=y & i 8

B

Charlemagic’s throne i the gallery of the octagon of the patace chapel ai Nachen. Vhe
throne, shich is approached by a stairease with siy steps consisis of four stone

pillars supporting the wensa, i.c. the base on which the chair is raised. The chair
is smade of ok planks encased inslabs of white marble. The side picees are
curved o provide elbow rests, The back, raunded at the top, consists only of
an Upper pati; the space below is filled by an upright wooden plank.

Fseatled i ithe seclusion of the royal (fater imperial) logia, the throne faced
the main altar, whicl was visible through the centre opening of 4 threcepart
By formed by pwo marble pilasiers and nwo marble columns, Charlemagne
could thus fallow the Mass and litargical offices. For an even clearer view, the
bronze grilles, made ar Aachen, which barred the lower part of the bay could
he opened at the cenrre. The throne, tike the chapel as a whole, dates from the
fate cighth or carly nindh century.
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X. The Frankish monarchy
and its external relations,
from Pippin IIT to
Louis the Pious’

uis article is concerned with the external relations of the ['rankish
monarchy in their technical aspect, and is thus a contribution
el less to the history of diplomacy than to that of international and
institcutional law. It follows two previous articles on external relations
during the Merovingian period; here as thete, the emphasis is on facts,
to the exclusion of any account of the movements of ideas. This is not
because I believe such movements were unimportant—quite the contrary;
but there are already studies of this aspect, to which I am happy to
refer.!

The period covered is confined to the reigns of Pippin T (751-68),
Carloman IT (768-71), Charlemagne (768-814) and Louis the Pious
{(814-840), ninety years which for outr present purpose have enough in
common to make a general survey possible. The same cannot be said of
the years following the death of Louis the Pious, during which a number
of independent kingdoms emerged as successor states to what had been
an almost undivided monarchy; for this reason it has seemed preferable
to reserve this later period for a separate study,

Tt must first be stressed that responsibility for external relations was one
of the essential functions of the Frankish monarch, before the imperial
coronation of Christmas 800 as well as after. This is a point of capital
importance.?

There were occasions on which the monarch exercised this function
in his own person, by entering into direct negotiation with foreign heads
of state or other potentates. The political conversations which Pippin 111,
Charlemagne, and Louis the Pious conducted on Trankish soil with
popes of their day—Stephen I, Leo HI and Stephen IV-—are sufficiently
well known® But we know also of direct negotiations with other kings
and potentates, among them the Lombard king, an exiled king of Den-
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mark plotting to regain his throne, the largely autonomaous rali or govern-
or of Saragossa, the uncle of the emir of Cordova and a governor of
Barcelonat "T'o this Hst of personal confrontations should be added
contacts with the dukes of Spoleto and Benevento before rheir duchies
ceased to be independent, with Saxon and Breron leaders, with the doges
of Venice, with the Avar &bagen and fngnr, and with chicltaing of Slav
tribes from beyond the Flbe, the Wilzes, Sorbs and Abodrires.® Fven so,
the st is not exhaustive, Some of these confrontations coincided with a
session of the Prankish assembly or dicr.® Direct contaces, however, were
the exceprion. The Frankish monarchs normally conducted their external
relations through ambassadors, wherher their own or those of the foreign
powers with whom they were dealing. Tv is scarcely necessary to add
that such ambassadors were always appointed ad Joc; as soon as their
mission was completed, they returned to their masters.

We know that some foreign delegations were reccived by the Frankish
monarch at the time when the general, or some more specialised, assembly
was in session. This could arise purely by chance. Lqually, it could have
been a contrivance on the part of the foreign ruler or potentate to ensure
that their ambassadors mer not only the head of the Trankish state but
also his advisers and a Iarge number of the great men ol his realm. On
the other hand, there were oceasions when the Prankish monarch himself
desired such an arrangement. The solemnity of such a reception would
hoth impress itself upon the forcigners and enhance the monarch’s
prestige in the eyes of his own subjecrst the preater the number of embas-
sies received on any one occasion, the casicr it was to achieve this double
effect. Reception of a foreign delegation during an assembly also meant
that advice could more readily be taken, from those presumed maost
competent to give it, on the matters to be discussed with the ambassadors,
We know of dicts under Pippin I and Charlemagne at which foreign
legations were received.” Under Louls the Pious the practice was srill
more frequent.® Conversely, there were diets or other assemblies which
were followed, as a consequence of the deliberations, by the desparch of
a Prankish embassy.®

In contemporary sources—narratives, capitularies, letters— diplomatic
missions and their persounel are referred toin a serterminology. ! Frankish
ambassadors to the head of a foreign state, and foreign ambassadots
to the head of the Prankish state, are referred to either as mwiswn!! or
legains.'® In the ninth century one can perhaps discern a slight preference
in favour of the more classical fegasus, which could be due to the Carolin-
gian renaissance, then starting to ke effect.™ But ic cannot be said to
preponderate, and the two were in any case interchangeable, The doublet
legataring, which occurs fairly frequently in Merovingian rexts, is by now
a rarity ; sumting is used, but infrequently. ! Greek sources describe Frankish
ambassadors as wpéofes.'® When rwo or mote ambassadors are sent
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together on rhe same mission they are referred to ejther in the plural
(mivsi, legatiy or under the collective noun legatio;'® legatio can also be used
of the message carried by the ambassadors to the monarch to whom they
are being sent.’?

In any case, the meaning of these terms depends entitely on the context,
at least where agents of the Frankish king are concerned. They can only
be taken in the sense just indicated if the wissus or legatns is clearly seen
o be engaged on a mission from rhe Frankish monarch to a foreign court:
when it is said, for examp sle, et missi domni z'mpmz/orir [Carolt) de Constanti-
nopoli reversi sunt, or again, as in a letter from Charlemagne to the Byzan-
tine emperor Michael I, rogammns . . . fraternitatems tiam nt [pacti descriptio-
nem) . .. wissis nostris memoraltis dare digneris ¥ Missus was in fact a general
term, used of royal or imperial commissioners charged with some mission
of inspection o reform, or of persons invested with 2 military command
over part of the regmum Francormm or some other terlfOY‘yf—/[h(’ regum
Langobardornm or Italiae, for example——which was subject to the Frankish
monarch: in effect of - any person who was a wissus dr)wimmr Legatus was
sometimes used in the same sense. Again, legatio could be 1pphcd to the
area within which a wissns dominicns carried our his duty of inspection and
veform (his missaticnns), or even to the mission itself. Tt is therefore neces-
sary to be on the alert.

In fact the ambassador employed on a foreign mission, and the royal
or imperial commissioner despatched on a mission inside the realm,
were two species of the same genre. In both cases we are dealing with an
individual the king had entrusted with an important mission and armed
with appropriate powers; hence the identical terminology.

Next, with which powers did the Carolingians maintain what we
should aowadays describe as diplomatic relations ?

In the first place, it should be noted that relations of this order existed
until 817 between Louis the Pious and his nephew Bernard, sub-king of
11‘aly, and at alater date between Louis and his sons, as rulers of kingdoms
by rights subject to the emperor’s supreme authority but in practice from
831 1 artially md pmdcrn and from 834 completely so.49

We know that lively diplomatic relations existed between the Frankish
monarchs and the papacy; indeed, there were moments in each of the
reigns covered by our period when the two powers were in constant
communication. Admittedly, our impression that Carolingian dealings
with the papacy were more frequent and regular?® than with any other
foreign power may be due to the fact that in the Codex Carolinns we have
an exceptionally full collection of the letters addressed to the Carolingian
head of state by successive heads of the Church, from pope Gregory 111
(731 41} to pope Hadrian I (771-95), whereas documentation on this
scale for Carolingian relattons with other powers is totally lacking.
Even so, Lam not convinced that this is an optical illusion.

le{l
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There is one power which may have rivalled the papacy in this respect,
namely the Byzantine empire. Urom the narrative sources and the handful
of surviving letrers, it appears that the king of the Uranks -emperos
after 25 December a0 -~ maintained active diplomatic relitions with the
PBamdeds 2 We know that Charlemagne ordered a compilation to be made
of the letters addressed by the Byzantine emperors to Carolingian heads of
state, which had it survived for our iaspection might have revealed
diplomatic activity on an even grearer scale ™ Jrovast be stressed that
we are better informed concerning relations berween the Trankish
monatrch and the castern emperor during the period following Charle-
magne’s impetial coronation (that is to say between 8oo and 8715) than
we are for the vears preceding i, or for the greater part of the reign of
Louis the Pious. The Frankish mmm(} had occasional contact with
Byzantines who n(‘cullwiccl pasitions ot high, vivtually independent,
authority in the West: the patricias (6 marpler ) of Sicily, the doges
(dncesy of Venice, the By/,mnm authorities in Dalmatia and Sardinia, and
the duke of Naples?

We hear of many other heads of siate or potentaies ro whom the Caro-
lingians sent their represenratives, or whose representatives they received,
ot with whom they rreared direct. In Italy there were conracts with the
Lombard kings, until the conquest ulh their kingdom by Charlemagne
in 774,% with the Lombard dukes ot Spolero as long as their duchies
remained autonomous, 2 and with the Lombard dukes of Benevento.?” We
know of diplomatic contact, either directly or through representatives,
with political leaders who were in practice almost independent rulers of
tervitories bordering the Reguow Urancornmr: the duke of Aquitaine, until
his elimination by Pippin 112 dukes of Gascony;® Breton chieftains ;0
and in the period before Tassilo s enforced submission, the duke uf
Bavaria. 8t Avar leaders—the khan or &bagan and the ingnr ot tndun—and
their 1(‘])103('nmtl\'cs were received both by Charlemagne and by his sons,
Pippin king of Traly and Louis the Pious; these contacts continued
after the Prankish conquest and into the period when the Avars were
relegated to a Styrian ‘reserve’?? The Prankish (:()nqucs‘r of lands formerly
subject ro the Avars brought the Slavs of the middle Danube, the Mor-
avians and even the Czechs, under a Frankish protectorate; as a conse-

quence, embassies from these Slav peoples started to appear at the
Prankish court.™ So did legations from the khan of the Bulgars, whom
the rankish protectorate over the Slav peoples made an immediate
neighbour of fands at least theorerically subject to the western emperor,®

Slml]nly the conguest of Saxony necessarily brought the Franks into
contact, whether friendly or hostile, with Slavs ]myond the Flhe: the
Abodrites, Sorbs and Wilzes, whaose chiefs or ambassadors made several
appearances at the Carolingian court.™ But the most important effect
of this conquest in the sphere of forcign relations was to create a common
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boundary between the Frankish realm and Denmark, whose kings proved
uncomfortable neighbours, During the latter patt of Charlemagne’s
teign and under Louis the Pious there was considerable FPrankish-
Dyanish diph)nm!i(‘ activity, with the additional complication that from
810 onwards the Danish throne was disputed among several claimants,
all of whom looked to the Carolingians for support ot attempted to mal\c
terrns with them.®® T'o the west, across the Channel, the Carolingians had
contacts of which we know little with the kings of Northumbria; there
were also dealings between Charlemagne and Offa of Mercia, at one time
bretwalds of England, on which we are rather better informed.?” T'o the
south, beyond the Pyrenees, Charlemagne was at times in close dipluma tic
contact with the christian kings of Asturias.? Lastly, we should not ignore
the diplomatic contacts with the patriarch of Jerusalem, who was a
person of consequence not as a polmcal eader but because of the dignity
and authority attaching to his religious office.®
Frankish relations with the Islamic world were l)y no means everywhere
and always hostile. Pippin III, Charlemagne and Louis the Pious exchanged
embassies with the Abassid caliph of Bagdad Abot Djafar al-Mangour,
with his iHustrious grandson HaroGo-ar-Rachid, and wnh Haroan’s son
Al-MimoGn.#® Charlemagne apparently found it possible to combine
these diplomatic relations with the relations he maintained with the patri-
arch of Jerusalem In Islamic Spain we hear of Muslims willing to
negotiate with the Carolingians, Saracen governors based on Barcelona,
Gerona, 'nmgmsa and Huesca and members of the Umayyad dynasty.*?
Indeed, ar the end of Charlemagne’s reign, and under Louis the Pious,
embassies were exchanged with the Umayyad emir of Cordova® The
Carolinglians also bad some contact with Saracen leaders in north Africa4
Carolingian diplomatic activity thus spread itself over a wide and
ever-increasing field, At jts fullest extent it reached to Denmark in the
north, B npldml in the west, the Iberian peninsula and north Africa in
the suut.l 1; in the east it penetrated into the Slav, Bulgar, Byzantine and
eastern Islamic worlds.

We must now examine what is known of the Carolingian agcnm of

this acrivity. For some of these foreign missions only a single wiene or
legatns was employed, though he wouH naturally be accompanied by
some sort of staff, When a legate of the eminence of the co-emperor
Lothar was despatched, as he was in 824 with a message from his father
to Pope Bugenius 11 and instructions to see that it was acted on, he was
presumably accompanied by at least one adviser.®® In practice few missions
can have been entrusted to a single ambassador; it may often appear
from the sources that only one was sent, but the reason is prnba ly that
the person named was the most important member of the mission or of
particular interest to the writer. The chief sources giving this impression
are letters preserved in the Codex Carofinns, which concern missions
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addressed to the popes (Stephen If, Paul I, Constantine 11, Stephen IIL,
Hadgian I).99

When the Carolingians wished o convey a message to a foreign head
of state or to some other potentate, it seems that their normal practice
was to despatch an embassy (with powers to negotiate if necessary)
consisting of two or three ambassadors and a supporting staff. This was
the type of embassy they themselves usually received. ¥ It was a pattern
already established in the Merovingian period® A single /Jegatus or
misins was the exception; the rule was to send several lepati or wrissi, a
legatio. 'The rule will he found to hold good for the reigns of Pippin 117,29
Carloman IT and Charlemagne 7 of T.ouis the Pious,® and of his sons
during their father’s lifetime. 5

The Carolingians notmally chose their ambassadors from members of
the serving aristocracy. Many were churchmen, bishops and abbots in
particular, but also palace officials and palace clergy; others were counts,
whose normal function was to exercise pul lic aurhoricy in the imgs
name in a particalar part of the counrry. A fow examples will help to give
substance to these generalisations,

In 759, when Pippin HHneeded ambassadors to send ro Traly o negotiate
between the Lombard I\mg Desiderius and Pope Paul T over territories
the pope claimed from Desiderius, he chose for the purpose archbishop
Remedius of Rouen, who was his half-brother, and duke Autgarius, one
of the principal agents of his authority.® In 781 the pope, Hadrian 1,
urgently requested Charlemagne’s intervention in the matter of the
Sabine ‘patrimony’, part of which had in fact been usurped from the
Roman Church. Charlemagne, king of the Pranks and Tombards and
patrician of the Romans, sent to Rome two wisst, with orders to investigate
and negotiate, and to t.,l,l\c whatever action was needed. His choice fell
on two churchmen in whom he had complete confidence, Hitherius, his
ex-chancellor, now abbot of St Martin’s of Tours, and Maginarius,
one of his court chaplains: in other words, 1 past and present member of
the palace clergy.® In 808 a number of contentious matters had to be
settled with Pope Leo ITL On his father’s instructions, Pippin king of
Italy sent ambassadors to Rome, who broughe with them a letter from
the emperor. Not content with this, Charlemagne despatched his own
embassy to the pope, consisting on this occasion of two highly placed
laymen, both of them counts who enjoyed his confidence: count Helm-
gaud, who was to become count palatine and had experience of several
foreign missions behind him, and uafrid, count of Chur.% In 823 Louis
the Pious sent two wisd to Rome, 1o investigate reports that prominent
Romans had been put to death in the iternal City for holding ‘pro-
Frankish” views, and to negotiate with Pope Paschal 1, rumoured to have
had some responsibility in the matter. The chosen ambassadors were
Adelingus, abbor of St Vaast’s of Arras, and the count HMunfrid we have
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already met. 5 In 828 Louis the Pious sent as his ambassadors to the
Byzantine (’mpcmr Michael I, from whom he had received an embassy
in the previous year, two memlxrs of the higher dcrgy‘ Halitgarius,
bishop of Cambrai, and Ansfrid, abbot of Nonantula.

When we look at the Carolingian ambassadors as a whole, it is un-
deniable that the clerical element was strongly represented.’® This was
no doubt due to the advantage the higher clergy and the clerical personnel
of the Palace derived from their intellectual training.

We should note here the use of chance messengers for dlplomml(,
purposes, both by foreign rulers with whom the Carolingians were in
contact and by the Irankish monarchs themselves. The occutrence is
known to us only from passing references in the sources, but was prob-
ably more common than these casual meations suggest.s

The remarks and behaviour of Frankish ambassadots to the supreme
pontiff ar times caused the pope to protest: one such offender, no less a
person than bishop Jesse of Amiens who was among the emperot’s
most trusted Adwncm, he declared persona non grata, begging Charlermagne
not to send him on any future missions to foreign powers.%0 Conversely,
we know of at least one ()cczmi(m when Charlemagne complained of the
meddling and intrigues of papal ambassadors to which the pope replied
with apologies and promises of punishment.®!

It may be wondered whether the Carolingians made a habit of selecting
certain individuals in preference to others for missions to a pmtticula%
toreign power. The advantages of such a practice would be obvious: the
ambassador would not ()nly gain a closer acquaintance with the matters
in hand but also find it easier to establish local contacts and to gain access
to the people he had to deal with. It looks as though the Merovingians
to some extent selectec ambassﬂdors on this principle,® as did certain of
the powers with whom the Carolingians had diplomatic relations, most
notably the papacy.

Under Stephen I and Paul T two bishops, Wilcharius of Nomentum
and George of Ostia, figure as regular ambassadors ‘accredited” to the
king of the Franks;% it is noteworthy that despite the current provisions
of canon law, hut with the Pope’s agreement, both were later appointed to
Prrankish secs, Wilcharius to the bishoptic of Sens—and indeed, to
the archbishopric of Gaul-—and George to that of Amiens.® During part
of his reign Pope Hadrian Thad his regular ambassadors to Charlemagne:

bishops Andrew and Philip, and duke Theodore, the pope’s nepos. In
the time of Louis the Pious, the names of John, bishop of Silva Candida,
and of several administrators from the Lateran—Theodore, nomenclator
and subsequently primicerins, the nomenclator Theophylact, and the primi-
ceriys Quirinus—recur in the embassies addressed by the pope to the
emperor, i

I'here were Byzantine ambassadors who seem to have specialised
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negotiations with rthe heads of the rankish state. The metropolitan
Michacl of Philadelphia was one of the ambassadors sent by rhe Byzantine
emperor to Charlemagne in 8o3 and again in 8rz; Arsalios, spatharing or
protospathariis, also took part in two embassies, those of 81011 and of
812, which were entrusred with the delicare negotiations entailed by
Charlemagne’s imperial coronation. There may have been other Byzan-
tine ambassadors who specialised in this way, but the reterences to Byzan-
tine embassies in the sources are too imprecise for us to judge.
Tt looks from the evidence as though the Carolingians to some extent
chose particular ambassadors for their embassies to the | loly See, perhaps
following the example set by the pope. We know of a number of Frankish
ambassadors who carried our more than one mission to Rome: Vulfardus,
abbot of St Martin’s of Tours, under Pippin 11, Wilchartus, bishop of
Sens, under Pippin LI and Charlemagne, JHitherius, Charlemagne’s
chancellor and subsequently abbot of 5t Martin’s, Maginarius, abbot of
St Denis, hishop Possessor, prcsumnh\y of the Tarenraise, abbots Dodo
and Rabipaundus, and count Helmeand, all under Charlemagne, and
count Hunfrid under Charlemagne and Louis l'hc Pious.® In Carolingian
dealings with Byzantium, on the other hand, the same names never
recur; it seems there was no one in the royal entourage who made such
missions his special provinee.™ But there is one country, lingland, where
the special knowledge lmr;scssul by at least one Frankish ambassador was
of vital importance. The person in question was Gervold, abbot of St
Wandrille on the l()\\ rer Seine, whao was administrator of customs in the
Frankish channel ports. This office brought him into contact with Offa of
Mercia, whose sway either as direct ruler or hegemon extended over the
whole of southern Iingland. Gervold executed a number of missions to
Offa on Charlemagne’s hcl alf. Tt is significant that in 790, when a personal
quarrel led to a worsening in relations between the two monarchs,
Charlemagne abandoned his inital intention of sending Aleuin, himself
an Fnglishman, to patch things up, and sent instead Gervold, who had
contacts in Fngland and experience of dealing with the Haglish court.™
Gervold’s standing with both monarchs enabled him to restore peace
between them.?t A similar ciraumstance —the ambassador’s long history
of good relations with both sides  no doubt accounts for Fouis the
Pious’s choice of Marcward of Priom as his envoy to Lothar on two occa-
sions when father and son were in conflict.”
One can give further examples of individuals presumably chosen for
their personal qualifications or contacts. When Charlemagne sent Lantf frid
Mld Sigimund as his envoys to the caliph of Bagdad in 797 or 798 he
added to ther party a Jew named Isaac,™ who may well have known a
little Arabic; it is also possible that people in Aachen were aware that
Jews were valuable in the cast as intermediaries. Lachasias, thc palatine
priest who was sent to Jerusalem in 8oo, perhaps commended 1 himself
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for his knowledge of Greek. When some Bulgar ambassadors returned to
their master in 824, they were accompanied by an inhabitant of Bavaria
named Machelmus, instructed by Louis the Pious to seek an audience
with the khan. Machelmus may well have been chosen because he spoke
one of the Slav dialects.™

The reasons which prompted the Carolingians to despatch an embassy
to foreign heads of state or other potentates (and vice versa) were various.
Here we shall concentrate only on the most important,

dome of the business transacted was of a dynastic natute, which natur-
ally always had its political side. Marriages occupied a place of particular
importance. Misd sent by the Byzantine emperor Constantine V in 766-7
may have brought Pippin IIT a request (in any case not granted) for the
hand of his daughter Gisla, the prospective bridegroom being the future
Leo IV, then hmr to the Byzantine throne. Some twenty years later, on the
initiative of the empress Irene, negotiations were in train for another
Byzantine marriage, between Charlemagne’s daughter Rotrud and the
youthful emperor Constantine VI, Charlemagne received Byzantine
ambassadors in 781 and again in 787, Trene received a Frankish embassy
in either 786 or 787. In the event the negotiations were hroken off and
relations between the two monarchs became strained.”™ At some time
around 790, Abbot Gervold of St Wandrille was sent to Offa of Mercia to
request the hand of his daughter for Charlemagne’s eldest son, Charles
the Younger; Offa would only agree on condition that his own son
married Charlemagne’s daughter Bertha, which the Frankish monarch
regarded as an insult. As with the failed Byzantine marriage, the result
was a break in relations and political tension between the two monarchs.”
The embassy which the Byzantine emperor Michael T sent to Charle-
magne in 812 to recognise his accession to the imperial dignity may also
have come to negotiate a Frankish marriage for Theophylact, son of the
Paokeds. It so, the proposal met with no success.”? We should also
include as diplomatic exchanges concerned with dynastic affairs most of
the embassies which passed between Louis the Pious and his sons, and
between the sons themselves, during the periods when they were in
revolt against their father (from 830 and especially after 833).78

In examining the motives which prompted diplomatic exchanges and
negotiations, it will be convenient to give sepatate consideration to the
exchanges between the Carolingians and the popes, who had been allies
in fact, if not in form, ever since 754. Under Pippin II1, and during the
early part of (erkmagnes reign, dealings between the Carolingians
and the papacy were largely concerned with the threat from the policies
pursued by the Lombards and the pope’s constant appeals to the Frankish
monarch for help.™ At a later stage these were supplanted as the major
topics by the pope’s scheme for securing recognition of his authority over
the duchy of Spoleto and his conflicts with the duchy of Benevento.5°
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But there were other matters which demanded an exchange of embassies
between the two powers, usually initated by the pope: terrirorial prob-
lems :n‘isinw in Traly ;¥ the threat presented by the alliance berween the
duke of Benevenro, Byzantium, and Adalgis (son of Desiderius, the last
Lombard king);* the independent attitude rowards Rome adopted by
the archhishops, clergy and lay norables of Ravenna (with discreet back-
ing from the Prankish court);® the defence and recovery of the Sabine
patrimony.® We hear also of embassies whose errand was of a different
character, for example to announce the accession of a new sovereign
pontiff,® to bring the pope news from Charlemagne of important decisions
or events,® to scorch false rumours 3™ Again, there were naturally matters
of a strictly religious and ceclesiastical nature which called tor an exchange
of embassies between the Urankish monarch and the head of the Church 88
Lastly, it should be noted that as Patricius Romanornm (Pippin 11 and
Charlemagne), and Jarer as emperor (Charlemagne, Louis rhe Pious and
Lothar), the Urankish monatchs were under an ui)lir ation to protect
the papal state which gave them some authority over it. Misi who made
a long sojourn in Rome somerimes had polirical or even mlhz,;n'y business
to attend to, in addition to therr diplomatic mission.®

The scope of missions and negotiations concerned neither with dynastic
questions nor with some matter chiefly of interest to the head of t‘hf:
Carolingian state and the Holy Sce is defined ftor us in the Ordinatio
Imperii of 817, which distinguishes between waiores causae meaning
principally the conclusion of peace, the declaration ot war and the
acquisition or surrender of powers over cities and castles, and causae
leviores ®0 The following account will touch briefly on some of these
topics, and one or two more besides.™

To start with the more obvious maiores cansae. Fmbassies were received
by the Carolingians from foreign powers claiming the x'CStitrut@c}ﬂ or
surtender of territory to them, and also from subordinates of foreign
rulers, offering the Carolingians territorial bribes in return for help in
overthrowing their master. We hear that Pippin III, when nppmached’
by a Byzantine emperor anxious to recover the former exarchate of
Ravenna, replied by despatching an embassy to discuss the matter.™
Governors of Muslim territories in Spain tried to lure Charlemagne
(sometimes with success) into attempting conquests in the north of the
peninsula.® Louis the Pious resisted demands from the king of Denmark
for the cession of Frisia and the Abodrite country.® Negotiation was
sometimes seen as a way of preventing border incidents from developing
into more serions conflices and of composing the situation by a peacetul
settlement: this was often the reason which prompted the Carolingians to
negotiate with the Avars® and the l)‘mc‘s‘.“” Similar motives mightfeadtoa
negotiared partition or demarcation of disputed territories; agreements of

this type are recorded with the Byzantines, ¥ the Bulgars® and the Danes.?®
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The foregoing were all diplomatic exchanges of major importance,
relating in the words of the Ordinatio Inperii to the cession or acquisition
of powers pver cities and castles. We turn now to actions to which the
Ordinatio ascribes equal importance, those likely to result in the outbreak
of war, 100

When the Carolingians wanted to deliver an ultimatum to a threatening
enemy, they did so through their fgat/, who no doubt had to perform this
duty more frequently than the occasional mention of it in the sources

suggests, We hear of ultimata despatched by Pippin III to the duke of

Aquitaine' and the king of the Lombards,'0? by Chdrlem(tgne to the
dulw of Gascony'® and Tassilo HI of Bavarn“"* and by Louis the
Pious to the Breton leader Morman.'® Formal notice of the termination
of a peace treaty came to much the same thing as the delivery of an ulti-
matum: Louis the Pious apparently twice took this step vis-a-vis the
emir of Cordova, in 815 and again in §20.100

Among the maiores cansae particularised in the Ordinatio, first place is
given to acts of diplomacy leading to the restoration of peace. We hear
of a number of such acts:*%7 the peaces Charlemagne and Louis the Pious
concluded with the duchy of Benevento, which in each case led to the
duchy’s submission, though with a latge measure of factual independence
which eventually beuamc complete ;*9% the peaces Charlemagne umdudcd
with the kings of Denmark % the peace, admittedly shortlived, which
Charlemagne concluded with the emir of Cordova;® the peace which
Louis the Pious concluded with the Breton leader Wihomarcus, who for a
short while submitted to his authority;""? the peﬁce Louis the Pious
concluded with king Horich of Denmark.1? We hear of embassies being
despatched to supervise the implementation of newly concluded peace
treaties,1?

The negotiations between the Carolingians and the Abbasid caliphs
of Bagdad can also be classed as concerned with issues of peace and war.
Although no hostilities had developed between the two, it was still
imporrant 1o establish and maintain regular and friendly relations between

the leading Christian power of the west and Islam’s chief ‘commander of

the faithful.” Embassies were exchanged between Pippin I and caliph
Abot Dijafar al-Mangotir,"™ with what precise object is unknown. They
probably had the same purpose as the similar exchanges between
Charlemagne and the most ilustrious of the Abbasid caliphs, Hirotn
ar-Rachid’ it ,namely toarrange for the despatch and unimpeded hstulmmm
of material assistance to Christians, above all pilgrims, who found them-
selvesin lands ‘under the Crescent’ thc] loly Land in particular. %6 This was
also the chief reason why Charlemagne maintained contact through his
wissi with the patriarch of Jerusalem, who at one stage appears to have
played the part of mediator in Charlemagne’s negotiations with the caliph.
Contacts with the patriarch continued under Louis the Pious."'” Charle-
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magne and the caliph muse have come to an agreement '™ which was
presumably rencwed by the ambassadors from caliph Al Mdmotn
received by Touis the Pious in 831,119

Charlemagne also sent ambassadors, for the veasons indicated abave,
to Muslim rulers in North Africa. He is known to have received legates
from the emir of PFosrag, 30

We hear of some embassies whose mission was wholly or in part of a
strictly religious character.®' Others were concerned with the improve-
ment of trading relations or their re-establishment after a rupture; some
examples have already been mentioned™ A more unusual mission was
the one entrusted to an embassy to Louis the Pious, requesting facilities
foran Faglish king on his passage through Francia asa pilgrim to Rome 1

So far as their objectives are concerned, Twould place the embassies
heads of the Carolingian state exchanged wirh kings and rulers who were
their actual or legal inferiors in a class apare. Under this heading Linclude,
for example, embassies concerned with administrarive problems in the
kingdom of fraly (the embassy from Bernard, king of Iraly, to his uncle
[.ouis the Pious in 815 the embassies Louis thc Pious despatched o
his rebellious son and co-emperor Lothar in 836 and 837).'%0 1 would
also include on rhe one hand embassies from Slav or Avar populations
who came to solicit favours from the head of the Frankish state, or to
invite him to settle the conflicting claims of rival pretenders, and on the
other personal appearances of native leaders accused of infidelity, sum-
moned to submit to the decision of the Frankish king (or emperor) and
the diet.'® Lastly, there were the many embassies sent ro Louis the Pious
by pretenders to the shaky throne of Denmark, that is from Hariold on
the one hand and the sons of Godlred, the former king, on the other 120
Hariold in fact twice came in person to ask the emperor for military aid;
the opposing party did everything they could to see rhat the request was
not granted and that the emperor made the peace with them ¥ So far as
the Carolingians were concerned, receiving Danish prerenders and their
embassies and despatching Frankish i to Denmark or its horders was
on a par with the rrearment they mered out ro the Slav and Avar tribes;
under Touis the Plous the aim was perhaps ro tuen Denmark into some-
thing like a Prankish protectorate, By conrast, when we hear of Charle-
magne’s intervention in Linglish affairs, as in 808 when he and the pope
sent wind to restore a deposed Northumbrian king to his throne, his
action should not be interpreted as a demonstration of hegemonial
,mlh()my ora move towards acquiring it in the circumstances, the emper-
ot’s personal prestige was apparently such that he could use diplomatic
means to satisfy his sense of what was tight 12

It is not uncommon for sources—annalistic sources in parricular-—to
mention the reception or despatch of an embassy by the Carolingians in
terms which give little or no indication of its purpose: all thar will be
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sald i3 that gifts were brought and peace and friendship demonstrated,
promised, or requested. If the embassy is mentioned in no other source,
as is sometimes the case, we can come no closer to discovering its putpose.
Biinging presents and displaying signs of peace and friendship could
naturally have been reasons enough in themselves.*#* We can also imagine

that embassies of this nature provided opportunity for the exchange of

views on subjects of mutual interest,

Iimbassies might have the general character just described and yet
have some more particular purpose in view. "0 When ambassadors brought
gifts to Louis the Pious (as king of Aquitaine) and Charlemagne from the
king of Asturias, it was presumably to show his gratitude for help against
the Saracens, but they may well have taken the opportunity to ask for
further assistance. ™ We know that Louis the Pious received a number of
Byzantine embassies,™ whose main object must surely have been to
confirm, on the accession of a new emperor (ot for a second time in the
course of the same reign), the ﬂgrcemcm‘ between the two empires
reached under Charlemagne and this was presumably the concrete
purpose of the gifts and the declarations of peace and friendship meationed
in the sources, '3

Carolingian ambassadots were furnished with certain documents for
their travels abroad, One document they carried, the fractoria, is already
found under the preceding dynasty. 1 It was a royal diploma belonging
to the writ category, ordering all agents of the king to provide the bearer
with food, means of transport and lodging. ™ As we have it, the text of
one tracioria of the kind carried by ambassadors (known in Merovingian
tirmes as a fractoria figatariorun) dates from the seventh century, but
since it appears in slightly modified form in a formulary of the Carolingian
period, it can be used as evidence of the institution at that date.’” Foreign
ambassadors on their way to or from the T'rankish monarch were also
provided with a sracforia, unless they were accompanied by a royal missus
thus equipped '™ In this respect Frankish and foreign ambassadors
received the same treatment as wissi dominici engaged on internal missions, '

The food and transport needed for missi were requisitioned from local
inhabitants, Yh(')l,lgh some contribution, in Charlemagne’s day at least,
was ex pL(,tt'd ‘tom the counts, from the estates which formed the en-
dowment of their office; royal estates, however, were exempt."? |.ocal
populations found these requisitions a heavy charge and tried to evade
them.™ Louis the Pious sanctioned dispensations in certain cases.'?

The fractoria was naturally only valid while ambassadors were travelling
within the ,Rﬁgmﬁ/z Francornm (which for this purpose can probably be
raken to include the Reguum Langobardorsm), but there must have been
some arrangement for providing Frankish ambassadors with food and
rransport once they had left Frankish territory 43

[ think it unlikely that Frankish ambassadors on missions to foreign
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rulers repularly carried written instructions, though this cortainly happened
on oceasion : anotable example is the leteer trom Chadenngne to Angilbert,
instructing him on certainaspects of hismission 1o the new pope, Teo T 1
But in the grear majority of cases ambassadors received only oral instrue-
tions.

Frankish ambassadors on foreign missions, and forcign ambassadors
received by the Carolingian heads of state, often carried documents which
the sources usually allude to merely as episiola, literae or apices, without
entering into details. o form a clearer idea of them we must go to the
surviving collections of letrers, above all the Codexe Carolinus.

They were in fact letters, addressed by the Carolingian head of state to
bis foreign counterpart or some other porentate, and viee versa. More will
be said of them Tater, when we deal with their delivery o the head of siate
to whom they were addressed. ATV thar needs o be noted here s that the
letrer might contain a clause commending the bearet to the recipient,
requesting him 1o accept the ambassador’s oral communication in good
faith and to instruct his collaborators ro do the same:a clause, in fact, which
gave the letrer the characrer of a letter of credence, So far as 1 am aware,
in this explicit form the clause is notar all common. '

It is sometimes difficult to visualise the circumstances in which negotia-
tions were inttiated and conducted, as this is a matter on which the sources,
and the natrrative sources in particular, are often very inexplicit.® Report-
ing a submission, they will simply record that the chiefs of the people
concerned, or their delegates, handed over hostages and gave assurances,
perhaps undct oath; of future good behaviour And loyalty; or it is baldly
stared that such and such a population submitted to their conqueror, which
means that we often have no means of knowing whether it was a submission
preceded by negotiation or a surrender arbitrarily imposed o a terrorised
ot defeated enemy. !V

This said, we can now try to establish how ambassadors arriving at a
foreign court set about accomplishing rheir mission.

We know that foreign ambassadors might he kepe waiting before the
Carolingian monarch received them in audience, The delay was sometimes
to suit the monarch’s personal convenience,'® bue rhere could also be a
political motive: a Bulgar legation which arrived in Bavaria shortly hefore
Christmas 824 (IIL\V style) was not received by Fous the Pious ar Aachen
unttil the middle of May 825, because he wanted first to gather more
information about the situation in the Danube region, ' It should be said,
however, that this was rather unusual treatment. We have no information
about s&msl(n delays which may have been inflicted on Frankish embassies
to foreign powers, but it seems likely that they somerimes occurred.

On their way through Frankish rerritory foreign cnvoys had to be
treated with respect,’® and it can be presumed thae on their meeting with
the king he was bound to!3 accord them an “honourable” and ‘benevolent’
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reception.’ The procedure was governed by protocol. Having been
introduced by the ostiarins or court usher (under Louis the Pious by the
magister ostiariorum, ot chief usher),'® the legates would find the king or
emperor attired in ceremonial dress. This was one of the few occasions
when Charlemagne appeared in robe of cloth of gold and bejewelled shoes,
his mantle fastened with a gold fbula, his head adorned with a gold
diadem, and it was the only time he consented to abandon his workaday
sword for one with a baldrick and hilt fashioned of gold and silver.?® The
Carolingians undoubtedly expected the same hunout and good will to be
shown to their own ambassadors, and we know that on some occasions at
Jeast their expectations were fulfilled.!?®

Ontheir reception the foreignambassadors would present to the Frrankish
head of state the gifts «

sent by their master. This practice, which was wide-

ormality but a gesture indicative of friendship and
I'hus when

spread, was no mere {
esteemn; to have refrained would have been a sign of hostility.
the sources report the reception of a foreign embassy, they generally
mention the 1:1(‘%(’0[’1“011 of ¢ifts,'® and those which made ¢ 1,:11t,1(:111n.1 y
strong impression are enumerated, or described in detail. Among the
most memorable were offerings brought by the Jegati of great ecclesiastical
powers: the keys to the ‘Confession of St Peter” and the standard of the
city of Rome which Pope Leo III sent to Charlemagne in 796, the relics
from the Foly Sepulchre which the patriarch of Jerusalem sent in 799,
and his gifts of the following year—a standard, and keys to the Holy
Sepulchre, to the precincts of Calvary and the Mount of Olives, and to the
city of Jerusalem.*” We hear of other remarkable gifts brought hy foreign
ambassadors: in 757 the Byzantine emperor Constantine V sent Pippin 1T
an organ'®® and in 797 or 798 Jegari from Alfonso 11 the Chaste, king of
Asturias, brought as gifts booty captuu,d in a raid on Lisbon-—-Moorish
slaves, mules, cuirasses, and a magnificent tent which had belonged to a
Saracen chiel'% The most spectacular gifts of all were those which arrived
from caliph Harotn ar-Rachid in 8o1, which included an elephant:'" cven
the assortment of luxury articles, some of them very costly and strange,
which were brought by his legation of 807, paled in comparison.’®" Most
of these objects found their way into the Treasury.!®2 We are naturally not
so well informed about the reciprocal gifts the Carolingians must have
despatched to foreign monarchs 163

On theit reception the foreign ambassadors would also present to the
monarch any letter they had brought from their master.’ The sources
mention that letters (apices, epistola, litterae) passed between the Carolingian
monarchs and other heads of state and potentates, ' and some ambassadors
had even more substantial communications to deliver.’ As might be
expected, we hear most about such letters in connection with foreign
powers representing a relmivcly advanced civilisation.

The texts of many of the popes’ letters to Carolingian rulers, down to the

-
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death of Pope Hadrinn Tin 795, are preservec d in the Codex Carolinus; the
texts of some other letters, written by Hadeian ©and subsequenr popes,
have survived independently 7 A few of these fetters give derails of the
mission entrusted (o the ambassadors, but in most cases livile is said beyond
a statement of its bare objective.' A letter from the Byzanrine emperor
Michael to Louis the Pious, known to us only inits Latin translation, has a
great deal to say on religious pml)]um but very little on political issues, !9

When we turn to Charlemagne’s letters, we find they vary considerably
in the amount of derail they give. Among the more explicit we can cite a
letter to Offa of Mercia, presumably written after the reconciliation between
the two monarchs in 790, and a letter of 813, to Limperor Michael 1| aimed
at perfecting the understanding berween the two empires. Others are less
revealing, giving little clue ro the content of the message enrrusted to its
hearert70

T will be clear from what has been said that the essental part of a diplo-
matic mission o ))\ the torm of an oral communication, and the same would
apply to any negotiations which ensued. The sources bear rhis out: they
will say, for example, that the Carolingian monarch heard the message
brought by the ambassadors,'™ or that the Carolingian ambassadors spoke
to the head of state or potentate concerned '™ Lerters hrought by papal
ambassadors (and, so it seems, by some Byzantine ambassadors), stress
the paramount importance of the oral communication, and of the oral
negotiations the ambassadors were empowered to undertake 2™ The point
is made explicitly : the ambassador speaks in place of his master, and on his
behalf. 17

Once the ambassadors had delivered their oral message, negotiations
could get under way, although the rwo parties, the Amlmss‘n!m s on the one
hand and the toreign head of state or potentate on the other, might need
several days to complete their deliberations. Negotiations usually pro-
ceeded without interruption, apart from remporary suspensions due to the
occurrence of some fresh event.

The monarch might wish, for one reason or another, to delay his reply;
the ambassadors then had no choice hut to wait, it might be for a con-
siderable time. Borh Carolingian'™ and forcign ambassadors’™ were
subjected to rhese delays. In 817 ambassadors to Louis the Pious from the
son of the Umayyad emir of Cordova had ro wait three months before they
could return to Spain.'" Departure of amission could naturally be delayed
for other reasons 17

It seems that having delivered his reply, the Carolingian monarch
formally dismissed the foreign ambassadors, that is to say he gave them
leave to return to their master;'™ foreign courrts no doubt followed a
similar procedure ™ Departing ambassadors would normally receive
the monarch’s oral reply 1o the message they had come ro deliver.™ They
might also be given aletter for their master, ' which the oral reply would
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April 812, the Byzantines were greeted with jubilation. Iirst they presented
oifts to the emperor, Next came a ceremony in the palace chapel, at which
the emperor handed the leader of the embassy the copy of the treaty destined
for the Baoideds, taken from the altar. Then the Byzantine ambassadors,
following the rites of their own court, chanted in Greek, in Charlemagne’s
honour, the imperial Joudes which attributed to him the Greek titles of
Baceds and dunepdrwp (imperator). By doing so, they declared the eastern
emperor’s official recognition of the king of the Franks and F.ombards as
western emperor.222 The Byzantines broke their homeward journey at
Rome where, at a ceremony in St Petet’s, Pope Leo III handed them a
second copy of the treaty, probably one he had himself subscribed. 20

‘The presumption is that the Venetian lagoon was restored to Byzantium,
that the Venetians were made to pay tribute to the western emperor but
were allowed privileges in the empire, and that the western emperor,
even if he kept Istria and part of the Croatian interior, acknowledged
Byzantine overlordship over the whole of the Dalmatian littoral,

The one thing which remained to be done to make the treaty a foedus
Sirmissimun® was for Charlemagne fo receive his own copy. In the spring
of 813 an embassy conglisting of Amalarius, bishop of Trier, and Peter,
abbot of Nonantula, was despatched to Constantinople. They took with
thern a letter, whose text has survived, which declared Charlemagne’s
satisfaction with the agreement and requested Michael I to hear the message
brought by his ambassadors and to deliver to them the copy destined for
himself, taken from the alrar.208

The embassy was received at Constantinople by Leo the Armenian
(Leo V), who had deposed Michael 1. When he dismissed the Frankish
ambassadors he sent with them ambassadors of his own, Christopher rhe
spatharins and a deacon named Gregory, to whom he entrusted the
copy of the treaty destined for Charlemagne. By the time the two embassies
reached Aachen Charlemagne was dead, and it was Louis the Pious who
received the imperial gifts and the copy of the treaty intended for his
father.20

Louis settled a number of questions with the Byzantines and sent them
away loaded with gifts. They were accompanied by a Frankish embassy
consisting of Norbert, bishop of Reggio in Emilia, and Ricoin, count of
Padua, the point of their mission being to convey to the Byzantine emperor
Louis’s personal agreement to the treaty, by way of confirmation. On their
return in 815 the /egasi brought Louis a corresponding document on behalf
of the faoileds.207 If we include this last phase, the negotiations rook
fifteen years in all to complete 2%

The diplomatic relations which have been described in this article were
not without their attendant difficulties. Monarchs were at times left for
long periods without news of their ambassadors ;2% despatches might be
opened en route;# wissi could act in ways prejudicial to the success of
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their mission 2 fn the absence of expert translators, written messages were
liable to be misinierpreted .22

Fhere were times and seasons when travelling was nnpossible?® or
Certain se:

s unnavigable 2 there was the risk of accident 2% A mission to a
place as distant as Bagdad could take up to four years to complete.2 I'he
eastern climate had its hazards for westerners: two of the three Frankish
ambassadors who set our in 797-8 dicd in the course of their mission, the
only survivor being the Jew sanc, One of the Frankish ambassadors who
went out in 8o2--3 died shortly after his rerurn in 867217 At sea ambassadors
might be captured by enemy ships or pirates;*'™ the dangers presented by
certain overland routes were often no less grear 219

lIL; was :a]w]}s;msmly penerally aceepted thar while tavelling on territory
subject to the head of state or porentare they were visiting, ambassadors
should be immune from ;11!;1(:11\“.*"” Fiy |'n‘:1<:ti}(‘c this rule \‘\".,18| :;};“{;\i}f;\":
observed. We hear that wissi of Charlemagne’s were harassed while
travelling in the duchy of Benevenro in 788, and that in 818 a papal am-
bassador, the exarcist Leo, was in such danger while in Prancia that Pope
Paschal T had to remind Louis the Pious of his dury to see the ambassador
suffered no drinria. A conference held on the Frankish-Danish frontier in
828, at which I'rankish ambassadors were negotiating with envoys sent
l"))f claimants to the Danish throne, had to break up because one claimant
invaded the territory of the others, who in turn attacked the Iranks, in
the belief that they were pacty to the aggression.?! ’

In 825 Louis the Pious denounced thefts from ambassadors’ bageage and
assaults on their person as acts prejudicial to the honour of 1’11c‘a){t)11}(;i178.222
Notwithstanding this pronouncement, in 836 Duanish ambassadors were
murdered not far from Cologne, in the very heart of the empire. For this
shametul act Louis the Pious meted out a heavy punishment, 2

The toregoing account of diplomaric relations under the Carolingians
has dealt with the main aspects, The subject of treaties has been k:,{'"t: to
one side, since it scemed best reserved for another occasion, It is hoped
that this present study, for all its gaps and imperfections, will be a useful
contribution to our understanding of an important but lictle explored
department of rankish monarchical institutions and to the medieval
history of international law,#

NOTVIEES
o Tes relations extéricures d ic f i
Les relations extéricures de la monarchic franque sous les premiers
souverains cavoliagions’, ~bmali di Sroria del Dirvitio, Rassepna Internationale,
Vovr (1961-2), 153 (published 1964).

¢ i . vy e e N . -~ 4y . N .-
L ‘Merowingisches Gesandtschaftswesen’, <lus Gesehichte und 1andesbunde,
Vorschungen wnd Darstellnngen Frans Steinbach sum 65 Geburiitag gewidmet
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Bonn, 1960); De internationale betrekkingen van her Frankisch Rijk
onder de Merowingen’ (\\ rith French resumé: ‘Les relations extéricures de
la mun,mhu‘ franque 4 Pépoque mérovingicnne’), Meded. d. Kon. 1'la.
Aead. v. Wee,, Kio Lete., xxur (1960), no. 4. For an excellent guide to the
MOVenent ()i ldt,,‘ls sce the altogether outstanding work by B. Paradisi,
Storia del diritto internagionale nel /U(’(//a Eivo, x (2nd edn, Naples, 1956).
For convenience, the terms ‘king” and ‘kingdom” are ubcd of the Irankish
rulers throughout this article, even when the events referred to took place
after the rex Francornm had bu.omc emperor. This practice has the further
merit of being consistent with contemporary usage.
For the negotiations of 754 between Pippin T and Stephen ITat Ponthion,
St Denis and Quicrzy, see L. Levillain, L avénement de la dynastie carolingienne
et fex prigines de Pétat pontifical (Bibliotheque de I'Heole des Chartes, xarv,
1933), whose interpretation of the sources and chronology I accept. Tor
the mectings between Char lcma;,nc and Leo HI at Rheims, Quierzy and
Aachen, see AR, 8og4; Louis the Pious and Stephen IV at Rheims, ibid.,
810,
Undertakings given to Pippin IIL by the Lombard king Aistulf while
besicged in Pavia, AR, 755; Hariold of Deamark visits Louis the Pious
at Aachen and Ingelheim, ibid., 814 and 826 (in 804 Godfred of Denmark
had promised to meet Charlemagne on the border between their two
kingdoms but failed to appear, promisit . .. se ad conloguinm imperatoris
venturum, sed . .. non aceessit, ibid, 8o4); in 777 the vali of Saragossa, in
revolt against thc emir of Cordova, meets Charlemagne at Paderborn,
AR, 777, both texts; talks held at Aachen in 797 between Charlemagne,
AN UNC h, of the cnnrmd govcmor()fBarcc,l(ma, said to be ready to surrender
his city, ZAIRF, 797, both texts; cf. B, Lévi-Provengal, Fistoire de I spagne
minstimane, 1 (zm edn, Paris and Leiden, 1950), 152 and 179.
Spoleto: duke [hldchrand s mecting w1th Charlemagne at Verzenay (necar
Rheims), ARF, 779, both texts; Bavaria: Tassilo IT’s two submissions,
to Pippin I AI Compiegne and to Charlemagne at the Lechfeld (near
Aug.s]mrg) ibid., 757 and 787, both texts; for 787 sce further Hinhard, 17K,
. Brittany: buhmlswm of Wihomarcus and other Breton primores to
I()lm the Pious at Aachen, ARF, 825, Venice: the doges’ visit to Charle-
magne at Aachen, ibid., 806, AV’\rS' Theodore, the Avar khan or khagan
twice visits Chm‘lcmagne at Aachen, fll'bt alone, ARF, 8os, and later with
the fugar, ibid., 817; the fadun of the Avars makes his submission to Charles
in person <1nrmg§ thc campaign of 796, ibid., 796. Transelbine tribes:
royal claimants from the Wilzes visit Louis lhe Pious at Frankfurt in §23
and an Abodrite duke and Sorb chieftain come to him at Compicgne in
823 and at Ingelheim in 826, ibid., 823 and §26. For the submission of the
Saxon chieftains to Charlemagne in person see my account in Lot, Plister
and Ganshof, Les destindes de [’ Empire en occident de 395 d 888 (and edn,
Paris, 1940-1), pp. 450-9.
The vali of Saragossain 777 and Hariold of Denmark in 814 (%c rabove, n.
4); Tassilo of Bavariain 757 and the Breton leaders in 825 (sec above, n. ).
Pippin L envoys from the Byzantine emperor at the diet of Compicgne,
ARFE, 757, both texts, Charlemagne: envoys from the king of Denmark,

10,
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as also Trom vhe Shapea and o of the Avars, received an the diet which

metat the sonrvee of the Lippe, ibid.) 382, hotl texs.

Paderborn, 8 i, envoys from Slav tribes; Thionville, 821, from the pape;
Frankfurt, 822, {rom the kings of Denmark, from Slay teibes and from the
Avars; \'uhcn 825, from the k ings of l)u]mn!\; Ingelher, 826, from
thie pope and presumably from e p;\lllndl of Jerusalem, from Ih(‘ king
of Dennark and from Slay chicfiains ; Salz, 826, from the d\‘l\(_ of Naples.
Alltheforegoing arc mentioned AR undu the yearin question. Thionville
831, from the caliph of Bagdad, from the king of Denmark and from Slav
tribes; Worms, 836, front the king of Denmark
Waitz, Hanover, 1883), 831 and 8306,

Probably a4 more frequent occurrence than appears from the sources,
txamples include: ambassadors sent to Tassilo of Bavaria from the diet
of Wous, 287, Awuales Mettenses priores (ed. B. van Simson, Hanover,
1905) 7875 ambassadors seat 1o the pope from the synod
(which can be classed as o dier)

Annales Bertiniani (ed. G.

sf Frankfurt
94, MG Cap., 1, no. 28, viii; ambassadors
sent from Aachen to the kings of Deamark in 813, TR same year;
ambassadors sent from the dice of Prankurt o the hing of the Abodrites
n 823, RIS same year,

-

simpler, i the two succeeding notes, and in n, 16,
references 1o the Aunales l{{"w/ I"'zmn“m'nx;,x (AREFY ap o and including the
year o1 will be followed by (v), (2), or
version, (z2) for the revision,
ARF, 760 (1), 769 (1), 773 (1), 78+ (1), 782 (1), 786 (1), 787 (1), 791 (1), 793
(1), 795 (1), 803, 8oy, 828, AAwn. Mest. pr., 354, 8os. Aun. Bers., 831, 830,
838, 839, AAnnales Vntdenses (ed. . Kurve, Hanover, sé%t)(), 756. '\s“t’\‘nm)mm'
1 0ta Hindowees, viti,) sxiii, Ly, I\) chavd, Historiae, 1, vi(cd. F. Miller, Hanover,
19o7). rmoldus Ni;gcl]us, In honorens lhidowici, (ed. V. Faral, Parxs, 1932),
1, ve 5578 Laber Pontificalis, Vita Stephani 1, <iii (ed. L. Duchesne, 2nd edn.
Paris, 1955, 1, p. 452). Letter from Charlemagne to the Byzantine emperor
Michacl £, 813, MGH Epist., v, p. 556, Aleuin, letter of 794, ibid., p. 69.
Letters from popes Stephen 1, Paul 1, Constantine 1T (antipope), Stephen
HI and Hadrian T addressed to Prankish monarchs between 753 and 7971
Codexe Carelinns (¢d. W. Gundiach, MGH [ pist., 1, from now on referred
toas CC), nos. 4, 8, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19--22, 24, 29, 30, 32, 34, 30, 37, 43-9,
§1-7, 6o, 67-9, 71, 72, 77, 80, 82—~5, 88, 92, 94, 98, 99. Letters from Pope
Leo T to € ]mrlunignL MG Bpist, v, p. so-6o (798) and pp. 87-92
(three letters, all 808),
ARF, 760 (2], 782 (2), 786 (2), 787 (2), 790 (2), 794 (2), 796 (1 and 2), 797
(v and 2)-799 (1 and 2}, 8o1, 8oz, So4, 80612, 81427, Aun. Mets, pre,
750, 754, 787, 799, 803, Awnales Lanrissenses Minores, Codex Fuldensis 1,
8rg, cdo G HL Perez, MGHLSS, 1 poaz2 (o=
cd. HL Schnorr von Carolsfeld,

rand z), (1) standing for the original

‘Chronicon Laurissense breve’
Is. 1,1, Newes AArehiv, xxxvi, 1910, p. 38).
//I//z/, Bert., 831, 833, 8;’345 836, 839, AAun Tuld., 755, 795, $os. Awnales
Nantenser {ed. Bovon Simson, Fanover, 19003, 812, 814, 816, 828, 831,
Finhard, T'K. v, vil, <, sy sviy s, Thegan, L Hindowic, 1%, xi, xvi,
xxxif, xxxifn, xlv, xlvii, hn, Vv, Ivit and addition from the Vienna ms. (ed.
G HL Perty, MG SS, 1, 5924

597, Goo-3). Astronomer, xlvi. Letter of
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16.

20,

184

]npm of Ferriéres, 836, in the ed. of L. Levillain, © (Paris, 1927), no. 5.
Uhe Ordinatio Dmperii of 817, c. iv, viii and x (MGH Cap., 1, no. 136). The
Pactum Flindowici Pii cum Paschali pontifice of 817, ibid., no, 172, Letter from
Charlemagne to the Byzantine emperor Nicephorus, 811, MGIH Fpiss., 1v,
5468, Letter from Charlemagne to the Byzantine emperor Michael 1, 813,
ihid., 556. Letter from Pope Paschal I to Louis the Pious, ¢, 818, MGH
Fipist., v, 08,
The revised text of the Annales Regni Francorum frequently has Jepatus or
legatio where the original text has missus; see above, notes 11, 12 and 16,
Mirens is the only term used in the lutus from the Codex ((1/0/1/1//: cited
above note 11,
Legatarins: Gesta S. Patrum Fontanellensis Coenobii XI1. Gesta Gervolds,
c. i (ed. P, Lohier and . Laporte, Rouen, 1936). Nuntius: Ann. Mett. pr.,
760 Astronomer, v.
Theophanes, Chronographia (ed. C. de Boor, Leipzig, 1883), Anno Mundi
6293, . 475.
Fredegar, Second cont., xI (W-H, p. 109). ARF, 769 (2), 773 (2), 7871 (2),
%09, 810, 812, 814, 817, 822 823, 825, 828, 829; Thegan, xiv; Astronomer,
x)ix; Gresta Gervoldi (see n. 14) ii; synod of Frankfurt, 794, ¢. viii (see n. 9);
the Admonitio ad omnes regni mdum (825), c. xviii, MGH Cap., 1, no. 150;
letter from Alchred and Osgeofu, king and queen of Northumbria, to
Lull, archbishop of Mainz (773), ed. M. Tang), Die Briefe des bl. Bonifatins
und Lallus, MGH Epistolae Selectae in 8°, (Berlin, 1916), no. 121,
ARF, 837 (fegatio used in both senses): Pope Paschal is sending an embassy
to Louis the Pious, wissa tamen alia legatione . . . and bane legationem Theodorns
nomenclator el detulit et ea quae petierat impetravit. ARIF, 8281 andita illorum
legatione.
ARF, 8a3; letrer from Charlemagne, 813 (%u above, n, 11).
Bernard: bLn(!S envoys to Louls the Pious in 815, ARIT same year. Lothar,
co-emperor and king of Ttaly: sends envoys to Louis the Pious in Gaul
during the last phase of his rebellion of 834, Thegan, Hil and Wiy, A, Bert.,
834; exchange of cmbassies with Louis during his residence in Iraly: in
835, Thegan, lvii, in 836, ibid., add. Vienna ms., Ann. Berz., same ycar,
Lupus, ("'om’rpr)m/ww,t no. 5, p. 43, Astronomer, Iv; in 837, Nithard, 1, vi;
in §39, ibid., vii. Pippin, king of Aquitaine: exchange of envoys 831 ,m(l
837 (Ann. Iim/) Louis the (;um’m exchange of legates 834 (whilst his
fatlier was Lothar’s prisoner), Thegan, xIvii, s, Bert., 839. Louis also
sends envoys to his brothers, in 833 to I,()tlmr (Thegan xIv), in 834 to
1ppm (Ann. Bert., same year).
Pippin I CC 4 (753), 5 (755); <Aum Fald., 3555 CC 8 and Lib. Pont., Vita
Steph. 11, <liii (Duchesne, 1, 452), 7565 CC 11, 12 (757), 14, 16, 17 (758), 18
(759), 19, 20 (760), 21 (7617), 22 (761-2), 24 (758~ (vs) 30, 32, 34 (761-0),
36, 29 (764-6), 37 (764~6), 43 (767), 98, 99 (767). Charlemagnc and Carloman
TT: CC 44 (769-70), 45, 46, 47 (770-1), 48 (771). Charlemagne as sole ruler:
AR, 9735 CC, 49 (774)s 515 525 535 545 55, 56, 57 (775), 60, 61 (778), 65
(779-80), 67, 68, 69, (781), 71 (781-2), 72 (782), 76, 77 (786), 83 (7877), 8o
(787-8), 82, 83, 8;(788) 85 (788- 9) 88, 89, 92 (784-91), 94 (790 1}; ART
79343 sym)d of Frankfure, c. vili (MGH Cap., 1, no. 28), 794; letter from

21,

22,

23,

25,

20,

28,
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Alewin, 794, MGH Lpist., TV, p, 695 ARE, 7906, leteer trom Leo 1T 798,
MGE Fpist., v, pooso-6o; oAun. Metto pr., 7995 letiers of |’(‘)pw Leo TTT
808 and Bof 14, MGH I"*»/r/, v, ppe 878 and 10o-2. Louis the Pious:
IRF, 815, 816, Thegan, svi, 816, AR 817; Pactsn Tind. l)// cum Paschali
ponto, 817, MGHECapo,a, noo ryzy lener from Pope Paschal T to Louis the
Pious, 818, MG /"/>1‘r/ v, 1685 ARES 82, 823, 824, 8206, §28, 829. Note
also the two letters of Leo T dated 808 (MG ll Lipist., v, pp. 89—-92) which
mention facilities provided by Charlemagne for papal fegates travelling ro
England.
The following note makes no reflerence to texts retating to the negotiations
in the period afier (’lmrlcmngme was crowned emperor (8or-815), which
are cired when the subject is rreated Fully, pp. 17880,
Pippin WL Labe Powso Viea Stephani 1, x1iii (Duchesne, 1, p. 452), 756 (1.
Délger, if sesten dey Kaiserurfunden des ostrimischen Reiches, 1 (Munich, 1924),
no. 318); Frede U)‘n Second cont., <t (W= p.rog) and ART 757 (Dolger,
Rep., n. 3z<>), , 17 (758), 36 and 29 (76.4-0) (Dolger, Reg,, no. 325); AR
767 (implics rh(: arrival of a Byzantine embassy in Prancia; Dolger, Reg.,
no. 326; Charlemagne; AR, 286 (more correcty, 747; Ddlger, Reg.,
no. 345); Gesta Gervoldl, | (9806 or 787); AR 797 (Ddlger, Reg., no. 350),
798 (Ddlger, Rea., no. 353). Louds the Pious: AR, 817 (two embassies:
the first was reccived early in the year at Aachen and is also mentioned by
the Astronomer, xxvii, while the second, reccived in carly spring at Ingel-
heimy, is mentioned Ann Fudd., 817 and D, Xant., 816); letter from the
Byzantine emperors Michacl and Theophilus, 824, Go D0 Mansi, Saerorum
conciliornm nora ef amplissima colleetio, xav (\'vnil‘c 1709y, col. 419, ARE,
827 (Ddlger, Rep., nos 397, 308, 408, 413); AAnw, Nant., 8285 Ann. Beri., 833
and Astronomer, xlix (I)ul;zu, Rew., no, 419); Ann. Bers., 839 (Lolger,
Reo., no. 438),
Leappears (rons the Proeminm vo the Codex Carolines (NG H Lipist., 1in, p. 476)
that in 791 Charlemagne ordered a compilation of - . miverias epistolas que
tempare bonae zremoriae dopnt Caroli avi sui necion ef gloriosi genitoris sui Pippini
suisque femporibus de summa sede aposiolica beat? Petri apostolornm: principis seu
etians de Imperio ad eos direciae vsve soserntir ... None of the Jetters addressed
to the Trankish monarch de Zmperio have come down 1o us.
Patricius of Sicily: AIRT, 797 and 790 (Dalger, Rew, nos 350and 354). Doges
of Venice: ARF, 806 (H. Kretschimave, Geschichte von Venedig, 1 (Gotha,
1905), 54-7, 421-2), Dalmatia: the duke and bishop of Zara, AR, 806,
Sardinia: AR 826,

I cite here xmly pi es which state cxplicitly thar negotiations took place

through the intervention of w/e/; these accounts imply that there were
other similar negoriations, A, Metto pr., 754 (actually 755); CC, 19 (760,
referring to negotiations of 759) and 34 (761 6), letters from [’np(. Paul 1.
ARG 770,

AR 787 and Finbard, 17K, x €€, 82 and 83 (letters from Hadrian T);
ART, 812, 814, Thegan, xiand Astronomer, xiii; ~IRT 818,

Amn Mett proy 5o Gaonudly 50y ibide, 760 and AR same year, Same
generid remark as inon, 2y,

ART, 260 and Linhard, MK, v
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31

32.
33

35

30,

37

38,

39.
40,

186

Same general remark as for n., 25. Ermoldus Nigellus, In bonoren 1 iudowici,
iii, v. 1578, p. 120 (818); ARK, 825,
ﬁmmn gumml remark as for n. z5. ARV, 757, 781, 787, A Mets. pr., 787,
Einhard, 7K (same facts).
ART, 982, 790, 791, 7957, Bos, 811, 82z,

AR, 818 (eastern Abodrites, the Croatian duke Borna, who was in the
emperor’s service, Guduseani, Timociani, Lindewit—another Croatian in
the emperor’s service but in conflict with the marquis of Friuli); AR F, 819,
820, 822 (Liudewit in revolt), 822 (Czechs, Moravians, castern Abodrites
and others), 824 (eastern Abodrites).
These negotiations were initiated by Omurtag, khan of the Bulgars. ARF,
824 (two Bulgar embassies), ibid., 825 and Thegan, xxxii; ARF, 826.
Same general remark as for n. z5. In places the Amnales Regni lmmm/m/
allude to these embassies only in general terms, thus omues orientalinm
Selavarnm primores ef legati ot barbaroram legationes (815 and 823). But there
are some more precise references: in 816 to Abodrites, in 822 to Abodrites,
Sorbs, Wilzes, Czechs, Moravians and eastern Abodrites (see n. 33), in 823
to two royal claimants among the Wilzes and an Abodrite duke, in 820
to an Abodrite duke and a Sorb chieftain.
ARTF, 182, 798, 804, 809, 811, 812, 813, 814 (expulsion of a claimant to the
l)nnRh throne), 815, $17; Thegan, xiv (817, same events); AR, 822, 825,
826; Thegan, xxxiil and BErmoldus Nigellus, In bonorems Hindowici, iv, v.
2164 i p. 166 (820, same events); AR}',828,/1/1;1 Bert., 831, 836, 838, 839
See the lcnu from Alchred (773) to Lull, archbishop of Mainz, in Tangl,
Briefe . . . Bonifatins und Lullus, no. 121, Tardulf, having been expelled
by a usurper, is reinstated on his throne by emissaries from Pope Leo 11T
and Charlemagne, ARFE, 808 and letter from Leo IIE, MGH, Episs, v,
p. go. It is accepted that Offa of Mercia exercised a hegemony over the
greater part of England, although the soutces nowhere describe him as
bretwalda’; see . M. Stenton, Anglo-Saxon England (2nd edo, Oxford,
1947), 33-4. Dor his diplomatic relations with Charlemagne, see Gesia
Gervoldi, 1. Tn 839 a rex Anglornm, not further identified, sends envoys to
Louis the Pious, Anmn. Bert., 839 (Waitz, ibid., n. 2, identifies him as king
Aethelwulf of Wessex, which although possible is not proven).
Astronomer, viii (no doubt a reference to events in 795 : ambassadors from
Alfonso T1 the Chaste received by Louis, king of Aquitaine); ARF, 798
(lwn successive embassies from the same king to Charlemagne; the first
is mentioned in the revised version of ARF under 797, which is the
date accepted by M. Defourneaux, ‘(‘hmlgnmgrnu etla monarchicasturicnne’,
Mélanges d’bistoire du moyen dge dédiés @ la mémoire de Lowis Halphen, (Paris,
1951), 179-80); Hinhard, 17K, xvi.

ARE, 799, 800, 8o7.

rulqnm Second cont., 11 (W-H, p. 118-19), du(rlbmg the return in 768
of Frankish envoys (1(‘.‘31)(“.(,')(.,(1 in 765. Binhard, 17K, xvi, most probably a
reference to the Frankish envoys sent to Bagdad 797-8, mentioned ARF,
801, AR, 806 (return of Frankish envoys sent to Bagﬁdqd Bo2-3);ibid., 8oy
{(death of I ‘rankish envoy on his return from the east, and an embassy from
the caliph). Ann. Bert., 831, Astronomer, xtviand Ain. Xant., 831.

41.

42.

44
40,

48.

49.
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Grounds for this supposition are provided by the joint arrival in 807 of an
embassy frons the caliph and of ecnvoys from the patriarch, sce above, nn,
39 and qoand, porgz andn .

ARTL 777 (vali of Saragossa, sce 0. 4); Astronomer, v (7900 envaoys from
Abutaur, governor of Huesea, received by Louis, king of Aquitaine;
Lo Auwias, 10 dguitaine carolingienne (Vouwlonse, 1937), 28y AR 597
(Abd Altah, ancle of the emir of Cordova, and Zato, governor of Barcelona,
received by Charlemagne; Lévi-Provencal, op. cir, 1, 179); Astronomer,
viit (708 cnvoys frone Bablul ibn Marzul, rehel leader of Saragossa,
received by Louis, king of Aquitaine; Auzias, op. cit., 44, l,«_"\*i-~1’r<)\:c|’1g;ll,
loc, cit); AR, 799 (envays from Hassan, vali of Huescay Auzias, foc, Ci‘t.);
ARF, 8og, 810 (envoys from Amrus ibn Yusuf, vali of Saragossa and
Huesca); Ro dAbadal, Catalunya Carolingia 111, ‘I,ls; comtats de Pallars i
Rababor¢a® (Barcelona, 1955), 87-8.

AR, 810, 812 (negotiations with the envoys from the emir of Cordova,
Al-Hakam I here deseribed as Abulaz; Lévi-Provencal, op. cir, 1, 184, n, 1)
AR 816, 817 (envoys from the emir’s son, Ald-al-Rahman).

ARE, 8o1; Binhard, 1K
ART 824,

Pippin TH: €C, 4 (753, Droctegang, abbot of Jumicges), 8 (756, ahbot
Warncharius), 12 (757, Immo), v4 (758, Vulfardus), 16 and 17 (758,
Ruodberius), 20 (760, vassal nanmed Cunibert), 24 (79863, Langbard,
mluster vir), 36 (7046, Floginus the chaplain), 98 (767, unnamed misons).
Carlomann T1: CC) 48 (771, Dodo). Charlemagne: 53 (775, unnamed
wisins), 65 (77080, Addo, a deacon), 67 (781, ‘archbishop’ Possessor,
presunmbly of Tarentaise), 76 (786, abbot Andrew of Luxcuil?), 81 (787,
duke Aruinus), 85 (788-9, lirmenbertus, priest), 88 (7849, duke Gara-
mannus), 89 (78491, bishop Hubert of Chalon-sur-Sadne); Gesia Gervold,
il (some time in the y90s, Gervold, abbot of St Wandrille 1o the king of
Mereia); ARE, 796 (Angilbert, abbot of St Rigquier, 1o the pope), 800
(Zacharias, p,lLt(?(i’ priest, to the patriarch of Jerusalem), 806 (Finhard, to
the pope). Louis the Pious: ARIY, 815 (count Gerold, to the pope);
trmoldus NigeDus, In bon. Hind., i, v. 13445 and 1352 (1, p. ro4 (818,
abbot Wilcharius to Murman, Breton chieftain).

Hereare some examples. Papallegations 1778, (rom Hadrian to Charlemagne,
hishiops Philip and Andrew and duke Theodore, Hadrian’s nepos (CC, 6o;
for Theodore as nepos see ( ¢, 61, same year); 826, from Fugenius 1T to
Louis the Pious, bishop Lo n( Centumcellae (Civithveechia), and an
administrative official from the Lateran, the nomenclotor Theophylact (ARF,
826). Byzantine embassics: 798 from lrenc Charlemagne, Michael,
formerly patricius (i.e. stratepos of Phrygiay and a priest named Theophilus
(ARE, 798); 839, cmperor Theophilus to Louis the Pious, Theodore,
metropolitan of Chalcedon, and the spatharins Theophanes (Aun. Bert., 839).
Derails will be found in my articles referred 1o aboven. 1: ‘Merowingisches
Gesandischaliswesen’, pp. 170
810,

I this note and the three which follow T omir references to cases cired by
way of example in the text (pp. 167-8) and 1o the Franco-Byzantine
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exchanges of 8oi~15, which are dealt with, pp. 178-80. CC, 6 (755,
Folrad, abbot of St Denis and edwns socii), 11, (755 same personnel), 21 (761,
Andrew and Gunderic, to the king of the Lombards and the pope), 22
(76172, Dodoand W u]mdm) 26 (763, a )I)«)tsl)r()(tcg’mguf Inmlcgu‘md
Valfardus of St. Martin’s, Tours), 30 (761 -6, bishops Wilcharius and Felix,
Ratbert, pir inluster), 37 (7646, Vulfardus as above, ef socins), 43 (,1 bt
Haribertus and count Dodo).

5. CC, 44 (769-70, Gauzbertus, bishop of Chartres, a cleric named Fulcbert,

Alt nd and Helmgarius, gloriosissimi viri: from Charles and Carloman); 46
(7701, Hitherius, Charles’s chancellor and other missi); 47 (770-1, abbot
Bera dm Audbertus, vir illuster: from Carloman); st (775, Wilcharius,
‘archbishop of Gaul’, abbot Dodo; then bishop Possessor and abbot
Dado); 52, 56, 57 (775, bishop Possessor and abbot Rabigaudus); 67 (7871,
archbishop Possessor); ARF, 781 (deacon named Riculfus and Ebethard
the butler, to Tassilo); CC) 77 (786, Hitherius, abbot of St Martin’s of
Tours, Maginarius, abbot of St Denis); Gesta Gervoldi, i (786 or 787, the
chaplain Vuitboldus and a certain John, to Empress Irene and her son
Constantine VI); CC, 80 (787-8, Rozo the chaplain, Betto); 82 (Atto the
deacon, Gotteramnus the estiarins, Maginarius, abbot of St Denis, a deacon
Joseph, count Liuderic, to the pope and to the duchy of Benevento); 84
{88, Rozo and Betto); 92 (784-91, wissi); 94 (790-1, Bernerad, bishop of
Sens, Rado, chancellor and abbot of St Vaast’s, Arras); MGH Epist., v,
pp. 59-60. (798, Pardulfus, abbot of St Denis and other missi}; ARF, 8o
(1antfridus, Sigimundus, a Jew named Isaac, sent in 797-8 to the caliph of
Bagdad); 88 (Hruotfridus, setarins and abbot of St Amand’s, Nantharius,
abbot of St Bertin’s, to Northumbria),

ARI, 823 (counts Theothatius and Hruodmundus, to Denmark); Thegan,
Jiii and liv (834, Marcward, abbot of Priim and other misi; then Badaradus,
Saxon bishop, duke Gebehard, and Berenger, to Lothar); Ansn Bert., 830,
Lapus of Perritres, Correspondance, 1, no. 5, Astronomer liv and lv (all 8361
two legations to Lothar, the first including Marcward, abbot of Priim,
the second consisting of abbot Hugh, the emperor’s half-brother and
count Adalgarius); Astronomer, Iv (837, abbots Fulk and Adrevald,
count Richard: to Lothar).

Thegan, xlv (833, from Louis the German to Lothar: abbot Gozbald,
Morhard the count palatine); xlvii (834, from Louis the German to his
captive father: abbot Grimald, duke Gebehard); Thegan, add. Vienna ms.,
p. Gogy (836) and A Bert., 836 (Lothar to Louis the Pious: abbot Wala,
Richard, Fberhatd).

CC, 19 (760). Autgarius is the ‘Ogier the Dane’ of the chansons de gestes.
Under the Carolingians a duke (dwe) was a count who for one reason or
another had been invested, sometimes temporarily, with a higher rank and
given wider territorial powers.

L CC, Gy (781)s L Bresslan, Handbueh der Urknndentehre fiir Dentschland

Im//m, 1 {znd edn, Leipzig, 1912), 383,

MG Fpist., v, p. 87. Exactly when Helmgaud fiest held office inthe Palace
is not known: see S. Abel and B. Simson, Jabrbicher des frankischen Reiches
unter Karl dem Grossen, i (Leipzig, 1882), 552-~3. On Hunfrid see G, Tellen-
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bach, ‘Der grossfrinkische Adel und die Regierung laliens in der Bhitezeit
des Kavolingerreiches’, Studien nnd Vorarbeiien sur Ceschichie des grossfranki-
schen sind friibadentsehen Adels (ed. GUFellenbach, Freiburg-im-Br., 19s57), 55.
AR, 820,

ARTE, 828, Uhe Annales Nantenses cefer uader this same year to an embassy
consisting of Ruodper episcopus cum socils snis. 1 have been unable to identify

Ruodger. Lois possible thar the reference is to another legarion, anrecorded
in the Royal Annals,

See in addition to the cases cited as examples in nn. 537, the summary
indications given nn. 46 and 49-52, and p. 169.

CC, 50 (774) 1 Gaustridus, a native (perhaps a merchant ?) of Pisa brings the
pope news of victories over the Saxons, AR, 8o9: Godfred of Denmark
makes peace overtures fo Charlemagne through some merchants (per
negotialores guosdan), who were doubtless his own subjects,

CC, 48: a letter of complaint addressed by the pope in 771 to Bertha the
queen mother and her son Charles, inwhich Stephen H alleges that Dodo,
missus of Carloman LI, bas been implicated inan atack upon himself,
MGH Fpist, v, p.oot (808) the pope requests Charlemagne Jesse missaticum
per patrias deportare, non nobis videtnr, quod idonens si2 negne ad secretun coneilium
provocandus,

CCL s (775): the culprits were the papal ambassador Anastasius and the
Pisan referred to n. 59, sent back to Charlemagne with Anastasius.

Sce my articles cited n. o1 ‘Merowingisches Gesandtschaftswesen’, 173-4;
‘De internationale berrekkingen’, 1o 1.
Wilcharius: CC, 5, 11, 14, 12 (755, 757, 758,
16, 18 (757, 758, 759}

7601-2); George: ibid., 11

>

In CC30and g1 (761-6 and 775) Wilcharius acts as a Frankish ambassador

to the pope. Paul Ps consent 1o George’s appointment to Gaul is made
explicit in CC zrand 37 (761 2, 764-0); in 767 Pope Constantine IT makes a
vain cffort to secure his recall, CC, 99. Both prefates attended the council
held in Rome in 769 as members of the Frankish episcopate, Liber Pontifi-
calis, Vita Stephani 111, xvi (Duchesne I, p. 473). See L. Duchesne, Fastes
episcopanx de Dancienne Ganle, 11 (znd edn, Paris, 1910), 418-19 and 1
(1915), 128-9; 1. Bullough, “T'he dating of Codex Carolinns 95--7, Wilchar
and the beginnings of the archbishopric of Sens’, Deutsches Archiv f.
Erforschung d. Mittelalters, vob2.

CC, 53, 55, Go, 61, 68 (775, 778, 787). Andrew was bishop of Praeneste
(Palestrina),

AR, 815, 8175 the Pactum Hiudowici pii cum Paschali pontifice, MGF Cap.,
, no. 172 (817); AR, 821, 823, 824, 826, 828.

AR 8oy (Dolger, Reg., no. 361); AR, 811, and Charlemagne’s letter of
the same year, MGH Fipist, vv, pp. s46-7 (Dolger, Reg., no. 371); ARF,
812 (Dolger, Reg., no. 385) and (ﬁl\:nlcm.lgm s lerter of 813, MGH Episz.,
1V, P.osso.

CC, 26 and 37 (763, 7046, Vulfardus), 30 (7616, Wilcharius), 46 and 47
{(770~7, Hitherius), 51 (773, Wilcharius and l)ndo, Possessor and Dodo),
52, 56, 57 (775, Possessor and Rabigaudus), 67 (781, Possessor), 77 and
82 (7806, 788, Maginarius); Liber Pontificalis. 17ita Leonis 111, xx (Duchesne
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1, p. 66) and MGH Fpist., v, p. 87 (799, 808, Helmgaud); ibid,, and ARF,
823 (808, 823, Hunfrid).

Although we do know that some of the Frankish ambassadors to Byzantium
took part in other missions. Jesse of Amiens and Helmgaud, Frankish
ambassadors to Byzantium in 8oz, are both found engaged on missions to
the pope: Jesse in 799, and apparently again in 808 or shortly before (I.eo
11’s strictures on him quoted above, n. 6o would otherwise be difliculc to
explain), Helmgaud in 799 and 808 (see nn. 55 and 68).

MGH Epist., 1v, pp. 32 and 35 (nos 7 and 9).

. Gesta Gervoldi, ii. Sce W. Levison, England and the Continent in the Fighth

72,

73
74

76,

77

9o

Century (Oxford, 1946), 111~12.

Thegan, liii (834); ~Aun. Bert., 836, Astronomer, liv, Lupus of Perricres,
Correspondance, 1, 1o, 5 (836).

ARF, 8o1.

Zacharias: ARF, 800, see below n. 117. His name suggests that like his
papal namesake (741-52) he was a Greek., Machelmus: ARF, 824. There is
no evidence that Machelmus held any particular office, nor is it even certain
that he was a Bavarian (Machelmum quendam de Baioaria); he could have
belonged to one of the many Slav populations settled east and south-cast
of Bavaria at this period. Special reasons of the kind just mentioned may
have influenced the choice of some of the forcign envoys who appeared at
the Frankish court, The abbot of the monastery on the Mount of Olives,
envoy from the patriarch of Jerusalemin 807 (ARF), may have been chosen
for his linguistic qualifications (e#/ patria Germania esf). One of the three
envoys from the caliph of Bagdad in 831 was an eastern Christian (Astro-
nomer, xlvi),

Leo TV and Gisla: CC, 45 (letter from Pope Stephen III in 770, which
recalls the affair as having taken place some years previously); for the

embassies of 766 and 767 see below, nn. 92 and 121, Gisla became abbess of

Chelles. Constantine VI and Rotrud: for Irene’s legation to Charles,
received in Rome 781, and the betrothal, see Theophanes, Chronograpbia,
AM. 6274, 1, p. 455 (Ddlger, Reg., no. 339). For Charles’s embassies to
Constantinople 7867 (led by Vuitboldus and John, see above, n. 50), sec
Gesta Gervoldi, 1. 'The Byzantine legation received by Charlemagne at
Capua which is mentioned ARF 786 (both texts) almost certainlyarrived in
787 (Dolger justifiably assigns it to that year Reg., no. 345). Responsibility
for the breakdown in negotiations is attributed by Theophanes (Chrono-

graphia, AM. 6281, 1, p. 463) to Irene, by the Royal Annalist (ARL, 788)

to Charlemagne, Rotrud had a liaison with Rorgo, count of Maine, by
whom she had a son named Louis who became abbot of St. Denis and arch-
chancellor of Charles the Bald.

Gesta Gervaldi, i1, As a result of the breach Yinglish trade with Francia was
temnporarily ‘suspended, and no doubt vice versa. Bertha and her lover
Angilbert, l;\y abbot of St. Riquier, were the parents of Nithard, who
hecame lay abbot of the same house and author of the Historiae.
Theophanes, Chronggraphia, A.M., 6304 (1, p. 494): dwéoreihe 8¢ xal mpos
Kdpovhor, Paoéa tav Opdyywy, mepl elpims wal ovvaddayijs  els
Beodviraxrov v vidy adrod, which Anastasius the Bibliothecarius trans-
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lates as Collows: pro pace algue contractu naptiarum in Uheophylactum filinm
S (printedin De Boor’s edition of Theophanes, i1, p. 532). His rendering
of auraddays; has been contested: of . Abel and Stmson, ap. eir, 11, 481,
n. 2. If Anastasius is right, the projected bride was no doubt one of Charle-
magne’s granddaughters. For a full account of the political bearing of
marriages at this period see Paradisi, op. cit., 177-81.

Tnaddition 1o the texts cited notes 19, 51 and 72 sce: on relations berween
Louis the Pious and Lothar, Thegan, bvit (835) and Nithard, 1, vi; on
relations between Louis the Pious and Louis the German, king of Bavaria,
Ann. Bert., 839.

G4 (753), 5, 7 (755), 8(756), 11 (757), 14, 16, 17 (758), 18 (719), 19, 20

(760), 21 (761 ¢), 22 (761-2), 24 (758-63), 29 (704), 34 (761-6), 44 (769-70);
AR 773 (Peter, the pope’s envoy, disembarks at Marseilles); CC, 52
(775).

Spoleto: CC, 56 and 57 (775). As we know, Hadrian failed in his design,
with the result thar averlordship of the duchy passed o (flmrlcrmghe,
in his capaciry as king of the Lombards. Benevento: CC, 46 and 61 (7701
and 778), 8o and 83 (7878, 788),

CCL 60 (778), 80 (787-8), 84 (788); MG Tipiss, V, p. 87 8 (808).

CC, 8o and B3 (787 8).

CO 49 (774), 53, 54y 55 (7750, 85 (788 9), 04 (790 1), Nevertheless, when
Charlemagne wanted to remove marbles and mosaics from Ravenna, it
was the pope hie asked for permission, CC) §0 (787 2).

L CC, 68,09 (781), 71 (781-2), 72 (782).

CC, 98, 99 (767, Constantine 1y; Liber Pontificalis. 17ita Stephani 111, xvi
(Duchesne, 1, p. 173) (768, Stephen 1) ; ARIT 796 (Leo L), 817 (Paschal 1),
824 (Bugenius 1), 827 (Gregory TV).

News of victories over the Saxons, CC, 5o (774); news of Charlemagne’s
impending arrival in Rome, CC) 51, 52, 53 (774), 60 (778-—this visit did
not materialise); projected campaign against the Saracens in Spain, CC,
61 (778); news of a further visii to Rome (Chatles’s visit of 781) (despatch of
an embassy with this news implicd by the Astronomer, iv); news of the
conversion of the Saxons to Christianity, CC, 76 (786); Cmbnssy again
bringing news of Charles’s intention to visit Rome (the visit of 787, implied
by ARF, 786); announcement to the pope of the rules drawn up for the
Carolingian succession, AR, 806; announcement of an impending visit
by Louis the Pious to Rome (which did not take place), Ann. Bert., 837,
Thegan, add. Vienna ms., p. 604, Astronomer, fv—lvi.

CC, 29 (764), 92 (784-971). Letter no. g2 is from Hadrian 1 ro Charlemagne,
who has sent his own wissi with those of Offa of Mercia to deny allegations
that he has made remarks hostile (o the pope.

CC, 24 {758-63): at Chatlemagne’s request, the title-church of St Cheyso-
gonus at Rome is conferred on the priest Marinus; CC, 77 (786): penance to
be imposed on Saxons who revert to paganism; CC, 88 (784 -91): visions
experienced by a monk named John, cte; CC, 89 (784-91): despatch of a
‘Gregorian sacramentary’; CC, 94 (790-1)1 ecclesiastical disorder in the
Lombard kingdom, simony in various parts of lraly, etc.; ARF, 794,
Council of Frankfury; capitwlary published at the conclusion of the council,
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same year ©. viii (MGH Cap., 1, no. 28); MGH Epist., 1v, p. 69: Angilbert
will inform the pope of the council’s decisions; MGH Epist., v, pp. s9-6o:
letter from Leo [l to Charlemagne, 798, in which Arn is granted the pallinm
and metropolitan authority over the province of Salzburg.
The following are cited as examples, CC, 20, 30 and 32 (7607, 761-0):
request from pope Paul I for a missus or missi empowered to negotiate with
himself and the king of the Lombards, and to make active intervention in
restoring tights lost to the Roman Church. CC| 54, 55, 56, 57 (775): Pope
Hadrian T would welcome missi as negotiators, but his chief hope is that
they will impose solutions favourable to the Roman Church, especially
as regards Spoleto and Benevento. ARF, 796, revised text: Pope Leo I
asks for a Frankish missws to visit Rome to assure himself through oaths
of the people’s fidelity; Charlemagne sends Angilbert, AR » 799 revised
rext: fegati escort Leo IIT back to Rome. ARF, 815 and 823: miss sent by
Louis the Pious to Rome (in 815 one of them was Bernard king of Italy)
to investigate executions reported as unlawful, in which popes Leo 111
and Paschal T were allegedly implicqted ART, 824: Lothar despatched to
Rome to negotiate with Pope Eugenius and decide on measures to be taken,
ARF, 827 Jegatus sent by Louis the Pious to Rome following the election
of (ngmy I\/, with powers to investigate and take necessary action.
MG Cap., x, no. 136, viil, De Jegatis . . . si ab exteris nationibus vel propler
pacem faciendam vel bellum suscipiendum wvel civitates ant castella tradende vel
proprer alias quaslibet maiores causas directi fuerint. . . . In such cases, ambas-
sacors should address themselves to the emperor. But . . . de levioribus sane
cansis inxta qualitaters legationis per se responderint, in other words, leviores
cansae would be within the competence of the sub-kings. As I need hardly
add, the Ordinatio was never implemented.
Matters arising in the negotiations with Byzantium of 8o1-15 are reserved
for later discussion, see pp. 178-80.

Lib. pont. 1Vira Stephani 11, cliii (Duchesne, 1, p. 452), 756 (Dolger, Reg.,
no. 318); Fredegar, Second cont., xI (W-H, p. 109) and ARF, 757, both
texts (Dolger, Reg., no. 320); CC, 36 and 37, 7646 (Dolger, sz , N0. 325).
ARF, 977, 799, 809, 810; see ab()vc, n. 42.

Amn. Bert., 838 (missi sent by king Horich to Louis the Pious).

RF, 791. Operations were only begun against the Avars when efforts
institias per missas impetrare had failed.

We hear frequently of Danish wiss/ received by Chatlemagne, and later by
Louis the Pious: ARF, 809, Aun. Bert., 837, 838, 839.

We hear frequently of Byzantine missions received by Charlemagne, and
Jater by Louis the Pious. ARF, 786: Byzantine embassy received in Italy,
discussion of gencral matters and the projected marriage; Dolger, Reg.,
no. 345, dates the embassy carly 787. ARF, 798: embassy de pace; the result
was probably a partition, Benevento and Istria going to the Franks, Dal-
matia to Byzantium (the view taken by Dolger, Reg., no. 353). ARF, 817:
two embassies from emperor Leo V, to negotiate the Dalmatian boundary;
this is the mission whose general objective—pacems confirmandanm—is
mentioned under 816 by the Annales Xantenses, here out by one year (Dolger,
Reg., n0s 397, 398).
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AR 8180 negotiations with the Bulgars to compose a dispute over the
Timotschani, a Slav tribe formerty subject to the Bulgars but now under a
Trankish protectorate; ihid., 824, 825, 8261 cmbassics (rom the Bulgar
khan Omuriag 1o Louis the Plous,

AR Bog, 811, 813, 828,

Sce above, p.or71 and n. go.

Anne Mets, pr., 750 (events of 750); ARF, 760 (revised text).

Annc Metr. pr., 754 (events of 755): this was a mitigated ultimatum, promis-
ing Aistull 12,000 so/idi if he would withdraw from tervitories he had
usurped.

ARF, 469,

ARF, 981 Ann. Mets, pr., 787 and Einhard, K xi.

Ermoldus Nigellus, In honorem Higdowici, i, v, 1324 11, 1352 1, 1464 1.,
and 1578-83 (all 818), pp. 104, 1006, 112, 114, 1202,

ARF, 815 and 820, The treaty which was terminated in 820 was probably a
morce or less local truce; there is in fact no mention of its conclusion in the
Annales. In 816 envoys [rom the emir had tried without success to reach a
settlement wirh Louis the Pious, and the same happened in 817; sce ARF,
816 and 817, and below, i, 177,

We naturally also hear of many anempted negotiations which were fruitless
Or never ywl under way: wouldbe negotistors who failed include the
rebellious Slav chiefrain Liudewir, in 819 (AR, the Bulgar khan in 824,
825 and 826 (sce above, n. 98, and for the fatlure of the negotiations,
Astronomer, xxxix), the sons of Godfred, as de fac/o kings of Denmark in
822, 825 and 826 (IRTY), the Danish king Horich in 838 («Aan. Bert.). There
is no pointin giving further examples.

Charlemagne: ARTY, 787 (revised text, 786), Linhard, VK, x (same date);
ARIY 812, Louis the Pious: ARI 814, Thegan, xi, Astronomer, xxiii
(same year).

ARF, 811 (Hemming) and 813 (Marald and Regiafrid).

ARF, 812 Lévi-Provengal, op. cit,, 1, (2nd edn), 1814,

ARI, 825,

A, Bere., 839,

From Pippin I, to see that the Lombard king Aistulf honoured his
undertakings of 755, Am Mett., pr., 754. From Chatlemagne in 788, to
see that duke Arichis of Benevento and his people fulliled conditions
imposed on them in 787 (sce above, n. 108), AR, 786 (revised text,
chronology out by one year) and CC, 82 and 83 (788).

Fredegar, Second cont., i (W-FI, pp. 119-20). Frankish ambassadors des-
patched in 705 disembark in 768 ar Marscilles, accompanied hy ambassa-
dors from the caliph.

ARV, 8ot in 797 or 798, Lantfrid and Sigimund, with a Jew named
Tsaac, had been sent by Charlemagne as wissi 1o the calip (sac above,
n. 73); Landrid and Sigimund having died, only Isaac madc the return
journey, on which he was accompanied by ambassadors from the caliph,
who disembarked at Pisa in $o1, leaving Isaac ar an African port of call to
follow later, bringing the presents sent by the caliph, ARE, 806+ missi to
the caliph from Charlemagne disembarked on their u,mm at Treviso,
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having eluded the surveillance of the Byzantine fleet in the Adriatic. ARF,
8o7: death of Radbert, one of the Frankish ambassadors, and arrival of
Abdella, ambassador from the caliph.
Thus Binhard, VK, xxvii, and there is no reason to doubt him. Sce next
note and AR, 8oo.
ARF, 799 arrival of an envoy from the patriarch; ibid., 8oo (in the revised
text end of 799): when he returned to Jerusalem the envoy was accom-
panied by Zacharias, palace priest, gui donaria emns per illa sancta loca deferret;
ibid,, 8oo: return of Zacharias accompanied by two envoys from the pat-
riarch and another from the caliph (see n. 115). MGH Episz., v, pp. 667
(80g): return in 8oy of Aganus and Roculphus, two fideles servientes sent by
Charlemagne (presumably in 808) as his mind to Jerusalem; ARF, 826,
arrival of the abbot of the Mount of Olives, presumably an envoy from the
patriarch. The mission of 808-9 was partly taken up with the problemof the
‘procession’ of the Holy Spirit,
Hinhard trmplies as much, VK, xvi. No specific conclusions can be reached
on the nature of this agreement; as for its date, I would place it $06-7.
This is my interpretation of the passage in <mn. Berr., 831, ... pacem
pediverunt. nam mox impetrata reversi sunt.

Finhard, K, xxvii; ARF, go1.
AR, 767 Synod of Gentilly, at which a Byzantine embassy to Pippin 11
debates the ‘procession of the Holy Spirit” and the cult of images (Délger,
Reg., no, 526). ARF, 824: Byzantine legation to Louls the Pious, with the
twofold mission of confirming the treaty of friendship between the two
empires and settling the question of image worship, first with the emperor
and then with the pope (Délger, Reg., no. 408; see p. 174 and nn,
132 and 134).
See above, p. 169 and n. 71,

Ann. Bert., 839; see above, n, 37. If, as Waitz maintains, the rex Auglorum
mentioned in the text is indeed Aethelwulf (who in 839 became king of
Wessex), the project must have been abandoned or postponed.

ARE, 815 reports submitted by missi on the measures taken by Bernard and
the duke of Spoleto to restore order in the neighbourhood of Rome. A
Berz., 836 and 837 and Astronomer, lv, same year: envoys sent to Lothar, in
8306 to see (o the defence of church property in [taly, in 837 to announce the
emperor’s coming visit to Rome, occasioned by the same need to defend
the rights and properties of the Roman Church.
AR, 805 (Avars), 823 (Abodrites, Wilzes), 826 (Abodrites, Sorbs).

Godfred had been Charlemagne’s enemy.
ARF, 814, 817 (and Thegan, xiv), 822, 823, 825, 826 (and Thegan, xxxiii),
828,

ARF, 808 and MGH Epist., v, p. go.

] mbassy of Alchred, king of Northumbria, to Charlemagne, Briefe . . .
Bonifating und Lalius, no. 121 (the date of which must be 773). Avar embassy
to Charlemagne, 797 (ARF). Embassies from various Slav tribes to Louis
the Pious, ARF, 816, 822, 823, 831. On the importance of ‘friendship’, sce
Paradisi, op. cit,, 173-7. On fictitious kinship, a form of ‘friendship’
favoured at Byzantium, see the article by F. Dslger, ‘Die “Pamilie der
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Konige” im Mittelalter’, in the collection of papers by this eminent scholar
published wnder vhe vide Byzang mnd die Linropdiische S taatempelt (Faial, 1o53).
Lor example, when we learn that Louis the Piowus, then king of Aquitaine,
received sunies Ov misii pacens perenlos of dona ferentes’, in o0 from Abutaur,
Saracen governor of Mucsca, and in 798 from Bablul ibn Marzuk, the
Saracen rebel momentarily in coatrol of Saragossa, we can suspect that
they came charged to negotiate terms for a sabmission which respected
their mastet’s autonomy: Astronomer, v and viii, and above, n, 42. The
fegati from duke Sico of Benevento who came to Louis the Plous dora

Jerentes in addition had to make their master’s excuses for the murder of

his predecessor, ARE, 818,
Louis received the embassy at Toulouse in or about 795, Astronomer, viii.
We hear of two embassies 1o Charlenagne, bringing him gitts from the
booty: AR, 798, and sce ahove, n, 38,
The embassy from Michael II mentioned AR 824 (the ambassadors also
explained the circumstances of their emperor’s accession and discussed the
cult of images; they then went on to Rome): see lerter printed Mansi, x1v,
cols. 417-22 (Dolger, Reg., no. 408, and sce above, nu 121). Sccond embassy
from the same emperor, AR, 829 (Dolger, Reg., no. 413), Frankish
embassy to same emperor, ARTY 8285 see above, po68and n. 57, Lmbassy
from emperor Theophilus, received by Lothar while holding his father
prisoner, Awn Bert, 833 and Astronomer, xhix (D0lger, Reg., no. 429).
Second embassy from same cmperor, ,'1/1;1. Bers., 839 (Theophilus also
asked that some ‘Rhos’, in other words Swedes, who had been visiting
him, be allowed to rerurn by way of Francia to their own country, Dolger,
Reg., no. 438).
See, p. 180,
This emerges clearly from thrce of the texrs cited n, 1321 ARF. 824, pacis
confirmandae cansa se missos esse dicentes; ibid., 827, guasi propter [oedns
confirmandupe; Ann. Bert., 839, Quorion legatio super confirmatione pacti et
pacis alque perpelnae inter wlrumque inperatorems eigue subdifos amicitiae et
caritatis agebal. The point is accepted by W, Ohnsorge in his ‘Das Kaiser-
biindnis von 8424 gegen die Sarvazenen’, Aschiv fur Diplomatik, 1 (1955),
o4, and in his book (Abendiand wnd Byszansy, Darmstadt, 1958), 150, with a
reservation noted below, n. 16g,
‘Merowingisches  Gesandischaftswesen’, 176-7; Internationale betrek-
kingen’, 14-15.
Fo L. Ganshof, “La tractoria, Contribution a Pérude des origines du droit de
ylw y Lijdschrift voor Recbisgeshiedenis. Revue dbistoire du droit, vin, (1927).
MGH Formudae, p. 121 (no. 20 of the ‘Formulac Marculfinace acvi l Carolind’):
[ spistola tractirio quan rex missis suis fucere inbet, quando eos in legationem preriit-
1ty veproducing Tracturia ligatariorum vel minima facienda istins instar, which
is no. 11 in Book One of Marculf’s formulae (MGH Fermudac, 1. 49). I'he
document is issued on behalf of a bishop and a count on their despatch by
the King partibus ilfis lepationis cansa.

The tractoriae carried by Frankish and forcign ambassadors are mentioned
intwo capitularies of Louis the Pious, one of which also refers to the case of

a Frankish wicur escorting a foreipn legation: MGH Cap., 1, no. 139

195



The rankish monarchy and its external relations

139

140.

1471,

142.

143.

144.

145

146.

196

(818~19), ¢ xvi, imposes penalties on anyone who ... fitteras nostras
dispexerit, id est tractoriam quae propter misios recipiendos dirigitnr, one punish-
ment being to hear the whole cost of entertaining legationes illuc venientes,
from MGH Cap., no. 150 (825), c. xviit (at end) we learn: . ., guando cumque
et sindecumque legatio advenerit et ant litteras aut missum nostrum viderint . . .
persons throughout the empire will be called on to provide whatever they
need, The first text has in mind all Frankish missd (mturml and external) and
ambassadors from foreign powers; the second applies to Frankish and
foreign embassies. Frankish missi were normally armed with a tractoria
(as an example of one drawn up for royal vassals engaged on a mission,
sce no. 7 of the Tormulae Imperiales’, MGH Formulae, p. 292).

This can be deduced from articles in capitularies issued by Charlemagne
and Louis the Pious: Capitulare de Villis (770-800), ¢. xxvii; the ‘program-
matic’ capitulary of 8oz, c. xxviil; Capitula omnibus copnita facienda (8o2-813),
c.ii; Constitutio de Hispanis prima (815), ¢. i; the two texts cited n. 138. MGH
Cap., 1, nOs 32, 33 57, 132, 139, 150,

See the texts cited n. 139. For the provisions regarding contributions from
the estates forming the count’s endowment (winisterium), and the exemption
of royal estates, see Capitulare de Villis, c. xxvii (IMGH Cap,. 1, no. 32).

For evidence of difficultics experienced over these exactions, cf, Capitula
Jegibus addenda, c. xvi, part of which has already been quoted n. 138, and the
beginning of ¢. xviil of Adwonitio ad onmes regni ordines (see n. 138), wherce it
is stated that certain Jegationes ad nos directas in suis mansionibys aut male
recipinnt aut constitutam a nobis expensam non tribunnt ant paravereda dare nolunt . .
MGH Formalae, pp. 319~20, 1.e. Formulae Imperiales, no. 43. The forestarii
(administrators and keepers of hunting reserves) of the Vmgus are excused
amongst other things from . .. conductum ad legationes sive paravereda danda.
When Pope Hadrian I hears that wissi from Charlemagne are to visit Rome,
he sends them omnem praeparationem sen et caballos, CC, 56 (775).

The letter was perhaps drafted by Alcuin. It dealt chiefly with Angilbert’s
task of exhorting the Sovereign Pontiff to virtuous conduct; MGH Epist.,
v, pp. 135-6.

I have noted it as ap| 7carmg in explicit form in letters from popes Stephen
ITand Paul Tto Pi ppm I, in a letter from Pope Stephen I to Charlemagne
and Carloman TT and in a letter from Charlemagne to Pope Leo I11: CC, 7
(ent in opmibus credere inbeatisy, 8 and 11 (755, 756, 757), 33 and 43 (quisquid
pobis ex nosira informatione enarraverin, eis in omnibus credere inbeatis, 7616 and
767), 45 (770-1); MGH Epist., v, pp. 1367 (796). As we shall see (p. 177
and nn. 173 and 174), there are letters which though they lack an explicit
credence clause refer to the bearer’s message in terms explicitly inviting
the recipient to trust it.

This is particularly striking in the case of Charlemagne’s Saxon wars,
The Annales Regni Francorum rarely teport anything beyond a promise of
political and religious submission and the surrender of hostages; they may
imply (as under 785) or report (as under 798) that negotiations took place,
but no details are given. A mighty effort of erudition was required to wring
from chapter xi of Einhard’s [7ita Karoli the information that the year 803
probably saw the conclusion of a general peace with elements represearative
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of the Saxon people. On this whole topic see M. Lintzel, ‘Untersuchungen
sur Geschichie der alten Sachsen: X7, 3, Sacksen mnd ln/u/// % (1934), and
Drer Sachsenfricden Karls des Grossen”, Newes Alrehie, xivi, 1929,

See for example starements regarding the Bretons, <1RT '78(), 799, 818,
f24, and 837. Were it not for the evidence of Hrmoldus Nigellus (see above,
n. 105), we should not know that there weee negoriations in 818, that is,
before the attack was launched, We are also very ill-inforned about how
some of the Slav tribes came to submit: AR 789, 812, 816, 819. There is
the same uncertainty about just when and where the Navarrais in 806 and
the Gascons who revalted beyond the Garonne and in the Pyrencan region
in 816 made their submissions: ARIY, 806 and 816,

For example: in 768 Pippin I heard that ambassadors from the caliph
of Bagdad had arrived at Marscilles while he was busy with preparations
for a campaign in Aquitaine; he arranged for them to be suitably accom-
modated at Metzand received them when the campaign was over, Fredegar,
Scecond cont., i (W-H, pp. 118-19). When Charlemagne was in Saxony in
810 he heard during July or August that a Byzantine ambassador had
arrived, but it was October before he could return to Aachen to reccive him,
ART 8ro.

ARF, Rzgand 825.In 824 envoys of the castern Abodrites came to complain
about the Bulgars and were invited by the emperor to return at the time he
received the 3u!gm CAvoys,

Capitulare de Villis (770-800) and Admonitio ad ommnes repni ordines (825), «
xviii (MGH Cap., 1, nos 27 and 150): honorifice.

Unless, of course, the monarch wished to signify his coldness or hostility
towards their masters,

. CC, 31 (757), hilariori vultu, 43 (787), benignae (in both cases the envoys were

from the pope); ARE, 797 magnifice (envoy from the patricius of Sicily,
bringing a letter from the Byzantine emperor), 8co, benigne (Greek monks
sent by the patriarch of Jerusalem), 827, benigne (ambassadors from the
Byzantine emperor); Aun. Bert., 839, hilariter (ambassadors from the king
of Denmark). Hincmar, in what is no doubt a free rendersing of a text by
Adalhard of Corbie, dating from the reign of Charlemagne or Louis the
Pious, states that the arrangements should be such that gualiscumane legatio
sive speculandi sive subdendi gratia veniret, qualiter ommes quident honeste suscipi
patnissent, which Prou interprets, in my view correctly, as meaning ‘in such
a way that any embassy, whether coming to pay its respects ro the king ot
to make submission, may find itself lmnmn,lblv received.” Hinemar, De
ordine palalii, xxv (cd, M. Prou, Paris, 1885, p. 64-5, and V. Krause, MGH
Cap., 11, p. 520).

For the mapister ostiariornm, sce G, Waitz, Denutsche |
ur (2nd edn, Berlin, 1882), 5050,

Einhard, 7K, xxiii.

Lerter from Charlemagne to the Byzantine emperor Michael I (8713), MGH
Fpist., v, p. 556, benigne; ARF, 828, honorifice (Michael IUs reception of
ambassadors from Louis the ans)

CC, 24 (758 763 envoys from Pope Paul T hring liturgical books, Greek
works by Aristotle and Dionysivs the Arcopagite, and a clock. Fredegar,

assungsgeschichie,
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Sm.:nn(l cont,, 1 (W-H, p. 119): embassy from the caliph of Bagdad. ARF,
7792 Hildebrand, duke of Spoleto, in person; ibid., 787: envoy from the

duke of Be ncwmo Astronomer, v (790): envays from Abutaur, governot
of Huesca, received at the court of Louis the Pious, then king of Aqun aine;

ibid., viii (794): ambassadors from king Alphonso 1T of Asturias to the
same. AR, 793: ambassadors from Pope Hadrian I; ibid., 797: Avar
envoys. Astronomer, viii (798): envoys from Bahlul ibn Marzuk, rebel
chiefrain of Saragossa, to the court of Louis the Pious, king of Aquiraine,
ARF, 7991 envoys from Hassan, vali of Barcelona; ibid., 818: from duke
Sico of Beneventoj ibid., 821 from Pope Paschal T; ibid., 822: from various
Slav and Avar tribes; ibid., 824: from the Byzantine emperor Michael I1.
Thegan, xxxii (825): from king Omurtag of the Bulgars. Astronomer,
xlvi (837): from al-Mamotn, caliph of Bagdad, bringing perfumes and
precious siufls, Ann, Bers., 833, and Astronomer, xlix: from the Byzantine
emperor ‘Theophilus. Ann Bert., 839 from the same; also envoys from the
Danish king Horich, bringing munera gentilitia, which 1 presume means
precious objects n;mvc to their country.

157, AR, 796, 799, 8o0.

158, The ¢ mlmssy is mentioned in Fredegar, Second cont., x1 (W-H, p. 109),
and AR, 7575 only the Royal Annalist tells us that the embassy brought
cnm {1/.1“ donis, organupt, qui in Francia usque pervenit (otiginal text).

159. ARF, 797 and 708 (in the revised text the first embassy is mentioned under
797)-

i6o, ARF, 8or and 8o2. The caliph’s ambassador Janded at Pisa in the spring
of 8ot and presented himself to Charlemagne forthwith; the elephant,
called Abul Abaz, like the founder of the dynasty, had been left in the care
of the Jew Isaac at a North African port and was later collected by a flotilla
serit by Charlemagne. Abul Abaz made his entry into Aachen, together
with the other presents sent by the caliph, in July 8o2.

161, ARF, 8o7: suae grandia munera pairiae, ‘costly presents of objects native
to his country’, to be precise, a large tent, tapestries, silks, perfumes,
balms and unguents, a clock of very advanced workmanship and two
candelabra.

162, Hincemar, De ordine palatii, xxiii, presumably basing himself on information
in Adalhard’s lost treatise, remarks: De donis vera diversaram legationum ad
camerarium aspiciebat, unless the king had given instructions for the queen
and the chamberlain to take charge of them.

165, In 787, for example, Charlemagne’s missns makes Pope Hadrian I the gift of
two horses, and in 808 two of his miss bring presents for Pope Leo I
CC, 81 and MGH Epist., v, p. 87.

164. As examples, relating to diplomatic dealings with the papacy, see CC, 24
{758-763), 37 (764~6), 43 (707), 47 (770-1), 81 (787) and MGH FEpiss.,
v, p. 87 (808).

165, Examples: ARF, 797 (letter from the Byzantine emperor Constantine VI,
brought by an cnvoy of the ‘patricius’ of Qicily)‘ Ginhard, VK, xvi (letters
from the king of Asturias; no doubt Einhard is thinking parnculm]y of the
correspondence of 797-8, see above p. 176 and n. 159); letter from Pope
Leo 11 (808, cited attheend of n, 164); ARF, 824 (letter from the Byzantine
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emperor Michacl T see below no 169y A Berd,, 433 (and Astrononier,
slix), and 839 (letters from emperor Theophilus).

Vor example: an sudicnlns sent by Ofla to Charlemagne suggesting an
approach to the pope to dissipate false rumours about himsell, in conse-
quence of which Charles sends his own wissi with Offa’s to Rome, €C, 92
(784-91); a commemoratorinm, or memorandum, on the role of the king of
the Franks and Lombards and patricius of the Romans in the election of
the archbishop of Ravenna, conveyed to Pope Hadrian T by Frankish
ambassadors in 7889, CC, 85 a capitnlare adversus Synodum, in other words
a critical treatise, divided into chapters, atacking and condemning the
Council of Nicaca (787), which had re-cstablished the cult of images (for
capitulare used in this sense sce Liber Pont., ita lohannis 171, ii (Duchesne, 1,
p. 383) and below, n. 184). This treatise, which was cither the document
known as the L Carolini or the text which formed its basis, was delivered
to Pope Hadrian T by Angilbert o Charlemagne’s bebalf inetther 791 or
794 (on this controversial question I reserve my position): letrer from
Hadrian to Charlemagne, MG Epist., v, pp. 6-7.

The letter from Hadrian ¥ cited n. 166 is not incloded in the Codex Carolinas,
not is the leter from Pope Leo U referred to nn. 104 and 165,

. For a characteristic example see the letter from Pope Leo HE referred to

nn. 164 and 1065.

Mansi, x1v, cols. 417-422. The summary accounts in the annals are also
couched in very general terms, W, Olinsorge, op, cit, 1o4-6 and 150-3,
maintains that the <lunafes Bertiniani, in their bald report of the Byzantine
embassy of 839 (see above, n. 134), imply that a request was made for
military help against the Arabs. This strikes me as farfetched, The original
papyrus fmgmcm of a letter from a ninth-century Byzantine emperor
preserved in the 1\\(‘ hives Naw)nal«s at Paris probably falls outside our
period; H is most likely part of a letrer written by Theophilus to Lothar I
in cither 8q2 (D0lger, Bygantinische Diplomatik (il 1956), “Der Pariser
Papyrus von Saint-Denis als dlresrer Kreuzzugs dokument’) or 843 (Ohn-
sorge, o, CitL).

Letter to Offa: MG Fpise, wv, pp. 1446 (communications and rolls, the
despatch of stone from Francia and of cloaks from Haghlind). Letter to
Michael I, MGH Fipiss., 1v, pp. 555 6 (sce above, p. 179). For examples of
letters in more general terms, sce the fetter to Leo T which sets out the
respective tasks of pope and king and the pope’s obligations, MGH FEpise.,
v, 0. 93, pp. 136-8 (796)-—very general in tone--and the letter o the
Byzantine emperor Nicephorus, MGH Fpir, v, pp. 546-8 (811 see
above, p. 179).

ART 822 (legationes from eastern Slavs and Avars: andivit); ibid., 824
(Byzantine cmbassy: ... pre Fortunato nibil loenti sunt .. . Inter  caetera
tamen . . . quacdant de imaginam veneratione protuternnt); ibid., 825 (Bulgarorum
legationem andivit); Astronomer, xlix (Byzantine embassy, addressed ro
Louis the Pious, but received by Lothar: Quam . .. andivit).

C, 2,7 (7646, 43 (767), 47 (770-1); MGH Lipisz,, v, p. 7 (almost certainly
791, but sce above, n. 166): Hadrian tells Charlemagne that Angilbert has
explained the king’s views o Wi ef guasi restrae corporalis excellentia nobis
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enarrante; MG Epist.,, IV., 136~7 (796); ibid., v, 59-60 (798: Lco III
tells Charlemagne that his missus Fardulf, abbot of St Denis, SJamiliariter
viva voce innofnit nobis quod . . . ); ibid., v, pp. 87-8 (808); Thegan, liv (834:
legates from Louis the Pious to Lothar ... protulerunt quod eis imperatum
Juerat).

CC, 7 (756), 8 (756), 11 (757), 16 (758), 43 (767), 98 (767), 45 (770-1),
49 (774), 55 (775: ... Hostris missis cumeta in ore subtilius posuimns eosque
diligenter informavimns quae de singulis cansis vestrae . . . excellentiae nostra vice
enarrare debeant): 6o (778 . . . quibus et in ore posuimns ut vestrae a Deo protectae
excoellentiae mingting enarrare debeant); 68 (781: . . . qui vice nostra vobis enncleating
sicut eis in ore posuimus, poscentes suggerant). Letter from emperors Michael IT
and Theophilus to Louis the Pious, 824, Mansi, x1v, col. 419: Ef non tantum
per bas sillabas, sed et per ipsos viros adnuntianus vestrae gloriae omnia guae
proposita sunt . . .

In the phrase nosira vice: CC, 11, 55, 68, see n. 173. For the terms used
MGH Epist., v, p. 7, see n, 172,

In 813 Charlemagne hopes the Byzantine emperor will not keep his am-
bassadors waiting too long for the copy of the peace and friendship treaty
they have come to collect: letter to Michael I, MGH Epist., 1v, p. 556,
absque non necessaria dilatione absolvere inbeas, ut de illorum reditu . . . gaudeamns.
CC, 37 (presumably 765-6): Pippin III delays for some time his answer to
embassies from Byzantiumand Pope Paul L. ARF, 800: eastern monks from
the patriarch of Jerusalem who reached Rome on 23 December 8oo given
leave to depart by Charlemagne in April 8o1. ARF, 817: a Byzantine
envoy sent to Louis the Pious to negotiate on Dalmatian frontier questions
has to wait for the Frankish commander of the march to arrive, and
then sets oft with a Frankish mission to examine the situation on the spot.
The arrival of another Byzantine envoy to deal with the matter later in
the same year suggests that even after several months it was still unresolved.
ARF, Legati Abdirahman cam tribus mensibus detenti essent et iam de reditu
desperare coepissent, remissi sunt (see above, n. 106).

CC, 17 (758) and 37 (764~6): Frankish missi detained at Rome for local
reasons. ARF, 8o7: Charlemagne detains envoys from the caliph of Bagdad
and the patriarch of Jerusalem in Tealy, fempus navigationis expectare.
Astronomer, viii (794: Louis the Pious, king of Aquitaine, pacifice remisit
envoys from the king of Asturias, remisit envoys from the rebel chief of
Saragossa); ARF, 797 (post pancos dies absolvit an envoy from the patricius
of Sicily, bearer of a letter from the emperor); ibid. 817 (envoys from the
Byzantine emperot celeriter absolutos dimisit); ibid., 821 (envoys from the
pope, celeriter absolutis); ibid., 827 (absolvit envoys from the Byzantine
emperor); ibid., 828 (dimisisser papal envoys); ibid., 829 (absolvit envoys
from the pope and the duke of Benevento); ibid., 831 (envoys from the
caliph of Bagdad, pace petita et accepta, remissi sunt); Astronomer, xlix
(833, Lothar, holding his father prisoner, remisit Byzantine envoys).

For Byzantium see above, n. 175.

In the case of Frankish ambassadors we have precise information only for
missions to the pope: CC, 4 (753), 6 (755), 8 (756), 11 (757), 20 (7607?),
22 (761-2), 24 (758-63), 37 (764-G), 47 (770-1), 6o (778), 71 (781-2). The
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only forcign niissions to the Carolingians about which we have precise
information are those from Byzantiam: ARV 824 (.. Jegatione eornm andita
ac responso reddito absolveret .. ); Ann. Bert., 839 (idgue Theaphito per niemoratos
legatas snos algne epistolam intimare non distulif).

Letters from Carolingian monarchs entrusted to forcign envoys: CC) 22
(761-2), 34 (761-6), 53 (775), papal envoys; AR, 825, cnvoys from the
Bulgar khan; Awn. Bers., 839, Byzantine envoys, see n. 181, Letters from
popes entrusted to Frankish envoys at the conclusion of a mission: CC,
4 (753), 6 (755), 20 (7607), 44 (769-70), 65 (779-80), 71 (781-2); MGH
Epist., v, pp. 59-6o (798). This is perhaps the appropriate place to cite a
different but somewhat analogous case. Two wissi from Charlemagne to
the patriarch of Jerusalem returned carly in 809 via Rome, where they
delivered to the pope letters from the patriarch and the monks of the Mount
of Olives on the subject of the “procession of the Holy Spirit’. Leo I sends
these letters, with one of his own (MGH Fipist., v, pp. 66-7), through the
Frankish mivei 1o Charlemagne.

CC, 65 (see n. 382), Hadrian entrusts this letter to the deacon Addo, return-
ing to Charlemagne on completion of a mission as Frankish cnvoy to
the pope. The pope mentions his fear of attack from the Greeks and
Neapolitans and continues, using a formula similar to one he employs for
his own missi (see 0. 173), omnia miinuting in ore posuimus fidelissimi vestri missi,
quod vobis enscleating simulgue per ordinens enarrare debeat,

For treaties and draft treaties see below, pp. 179-80. In a letter dated 769-
70 (CC, 44), which Stephen T sends back with rankish wise/ returning
to Charles and Carloman, the pope mentions that he has also given
them a capitulare (sce n, 166), sciting out his grievances against the
Lombards.

Thisisa matter of conjecture. Fixplicit mention of such presents is infrequent
but where it oceurs suggests that the practice was customary. Fredegar,
Sccond cont, 1 (W-H, p. 119): 768, ambassadors from the caliph of Bagdad;;
ARIG 7790 duke of Spoleto in person; ibid., $25: Wihomarcus and other
Breton primores; Astronomer, xlic 827, Byzantine ambassadors. Foreign
heads of state doubrtless observed the same custom. Finhard, 17K, xvi,
refers o gifts made by HaroGn-ar-Rachid to Frankish ambassadors on
their departure in 807 (sce above, n, 161); it scems more likely (see ARF,
807) that these presents were conveyed to Charlemagne by the caliph’s
own ambassadors, who accompanied the Franks when they left for home
at the end of their mission (see n. 115).

In the event, the embassy sent by khan Omurtag to settle the dispute over
the boundary between the Frankish and Bulgar spheres of influence (sec
above, n. 98) was dismissed by Louis the Pious sine litteris, ARF, 826,
As a result relations were broken off (in the letter delivered by his legate
the khan foresaw that this would be the conscquence if no agreement
were reached) and hostilities broke out the following year.

CC, 34 (761-6), 36 (764-6), 37 (704~6), 53 (775), ~IRF, 823 (papal envoys
in each casce); ARIY, 824 (envoys from the Bulgar khan; a Byzantine
embassy, having completed its mission in Francia, is escorted ro Rome,
where it had further business to transact); Ann. Bert., 839 (Byzantine
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embassy: in his speech of dismissal, the emperor declared that if the ‘Rhos’
who accompanied the ﬂInb(lbf)ﬂd()IS"'“"‘SCQ above, n, 132—proved untrust-
worthy he would send them back to Constantinople escorted by his own
missic I this and the preceding note T omit references to Franco-Byzantine
relations 8or-17y, dealt with, pp. 178-80.

, 8 (756), 11 and 12 (757), 16 (758), 94 (790-1); ARF, 815, 823 (all
examples of Frankish embassies escorted by papal legati); ARF, 802 and
8067 (hoth instances of a returning Frankish embassy accompanied by
one from the caliph of Bagdad).

Ohnsorge appears to think it was, op. cit.,, 106 (== 153), at least where
Franco-Byzantine relations were concerned.

Thus in 768, when Pippin TIT arranges for the caliph of Bagdad’s missi
to be conducted to Marseilles (Fredegar, Second cont., 11 (W-H, p. 119),
and in 814, when Louis the Pious sends his minss ahead of the departing
Byzantine ermbassy to ensure provision for them until they leave territories
under his control (Thegan, ix).

In the negotiations with Byzantium in 817 and with the Bulgars in 826:
ARF under the years in question, and see nn. 176 and 186.

Conducted by Charles the Younger in 799, ARF, same year.

A negotiation was planned to take place on the froatier between Charle-
magne and Godfred in 804, but Godfred failed to appear; ARF, same year.
ARF under the years in question,

In 808 Leo HT mentions that the emperor has informed him by letter of
count Helmgaud’s report on his mission to Rome (for which see above,
po 16y and n.os5), MGH Epist, v, p. o1.

CC, Appendix 11, dated 788, MGI Epist., 1, pp. Gss-7 (dilapidated
papyrus original). Maginarivs, abbot of St Denis, having taken part with
other ambassadors from Charlemagne in a mission to the duchy of
Benevento, reports on it to the king. In general he confirms theaccount given
by Hadrian in his letter to Charlemagne, CC, 82.

T'he threat to Sicily is mentioned by Theophanes, Chronographia a.m.
G293 (1, p. 475). According to him the initiative in the negotiations was
taken by Charlemagne (ibid.): wdpovdos . . . mpéofes els Tobro méufas
(Dalger, Reg., no. 357); it is alleged that the Frankish ambassadors brought
Irene a proposal of marriage,

ARTF, 80z, where the initiative is ateributed to Irene (Délger, Reg., no. 357).
For Helmgaud and Jesse see above, nn. 55 and 69.

ARF, 803, which tefers to the paetum faciendae pacis in seripto and the epistola
imperatoris. The Ann. Mett. pr. record under 8o that missi quoque nostri,
impetrata a Grecis pacis concordia, legationis swae ordinem exponentes, venerint.
Dolger, Reg., no. 361,

ARF, 810, 811, Letter from Charlemagne to N:chhmus MGH Ip/r/

v, pp. 5468, The letter tells us nothing about the specific heads of Agrcc
ment, but re mrds that the message brought by Arsafius corresponded in
large measure to the projected treaty of 803, The Royal Annals assert that
Charlemagne renounced Venice, and it may be presumed that Nicephorus
recognised Charlemagne’s imperial title. Dolger, Reg., no. 371,
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Ihid., ;m(l /’I;/ﬂ Nant., $v2. See the interesting commientary in Paradis,
op. 1458, 1 the word suraddays) in the account of this legation given
by I]unl shanes A, 6304 (see above, n. 77) does not refer to a marriage
treaty it presumably refers to the agreement itself, and implies that Michael 1
assoctated his son Theophylact in the teeary. Dolger, Reg, no. 385,

ARFE, 812, The very plausible sugpestion that the second copy of the
treaty was subscribed by the pope was first made by Waitz and is repeated
by Abcl and Simson, ()1 . cit., 11, 483, Relations berween the p:\trinrch of
Constantinople and rthe Holy Su’ rupturcd by Nicephorus at the rime he
broke ofl relations \\’)H Charlemagne, were also resumed: Theophanes,
loc. cit., (see n. 202 above) and Mansi, x1v, col. 29 f.

The expression is Hinhard’s, K, xvl,

AR 813, Letier to Michacl Tn MGEL Lipiss, iv, ppe 555 0.

AR, 8ugy Ann Nant., 814; Thegan, ix; Dolger, Regl, nos 391, According
to the Anuales Lanrissenses Minores, (see above, n.12), the embassy was also
instrucied (o ask for help against the Bulgar and other peoples.

ARF, 814 and 8153 Astronomer, xxiii (according to this author Ricoin was
count of Poitiers).

In the preceding account of diplomatic relations between the Carolingians
and the Byzantine emperors Lhave concentrated exclusively on the technical
aspect, the political and military cvents being introduced merely as a
framework; hence their summary freatment,

CC, 29 (764 6).

CC, 54 (775).

See above, p. 168 and n. 61.

In a letter to Pippin I1 the Byzantine emperor complains of deficiencies in
this respect both in Francia and at Rome; his complaints were perhaps
better prounded than Pope Paul T (in CC, 36, 764~6) will allow,

We hear of oceasions when the Joombard kings prevented papal legates
from passing through their territory to reach Urancia: CC, 36 (764-6), A R
773, In 837, when Adrevald, abbot of Plavigny, was engaged on a mission
from Louis the Pious to the pope, he had 1o send his courier back to I'rancia
disguised as a merchant, because the Alpine passes were controlled by
Lothar, master of the kingdom of Traly: Astronomer, Ty,

Tempns navigationis: AR, 8oy (sce above, n. 178). Opartunin navigandi
tempus: letter from Charlemagne ro Michacl I, 813, MG Epist., vy, p. 556,
In 812 the ship bringing Ileito of Basel back from Constantinople (sce
above p. 179 and nn. zoo and zor) was shipwrecked, i we are to believe
the account given by Walafrid Sirabo in his Visio Werzin, 11 717 (MGH
Poetae, 11, p. 307).

See above nn, 40, 114 and 115.

ARF, 81 (Lantfricd and Sigimundy and 807 (Radbert),

ARF, 806, The Frankish legates returning from Bagdad, and presumably
the caliph’s legates as well, had difliculty in rc”’xc*hinw ltaly by way of the
Adriatic, where Byzantine ships were on the prowl (both Charlemagne
and the caliph were on hostile terms with By/mtmm avthe time); seen, 115,
ARF, 8og: while returning from the joint Frankish and papal mission to
restore Hardwulf of Northumbrin o his (hmm (sec above, p. 173 and n,
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128}, the pope’s envoy, a deacon named Aldulfus, was caprured by pirates
and taken back to BEngland; his freedom had to be bought.

ARF, 798 (revised text): Godescale, Charlemagne’s legate to the Danish
king Sigefrid, is murdered while crossing the territory of the Nordalbingian
Saxons.

. Thegan, il (834): Lothar has received an embassy from his father, Louis

the Pious, with whom he is on hostile terms; Lothar subjects fideles patris
sui, pravter legatos tantnm 1o brutal treatment. The fact that in the Admonitio
of 825 (see n. z22 below) Louls the Pious castigates acts against the person
and praperty of legates as dishonourable bears out my view,

CC 82 and 83 (788) and see above, n. 196, MGH Epist., v, p. 68. AR, 828.
Admonitio ad omnes regni ordines, xviii (MGH Cap., 1, no. 150).

Amn. Bert., 836.

The author treated the same subject in the Bretey Memorial Tecture given
at Manchester on 9 March 1961 and in a paper read in Paris on 17 February
1962 to the Sociéré d histoire du droir; a lecture on a related theme was
given in Dutch at Brussels on 27 March 1962 at the Koninklijke Vlaamse
Acadermie voor Wetenschappen, Letteren en Schone Kunsten van Belgie,
The remarks made in the discussions following these various oral com-
miunications have proved most useful in the writing of this article,

X1. The Church and the royal
power in the Frankish
monarchy under Pippin I11
and Charlemagne’

s s ticle imiplies, this study examines the Church as an institution
within the framework of the Reguum rancorum, and indeed, as

will emerge, as one of the insttutions of the Regurw rancorum.
Aspects of Church life and structure which were peculiar to one particular
part of the Reguy are ignored.! Also omitred are cerrain aspects, for
example the liturgy, which form the subject of other contributions to this
symposium, which are referred to as oceasion arises.

Within the chronological limirs of this survey, the reign of Pippin Il as
king (751-68) marks a point of departure. After the great erisis of the late
seventh and early eighth century, which all but reduced the I'rankish
Church to impotence in fulfilling its spiritual mission, afrer the Church’s
rescue by the Bonifacian reform, and the backwash of its final phase,? new
times were beginning. It was av this juncture that the Frankish Church
acquired the principal characteristies it would retain throughout the
Carolingian era, characteristics which the policy of Charlemagne would
confirm, and as it were, develop®

A fundamental point needs to be established at the outser, namely that
every I'rankish king of the Carolingian dynasty was conscious of having a
task to perform for the Church: as king, it was his duty ‘continually o
better the state of Jis churches’?

Accomplishment of such a task implies that the king had authority over
the Church. Tt was an authority Charlemagne laid public claim to, and, on
mote than one occasion: within his realm, God had entrusted the Church
to his keeping, thar he might watch over its destinies in the midst of so
many besetting dangers.® The theory was borne out by the reality: as has
been said of Charlemagne, ‘he stands before us as the sole masrer of his
Church’.®
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