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They belonged to the royal famiiiariras. the palarium of Pavia. 
the men who controlled the sophisticated, slippery and at the same 
time profitable levers of government under a succession of royal 
adventurers from the Norlh. eventually the Ottonians and Salians. 
Their views, attitudes and interests did not always coincide with 
those of their masters, nor did Liudprand. for all his devotion to 
Otto I and his family, strike alt the right notes in the Legario, as we 
shall sec. The future envoy to Constantinople came from an 
influential, local family. His parcntes gained for him, not without 
much outlay of cash, the post of a confidential secretary to 
Margrave Berengar, the controlling power after the fall and depar- 
ture of King Hugh whom Liudprand Iiad scrvcd from boyhood 
o n ~ a r d s . ~  His relations witli Byzantiuni werc in fact hercditary. 
Bot11 his stcpfatlicr and liis fatlicr Iiad bccn on cnibassics to tlic 
East. tlic onc in 941, tlic otlicr i n  927.' Liudprand Iiiniself was to go 
on thcm at least tlircc timcs, rnost probably four: in 949 wlicn iic 
actcd as ernissary for Bcrcngar, in 960 wlien liis rnission [or Otto I 
sccnis to Iiavc bccn Iialtcd on ihc isiaiid of Paxos and Iic dcscribcd 
Iiinisclf as 3 prisoncr, in 968169, tlic rnission whicli is rccordcd in tlic 
Lcgnrio 2nd lastly, iftlic Tra,~rlatio Saricti I<y,>icrii is to bc bclicvcd, 
in 971 wlicn Iic was oiic of two l>isliops wlio accompariicd 
Arciibisliop Gcro of Colognc to tlic court of John I Tziniisccs to 
cscort a long-Iiopcd-for bridc for Otto I1 and licr trcasiircs back to 
Italy. From this journcy, according to the Tromlatio, hc nevcr 
rcturncd to Crcmona again. I ie  is thought to liave died thougli a n  

1971). p.iO2f. More rcccnrly scc J.N.Suthcrland. 'Thc ldca of Rcvcngc in 
Lombard S ~ i c t y  in thc Eighth and Tcnth Gntuncr: Thc Cascr of Paul thc 
Deacon and Liudprand of Crcmona', Spcculm. L(1975). pp.391-410. J.Kodcr- 
?h.W~bcr,  iiurprand von Crcmom in Konrronrhopcl, Unicrsudiungcn rum 
gricchirchcn Sprodüchorr und zu rcoliinkundiichcn Aussagen in s c k n  Wcrkcn, 
Byzonfino Vindoboncnrio, 13 (Vicnna, 1980) and M.Rcntwhlcr, Liudprwd 
von Crcmono, Eine Srvdic z m  orr-wcrrlichen Kulru'gcfdlllc, im Mincialicr, 
Frankfuncr Wirscnrchofrlidic Bcilrdgc, Kuliunuirrcnrdi~~frlichc Rcihc. 14 
(Frankfun, 1981) - oitcn qucrtionablc. 

2 .  Liudprondi Anrapodorir, iv.1, cd. Bcckcr, p. lW and Anropodosir, V. M. p.149: 
'secretorum cius wnwjum ac cpirtolanirn wnrtituunt rignatorcrn'. 

3. Anropodosir. iii, 22-24. pp.82-83, his fathcr'r cmbasry. For hir rtcpfathcr'r rcc 
Anfapodorir. V. 14. 15. pp.137-I39 2nd rcc R.Hicstand. Byranz und dnr 
Rcgniirn lroiicvrn irn I 0  lalirhundcrr (Zürich. 1964). ppl54f . .  181ff. 



ltalian soil. Whether he wanted to or  not -and the Trnnslario has it 
that he was forced to go - his expertise and speaking knowledge of 
Greek were indispensable. Of late the Tmmlario S.Hyrnerii has 
cometo be rcgaidcd as iibctter source than it was in Becker's and 
Max Manitius's day.4 

Girolamo Arnaldi, in his Spoleto paper 'Liutprando c la storiog- 
rafiacontemporanca nell'ftalia centro-settentnonale' thought thar 
Liudprand canie of merchant stock but it seems u n l i k e ~ ~ . ~  This is 
not to underrate the roles and functions of merchants in tenth- 
century diplomacy. Liudprand himself has described how he met 
Otto I's envoy to Byzantium, Liutfrid, in Venice bcfore August 25. 
949, tlie day of tlicir joint departure, and Liutfrid was a very rich 
Mainz merc1iant.b Jolin of Gorze's embassy to Cordoba in 953 
rclied heavily on thc scrviccs of expcricnced Verdun mercliants and 
ilic rclicf mission whicli had to be scnt to extricatc Jolin froin 
Cordoba was conductcd and manncd by a Vcrdun tradcr.' But 
wliile Liudprand trcatcd Otto I's cnvoy with rcspcct, clscwlicre Iic 
talks of rncrcliants ivitli  an air of distancc, not to say disdain. n i e  
Vcnctiaiis and Amalfitaiis carncd tlieir livclihood by sclling 'us' 
ßyzantilie purpic-dycd cloaks, Iie rcportcd himseif sayiiig to rlie 
impcrial autlioritics, and Iic bittcrly rcsentcd that Iiis purcliascs of 
purple rnaiitlcs sliould bc treatcd like tlie rncrc~iarits'.~ I ie  was of 
coursc a bisliop by tlicn but his voicc bccame orie of scorn in 

4. for 960 rcc AnloppodosLr, iii.1. p.74. For thc cmbassy of 971 rcc thc TromIoIio 
S./jyrnrrii, M G / / ,  SS, 111, p.266, n.23. Bcckcr, Liudprondi Opcm. p.XI1, 
Maniiiur, 11.  p.1711. Alrcady Dümmlcr in R.Kdpkc and !5DÜmmlci. K o k o  
Orro der Grorrc. Jahrbüchcr der D c i i d c n  Gcrchichre (LcipUg. 1867).p.478, 
n.3 war inclincd 10 acccpt thc rcpon of thc Tmnrlorio. For a morc rcccnt 
cndorsemcnt of thc TramInrio as a mntcmporary sourcc and of Liudprand'r last 
virir 10 Conrtantinoplc in 971 we W.Ohnw>rgc, 'Die Heirat Otior 11. Mt der 
Bvzantincrin Theo~hano', Brovnrchwcigirchrr JahrbiLdi, 54 (1573). p.39 and 
n.&. 

'5. Ln SIoriograjili Alrorncdicvole. Scnimnnc di S~udio del Cenrrolfalinno di Swdi 
soli'Al~o Mediocvo, XVll (Spolctb, 1910). 11. p.517f. 

6.  Anropodorir. vi, 4. p.1531. and Arnaldi. p.518. 
7. Virn Iohonnir Gorricmir, cc.116.117.1M,141, MGH,  SS, IV. pp.370.375.376 

and sec also Arnaldi. p.518. 
8. Liudprondi Rcfolio dc Lcgoiione Conrrnnrinopolironn, c.55. Liudprondi Opera. 

ed. ~ i r . ,  p.205, hencefonb ciied Lcgnrio. 



kgar io ,  c.9 when he belittled the onlookers who lined the raute of 
the Emperor Nicephorus Phocas's procession. The crowd which 
gathered along the way from the palace to Hagia Sophia was made 
up of traden and ignoble penons, he wrote? From this it would 
appear that Liudprand sprang from a family of urban nobles with 
hercditary palace connections. He thought himself a cut above 
merchants and is anxious to let us know that he was by birth a man 
of rank as well as substance. In the first chapter of Book 111 of the 
Anrapodosis he explains to bis mandatory, Bishop Recemund of 
Elvira, the Strange title he had chosen for his work: it was to be one 
of retribution against Berengar, now king of Italy and his wife Willa 
with whoni hc had fallen out and broken so that he fled northwards 
to thc Ottonian court wlicre he was able to enter thesewice of Otto 
I's cliapcl. He would repay Berengar and Willa for their lies, their 
plunder and tlic impictics tlicy had committed against Iiis, Liud- 
prand's housc. Iiis cogiiario and his farnilia. Let us wcigli Iiis words 
carcfully. I-Ic spoke of Iiis Iiouse as if tie had now becomc tlie head 
of it - wc do iiot know wlicn Iiis stcpfathcr or his mother died. I-Ie 
liad a cogriario and a far~~ilia wliich meant rncn wlio s c n ~ d  hini, 
unfrcc aiid free, for tlicir kecp and perliaps thcir prospccts, and all 
ihis wcll bcfore Iic liad bccome a b i s t i ~ ~ . ' ~  

Diplomacy i r i  tlic tentli ccntury rnay wcll Iiave bccn a rcwarding 
if dangcrous occupation. We know from Liudprand tliat bis fathcr 
rcndcrcd valuablc scrviccs io tlic Empcror Romanus Lccapenus 
and was riclily rcpaid for them. He had apparently been assaulrcd 
by Slav rcbcls ncar Thessalonica but the aitack must have bccn 
bcaten off and some of the leading assailants were captured. He 
himself could present them to the emperor." It could well be that 
not only the standing but also the wealth of Liudprand's family 
owed something t o  these occasions. His own experience in 949 can 
serve as an illustration. Liudprand in the Antapodosis is very bitter 
about Berengar's meanness. The costs of the ernbassy were borne 
by his stepfather - it must be remembered that Berengar was not 

9. Lcgocio, c.9, p.180. 
10. Anrapodos¿., iii, 1, p.74. 
1%. Anropodorir, iii. 24, p.83. 



yet king - and Liudprand himself (or rather his stepfather) had to 
providc the indispensable gifts to present to Constantine Porphyr- 
ogcnitus. Berengar hadonly furnishcd him with a letter. He hss told 
us what hc offered: 9 hauberks, 7 shields with gilded bosscs, 2 
silver-gilt cups, swords, lances, spits and 4 eunuch s l a ~ e s . ' ~  Con- 
stantine not only honoured him with a relatively early second 
audience at which he himself conversed with the envoy which was 
unusual. Dinner followed and aftenvards the emperor also gave him 
and his followers a great gift." But this was not all. In the week 
before Palm Sunday Liudprand. no doubt to impress him, was 
invitcd to watch tlie annual paymcnt of their @ y a ~  to thc rector 
domrcr, ihe commandcr-in-chicf and the admiral, followcd by thc 
Iiiglicst-ranking dignitarics, thc n~ngisrroi and parrikioi, thcn the 
p~otospar/~arioi and many otlicrs. Liudprand saw ttic 'pay-paradc' 
and notcd, as Iic was mcant to, particularly its dignity and order- 
lincss. Askcd what Iic thougtit of it by Constantinc but tiirougl~ ihc 
logotlictc, Liudprand had llic wit, not to say cffrontcry, to rcply 
that i t  would plcasc liim vcry wcll if it wcrc of any usc to hini, just as 
tlic ricli inan parcliing in Iicli would liavc bccn plcascd by Lazarus's 
casc if it Iiad givcii him any rclicf bot sincc this did not Iiappcn, how 
could ir plcasc Iiim? Constantinc took tliis ivcll and gavc thc 
ambnssador a grcat court drcss and a pound of gold." Altogcthcr 
Liudprand may havc gonc liomc scarccly any poorcr tlian ivbcn lic 
arrivcd with liis prcscn~s. In tlie Anrapodosis, in sum, lic can bc 
sccn as somcthingof a clicnt of tfie Macedonian dynasty, a clicntage 

' wfiicli echoed and had resonance still in the Legorio. 
Hitherto Liudprand has been known to us through three works 

to whicli a few papal pnvileges, exchanges,placita, a diploma and a 
letter of Otto I's,where he appean,  can be added: the Anrapodosis 
which he began to wnte in 958 and had not yet finished in 962 when 
Otto I had been crowned emperor by Pope John XII, the Historia 
Ortonix which he wrote in 964165 cutting out abmptly with the 

12. Anropodosir. vi. 3, 6. pp.153, 155t 
13. Anropodosir. vi. 7. p.156: 'rnagnoque post wnviviurn rnc rncorquc aswnilas 

muncrc donavit'. 
14. An<opodorir. vi, 10. p.157f. for Liudprand'r thorough dcwription of thc 

occasion. 



degradation of Pope Benedict V as an invaror, then finally the 
Relario de  Legahone Consranrinopoli~ana.'~ This, in the form of a 
letter addressed t o  Otto 1, his son and fellow-emperor,Otto 11, and 
Adelheid, the Augusfa, must have been written in 969 shonly after 
Liudprand's retum t o  Italy from Corfu where we hear of him by his 
own account early in January with strident complaints about fusher 
delays and extortion. The Legnlio, as we have it, also breakc off 
unfinished. It may well rest on notes Liudprand rnade en roule and 
it must he distinguished from any written ieport he may have 
submitted to the Ottonians on his return. 

To these three opera must now be added a fourth. Ir has lang 
bcen known that Bishop Abraham of Freising (957-99314) posscsscd 
a copy of the Anlapodosis and the Hisrorin Orronis. Italian pccu- 
liaritics have been traced in this Freising manuscript (now at 
Munich, clm 6388), an imposant branch in the transinission of the 
text wliich bewme one of the channels of its early propagation.I6 

15. Fo'or IIic plpal piivilcgcs sec Pnpsroikiindrn 696-1046. I. cd. lI.Zimmcmann, 
Osicircicizirciic Akodcccic dcr 1Yirrcmchajicn Piiilorophirck-l/irroNcIic h'lorsc 
ßoiksc l i i~cn ,  174 Vci6/fnfiicliungcn dcr IiirroNciicn h'on~mirrion. 111 (Vicn- 
nn. 1984). Nor.179.185.186.187. u rpurium foi Mcirscn.197. alt 967-969. Tor 
Liudprand'r participation in a royal judgcnicn< ai Ravcona. April 967, scc 
C.hlamrcsi, I plociri drl "Rc~nuni 1,olioc': 11. i. Fonri pcr lo rrorio d'lrolia 
(ilornc. 1957). No.155. p.51 and also No.156. p.56 of Junc 12,967 ai Montc 
Vcltiaio al ieie Iic rubrc6kd:  'Iiliuto cpircopur inrcifui'. H c  intcrvcncd on 
bclialfof rlic Puriiarcli Rodald of Aquilca in 0110 I's diploma of April 29of967. 
Scc MGIf, Diplomorum R~gilrn cllrnpcroronrm Gcrmonioc Tornur I. Conrodi I 
Hcinrici I. er Ononir I. Dlplornnfn (Hannovcr. 1879-84). No.341. For hir 
piamincni iole as Otto I's rcprcwntntivc at a synod in Milan i n 9 6 9 s c  IpInci~ ,  
'11. i, No.206. pp.24244. I n  970 hc also prcridcdovc~aplca<ogcthchtr~thCount 
I<eccico 'comcs vasrus cl rnisrus irnpcfiaiir' af Fcnsia. Scc Iplnciii. No.164, 
pp.97-99. n i c  last two can rcrvc as cvidcnce 10 show that Liudpand rcmaincd 
high in t h t  cstccm and confidcnce of Ot to l  ahcrhir cmbasry to Constantinopli 
in-968. 

16. On Birhop Abraham of Frcising wc N c u  Dcurrdrc Biographie, I, 
ticriurgcgcbcn von dcr tiirti>"wbcn Kommission bci der 6ayc6xhcn 
AL~dcmic dcr Wirscnwhnficn (Bcrlin, 1953). p.21 and K.Lryser. 'liudprand 
of Crcmona. Prcachcr an3 Homilirt'inTkc ßiblr in rkc Mcdtwal U'orli: &ra)s 
in mcmory of Bcryl Smollcy, Subridlr N to SnidYr in Chrrrch Hirrory, cd. 
K.Walrh and D.W& (Oxford, 19s) .  pp.45fi. On Qm.6388 sec N.Daniel, 
Handrchrifin d a  zchnlrn Jahrhundcm aus der FIcUingcr Dombibliothck - 
MYichcncr Bcirrdgc zur Mcdidvirtik und Rcnnirroircc-Forschung. xi .  Arbco- 
Gcrcllwhah (Munich. 1973). pp.lO54 and J.Kodci. 'Liutorand von Crcmona 
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Bishop Abraham of Freising had however an even more famous 
codcx. now clm 6426, his handbook a s  a bishop with homilies, 
including one  by Rather of Verona, canonistic snippets, fornzulae, 
blessings and Old  Slavonic texts which had a pait to  play in the 
missionary effoits of the See o f  Freising in Carinthia." Here, also, 
there is a homily by Liudprand, an  Easter sermon. We owe its 
discovery t o  Bernhard Bischoff who has now edited it. H e  can show 
that the fasciculc with thc sermon was handled by Liudprand 
hiniself who gave it its superscription in Greek.l8 Bischoffdated the 
sermon about  the year 960, a difficult time because we know that 
Liudprand was then employed o n  a mission eastwards and suffered 
arrcst in Paxos but this niay have happened in summer so that there 
was room for the tiomily before he depaned.19 As  he calls himself a 
dcacon it must fall into the time bcfore his promotion to  ttie 
episcopatc but from internal evidence it could Iiave been written 
and dclivcrcd wlicn it was imminent and cxpected. In his sermon 
Liudprand rcveals Iiitnsclf a s  a schoolcd tlicologian and a dialccti- 
ciari. Tlic Trinity is triunipliantly vindicatcd agairist a Ilebicw 
wliosc argurncnts a rc  takcn to  task one by onc. Tliis lcads him to 
cxpouiid tlic Iiicnniation and to  extol Eastcr as tlic victory of life 
ovcr deatli. Ilowevcr dccds niust follow words. Liudprand abovc all 
cxliorts Iiis brctlircn, fcllow clcrks, to works of cliarity. Ir is lierc 
tlint wc caii oncc again locatc I ~ i m  socially and rccognisc Iiis own 
situation in Iiis vivid imngcs: if wc mect tlie farniiinres of kings and 
princcs wc reccivc tticm witli great honour and offer them precious 

und dic Cricchiwhc Sprache' in J.Kodcr-?h.Wcbcr (ar in n.1). pp.6245. 
17. On thir manusctipi wc B.Biwhoff. 'Über gcfaltetc Handwhriftcn. vomchmlich 

hagiographiwhcn Inhalir'; in hir Mirrelalicrlich~ SIudicn, I (Stuttgan. 1966). 
pp.93-1W and Danicl. Hondrch~fm. pp.ll4ff. 

18. B.Biuhoff. 'Einc Ostcrprcdigt Liudprandr von Crcmona (um 963)'. in his 
Anccdoro Novirrimo Ture d u  vicncn bir scchrchnrcn lohrhundem. Oucllcn . - 
und Unrcrruchungen zur Lolcinirchcn Philologk d u  Mirrelnlrcrr, V11 (Stutlgan. 
1984). pp.ZC-34. 

19. Foi Liudprand'r mirrion haltcd on Paxm we An!apodosir. iii.1. p.74 and 
K.Lcywr. '?%C Tcnth Gntury in Byzantinc-Wcrtcm Rclationships', in Rclo- 
tionr bdvecn E u :  ond Wcrr in rhc Middic Aga,  cd. D.Bakcr (Edinburgh. 
1973). p.M and n.7 and in LEywr, Mcdicvol Gcrmany end Irr Neighbours 
W - 1 2 5 0  (London. 1982). p.104. 



gifts even if they Protest. The poor are the familiores of our Lord, 
Christ. but we offer them little or n ~ t h i n g . ~ ~  

In its vivacity and social forcefulness the Sermon is very much 
the authentic and familiar voice of Liudprand. What light does this 
ncwcomer throw on the works we know? Here we must above all 
look at the Anlapodosirand leave aside for the rnoment the Hisrorio 
Orronis and the Legorio. Not only were sennon and Anrapodosis 
conceived in temporal closeness to one another, the Book of 
Relriburion is also much less of a livre d'occasion than were both the 
Hisrory and the Embassy. Here the sennon only strengthens an 
impression that can already be gained without it: it is Liudprand's 
scriousness and Iiomiletic urgency throughout. He will not counte- 
nance anyaccommodationand self-interested cow-bargaining be- 
twcen Christians and tlieir hcathen attackcrs, Saraccns, and 
Magyars alikc. Tliosc who cngaged i n  such practices for their own 
ciids likc the noblcs of Provence. rlie Ernpcror Arnolf and latcr, 
Ilugli of Arlcs, King of Italy, wlio allowed tlic Saraccns of 
r'raninctun, to suivive in ordcr to block tlic Alpine passes for Iiirn, 
all incurrcd tlic just pcnaltics of God's wratli. Tlic Empcror Arriolf 
was in the cnd catcn by ~ o r m s . ~ '  Liudprand Iias oftcn bccn 
rcgardcd as a liglit-Iicaricd, scunilous writcr. only too atixious to 
cntcirain, revclliiig in scxual anecdote and witliout a largcr or 

20. Biwhofl, 'Ostcrpicdigt'. pp.21-22 and Lcyrer, 'Liudprand of Crcmona', (ar in 
n.16). pp.47-53. 

21. For Liudprand'r wndcmnation of thc Empcror Amolf whom hc accured of 
opcning IhcMagyarr'way in10 Wcrtcm Europc wc Aniopodorir, i.13. pp.15-16. 
Heblamcd him also for outragcs wmmittcd by hir men dunng thc invasion of 
lraly in 8%. op. cir.. i.33, pp.7526. Foi Arnolfr dcath rw Anrnp. i.36. p.27. 
Hcrc Liudprand did not want to bc rurc whcthcr Amolf ruffcicd on carth and 
ctcrnally for his mime of lctting in thc Magyan or whcthcr his horrible illncrs 
atoncd for thir. For Liudprand'r rcnrurc bf Hugh of Arlcs's focdur wich thc 
Saraccnr of FraUnctum sec A ~ o p .  V. 17, p.139> lt t w  was followcd by divine 
rcrnbution: Anlopodosir. V. 31. p.149. Howcvcr. whilc Liudprand (Anrop. 
iii.37, p.91) dcnounccd Romanos Lckapcnw for giving hirnrclf and onc of hir 
rons prcczdcnw ovcr Constantinc V11 ar barikir. hc did not anirnadvcrt on him 
for ailcgcdly inviting thc Afncan Saraanr to hclp him rubduc rcbclliour 
B y ~ ~ n r i n c  piovinccs in S o u t k r n  Italy (Aniop.. ii.45. p.57f.). 



deeper message.= That does him scant justice. in the very opening 
of the Aniapodosk he has told us that the minds of academicians. 
penpatetics and stoics, tired if they were not refreshed again by the 
'utilis comoediarum risus' and the enjoyable histones of heroic 
decds. If this is true of the execrable pagans, if we read of Pompey, 
Hannibai. Hasdmbal and Scipio Afncanus, which is noxious, why 
should the deeds of their Christian equals be ignored, and - tie adds 
by implication - the 'utilis comoediamm risus' not also be hatnessed 
to thc cxposurc of vicc, 810th or merit, here for didactic purposes? 
This is what in the sequel he does.= 

Liudprand the Byzantinist must bc placed into a larger Setting. 
Tiic very ample space assigncd to Byzantium in tlie historical 
landscape of thc Aniopodosk a n  only be understood if we are 
awarc of what Liudprand had in mind wlien hc planned and wrote 
it. Hcrc wc must turn to thc dcdication of tbe Aniopodosk. 11 was 
addrcsscd to and its vcry cornposition had been promptcd by 
Rcccniund, bisliop of Elvira, in Spain undcr tlie rulc of tlic 
Urnayyad Cnlipli Abd ar-Raliman III.2' Liudprand had cscapcd 
froni Itaiy arid nt erst Iiis cxilc sccms to liave been far from easy. He 
niay not havc found at oncc a ready wclcomc in tlic Ottonian 
ciitouragc and until 955 Otto was cngagcd in aimost continuous 
warfarc. O f  Ciiarlci~iagiic Einliard Iiad written tliat Iic lovcd 

22. Tor iiicw judgcrncnx on Liudprand wc Lcywi. 'tiudpiand of Ciernona. 
Picaciici and IIorniliri'. p.55f. Morc rcantly J.N.Suchcrinnd in hir aniclcr. 
'"ihc Idca of Rcvcngc'. cf..nrprr>, 0.1 and 'lhc Mirsion ta Conrtanrinoplc in 968 
and Liudprand of Crcmona'. Trodirio, ~5 (1975). pp.55181 did not join thir 
chonis of dismirsal but hc concludcd all thc ramc: 'tiudpiand was ncithcr a 
profound thinkcr nor a rpc6ally rcligiour man' (Speculum. L. p.408) and. to 
my mind a rad mirjudpcnt. 7 h c  Anrnpodorir rhows fcw rignr of a wcll- 
dcvclopcd wnw of God, hir nature and power. or hir pu- in ncating thc 
world'. (ihid.). 

21. Anrnpodosir, i.1, pp.3-5. 
24. On Rcamund of Elvira wc Lc Lihcr OrdLium cn wage danr I'tglirc wirigorhi- 

q u  er morarahc d'Dpognc du Niqd?mc ou onriim<; rsde, pubiit par 
D.Mxius Ftrotin. Monwunrn EccIc~inc Lini'gicn, v (P-, 1% aad rrcpNit, 
Famborough, 1969). pp.--m. Scc alro H.Floru. Esp- Sngrndn, xii 
(Madrid. 1754). pp.171-174 and E.LCvi-Pmvcnpl, H¿-roircdc rErpngnc Mud-  
mnc. I1 (P-. Lcidcn, 19%). pp.139,14&149.161-162 and vol.ll1 (Paris. 
1953). pp.2Z-23 and p.219f. 





undcr the Caliph's jurisdiction, but a kind of religious reconnaiss- 
ance. In the Vita lohannb Gorziensis by John of St.Arnulf the last 
22 chapters dealt with this Cordoban mission and the truc villains in 
it were not Abd ar-Rahman and his court but the 1-1 Christians, 
the Mozarabs with their compromises. their assimilative practices. 
iheir anxiety not to give offene  to their Moslem o v e r l o r d ~ . ~  

Recemund of Elvira had been a well-educated, bilingual, lay 
coun official, a secretary who redactcd petitions and drafled their 
answeis s i n e  all traffic into and out of the pa lae  had to be in 
writing. The objcct of his mission was to persuadc Otto I to 
rc-draft the letter which his envoys had to present to the Caliph. 
John of G o n e  had rcmained deaf to all proposals to suppress thc 
original letter and offcr the presents only. Recemund had volun- 
teered for the oountcr-cmbassy after he had ascertained that it 
would not be dangcrous. 7lic bishopric of Elvira was Iiis immediate 
r e ~ v a r d . ~ ~  That an envoy from Cordoba and Liudprand, tfie political 
refugee from the Italian kingdom could meet and rnakc one 
anotiicr's acquaintancc undcr Otto I's patronagc says rnucli for tiic 
ncw staturc and cmincncc of tlic Saxon Reiciz. At his Fcbruai), 
court in Franfurr 0110 I also receivedambassadors fioni Byzantium. 
Romc and otlicr pans of tlic world, including 'Saraccns', pcrliaps 
from Ifriqiya. n i c y  all came to congratulate Iiirn on Iiis rccent 
victorics ovcr Magyars and Obotritc Slavs and to fionour hirn witli 
the cxotic, costly prcscnts that wert almost the purpose of thcse 
e x c h a n g e ~ . ~  

1 
Recemund of Elvira, thc Cordoban diplomat and Liudprand of a 

Pavese family, no doubt landed, but'urban in upbringing and 
outlook, had much in common. They were the servants of princes 
with sophisticated couris, in Liudprand's case those of Hugh of 

. . Arles and Berengar 11. They were litrerafi and men of talent. 
Recemund too was an author and patt of the famous Cordoban 

28. Viro Iohnnnir Gorricnrir. cc.lZ2.123. p.372. 
29. op. cif.. cr.128.129. pp.374-75. 
M. Widdindi  Momh; Corbcicnrir R e m  Cerrorwn Saronicarum iib" Trrr. Üi, 

56, 5th. cd. P.Hinch and H.-E.Lohrnann. MGH, SRG (Hannovci. 1935). 
0.135. 



Calendar with its survey of crop cultivations, one of our principal 
sources for the ewnomy of Moslem Spain, is linked with him. Their 
Meditenanean likeness cannot be overlooked. It was Recemund 
who asked for a history with the 'deeds of the emperon and kings of 
the wholc of Europe' to which Liudprand in the Anrapodosis 
rcsponded cautiously offeriug the 'deeds of the kings and princes of 
Part of ~ u r o ~ e ' . ~ '  That Liudprand did not offer his first major 
literary work to his Ottonian Patrons and protectors but to a bishop 
iri parribm irifidelii~rn is at f in t  sight very surprising indeed. but I 
hopc to show that in doing so he did not act against tlie wishes of his 
Liudolfing benefactors. Thc Anrapodosir is a parallel history of 
Italy. tlic East-Frankish kingdom and Byzantium, roughly from the 
late nintli to tlie mid-tcnth ccntury. It is remarkablc bow littlc 
noticc Liudprand took of Western Francia and Anglo-Saxon Eng- 
land. Tlic dccds of einpcrors and kings are prcsentcd in a rough, 
soiiictinics vcry rougli, clironological order and despitc his switch to 
tlic tlicmc of k i n g  cvcn witli ßcrcngar I1 aiid his wife Willa, 
Liudprand adlicrcd to a ccrtnin sclicme. Tliere is iio doubt liowevcr 
iliat tlic pivo: of liis,for tlic inostpart Medircrrancan world as far as 
i t  bclongcd to Cliristiarriras, was Byzantium. Liudprand trcated tlic 
Ernpirc rcadily as tlic capur of thc Christian univcrsc as Iic skirtcd 
along Iiis story: Rome, Italy, East-Francia and tlic ßurgundian 
Kingdom witliProvcncc bcing the other rcgna and principaiitics lie 
kcpt under rcview all througli. They arc seen as parts of a larger 
wtiolc, Europe, prcsidcd ovcr by Constantinople, and Liudprand 
lookcd upon thc Hungarian attacks and the depredations of the 
Saracens of Fraxinctum and Southem Italy as a wmpound threat to 
this whole. Now the inscription to Recemund of Elvira, the Spanish 
bishop in parribu. is not forgottenthroughout the six books of the 
Anrapodosu. H e  is addressed a t  least twelve times in the tcxt. Same 
scholars, e.g. Martin Lintzel, thought that this was a mere literary 

31. For Rcamund'r sharc in Ihc ~alcndar acc Ftrotin (rupro. "24). p p . u x i i i - m  
and crp. R.Dory. Lc Colcndricrde Cordou, ncw cd. and Frcnch uanslation by 
Ch.Pcllat. Mcdicval Ibcrinn Pcnid ln  T u 8  ond Srudicr, ~ 0 1 . 1  (Leiden. 1%1). 
For LiudpranCs Programme in thc Anfqo&sir#. i.1, p.4: 'totiur Europac..im- 
p~a10mrn rcgumquc faaa' with thc wcll-altcrrcd hcading: 'Rcgum atquc 
principum panir Europac', p.1. 



fiction and therefore of no special importance. It seems to me to be, 
on the contrary, decisive for understanding the Anrapodosis arid its 
massive Byzantine ~ o m ~ o n e n t . ~ ~  

At this point it is necessary to glance briefly once more at the last 
22 chapters of the LiJe of John of G o n e  with their hanh criticism of 
the Mozarabs' temporising attitudes, the temptation to succumb to 
the attractions of Islamic urban culture only half resisted, the 
spread of syncretistic practices like refusing to eat park and 
practising circumcision. In the ninth century this process of erosion 
had been checkcd and resisted by a spate of notoriously deliberate 
manyrdoms. By openly and publicly attacking Islam the Christian 
'activists' forccd thc Moslem autliorities in al-Andalus to persecute 
and so again harden tlie boundaries bctwcen the ruling and the 
ruled communitics." It seems that tlic challenge toassimilativeand 
culturally fusing Cliristian urban society or at least its wealthier 
celis, now no langer came from witliin but from witliout. Tlie author 
of tlic Lotliaringian rnonk's LiJc told his readers that the Latins in 
Cordoba nccded to be rcriiinded of tlicir dutics as Christians. Tlicir 
culturc and tlicir pleasurcs wcre suspcct and wrang 

Now Liudprand in tlic Atifapodosis, in a lcss ascciic mariner, lind 
cxnctiy tlic sariic incssagc for tlic Spanisli Christians or at least for 
oric of tlieir Icading liglits, an influcntial man wlioni Iic Iiad comc to 
kriow. llcccmurid of Elvira is addrcsscd as one who Iiad pcrforcc lo 

32. M.Linrzcl. 'Studien ü l x i  Liudprand von Gcmona'. Ilirlorirchc Sludicn, 213 
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p.3Q. Tiic placcs in thc Anropodorir whcrc Rcocmund ir dircdy addrcrrcd or 
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i Pavia, 924); iv.1, p.104 (tiudprand hcnacforth a panicipant of what hc rclatcr); 
iv.6, p.105 (on Man- of Arlcr); iv.24. p.117 (Ono I's vinory at Birtcn); 
iv.28. p.173 (Ottorcrirü tcmptation); v.2, p.131 (Ihc Battlc of Sima-); v.19, 

! p.141 (a rcfcrcnac to Cordoba). 
33. On thcw pcncrutions sc.c F.R:Fmkc. 'Dic frciwilligcn MaRyrsr von Cordoba 
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live among infidels. He must therefore be kept in tauch and 
instructed. He must know what went on inside Christianira and 
above all where its righteous interests and those of the Saracens and 
othcr enemies clashed. Recemund is asked to commemorate in his 
prayers the Pavese who were burned to death on March 12, 924, 
'hora tenia' when the Hungarians assaulted the city and set it an  
fire." When Liudprand mentioned a battle [at Simancas] fought on 
July 19 (939) where Abd ar-Rahman I11 suffered a sharp dcfeat at 
the hands of King Ramiro I1 of Leon, the bishop is meant to 
sympathise with the victors and not with his worsted m a ~ t e r ? ~  It is 
not for notliing that the very first topicof the Anfapodosic was the 
Hispano-Arabic colony at Fraxinetum and the terrible damagc it 
had inflictcd an  Provence and thc Alpine regions. Tlie Vim Iolionnis 
Gorzierisii and tlie Anlapodosir had something startling in common 
dcspirc tlicir profoundly diflering origins. lohn of Goize's bio- 
graplier divcl! above all an  his hero's constar~fia wlien under duress 
in Cordoba and an  Iiis aggressive, not to say dangcrously impolitic 
bcliaviour, cspccially towards tlie anxious Mozarabic dignitarics, 
tlic lcnding niembcrs of the Christian cominunity i n  al-Aridalus. 
17ic inariricrs and tlic Iiabitus of tlic Caliph wert dcscribcd up to a 
poiii! in n !one of distance and an affccted lack of  curiosity. Joliri 
rcrnains a rnonk tlirougliout. I-Ie would not wcar ilie right clotlies : 
wlicn thc time for the lang-awaitcd reccption audicnce at last camc, 
no court dress. Thc Calipli is madc to be irnprcssed by tliis. He had 
scnt Jolin ten pounds in coins to acquire robes and the envoy had 
given it all to the poor. Abd ar-Rhaman in the endiigreed to receive 
him in his black habit, saying he would see him even if he wore a 
Sack.% T o  the biographer this irony s e ~ e d  as proof for John's 
observance of the Rule a t  all times. 

Behind the Visa Iohannir and the Anlapodosis lay a hardening of 
attitudes which accompanied success. They hardened because 

34. Anlopodorir. iii, 3. p.75. 
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ambassador it had to be suppressed but a historical survey of 
Christian Europe's sufferings and then its growing strength and 
solidarity sent to a Christian servant of the Umayyads, made really 
the same point, albeit in a more roundabout way. The destniction 
of Fraxinetum remained high on Otto I's Programme as late as 968 
when Liudprand was in Constantinople and the showdown with the 
Greeks in Southem Italy had taken a menacing turn.39 

T o  it and the Legafio we must now turn. Liudprand was in 
Constantinople only from 4 June to 2 October, 968. For an embassy 
over such distances this was in the tenth centuiy not an exceptional- 
ly long time. John of G o n e  had been detained in Cordoba for threc 
years and thc envoys Abd ar-Rahman I11 had previously scnt to 
Otto I spcnt no less time involuntarily in Germany. The Calipli's 
principal ambassador, a bishop. had d i ~ d . ~ '  Thc general prospects 
for Liudprand's mission were poor after Otto I's setback and retreat 
froni Bari in March 968.4' Witliout a flcct he could not take it but Iic 
lind found allics in the soutfi and could continue to tlircaten tlic 
Grccks tlicrc. Evcn so, it musi bc rcmembered tliat Liuprand 
rcccivcd a chrysobull and it is quite possible tliat tlic excliangcs 
bctwccn him and liis interlocutors wcre notliing like as slirill and 
Iicatcd as the Lcgalio s u g g c s t ~ . ~ ~  If Niccphorus Pliocas dcriicd Otto 
tlic basi[eus Francoruni titlc which we find twicc in Ccdrcnus, hc 
ccrtainly did not brcak all bndgcs witli ~ i u d ~ r a n d . ~ '  Nor must wc 

39. For thir wc Orto I'r lctter of  9% in Widukind. Res Ccrroc Soronicoe. iii. 70, cd. 
cir., p.147 announcing his inteniion to rcturn homc via Fraxinctum and to 
destroy rhc Saraccnr thcrc. 
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believe, as some scholan suggest, that the bishop of Cremona 
lacked all diplomatic skills." Wedon'r know. Diplomacy is only the 
setiing, not rhe substance of the Legatio. It does not tell us what 
Liudprand could or could not offer. Occasionally the text allows us 
to see that what the bishop of Cremona purported to say and what 
he did say. differed. This is particularly the case after the arrival of 
Pope John XIII's letters and envoys where the imperator Graecor- 
um title gave of course deep offence. Liudprand withdrew here at 
once and did his besl to pacify the Greeks by promising the correct 
address next time: 'Romanomm imperatores et ~ u g u s t i ' . ~ '  

Thc Legario is clearly a call to war and offers the justification for 
such a war with a call to judgement an  Nicephorus and his 
patriarch. 11 souglit to win over opinion for more Iiostilities in 
Liudprand's own anihiance, tlie ltalian great and tlieir familiares. 
Tlicy were to bc informcd, disillusioncd and re-educated about tlie 
Greeks. 17ic libel sct tlic tonc for Otto I's t:iilitaryoperations of 969 
wliicli at Bovino suffercd a bad setback with the capture of Count 
Pandulf of Capua, liis chicf ally, and latcr, at Ascoli, acliicved a 
briital si icces~. '~ In tlie Legntio Liudprand tendcred advice to tlie 
tmo Ottos wliicli reflccls thc nionicntarily close relations witli Pope 
Jolin XIII. \Vticn Iic addrcsscd tliem as inzperarores Rommiorurri 
liowcvcr, we know tliat Otto I, in Iiis diplbmata, rcinaincd firmly 
'inipcrator augustus' aiid no niorc. I-ic treated tliis advice and its 
nianifestatioris witii rescrvc. n i e  rnurder of Niccpliorus in Dcceni- 
bcr 969 and tlic accession of Jolin Tzimisces did his work for him 
shorily aftcnvards. So much for the course of events. 

;:C 1 
The most arrcsting fcature of Liudprand's vision of Constantino- 

plc and the imperial couri in the Legntio, that which strikes US most 

! .  
! 
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and must have stmck his conternporary audience at once were the 
derails, the minute observations, comments and outbursts. Liud- 
prand was a glutton for the taste, the feel and the smell of 
everything he came across in Constantinople and he succeeded in 
conveying this to his readen. The food, the sauces, the wine, thc 
clothes warn at processions, the Greeks' headgear, all these re- 
ceived the closest attention in the Legatio, much more still than they 
had done in the ~ n t a ~ o d o s i r . ' ~ T h e y  da not all carry the allegorical 
ovenones of the wild asses he saw in Nicephonis's parks. What 
were Liudprand's purposes? Why does he tell us so much about 
thcse things, grateful though we are to possess them? Travellers 
books were rare in tlie Latin West of the tenth ccntury, much rarer 
than aiiiong tlic Arabs. We have the Alfrcdian repons of Ohthere's 
and Wulfstan's journeys added to the Orosius translation and wc 
Iiavc again tliat otlier Legario of thc tenth century already discussed 
Iiere, rhc last 22 cliaptcrs of tlic Life ofJohn of ~ o r z e . "  We should 
bc doing an injusticc to tlic legalio-part of the Vifa Ioharinir if wc 
failcd 10 scc it as tlic splcndid sourcc it is for thc Verdun slavc tradc, 
tlic routcs it uscd, thc ciitry forrnalitics at thc fronticr bctwecn 
Ciiristian and Moslcrn Spain bctwecn Barcclona and Tortosa. 
Dcspitc tlic dclibcratc ausrcrity of tlie tcxt, it docs in thc end dcvotc 
a paragraph to lhc apparafw of thc solcmn, formal rcccptio~i'wliicli 
cchocs Arab auiounts of tlic a m k l  of an crnbassy sent by Constan- 
tinc Porpliyrogcnitus: thc iilcs of soldicrs lining the raute, bot11 foot 
and horsc, the mock cornbats staged by various bodies of troops all 
of different armarnent, men on mulcs and Moors who were posted 

47. Th. Wcbcr. 'Eswn und Trinkcn in Konrtantinopcl des 10. Jahrhundcrrs nach 
dcn Bcrichtcn Liudprandr von Crcmona', in I.Kodcr-Th. Wcbcr. Liudprnnd 
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there to frighten the ambassadors and apparently did, the precious 
carpets and hangings, all these descriptions are not so unlike the 
scenes narrated by Liudprand; at least the genres are comparable.* 

For Constantinople. however, Liudprand seems to stand on his 
own. His L e g a r i o  as a polemic has none of the solemnity of the great 
ninth-century controversy between the emperors Louis I1 and Basil 
I enshrined in Louis's letter of 871 with its hard-strained arguments 
to justify the Carolingian i m p e r i a l e  n ~ m e n . ' ~  These problems were 
there in 968 but they d a  not hold the centre of tlie stage in 
Liudprand's harangue and not even the fluctuating allegiances of 
the South Italian Lombard princes scem to dominate the exchanges 
bctween Nicephoms and Otto's envoy all the time." 

Liudprand's techniques in denigration here dcserve sorne atten- 
tion. You may recall Iiis slighting rcmarks about tlie old and tarn 
clorhes warn by many of tlie oprirrrarcs in NiccpliorusP Wliitsun 
proccssion from tlie Palacc to Hagia Sopliia. He wrotc tliat they 
niust Iiavc liad thcsc clotlics lrom their great grandfatliers and even 
tlicri thcy wcrc not new.J2 n i e  rlietorical cxaggcratioti i s  brilliant. 
Now tlic Dyzantine aristocracy was fluid enougli, tlierc ivere plcnty 
of rrovi tior~iiries arid arrivisres. For a Byzantiiic noblc it riiay wcll 
Iiavc bcn a causc of lioiiour and pridc to bc sccri wcaririg oow and 

49. Viiß lulioiinir Gorricrrri~ cc.ll7.118. pp.370-371 forJohn'r jouritcy.cc.132.133. 
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2.2 (ßmrwls. 19W). pp.276281, a tranrlation of thc tcrt of Maqqa", citing Ibn 
Hayyan. 
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again an ancestral garb at these festive functions. It could even be a 
demonstration of opposition. New robes and court dress were 
distributed lavishly every year as Liudprand himself has described 
in Anrnpodosis so that the wearing of old clothes must have been 
deliberate. Liudprand may have known this too but chose to ignore 
it in order to gain his effect and depict the grand ceremonial as a 
threadbare occasion. Here not only Nicephoms but the whole of his 
coun, his oprirnnres, were being slated. 

T o  find out what Liudprand intended we must in fact consult 
another text, only to diswver to our surpnse that the Bishop of 
Cremona did not stand alone, that he followed in fact, one could 
3lmost say, a tradition. Same of tlie things he tells us had been told 
bcforc and seen together tliey rcvcal which features of tlie Byzan- 
tinc poiity, wliich rituals and procedures struck Western observers, 
rnainly anibassadors, niost and claslied most sevcrely witli tlieir own 
ruling habitat. T o  tlie Liest of my knowledge Byzantinists have not 
used tlic incidcnts in Notker of St. Gallen's Gesin Karolivery mucli, 
hbovc all systcmatically, though stray rcfcrences have been made 
iicrc arid tliere to coniparc them witli Liudprand's Lesario." 

Notkcr wrote Iiis Gesra Karoli i n  tlic 88Oies iiearcr thc end ratlier 
t1i;iii tlic bcgiiiriirig of ttic rcigri of tlic unfortunatc Cliarlcs I11 ivlio 
Iiad cncouragcd liini to set down Iiis talcs. Notkcr's source for 
Cliarlci~iagiie's cnibassics and wars must liave been Adalbcn, tlie 
latlicr of oiie o f  liis fellow-monks and Iiis riurriror, a great warrior- 
noble witli mucli expcncnce. We can tlius locate tlie Frankish lay 
circles who possesscd some knowledge of the Eastern Empire and 
its court. The first surprising discovery the Byzantinist makes when 
looking at Notker, is one about communications. H e  fumishes clear 
evidence that the land-route between Byzantium and thc East- 

53. Notkcri Bnlbuli Gcsra Koroli Mogni Imprrorork. cd. H.F.Haefele, MGH. SRG 
(Berlin. 1959). Thcy havc bcn rcfcrrcd 10 by W c k r  (cf. supra n.47). p.89 and 
n.W and by Bcckcr in hir cdition of thc Lcgnrio, c.63. p.210. n.3.0" lhc Gala 
Koroli sec H.Lowc, 'Dar Karlrbuch Notkcrr von Sr. Gallen und rein 
zeirgewhichclichcr Hinrcrgnind'. in H.I.6w.z. Von Cassiodor zu Donre. Aars<- 
wählre Aufränr zur C<schichlrschrcibung undpoliiirchcn Idcenwcl~ des Mirrclol- 
rrrs. pp.lZ3ff. and J.M.Wallace-Hadrill, Th< Frnnkirh Chorch (Oxford. 1983). 
{pp333ff. 





table where he complains at being seated only fifteenth, his comires, 
he writes, were not even allowed to dine in the same bui~ing.~' At 
most of his interviews, it appears, his leones, his military [and 
clerical] following, were left behind in his quarten. Exactly the 
same practice is hinred ar in the Gesra Karoli (11.6) where rhe 
various memben of Charlemagne's mission were divided from one 
ano~her . '~  We must understand how disconcerting this was to 
Wcsterners. Their entire lives wert lived in Ha~~enosserü-chafr  and 
farniliarirar, the close association of kinsmen, followers and servants 
undcr rhe same roof. This is no less true of a bishop than a layman 
and some of Liudprand's irntation. even some of his ga//es might bc 
cxplained by his bcing unablc to consult his following, and from 
finding himsclf isolated from Iiis leones as he called thcin. Con- 
frontcd by tlic uncxpectcd tlic Latins sought shclter by going into a 
huddle. 

Yct by far tlic most iiiiponant and profound diffcrcncc of 
political stylcs bctwccn East and Wcst, also Cordoba and tlie Wcst, 
lay iii tlic all-cinbracing ritual and formality, thc claboration arid 
matclilcss ubiquity of Dyzantine court c c r e m o n i a ~ . ~  It is not [hat 
tIicCarolingian and Ottonian courts kncw no ritual. solcmnitics and 
formalitics but tlicy wcrc intcmittcnt and punctuatcd a routinc of 
closc companionship andfarniliariras. It would also bc mistakcn to 
ttiink tliat tliis Western ritual only cmbraccd crown-wcarings. A 

56. Tor Liudprand'r isolarion frorn his staff and followining S- Lcgorio, c.1 I ,  p.181. 
Elwwhcrc hc rprcakr urually in thc f i s t  pcrion. c.g. w.15. p.183.19. p.185.21, 
p.186f.. 25-29. pp.188-190. Thc plural 'inviiarcrnur' (c.19. p.185) rcfcrr CO 

Liudprand and rhe Bulgarian cnvoy. Allogcthcr Liudprand had 25 men in hir 
uimpany ("-34. p.193). including fivc knightr (c.24, p.188) and four Greek 
guards had bccn attachcd to him (c.34, p.193). 

59. Gau Koroli, ii. c.6. pp.53.55. 
60. On Byrantinc caun ccrcmonial and itr cxprcüivc rangt rcc abovc all 

0.Trcitingcr. Die orrr6mirdrc Koker- und Rnckidcc nach ihrcr Gc~faImng im 
h6jkhcn Zcrcmoniell(Jcna, 1938.md Darmrtadt, 1x9).  pp.l-5 2nd pp.197- 
202. on rcccptianr. Sec a l s  thc cditor, A.Vogt's introductoryremarks to 
Conrrnntin V11 Porphyrog6nttc 16 Livre drr Cirimonicr, Commcnfn?rc, I. 
Collccrion Byrontinc (Park. 1935). pp.xviii-lmii. Grcmonial arc also thc 
purpowr and wiring ofthcKIe~oooIo~ion ofPhilolhoo~.cd. 1.BBury in hir Thc 
Impcnol Adminiriroiivc Syrtoll in fhc Ninih Ccnfriry, 7hc Bririrh Acodcmy 
Supl>lcmrn,ol Papers. 1 (1911) and icprinrcd (Ncw York. no datc). 



careful reading of e.g. Ermoldus Nigellus suggests that there was 
rnore. But the Ottonian court and society developed such occasions 
only slowly and they rejected Otto 111's attempts to innovate here.bl 

Liudprand of course knew of this profound differente and was 
prepared for it as he prides hirnself in the Anrapodosis. Not for him 
to be surprised by the anificial singing birds in the tree, the 
mechanical roar of the lions, the sudden elevation of the bnrileicc at 
the reception a~d ience .~ '  Yet the helplessness of the Latins faced 
by this unrerniting cerernonial is well exposed in a tale of the Gesra 
Koroli where an atternpt is rnade to ape and so ridicule Byzantine 
procedurcs. Notker secms to allude to a traceable embassy of 
Charlernagnc's, that of Bisliop Heito of Basle and Count Hugh of 
Tours in 811. Oncc again they were draggcd Iiitlier and tliither, 
ill-trcated and ~ p c r  divcrsissima loca divisi'. On tlicir rcturn they 
pcrsuadcd Cliarlcniagnc to makc an cxarnple of rlic Byzantine 
couiitcr-crnbassy. to rnakc tlicir journey unpleasant for ttiern and 
tlicir arrival cvcn niorc so. Tlic lattcr took ilie foriii of taking thc 
Grccks froin oiie Cdroliiigian liousctiold officcr to tlic ncxt: first tlie 
Coristablc, tlicn tlic Counl-Palatine, tlicn tlic Butler (niogisrer 
rrzerrroe) and finally the Clianiberlain. Eacti of tlicsc officcrs is 
rcprcscritcd as sitting in dignity surroundcd by Iiis attcndanis and 
niinioiis and cacli timc ttic cnvoys mistook Iiiin for Cliarlcrnagnc 
liinisclfonly to bc abuscd by thcir guidcs and puslied oii. Wlicn tlicy 

G1. Ermold le Noir. Potrnc rur Loiiir ic Picu. cd.E.Fara1. Lcr C1nr:iqucs dc 

.: I Iilirtoirc dc Froncc nu Aloycn Agc (Paris. 1964). 1.684 (p.54): 'Hic cadit antc 
pedcs. vcrrigia basiat alma', Einhard bcforc Charlcmagnc in 813 and C/. 11.173 
(p.18). 213 (p.20). 582 (p.46). Solcmniticr of thc mun, prc€crrionr and 
wcllurdercd rncals playcd thcir parl in thc baptirm of King Heriold 2nd hir 
Dancr in 826. Scc Emold. Po?rnc, pp.166ff. Otto Ill'r attcmplr 10 manifest hir 
kingrhip in nciu wayr and w, changc itr eharactcr c.g. by dining alonc and 
crcating a ncw palacc hicrarchy wcrc widcly criticizcd. Scc Thicrmar of 
Merxburg's Chronicon. iv.47. cd. R.Holumann. MGH, SRG. nova wncs. ir 
(Bcrlin, 1955). p.lWf.,For othcr murccs and commcnt sec P.E.Schramm, 
Koircr. Rom undRcnovprio. Zndcd. (Damrtadt, 1957). p.148and n.2. kyrcr. 
ThcTcnth Gntury in Byzant in&~alcrn  Rclatianrhipr' (a in 11.19). p.44 or 
Mcdicvol Gcmnny, p.118 and Iryrcr, Rdc end CDnJicf in on Eorly Mcdicval 
Socicry (Lnndon. 1979). p.103 and n.29. 

62. Aniopodorir.vi.5, p.155:'nulla admirationc mmmotur, quoniam quidcm cx hir 
omnibur cor qui benc novcrant fucram pcrmntarur'. 



finally came to Charlemagne he is charactenstically shown standing 
at a window surrounded by his family rather than alone on a 
t h ~ o n e . ~  This by no means exhausts the parallels to Liudprand in 
Notker. Even the notorious fish-sauce, the fish dipped in pigmenro 
is there." Throughout the West the Greeks were reputed to be 
cunning and astute. In the Gesra Karoli the Carolingian envoy is 
made to outwit them. In Widukind of Corvey they won their victory 
at Bovino by t r i~kery .~ '  Liudprand is anxious to convince his Italian 
audience that they were a match for the Byzantines in war, no less 
than in other dealings. 

What conclusions can be drawn from these analogies between 
tlie Legario and the storiesof the Gesfa? It would be rash to say that 
all Western envoys nursed the sentiments weencountcr in tliese two 
so different works. Greek court ceremonial must not hc thouglit of 
3s wliolly inflexible, unbending and rigid. If rhe Grecks wanted to 
tliey could cliarm and flatter tlieir foreign visitors as tliey did 
Liudprand Iiimself in 949. Tlie Legario was, evcn more tlian thc 
ffisroria Ononis a livrc,d'occnsion wliicli by itself lcft no tracc aiid 
liad iio known literary afterlife, unlike tlie Anrapodosis. I1 is a text 
wc posscss prccariously, one of  sevcral nicdicval transmissions 
rcstirig On no surviving manuscript wilatsocvcr. Ai1 tile Same thc 
scntirncnts of the Legaiio had a decp resonance and audible ccliocs. 
It is possiblc tliat Bishop Dictricli of  Mctz, a ncplicw of Queen 
Matliilda and cousin toOtto 1,pssessed acopy and wcknowof liis 
deep indignation with the Empress Thcophano from Alpert of 
Metz's ~ r a ~ m e n r . ~  

63. C a  Koroli. ii.6, pp.55-57. 
61. Ibid., p.54. 'piwir fluvialir et pigmcntis infuru2. 
65. Ibid, p.411. and Widukind, Rcr Gar& Saronicnc, iii,7l, p.148. 
66. Alpenur Mcttcnrir. Frogmnrun dc DcodcricoprYno epircopo Mclrenri. cc.2.4, 

cd. H. van Rij and A.S.Abulafia. Alpcrrur von Mc,r (Amstcrdam. 1980). 
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canon law at Ingolstadt. His manurmipt war rcnt to him from Augrburg but it 
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Liudprand in the Anrapodosu, we have said, became the 
spokesman of Christianity's hardening attitudes towards Islam. one 
of thc first signs of an incipient Counter-offensive. 7he  Legalio too 
marks a divide. Aslate as 962 Con~tant ino~le  was almost the ccntre 
of gravity of Liudprand's Christian world. It had been that for the 
Pavesc hitheno. In the Legario this centre has shiited to Rome and 
the itinerant Ottonian court. It was not to move again for three 
liundred years. Among thc makers of Latin Europe Liudprand 
holds an imponant place. He was indeed one of thc architects of a 
ncw, sclf-centred polarity in the Latin West. It did not mlcout gusts 
of benevolcncc towards tlie Greeks and their Church but tlie 
matter-of-faci. unqucstioncd solidanty wc meet in thc Anrapodosu 
was now, only six ycars later, a thing of thc past. Efforts. selfcon- 
scious cfforts, liad to bc made and somctimes wcrc made to t i y  and 
rcgain i t .  niost of tlicni in vain. In tlie wake of Ottonian policy, as 
tlie likcly participant in yct anolhcr diplomatic mission to Constan- 
tiiio[>lc, Liudprand niay not havc wishcd tlie Legario to be his last 
ward biit i t  bccanie just rliat. Hc cliosc to rouse self-awarcness not 
by poiiitiiig to iiiouiiting political and religious diflcrenccs but by 
dwclling oii cvcryday IiaDiticr and ingraincd rcsponses and wlictficr 
Iic kricw it ur not, Iiis incans for all tlicir casc. matclied Iiis cnds at a 
mucli dccpcr levcl. 

Phocm ... Synodw Bpunrico sub TarriIonc Bavo>iac Ducc Tcmpore Clroli 
Mogni. Ornnin Nunc prirnurn in luccm rdiro Studio ct Opera Hcnrici Canirii 
Noviomagi I C ct SS Canonum Profcrwrir Ordinarii in Acadcmia lngolrtadienri 
(lsgolrradii, 16W). 




