must needs be kings? This logical conclusion
was i keeping with Ue raditional theery in botl Greek and Latin. We have
only Lo recall Cicevo's definition of king and kingdom: “When the direction
of all depends en ene person, we call this individual a king, and this form of
political conslilition & kingdom.’™*

We keep in mind that Whe Greek-Hellenistie intevprelation ol the Roman
monarchy was pragmatieal: Awgustus’ construoclion could nol conceal (he
reality thal authors such as Apptan and Cassing Do deseribed in the proper
terms. 13ul the Greek-Fleollenistic approach was nol only pragmatical, it was
ajse hased upon an old philosophical conception of the philosopher king,
the idexl monareh. The applicalion of the venerable Platonic concept o the
Roman emperer became more and more common as lime wenl on. Marens
Aurclius is the best known of those wlom Lhe term philosopher king could
actually fit. The final reevaluation of voyal rulership was cerlainly one of
the most impartant fealwres of the general process deseribed as the Helleniza-
tion of the Boman polilical theory. ¥

On Lhe eve of the Tourth ceniury, the leading and educaled strala of Roman
sociely, we may assume, must have been theoretically well prepared to accept
the idea of royal government, Furihenmore, the imperial govermuenl as
establisled by Diocletian and Conslantine must have Jooked like any Teilenis-
tic kingdom in praclice. Litle wonder thal Constantine look Lhe Hrst step of
which we know from theory (writing, reading, and fecling) to institutional
realization, when he delermined the imperial snceession.

Digcletian had organized the empire in fonr administrative distvicts, headed
by twa Angesti, full-fledged cmperors, and lwo Caesares, second-rank em-
peroxs willy the vighl of suceession after the dugusti o whom they were sub-
jeet, Conslantine tried to {fill (his telrarchy with his awn descendants, hut
thanks Lo his aggressive Tatherly love, he had only three sons lelt. Tle chose
the elder son of trother to be Lhe second Cacsar. Bul Mhis man had o
younger brother, called Tlannibalianus,  Constantine, lo mdemnily Tlanni-
balianus, marricd him o his dagghler and made her Augusta. Then Con-
stantine ordered (hal Hamnibaiinnus shouid be “King of the Kings and Ponlic

jons."® This Litle belrays a good deal of political philosophy.  Llanni-

balisnus assumed the title of the Persian king, and e was obvinusly supposed

37 Cied by I, Dvornik, “Barly Christinn and Byzantine Political Phitosophy,” Lanidarton
Qaks Shudies 0.2 (1966) 519,

48 Pe Repr 126,

9 Pvornik (1 A7 above) 3301

3 Wollrmn, friilulafio 341
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to hocome a king ol nations. Therefore, 1 would say, he was supposed to rule
over Christian Arnienia, which was conlinuously disputed between Persians
and Bemans, or Lo establish a Homan dynasly in the kingdom of Persia,
after having conquered §t, of course. There are indications thal Homan ter-
rilory was also to be added Lo his dominion, I we are right in this, the Roman
emperor himsell considersd the Romans lo he a gens, a tribe, a nalion like
any olker in Lthe world, and, of nocessity, to be reled by a king.®

None of those plans actually malerialized. Constantine’s sons killed Uheir
cousing, and the finad conquest of Avmenia or of Persia remained as impossible
as ever. Kingdoms were nol established on Roman soil unlil the approach
of the next century. In 382, Theodosius the Greal eame o an agreement
witl: Lhe vielorious Visigolhs along the lines of lhe tradilional federate system
after, however, having changed one most important conditien,  Up Lo that
time, Lhe Roman government had concluded Lreaties willh Lribal units who
lived oulside the boundaries. The fribes had fo provide broops and were
allowad Lo keep their own polilical organization. Il sumetimes even looks as
if the Homans supported the accession of Rings ruling over federates, sinee
il wars obviously casier (o desl with one dependent king, recognized by a given
Federaie people, than with a phuralily of noblemen and chieflains, who would
consider Lhemselves to be cach other’s peers and eyguals

In 382, however, the emperor was lorced Lo allow the Visigoths Lo nuininin
their polilicat and socioccononmie identily within the Roman polity. AL that
very moment, Lhe Visigoths did pol have & king as a central political figure.
Tul they were soon to make Alovie their King®

The emperor reached fhe seillement with the {ribe, nol with a lerrilory
cadled Gothin or Visigothia, Bul, despite the personal principles according
la which the agreement was made, the Visigoths lived in o lervitory {hal was
popuiated by Roman cilizens. Little wonder that Adavie's successar, Alhaulf,
already considervd the possibility of replaving Romania by Golhing he did,
however, rejecl. the ides as utopian.®

o the years lo come, more and more Homan eitizens were subjected by
imperial decision and recognition Lo Germanic Kingdoms® Inosuin, we can

SEOTRidL CTL Salvinn, fe gubernglivee fei ArocoL . barbared, gquiosont unius gentis et
regis,”

52 OCL Tacilus, Germanria 12: “sed vis ol polentin regibus ex sueloritate Romana” [
Yeus, Armibius’ hephew, was inveslet as King over his tribe by the Roman government
and upen the request of a strong Cheruscan parly; Uhe same group which opposed s

kingship, however, abo resisfed (he cperer-senl king, Tocitus, Anoal. VLG,
Wenshus (0. 14 ahove) $2110L

B fhid, A7

* Oposius, Hist, 74380 GL G. B Ladner, “Heligious BRenewal and Eihnic-Social Pres-
Su Porms of Life in Christian Hstory,” Phealteyy of Renewal 2 (1915} 333

55 G0 Procepius, De befl, gobl 1L 218 was aboul 1his samo lme Lhat the Golhs also,
who were dwelling in Thrace with the permission of the emperor, look armus against the




12 HERWIG WOLFIAM

say Lhat the imperial policy along with a changed political lheery prepared
Roman citizens Lo accept royal governmenl,

Also, we have lo consider the role of the Roman buveaucracy. A Sicilian-
Vespers-like revell oceurred in Byzantinm in July 00 in the course of which
the Gothophile governmenl was overthrown and most of ils Germanic sup-
porters were eliminaled and destreyed. The viclory of thal “nalional” Roman
movemenl alowed the thorough rveorganization of the army. The resnlis
were the following: Firsl, federates were ne longer reervited from lribes wilh-
in the emypire. The commanders of those troeps were usually Roman nalives.
For instance, among the Lwenty-two commanding officers of Belisorius's
army were eighteen Boman natives (mosl of them from Thracia), three Tuns,
and only one of Germanic origin. Secend, the high military command of the
eastern empire was decentralized and divided among « college of equals.
Third, the emperor had still a certain cadre of crack troops under his im-
mediate command.®®

By way of contrasl, the weslern government eould nol or would not take
advanlage of a similar movement that destreyed the admighty general Sti-
licho and a greal many of his Germande followers. The Vandal Stilicho, Lo
be sure, had an immediale suceessor of Germanie slock; but Lhis man could
nel keep his position either. His fall paved the way Jor a Roman native to
hecome magister peditum praesentedis, thal 3s Lo say, eommander-in-chicf
of the western Roman army in the “presence”™ of the emperor, This impottant
shift, however, was not exploiled o schieve Uthe same reorganizalion and
decentralization of the high commuand as had been one decade hefore in {he
Eask. Inslead, a cauticus reading of the sources reveals that it was Lhis very
Roman officer, Constantius, who definilely assumed Uhe office for which
Stilicho had failed to receive inal imperial recognition. # s even more supris-
ing and against Roman political experience thal Constanlius, having become
the third emperor of Lhis name, did nol abolish this “superoffice” thal so
obviously paved the way o become Augusius,

Constantius was the first 1o he called patricing of magister pedilini prac-
sentalis. This positien allowed inlerfevence in eivil allaivs, although Con-
stanlius was primardy o milllory officer. Unlil then, “patvician,” meaning
“lather of the emperor,” was o tithe usually given to op civil oflicials. Now
things had compietely changed: o new superoffice came inlo being, which
semiedlicial sourees ealled "patriciate of the Wesl,” and this was the anleee-
dend and preJude to the Jalisn kingdoms and the Fxarchate of Bavenna di-
reclly, and of Lhe Gallic kingdoms indiveclly, In Gaud, the head of the army
was the megisfer equifien Galliarn; he cerlainly was inferior o the toly-
Bemans under Lhe leadesship of Theodorie, oo man who was of palvician rank awd had ab-
tuined lhe consular office in Byzantivoe ™

56 Stein (. 37 above) 1235241
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slationed commander-in-chicf in Lhe presence of the emperor, bul he hecame
eligible for the desirable patrician dignily in Uie course of the fi{th century.®
As Lime wenl on, the Gallie palriciale as well as Lhe higher Halian palriciate
of the West was reopened Lo Germanic war leadevs, among whom Rikimer
s the most effeclive and famous general. Tle ruled over the shrinking ler-
rilovies of the wesiern empire, which were without a resident. emperor, with
@ single Augestus in Tavaway Constanlinople.  Rikimer's nepheow Gundobad,
whe was 1o beconie his sor, ad yel to leave Haly, On his telurn (o his
Burgundian tribe in the Rhene valley, he was made king. Thus he was the
fiest Lo show e links belween palviciate wnd kingship, hefween olfice and
voyal rulership.s¥
Odovakar slressed that mulual relattonship even more. e deposed Lhe
ciperor Augustulus and killed Uie patvician of the West, who was the veal
Tather of Ihe emperory Odovakar was then made king by mosliy-Germanic
federafes, called (he talizan army. But altheugh he was of reyval blood, the
new king considered his kingship only a valuable objeet of hargaining for
imperial reeognition. He offeved his kingship lo the emperor in Constantinople
exchange for inveslilure as patrician of the West nnder tie same conditions
granled to Rikimer, Odovakar could nol Tully make the bargain with the
emperor; yet Theodorie, who by imperial command set out for laly Lo Tighl
Use Halian king, considered a dyrannas by U imperial policy, did so not as a
king of {the Golhs bul as an inperial officer, as eonsul el patricins®® The
theory hehind This imperinl constructinn, however, was clemdy outdated,
al least as far ps the Germanic polity and s peed Jor Kingship was coneerned 5
For the thivd thne by his Hife, Theodorie was made king hy an ad hoc body of
refainers; Uhis time his eomifafus fell fhal Lhe Tinal vielory over Odovakar
s just oomatier of Lime. They elected kim king wilhoul awailing the per-
mission of {the new cmperor®
Naw il was up to Lhe imperial governmient Lo keep pace with the ereation
of Kingdoms by bestowing imperial offices upon the Kings, especially if they
were as powerlel qnd sueeessful as Clovis, Lhe king of the united Fran-

kisl peoples. Clovis was formally invested as palricion by imperial grant
sud privilege after he destroyed and congueved Visigothic Gaul, Althongh
there are doubls ahout Lhe nature of the office bestowed upon Clovis, most
recenl rervarelt has shown that it was the patriciate?  Among other evi-

3 Wolfram, ITntitidadin 4511 Stein (1. 37 above) 26511 A. L M. Jones, “The Conslitn-
Fonal Position of Odonece and "Theaderie,™ The Sournad of Ronrn Stiekivs 52 (1962) 126-130,

A Waolfram, Tniifnleiin X7

3 Sein (n. aboved 1388, 2540, G above,

0 See nm. 33 abeve

S Aponyiuus Valesianes, in MGH Avel. md, 930601

¥2 Gregory of Tours, Hist, Frane, d, interpreted by K. Hauck, “Ven einer spi
Randkulue zum karolingischen Eurepa,™ Fritmiilicldterliche Studien § (1967) 305, See
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dence® there is the famous Theodoric letier, written Lo the emperer in Constan-
tinople immediately after the day at Tours in 508 when Clovis was invested as
potrician, In the letler the Gothic king judges the step laken by the imperial
government to be very unfriendly, and blames the crmperor for having broken
ihe special state of confidence and peace prevailing belween the empire and
its imago, its copy, the kingdom of llaly., Theedoric’s kingship implies pre-
cedence among the “kings of the nations” by virtue of its specilic political
tradition and base—thal is Lo say, in suceession of Lhe patriciale of the West,
This means, Turther, that Haly was ruled by a Flavian king inslead of the
Tavian emperer, and nol by Lhe Ring of any Lribe, JU is evident that this
polilical theory must have heen heavily threalened by the imperial inves-
{iture of Clovis with the paleician title. Bul it was nol only theory which
way al stake, Theodoerie, a patrician king of Ttaly who had destroyed anolher
patrician king of Haly, must have realized the real dangers which couwld come
from that viclorious Prankish patrician king Clovis.®

Throughoul the [ilth, sixth, and even sevenlh and eighth centuries, Lthe
ntutnal relationship between Latin Ringship wmixd western patriciate came to be
one of the most important political and theorelical factors. Finally, it was
sUill @ palviciate—even iF modified-—of the West which paved Charlemagne’s
way loward his imperial coronalion on Christmas Day 800.%

To sum by the sceond point of he investigalion of the Poman atiitude
toward kingship, we can say: The imperial recognition of fedevate kingship
on eman soil was orignally valid Far the Gribal unit alone. This kingship
necessarily combined military conumand and civil authority. The Lribal unil
oceupied Boman soil; among the Romans, the fribe and ils king olten were
the only effective exceutive power in a given area. Thus, the Lerritorial prin-
ciple was guickly introduced; the king became the only authorily in a given
Larritory Lo be supported by impecial recognition and decision. The kings
of the federates were aulomatically high Roman military olficials. In Gaul
and especially in Naly, the king's Homan mililary office merged with o new
Roman supevelfice, the patriciale of the Wesl, established againsl Diocletisn
reform principles in Lhe civil bureaueracy.

The third af these consideralions concerns the lack of we from the
Roman population.  As menlioned belore, the “national” reaction against

Woilvam, nfiiadadis 126, where 1 have submilted my questiontng Lhe whole “honorary
constulate” theory. Now I wonld sitess my doubts even more. Perliaps we would do more
justice lo Gregol accounl if we understand Clovis as consul el palvicins™ by which
formuta the Frankish king eoundd have reached Uhe Qslrogotl, Theodorie, againsl whom
1he Byzantine-Frankish alliance was devised,

O 5 the table of contenls of the sevond book of his Histery of the Franks, Gregory calls
chap. 38 "De patricialo Chiodovechi regis.™

M Cassiodorus, Verioe 1.1.1. Wolfram, [ntitulatio $1 n. 103, concerning “Theoderic

%5 fdid, 45-bd, 225[1,
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the Germanie inlillration sneeecded in the East and fatled in the West, Many
scholars see this inabilily of the weslern hall of the empire as a sulficienl
indieation of the eritical condilions in Lhose areas, Nobody can deny Lhe
dilference hetween West and Iast. The caslern half of the empire was betler
ofl ceonomically, geographically, and demographically. But the Germanie
intruders were only five pereenl of the Lolal populalion. Moreover, il is simply
a fairy lale that the Romans were unable to fighl and to become soldiers,
There has remained, Tor exanapie, the Frankish tribal saga according Lo which
King Childerich, Clovis's Tather, was dreiven out Tor his unseemly behavier
wilth the Frankish kadies. In his place, the Franks chose (he “emperor-sent
Roman  commander-in-chiel and palrician Acgidius” as their king, This
accounl is rather ('m}i’usiz‘lg, but it sufficiently indicales the high prestige of
a Roman warvior and general wilh The Germaosde aliies of the empive thal he
represented. s

Lir contrasl, il took e armics of Justinian twenty yvears o reconguer
Naly, beeause the support by twe “Pomans™ of the peninsuin was so poor.
Isidore of Seville helonged (o a Roman family who rejected the Byzanline
reconguest of parts of Spain as invasion.  Isidore’s lilerary prodection justifies
the Gelhic rule over Spain The Vandal kingdom, moreover, was overlhrown
by the Moors ralier than by Belisariuss army, as the jate Cheistinn Courlols
showed in Dis brilliant Les Vandales el UAfriques

The Germanie invisions were, of cowrse, invasions and not polite occupa-
tions, 1 would be o romantie glorification in lerms of the “nohle savage”
pattern of yesteryear to call those invasions Hberation from e yoke of slavery
thal the fute Homan empive iacd imposed upon ils owi subjecls, Furthermore,
there was a strong religivus conllict between the Catholic Homans and the

Germanie Avinns Uhat was successfully avaoided only by the ranks, whe

converled diveetly Trom heathendon Lo Cathelicism, We know of anti-Ger-
maiic Bontan movements active nnder Germanic rude as Inle as the end of

G Lregory of Fonrs, Hist Frone, 2L KO Wenskus, “Hemoevkungen 2w Thunghius
der Lex Satien,” Fesfsohrifl Porcy Frast Seegie (19643 21706, Uries successiully Lo explain
this strauge accounl, Acghdius wis, however, not {he only Reman representalive considered
worthy wud able te hecome o Germanie king, After his fiest vietories on 1lalta sotl, o large
group of {he Ostrogoths offersd Belisarius Lhe Gothie-Halinn ktngship il Kingdom.  Pro-
copius, Be bedd o gofh 2.28.97-270 CL Wolfram, Inlitaiatio 471

0o, Procopius, De dell. gaff, 31LHE S spoke Belsarivs, Bul no one of Lhe enemy
cinpe over Lo hing neither Goliv nor Roma 312 And Lhis alse you mosl know well,
my master, that the ajority of {hose serving in your army have deserled 1o Lhe ensany”
(Belisarius to Joslinian). On Isidore of Seviite, see 1, Messmier, “lispania- kdee und Goten-
mythos,” Geisd wnd Werle der Zeldenr 5 (1960), Jones (w3 above) 221659, contradicts his
own stalentent, 21022,

B Courlois (1, 4 above) 35310
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the sixth century.® Bul we have o admil thal all those efforts must have
gained weak support, sinee they Tailed everywhere before long.

Yel there are indicalions thal the “process of acculturalion” worked the
olher way, Throughoul the Migrations, conservative Noman patriols com-
plained thal their felow Romans, especially the arisloeratic youth, spoke
Germanic longues, wore Germanie clolhes, and had Germanic hairstyles.—
they had a sort of Germanic hippie oullook, we would say nowada

The conclusion remains that the Romans cooperated with the intruders
al an carly stage. Maybe there is no perfecl solulion to the problem of &
lack of resislance. Bul I think lhat what might be called the “process of
re-arehaization”™ werked faster and mwore radically in the West than in the
Last, By the term “re-archaization™ 1 mean:

1. Particularism and provincialism, alienation, and detachmenl from lhe
empire as political readity grew wilh fatal speed in Lhe course of Lhe fifth
cenlury.”™ The Gallic senalorial class, for fslunce, was Tinally frustrated
by the fall of “thelr” emperor Avilus.?

2. Desleaction of the eitysiructure of the cmpire and thereby of Lhose
classes whe identified themselves with the empire, was caused mainly by
a mislaken tax peliey toward the cilies®

3. The converse growlh of huge holdings anlicipated the medieval dominion
over land and dependenl people.  Incidentally, those vasl holdings of the
leading sematorial class were actually called regna, “kingdoms,” in conlem-
porary sources. The sanie lerm regria was also applied to the wlhole empive,
which the conlemporaries could no longer consider Lo be s monolithic cn-
tity.™ The classic Roman theory sccording to which the empive was a con-
federation of cities came Lo he replaced by the interpretation of {he empire
as a pluralily of regna.®

S8 Zoliner, “ie palilische Stelhng der Veiker im Frankenreich,” Veriffenttichungen
des Iastituls fiir dsterreichisehe Goschiekisforschuay 13 {10507 G4, Wollram, Indfifulutic 52,

L KL Sleeheker, Der senalorische Adel im spdlantiken Gallien (1948), provides sufficient
evidence heyeird the onesided statement of Salvian, De gubernutione f2ei 5240 “guam
quod plerique el honesti o nobiles et quibus Romanus status summo ol splendori esse
debuil et honori, .. . compulsi sual, w! nelint esse Romank™ CfL 58.37. See ndso Chiudiuvs
Clandianus, fn Bafiman 2.11.78-85. D0 Sinar, ~The Barbarians,” Diegenes 18 {1957) 51,
Wenskus (n. 14 sbove) 537, Zollner (n. 69 above) 1074,

1 Gerhart B, Laduer, The {dva of Heformt {Uambridge, Mass. 1959) 25111 One of Lhe
scholars who saw this phenontenon of alienalien clearty js M, Rostovizefl in his famons
wark Soefel and Keanomic Mistory of he Heman Empice, od. 2 (Oxford 1963) L33 In
my opinion, however, he overstresses Lhe “class” confliel, wiich no doubt existed, al the
expense of the partienlnvistic lendeneies prevailing in various parts of the empirve, which
came to be ealled regrud,

72 Stein (. 37 above) 1.368-373.

M. Rostovlzeff (n 7t above) L3131 Jones (n, 3 above) 27341,
Wolfram, Infifutatio 35,
& Jones (n. 3 above) 2,712, Rostovizeff (n. 73 above) 153300
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4. This simplification of Reman political theery and philosophy reflected
the simplification aird change of the Roman institutions and vice versa.  Irra-
Liogtal and mvstical concepls of blood, innate power, and virtue became meore
and more important with the Roman ruling class itself, and not just wilh the
Germanie Kings end noblenien who were considered o he incarnations of,
or at jeast derived from, Woden and other pagan geds, Cassiodorus, Theo-
doric’s “prime minister,” devised o genealogy of the Gothic kings of ialy
which, modeled on the patiern of the mystical seventeen kings of Alba Longa
from Acneas to Romules, named Gaul-Woden as the first king of the Goths,
This was presented lu the Boman senators with the {ollowing justification:
“As you believe yourselves (o be of eld and venerable stock, so, oo, are the
kings who have {o rule over you,” This seventeen-king suceession was of
such o strong appeal that even a Lombard king of (he seventh cenlury used
it for fegitimizalion,™

Furthermore, the Holy Seriptores stressed the non-Romun concepls of
ling, nation, and the God-chosen stale, The Seriplures also provided strong
anti-Roman Leaditions that could easily merge with the popular anti-leman
feelings sl alive in the western provipees of Spain and Gaul™ On s lower
tevel, the Poman veneer was vipped off. Saint Jerome nated that the people
in the conntryside around Frier, one of the four imperial capitals al this Lhoe,
spoke a Celtie fdiony, nol Lating® The “rebirth” of nonclassical traditions
and mades is reflected by the e fashion” that favercd non-Roman and
nonurban restic nanws. ™

bt sum, QL owas Uhis very process Iabeled Ure-archaization™ that prepaved
the cconemically, geosraphically, and demographically weak Wesl Lo Tose its
political identity; or to fnd a new idenlily in lhe smaller dimensions®™ of a

OWellram, Ieditifatio 0T,

T oluehs (B, 41 oboeve) 1961

S Jones (3 above) 99200 00 13, Raossell, “Colt and Featon,” Fhe Transformadion of the
Nemrane World, ol L. 8 Wikite, jr., UCEA Center Tor Medieval amd Renatssance Studies:
Lantribulions 3 (Berkeley 196G6) 3

o See “Prosopegraphie” in Strohieker (o H above).

o he following consideration is more a fecling as yol than somcthing known or even
proved by sullicienl evidence,  Bul, consideving U suceession of contralization amnd de-
cenlralization in JZuropean history, o one laod, and refuting Uhe vather primitive but
populae deseriplion of Lhis phenamenon as successton of ovder and chaos, on Lhe elber,
T would suy that one “lrend™ in Huropean | has Deen Uhe “therough orgauizalion of
Lhe smalier space” affer the unive Body pelitie had failed Lo provide sufficient external
protection and internal prosperity. Frem this point of view, the rise of the Frankish prin-
cipatities during the dismemberment of lhe Carolinglan empire contitd be much hetter ex-
piained as replacement of inelfeclive forms of govermment radher than as mere wsarpation,
as wristorratic chaos, and so ok, The smime woutld hold {rae for L territorial principalities
In Gernany, Haly, and elsewhere, Certainly, Lo assume this poinl of view, it was necessary
to abandon the nineleentii-eentury belief in the growing, centralized, and universal national
state as 4 “good thing.”
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Germanie kingdom that in twrn largely depended on the cooperation of the
Romans, especially of the senatorial class. U is also Lrue {hal the senaforial
class in Italy, Spain, and Gaul was courted by the new ruders. Wilh royal
suppert and permission, the senalors achieved even more power and prestige
than they had known hefore under the Roman cmperers. This ovder became
the backbone of the ecolesiastical organizalion, which Lransmilted a sort of
administralive continuity to the new hadies politie; and, although theorelicaily
uol represented, it was in fact responsible for the kingdoms of Use Jranks,
Burgundians, Goths, Lombards, and, to some exlen!, even for the Alrican
Vandals virtually becoming Latin kingdons.®

The conelusion of all those considerations concerning the shaping of U
Latin kingdom of the early Middle Ages could read as follows: The early
medieval kingdom was foonded by a reiks or funing, & king of a victorious
warrior retinue, whose rulership was instilulionalized and incarporated inloa
the weslern Latin half of the Roman cmpire by means of the federate system.
This was aclually an old Koman inslitution. I, however, was modified in
favor of e king involved when Lhe emperors or their represenlatives lost the
inage and eredibility of being suceessiul Jeaders of warrior relinies by them-
selves. The brealy of 382, setlled belween Theodosius and e Visigolhs,
made way for the maintainance and organizalion of non-Roman political
struclures on Roman soil. In the following deeades, one king after another
was allowed by imperial order and recegnition to establish his kingdom on
Homan soil. As leader of a federation, the king was automatically the highesl.
military official in a given area. In Itely and Gaul, the king was able {o oe-
cupy (or at leasl to aitach himself to) the late Roman posilion of {he patrician
and commander-in-chief in the presence of the emperor. This highest ma-
gistrate abelished (he Dioclelian system thal had separated mililary com-
mand from civil authorily, Thus, it provided the best possible foothold for
the king lo beeome the head of Lhe civil bureaucracy of each dominion, The
kings in Spain and Roman Africa did not lave this institutionat link, bt des-
pite this disadvantage, 1heir kingdoms [ollowed the same palterns as did
those in the north. Thus we are abie to speak of the early medieval kingdom
as a specific type of institulion,

Aceording to the lreaties concluded by the Vandal and Spanish-Gothic
kings with the empive, the locai bureaneracy was required Lo obey the kings,
The lack of the patriciale in Africa and Spain, however, deercased the loyally
of Lhe kings invelved to the empire. The kings of Roman Africa and Spain
were the firsl to “shake off the yoke of 1he Lrealy,” (o become completely
independent, almos{ severeigns in the modern sense of the word, This evalua-
tien, however, musl nol be considered Lo express acontemporary value judg-
ment, since it is evident that Theodoric, who observed the cesesl relations

B See “Prosopographie” in Stroheker (n. 70 above).
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to the empire, enjoyed the highest esteems among his contemperaries and
fellow  Kings.®

Aw early medieval kingdom was a maltiteibal or polyethnic, yel Latin,
successor slate of (he empire. It was called, to be sure, afler the prevailing
tribal clement or elements. Except jn the little-known Berber kingdom in
and arpund Altava, the Romans were theoretically not represenled. Personad
law and right, however, secured their special slatus and national identily
as it did for the other ethnic groups. The prevailing tribal elonent provided
pre-Christian sacred (radilions concerning king and kingship, snd these were
famitiar and general enough that the Bomans and other ¢thnic groups couid
identify with them. Christianization of the king and (he inner cirele of his
peeple by no means aholished or weakened Lhose {radilions.®

Fhe kingdoms were Latin, since the ofliciz] fangnage Tor pressing political,
legal, and sociovcotamic matlers was usually Talin® This Tacl mirrored (he
convietion of the newcomers (hal Latin was the only adequate means of
comntunicalion {for offeclive statchood: or, in olher words, tha! Roman siate-
head, modified and re-mrehaized Uiough i was, could be the only possible
forim of govermment and administration®  This image of “Romania® as a
pluralily of regita, ruled by powerfud kings {o whon one might helong one day,
must have been established with the ruling class of the Germanie peoples
when the msajority of Uiem were sl suiside Ue empire and before the Tinal
elfort was wade to ereate a kingdom on Reman soil# Such a kingdons, Tinally,

52 Walfeam, Splonedor Bnperdi (v 1 abave}l TORIT

SOphid, 126,

o0 Jones (0.3 abivey 2omest e added Wolbram, fufidickatio 12, ax far as Uhe Gothie
language s concerned: Godhic was used for lepad {uxts of whiviy, hewever, nothing hax
remained,

HE See nu Bl above.

6L consider e Tolowing evidence ta be very impoertant proof for this assertion. In
1927 o salid gokd medatlion, weighing one pound, was found st the BRussian-Polish border.
On the obverse i shawed Two eridely yendered vimperors on borsehaek and o begend: REGS
ROMANOGRUM. | wrote te Uhilip G it the experl in this field, about (his strange
Tegend on & strange piece of gold. He answered That Gie medallion was a comfemporary
Gerntme copy of & Roman medadlion of which ne speeimens are known, Singe an inserip-
ton BEGIS ROMANORUNM on the origing was quite inconceivable, Grierson imagined
Hal the obyverse of the ortginal had ne inseription at gl and (hat Uhe legend on the Germanic
imilation was sn invention of the Germanie and evidenlly- Latin-writing copyist, Faally,
Giritrson conctudet on o i convineing provads Uhal tids medaltion was made from the
phimder laken at Advianople in This pivce of heavy gold still stems from Lhe fourth
ey it received ils finad shape i for meen Lo whom Roman stalehaod was importanl.

They must have wnderstood Lalin ilthough (hey were no longer prepared to accept those
“hatin” vimperors as more tian kings of nations. kings of the Romans, as this B their own
palitieal experience aml tradition: that 5s (o say, with the memery of the vast and powerful
Fmanarie kingdom stilf in mind, The kings of the Romans were frerpreted as if they
were kings of the Golhs, They were, morcover, 1wo Kings filting (he patlerts of age-ohd
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was the expression of the trends of the pevied in which the reality of Lhe Ae-
dilerranean empire was buried forever, although the ideas and hopes involved

have never died. .
Universily of Vienna
A-1010 Vienna 1
Anslria
sacred Ringship (see Wenskas foo 14 above] 323) Yel these cquations did nel mean that
one weald or conld conceive of any Janguage Bul Lutin Lo express lerms of statelood cons
ected wilh Uhe Roman world,  CfL Wollvam, Iafitutadio 360, 1, Haack, Geldbrakivaten
s Siepere, Minstersehe Mitlelalter-Schirilten ' (Muntch 197(0) 343,

PROGOPIUS AND THE CHRONOLOGY
OF CLOVIS'S REIGN

by Bernard 8. Bachrach

The history of carly medieval Iurope is plagued by uncertain chronzoiogy,
and the veign of Clovis CRI-5T1Y s one of Lhe most serious examydes of 1his
probleni. Some of the v important events of his reign, incheding his mar-
riage, his viclory over the Alamaens, and his conversion, ate vaviously daled.
Other events such us Use Frankish acquisilion of the aren between e Seine
and the Loire and the elimination of (he Frankish regudi, who ruled small
warrior bands Uhronghoul northern Gaul, remain undaded owing to fack of
evidenee,!

Brespite an abundance of conlested dales, scholars now seent fo cmbrace
one of bwo systems: the long chvonology or Lhe short chronalogy. The creator
andd climnpion of the former, Audié van de Vyver, supporls the dafes 503,
H06, and 308 for the marriage. the vilory over the Alamans and his conver-
sion, respeetively, Fhe key la (his chranelogy s the rejeclion of the dnles
found in the History of Gregory of Tours {the Lraditional chronology}, os-
pecialy 486 for the battle of Tolbiae, and he aceeplance of the dale 306
for e batlle, on the basts of o lelter wrilten Lo Clavis by Cassiodorus for his
ruier, the Ostrogothie king, Theodoric.t The most effeclive suppoiier of the
shorl chronology has been Ferdivand Fol. In general, Lol argues Tor the
aceeptiunee of the aditional chronology (pre-195 for (e nuarioge, 496 for
the Ballle of Pobbine, and 496-497 for the conversion},  1Te daees, however,
contend that the Franks fought more Uan one baltle against e Alamang

' Por their felp i the preparation of Uis paper | thak Professor [Hehard W, Bmery
of Qaeens College and Professor Walter Goffart of the U versily of Toronte. The problem
of Frankish oxpansion 55 discussed By Lucien Mussetl, Les inmosions: fes BUHCS GUTHIAR [fites
vd. 2 (Daris 19464) -1 N30,

Toandes v de Vyver, “La vieloive ontre fes Alamans ot fa conviersion de Clovis, ™
Hovue telge e Phétotogiv o dWistvire 15 [R4{k11T) 45 16 (18373 35-040 “Clovis et la e
liticpee miskiterrandanne, ™ Emies A listoire dédive & miémnire de Henel Pironne {Brussells
FEET) BET388; “L'unigue victoire contre les Almsans <t Boconversion de Clovis en 506,”
Repate belge dv piftitogde of d histoice 15 C1938) 703-3018; “La clonolegic du régne de Glovis
daprés In lgende ol @aprés Yhistoire,” Mogere Age 53 (HA7) 177-186. The problem s
reviewed by Georges Pessior, Le baplime de Clavis (Paris 1964) chaps,




