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Abstract

New interpretations of state formation processetude gender as a category of historical
analysis and tackle notions of royalty and royalven focusing on regency and women as
regents in the process of consolidating and trattisgiroyal prerogatives. Gendering the

process of state formation in Europe entails casid ruling dynasties and families as

complex subjects of historical and anthropologreslearch.Wives and widows also exerted
formal political roles as ruling consorts and gowes during specific phases of their life

cycle. The positioning of women in the courts of@&pe opens up a complex set of questions
connected to the fashioning of their political itBes where agnatic and cognatic lines

intersect in the long process of state building &wgitimation. This WP focuses on a

comparative analysis of women’s formal politicalesoand on the specific prerogatives of
women’s power and rule from the Byzantine EmpirxYall Europe.
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Introduction
Introduction

Giulia Calvi

Scholarship on dynastic courts in Europe has t® datlong standing, interdisciplinary
tradition, which was enormously encouraged by teenisal work of Norbert Eliad.
Integrating court systems into state formation psses, these works have tackled, on a
comparative basis and with a main focus on westernarchies from the Renaissance to the
French Revolution, the processes of the centr@dzatrepresentation and distribution of
power, the formation of aristocratic and administea elites, the uses of ceremonial, ritual
and etiquette, and the gradual changing of the @&ao public sphere in connection to social,
artistic and cultural patronage.

The focus on a dynastic configuration of politiagsdgoolitical culture has challenged XIX
century notions of constitutional, administrativeddegal history centred on the nation-state.
The etymology of the word dynasty derives from @reekdunasteiai.e. power, and points
to the self perpetuation of a closed caste fashgits identity on the power acquired through
networks of alliances. European dynasties, whetieroyal, princely and ducal descent,
tended to constitute a closed elite, whose maice&wnwas the strengthening and survival of
their lineages through internal dynamics regardimg structuring and restructuring of the
European balance of power (and of their bordemsipetimes defying the emerging state
mechanisms. Extremely complex marriage strategiaed on the negotiation, exchange and
circulation of young brides constituted the core maflitical alliances and international
relations, often set in motion by claims connedtedhherited territorial rights which women
brought with them, as part of their dowries, intarnmage. Political history has thus gradually
aimed to incorporate the study of power - in terofispractice, representation, symbolic
production and meaning - at different levels ofistyg still generally keeping within the
dichotomy of a public/male and private/female spheEarly modern historians have
challenged this distinction documenting the pdditidimensions of the household, of religion
and of the gender order of soci@tiRecently a more gender-inclusive definition of daaly
modern dynasties has been proposed, in terms afietavork of gendered and related
individuals” consisting of all living relatives, agtes as well as cognates, who collectively
share the responsibility for the dynasty’s biolagias well as political reproductién.

In light of these developments it is remarkabld tha gendering of politics and the gendered
experiences of politics have largely remained unemad. This continued gap can in part be
explained by the sustained dominance of a ninegteeanhtury view of a male-governed,
political and public sphere and its implicit counpi@rt: a secondary and private sphere to
which women were confined. This framework is intpaccountable for the marginal and
episodic attention to the gendered dimension ofrtcliie and political rule which is still
prevalent in historiography.

1 Adamson, 1999; Asch-Birke, Bertelli, 2002; Duinda2003; Bély, 1999; Blanning, 2002; Mulryne-Watagab
O’KellyShewring, 2004.

2 Roper, 1989; Zarri. 2004
3 Wwunder, 2002.
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On the other hand, a long standing priority giveimtormal power in research on women and
gender has contributed to moving away from theystfdelite women and decision-making
processes, towards a study of practices and suhjiest which was part and parcel of a
widespread rejection of biographical approachesimsagent of the old “women worthies”
tradition.

In the nineties, research on women at the Europearts and on the female members of the
ruling dynasties has grown rapidly, first and foost) in medieval history. Collective works,
articles and monographs on individual queens iméagaSpain and England have brought to
light unknown aspects of their political practicesd entourages, of their education and
literary works, as well as of their jurisdiction @@vmonasteries and religious life. All these
findings have confirmed a renewed interest in malithistory within a broader concern for
the powers exercised by women in the religious,ifahand political spheré.

Until recently? the early modern period has remained largely wited, especially in France
where gender as a category of historical analysisot widely acknowledged to date and
where queenship remained on the margins of pdliticstory, aimed at state formation
through the growth of a national administrative amdltary apparatus, and focused on male
royalty.

In 1999, L. Bély’'s monograph,a société des princeBjtroduced a cultural anthropological
approach to the study of European dynastic socaigit with a strong focus on France. The
volume’s explicit aim is that of recapturing a bist of the kings of France, distant from
traditional political history, but emphasizing thé&human nature” and the evolution of their
relationship with the emergent state mechanism.y Bi#fers insights into the “royal
apprentissageof the Valois and Bourbon royal families and cluaes that “the body of the
prince was the centre of attention of an entireanaghy of men and women”. He opens up the
daily life of monarchs paying detailed attentionthe special education of the royal brides,
thus showing the importance of female members yalréamilies as continuators of family
lines and promoters of dynastic interests.

In 2000, Fanny Cosandey'’s path breaking monogriapheine de Francesituates the central
and yet marginal figure of the foreign queen imadical and ritual framework. Deprived of
rights of succession to the throne and grantinthesame time, the continuity of royal power
in the Valois and Bourbon dynasties, the queennigssential component of sovereignty.
Departing from the American “ceremonialist schosfiose work on royal ceremonies and
ritual has concerned exclusively male rulers, Cdsgis monograph explores all ceremonial
practices and rituals converging on the queen afiée. First she reconstructs the institutional
and juridical foundations of the Salic law whichckxded women from succeeding to
sovereignty in France in detail, then she proceedmalyze the ceremonial construction of
the queen, as royal consort through marriagie-#farriage fait la rein& which is the most
important act of exchange aimed at establishingipal peace between two territories and
their ruling dynasties. The exchange of women avablg in traditional monarchical societies
responded to a deep seated culture of reciproodyaalolescent princesses were the objects of
political transactions sanctioned by marital alties. Cosandey then takes into consideration
the “sacre de la reinewhich constitutes the core of the ceremony ofagrimg, royal entries
and funerals. Through the changing rituals from X\d to the XVIII century, the book

4Contamine, 1999; Nelson, 1999; Aurell, 2000; Faef003
S Lopez, Cordon, 2005.
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acknowledges the transformation of the function eptesentation of the queen. Indeed the
“privatisation” of the royal consort, i.e. the loskall reference to the sacred aura of royalty
and her “shrinking”, as it were, to the model ofexand mother, was ultimately accomplished
by the guillotine. Cosandey’s concluding remarkensup the processAu XVle siecle, les
cérémonies présentent une femme glorieuse dansusiciié, rayonnante de la majesté
acquise a son marriage; au XVlle siecle, la reitefface devant un monarque qui accapare
toute I'attention, mais reste souveraine jusquesdianrégence; au XVllle siécle, il ne reste
qu’une épouse qui perd a la veille de la Révolujfimnu’au respect dii a son rang

Cosandey’s path breaking work parallels that of.Ue8al historian Sarah Hanley, whose
research in the field of legal, institutional andtaral history has tackled notions of royalty
and royal power through the lens of genflielowever, while Cosandeylsa reine de France
focuses on the juridical and institutional languagfe royalty, acknowledging only the
meaning and workings of gender in an indirect wagnley gives priority to the category of
gender over the dimension of sovereignty and egrplguridical language in a wider social
context. Moving away from the royal palace and tlmurt system, Hanley enters the
courtroom and explores the manifold meanings th@hen’s rights to rule acquired in XVII
century French Parliaments, courtrooms and elitelies 8

In Italy, a comparative study of Italian early modeuling dynasties, which takes into
consideration their female members, has set thge diar a future exploration of princely
female archives, shedding new light on configurajoprotagonists and practices of power
which had to date been the object of non acadessearch, local history and historical
novels? Spagnoletti'd_e dinastie italiane nella prima eta moderbkends political, social and
family history focusing his research on the Italdynastic system in the framework of the
European balance of powers. Unequal hypogamic atgasi between the dukes and princes
(Savoia, Este, Gonzaga, Medici, Farnese) of thdl $ralkan states and the daughters of kings
and emperors shed an interesting light on thesemtineatres of power where the language of
distinction and royal prerogatives often gave wigdsgher standing than husbands. Dynastic
marriages are analyzed in terms of wider aristacfatnily patterns, taking into account the
age at marriage of men and women as well as the diffgrentials among spouses,
primogeniture and undivided territorial patrimonigke circulation of dowries, strategies
concerning cadets, endogamy, i.e. marriage amargge dtin — uncles and nieces -- coupled
with a high percentage of unmarried sons and daughAll of these elements set a close
comparison between dynastic and aristocratic famdtterns. However the dynastic model
distinguished itself for a higher endogamy notwinsling Church prohibitions. Cadets
extended the networks of political clients towamtker princely states, as well as large
numbers of daughters who consolidated the lineagg&em of alliances. A focus on
strategies and familial models does not allow foy &xpression to individual choices or
agency and gender relations are defined in ternt®wiplementarity. Thus women'’s roles of
temporary authority and power are restricted teneg within a highly controlled and male
dominated dynastic hierarchy. Monasteries, whedows, daughters and at times illegitimate
kin were enclosed, are highlighted in terms of spashere women could exercise forms of
“counter powerl0 and as sphere of relative female autonomy, aprésgence of holy women

6 Ccosandey, 2000, p. 382.

7 Hanley, 1989; Fradenburg, 1992.
8 Hanley, 2004.

9 Spagnoletti, 2003.

10 spagnoletti, 2003, p. 259.
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from the lineage contributed to legitimizing localing dynasties. Male and female rule over
territorial estates, courts and monasteries uneslthe importance of connecting spheres of
lay and religious power.

In 2002, the anthologypynastie und Herrschaftssicherung der Fruhen Nduedited by
Heide Wunder began to investigate the legal frammkewsthin which women could and did
exercise authority in early modern Germany. Throaghexamination of various aspects of
the relationship between gender and authority érthing dynasties of the German territories,
the volume posits the dynasty as the unit of amglyhough women’s rule over entire
territories is taken into account. Well balancedd amnctionally complementary roles
constructed the ruling couple that “regarded itsslfan ‘office holding couple’, as the father
and the mother of the land” — analogous to thetjposof the master and mistress of the house.
Since the exercise of power was legitimated by entimlescent, by view of their rank and
their office, female consorts were regarded asaiiiibs and they, in turn, employed the
authority invested in them to fulfill the dutiedherent in their office.

The role of the female consort figures promineimlyanother important anthology edited by
Clarissa Campbell Orr (2004Rueenship in Europe 1660-181&hich focuses on eleven
different European courts of the High Baroque. &ime of the volume is that of enlarging and
enriching the understanding of court systems thncaudocus on women, especially wives of
rulers. “By beginning with the consort,” writes Caloell Orr in the introduction, “it is more
likely that an understanding of the composition &unttion of a Court will be arrived at than
if the focus rests on the ruler, when it is all &@sy for investigation to begin and end with his
personality, policy, style of rule, and connectiormale ministers.”

Monarchy, in the early modern period was a dynadtamily business and courts were
polycentric systems where “the ruler's household wae among several which could include
a dowager queen, the heir, once he was of age| silyiings, and a publicly recognized

mistress”. The larger the dynastic family, the mibwie centers of power proliferate.

The essays in the anthology look at courts thrabhghens of queenship. Although reference
to individual figures is unavoidable, the intentisrto analyze roles and prerogatives covering
most geographical areas in Europe, rather thanrindfebiographical accounts within a
national framework, in the way of a traditionaltbisographical narrative. Comparative work
is an important feature of this volume, as it isyvare in the field and needs to be pursued.
Some individual courts have been researched mam dthers and even when a court has
been well studied only a few individual queens hatgacted attention, neglecting the
analysis of women’s political rule in a more sysaim approach, aimed at shedding light on
the dynamics of authority and power in a gendesestive.

Whereas the two anthologies differ with regard heirt focus on court and dynasty, the
dichotomies of formal versus informal power and powersus authority are addressed in
relation to gender by several chapters in bothmelst

The focus on informal power and influence has hafegreat concern to the study of gender
and women'’s history in early modern European siasitmaking the manifold indirect ways

of exercising political roles through religious qmatage, familial connections, ritual practices
and rhetoric visible. However, because of theiedige and upbringing, women from princely

11 Ago, 1992; Sanchez, 1998; Kettering, 2002; HaR@£?2



Introduction

dynasties were political creatures who had beepgpesl to fulfill important functions of
government as consorts, regents and governors lhasvehat of ruling in their own right.
They exercised formal powers connected to theiallegatus which gave them precise
jurisdictions connected to their life cycle: as kedoent brides, wives, mothers and widows,
the exercise and prerogatives of power changeds @htonsort was assigned three principal
tasks: she was first a wife who had to supporthusband in his duties. Unlike the wives of
her subjects, she had little to do with practicals$ehold management which was largely
entrusted to the senior male courtier. Her secatyg \Was to secure succession by giving birth
to healthy sons. Failure to produce male heirs egehe consort to criticism and could harm
her standing and influence. Political activitiesnied the consort’s third formal task. The
consort assumed a more active role when she wasstad with exercising princely or royal
authority, occasionally when the ruler was stitv@l and as regent after her husband’s death,
and as tutor for a minor son. Though largely naghkbin traditional political accounts, female
regents were common in early modern European dge# with many ruling de facto sole
rulers for considerable periods of time. Women negjevere often assisted by co-regents and
Councils of Ministers and female regency gave tisa considerable production of political
tracts which, while denying women’s capacity tcerui terms of a long standing misogynist
discourse, gradually introduced new notions empimgeromen’s political leadershi{?

In short, the fact that women were by no meansuebed from political authority and were
not only dependent on informal power is attestelbytéemale rulers and regents as well as by
wives who shared in the authority of the house.révigional inventory of women acting as
regents for sons, brothers, fathers and daugHhters, the IV to the XX century in Europe
lists 157 named3 They represent one of the largest internation&lods in the history of
Europel4 central to the transmission of ruling power in dsti@a lineages. In the central
centuries of the early modern period, within nagiomonarchies, princely estates and duchies,
elite women from foreign dynasties were systembyi¢avested with the right to exercise the
highest form of political power - Caterina de’Mediand Ana de Austria are two of the most
outstanding examplés.

In 2006, Regina Schulte edit@the Body of the Queen: Gender and Rule in the Gowrorld
(1500-2000) an innovative collection of interdisciplinary ags ranging from art history to
literary, media and cultural studies in a broad oobtogical perspective. Quoting
Kantorowicz seminal work on the King’s two bodid9%3), the focus of the volume is the
gueen’s body and its multifaceted representatiamsa gender and post modern cultural
perspective. “The queen’s body,” writes Schultethe introduction, “becomes a picture-
puzzle made up of medieval theological discourgmsitically verifiable facts and the
projections that have always been trained uporig@imnine. From the beginning the body of
the queen appears to have been incorporated iptitecal concept, that of the monarchy”.
Through the analysis of an impressive variety afirees (funeral sermons, portraits and
caricatures, archaeological findings and museurtedadns, correspondence, film, fashion)
the volume situates the cultural representationsogélty within a topography of European
modernity and aims at overcoming all dichotomigsofitical/natural, male/female- showing
that “female royal images and biographies brealoutin the dualistic thought structure

12 gjivan Santaliestra, 2003.
13 Guerra Medici, 2005.

14 Bennassar, 2006.
15Bennassar, 2006.
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prevalent in historical literature,” Schulte corads, “I would like to pursue the cycle of
various life courses and show, using a few exampled the political and natural bodies of
the queen were inextricably intertwinet®In the volume, R.Schulte has a chapter on the
relationship between ruling mothers (Empress Maharesa and Queen Victoria) and their
daughters (Marie Antoinette and Vicky queen of Bia)s Her aim is to offer an insight into
the self perception that the two royal mothers bdftheir role through the correspondence to
their daughters destined to rule. In Schulte’s word would like to work out what the
differences were between what they could feel aqutess about themselves and about their
daughters in the context of their timés.Empress Maria Theresa wrote over one hundred
letters to Marie Antoinette and this correspondereals its full potential as a source for
tracing the expression of agency, outlining the jexttive perception, experience and
resistance to court rituals and etiquette. Queetovia’s letters to her daughter Vicky consist
of “a gigantic body of letters” which formed thedm “of an exchange whose variety and
thematic richness touched on all aspects of theasl’18 In sum, “ The two women
negotiated their own place in the familial, dynasthd political arena openly and vigorously.
Through this consistently spontaneous, at timeé$ b@rve racking and pleasurable, and,
above all, affectionate communication, the corresigmce affords a unique glimpse of the
inner workings of the female monarchic experiericeatitics and representatiod?

Letters crossing borders and kept in the archifesamen rulers constitute a massive and
unresearched body of primary source material.dp&city to refashion the representation and
construction of individual identities is well docented in this essay. Letters offer new
insights on the gendered experience of rule whizlother source can document. As part of
the grand archive of ego-documents of early mo&emope, women’s correspondence — both
political and familial — can integrate the chroegl diplomatic reports and court diaries that
have widely been used by historians. They allowtaiseflect on the uses of power in a
gendered perspective, to gain an inner view ofwtbekings of court entourages and on the
male personnel — secretaries and ministers — whgedrthe responsibilities and cooperated
with women in governing positions.

Femmes et pouvoir politique. Les princesses d’EeiefV-XVIll) edited by Isabelle Poutrin
and Marie Karine Schaub (2007), is a collectioresdays aimed at a French readership and
situated at the crossroads of political history #mal history of women. Its general scope is
that of reintroducing — after decades of social amithropological research — the history of the
elites within a biographical framework. Negativedasexist stereotypes have still to be
overcome as :

“la plupart des historiens ne sauraient sérieusenpe@iter aux reines ou aux régents
une vision politique d’ensemble. La conception duvoir féminine comme pouvoir
d’influence occulte demeure prégnante dans I'hisgmaphie politique, jusqu’a une

époque récente. Déterminées par leur fonction répcetrice, les femmes, lorsqu’elles
exercent le pouvoir, s’en saisissent comme d’uairaftlomestiqué20

16 schulte, 20086, p. 3.

17 schulte, 2006, p. 157.

18 schulte, 2006, p. 172.

19 schulte, 20086, p. 181.

20 poutrin-Schaub, 2007, p. 11.
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At the crossroads of public and private practiges @otions of government, princely women
constitute an essential feature in the Europeaneimaidpolitical rule, i.e. that of hereditary
monarchies. As all the historiography above quotkei, collection of essays promotes and
encourages comparative research in three areaweadtigation, namely: women’s access to
power and the forms of its legitimation; repres@ates and derogatory stereotypes; princely
and royal women'’s relations to their entourage derkn, secretaries, ministers, councilors —
avoiding a national perspective, which researchmomen rulers must overcome. On the
whole, this volume aims at adding women to a broddstory of political practices and
powers in early modern Europe.

In early modern European historical literature andral discourse on women of royal or
princely descent two main arguments recur: piety devotional practices and physiology and
an enduring concern with their bodies. Biographaesl eulogies construct hagiographic,
devotional portraits emphasizing a one dimensioasppect of women rulers as pious
individuals for whom prayer was the only avenue dffecting political change (Sanchez).
The religious aspect of the lives of many womenuiimg positions (queens, queen consorts,
regents, governors) has caused historians to disther political influence. This is an
outstanding argument in XVIII century anti Medicehistorical literature (Galluzzi) which
pursues the same tone of moral judgment up to Xurg historiography (Diaz). Recent
research on the Spanish court under Philip Il eat#s in terms of bigotry the political
influence of Empress Maria (Sanchez). Physiologessentialism viewed royal and princely
women’s bodies as sites of weakness both if pragnamon reproductive, affected by
emotional instability and mental deficiency, andastacles to political activity and court life
(Pieraccini). Although historians have overlookéeé political role of women in European
dynasties, it was clear to their contemporaries Wamen had political roles. However, these
roles were perceived to be subordinate to thosaesf. Women in the Habsburg courts were
to express their political sentiments only if thesere in the service of traditional male
hierarchies and in the interest of the court amdilfathey had married into. Ruling women,
both as consorts and regents, did not accept finescribed political roles but often found
ways to voice their own opinions. To break politibaundaries they also exploited religious
patronage and familial concerns, areas in which tokrated female power. Royal women,
because of their lineage and upbringing, were ipalitcreatures. Their marriages were
politically motivated and served in foreign couesrias unofficial diplomatic representatives
for their relatives. The moral tracts prepared tfeem by confessors and moralists did not
cause them to accept subordination easily, espeamien their lives and training had
prepared them to fulfill important official functis. This attitude was particularly true of the
Habsburg women such as Margaret of Austria, Chdhles/'s aunt , or Maria of Hungary,
sister of Charles the V, who served as regents agogernesses of important
territories( Mantini, Sanchez). Positioning womentlae centre of court life and in the
complex dynamic of state formation encourages onethink the ways in which historians
have understood the avenues to political power spatifically the ways in which women
accessed political power.

Historical research has overwhelmingly focused e ihformal political roles of women in
the courts of Europe and on their influence ongatand monarchs. Their unofficial roles
have been emphasized in the French Valois and Baudlgnasties where mistresses gained
their political importance from having direct acede the intimate life of kings and to their
bodies. Physical and spatial closeness to Louis Xbnstructed Mme de Maintenon’s
political influence at Versailles. Influence appean sources which traditional political
history tends to bypass: court chronicles, recafiseligious foundations, wills, private
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correspondence. These documents often providelemt@iformation about women’s use of

patronage networks a chief vehicle through whidte evomen exerted control in the early

modern period (Harris, Zarri and Matthews Gried®hile governmental bodies generated
reports designed to affirm that decision making wathe hands of a select group of men and
that the process functioned through rational gawemtal organs, observers noted the
negotiations often took place in cloistered consgngardens and summer homes,
bedchambers and at lunches and during entertainfviescieglia, Ago).

The overall evaluation of the formation of polifiazecision making processes in the early
modern period is being transformed by taking thesamal influences under consideration
and by broadening our understanding of politicablzage. When one examines the informal
negotiations that have been researched for thel Rayat in Rome, the Medici court in
Florence, the Habsburg courts in the German telegaand in Spain as well as in the Tudor
courts of the Elizabethan period, a wider picturesges, complete with complex diplomatic
networks in which royal and princely women figureominently. This broader picture of
court politics and diplomatic networks - which atetied on familial and kin ties - provides a
way of studying the political role of women in garhodern Europe. This role has to be
studied taking into account the overlapping of fahiand political concerns, where the
intersection of women as mediators and coordinatbextended networks is a central feature
of European societies. This political maneuverihgpigh extended familial networks has
been studied for Spain where Austrian Habsburg womehe court of Madrid opposed the
Duke of Lerma’s Mediterranean policy advocatingapprochement with France, by pushing
for the interests of the Austrian Habsburg'’s in €arEurope and Flanders. This goes to show
that royal women could fashion strategies to $wgtrtown needs and interests often using the
language of family and devotion. They thus usedepimdd spheres of female influence to
pursue political goals in line with the dynastiastgies of their families of origin.

The historiography that we have examined up to poimts to a very recent field of research,
which begins to assert itself beyond national bawied only at the opening of the XXI
century. It points to the emergence of a new palithistory of the European elites through
the lens of gender and with a focus on women’sdagg and practices of power. This field of
research is still quite experimental and has predw variety of publications: proceedings,
collective volumes, anthologies, articles and vieny monographs. Comparative analysis of
courts, styles of government, artistic and religipatronage is also a distinguished feature of
this growing field of research while there is a laeag interest for the old style traditional
national biographies. Women rulers can only beistlith a transnational dimension within
an interdisciplinary approach — cultural studiest history, and literature, legal and
institutional history. Research on the early modweriod dating from 2000 onwards has used
a great variety of sources — chronicles, diplomagiports, court memoires, portraits, and
sometimes letters. While overcoming the “women hies” approach, the lack of a
systematic analysis of women’s correspondence twakiped an insufficient focus on agency,
choice and experience, giving hardly any spacandemic” perspective, and therefore to the
voices and words of women in ruling positions ofvpo.

Thus, while the courts of princes and kings havenbstudied from a multiplicity of
perspectives, a gendered history of the courtlyldvbas not yet been written. Norbert Elias,
while analysing thelévée de la reireas a fetish of prestige, totally overlooked thxéstence
and internal functioning of thenfaisori, “casd or “Frauenzimmeér of the queen — bride,
consort, regent, widow — which constituted a sepanget parallel micro-structure of
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hierarchy, interdependence and ostentation govesypede women imncien régimeourtg1,
Age, gender and status (marriage, motherhood, widod) structured the hierarchies of the
manifold female courts where issues of rule anceagjure cannot be separated from the life
cycle and the wider, cognatic connections of kidleled, continuing ties to one’s own family
and dynasty of origin while denting nationalist migin the study of women rulers and their
courts, bring to light practices of political amaignce and conflicting allegiances.

Courts have been overlooked in their capacity tegrate “migrating” foreign princesses,
uprooted from their home and in time progressivsblated from all former connections of
family and friends. Female courts have also beeglented as spaces where the young
members of aristocratic families were integratedough service, ritual and arranged
marriages, into wider local and European networkslliance?2 The cultural, linguistic,
performative, artistic space of female courts thutioned as a powerful — and empowering
- element of political integration in Eurogeé.

Economic historiar®é are enriching the picture with painstaking analysfi court personnel,
expenditures and levels of consumption . In thispective, the traditional bias which viewed
the court system as an arena of moral decadencpaaaditism is being gradually revised by
focusing on courts, both male and female, as thevihere splendour and ostentation were
the means of encouraging and financing innovateehnical knowledge, expertise and
craftsmanship. Female courts have never been stirdian economic perspective in order to
ascertain their patterns and levels of supply, eonion and expenditures, in the perspective
of a comparative and gendered evaluation of theteaance and costs of such courts.

The specific processes of self fashioning requirgdrossing borders, entering into foreign
dynasties and “changing clothes” with the aim dégmating into a foreign dynasty, are key
elements in the definition of women’s access to growhe process is structured in three
working phases:

1.The voyage of the adolescent bride, which emtdle separation from her family, dynastic
culture and living environment, was often withoaturn, as she left and would never come
back to where she was bor#feCultural transfer is a distinguishing feature litpassage, as
intense diplomatic negotiations among the two cowrepared the transfer of dowry and
property, personnel, material culture and art dbjé&The status of the bride was important
in defining the quality and quantity of the tramsfiself. Diplomatic negotiations between
courts on issues concerning marriage agreemenishwomprised financial settlements of
various kinds as well as the amount of the downpé¢opaid, are well documented in the
archives of ruling dynasties throughout Europe.istars and diplomatic representatives filed
detailed reports, discussing the number of ladmesvaiting and household personnel that
would go abroad as part of the bride’s “house”.&y kole in the bride’s court was that of her
confessor and important negotiations took placeoider to allow the transfer of this
politically significant member of a religious orde€onflicting hegemonic positions of

21 sanchez, 1998; Nolte, 2000; Campbell Orr, 2004.
22 Calvi, in print.

23 schulte, 2006.

24 nymard-Romani, 1998; Guerzoni, 2006.

25 zanger, 1997.

26 Marx, 2008 in print.
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religious orders in the courts of Europe influendaid decision, often opposing resistance to
the arrival of the foreign bride’s confes3ar.

2.The process of integration was focused aroundythdual and negotiated construction of
the consort’s court as a separate yet parallelreplibere diplomatic and political visits took
place, as well as sociability. Letters as well asrtdiaries, kept by the consort’s personal
secretaries document this process at length angreéat detail. The consort's court in a
separate wing of the royal, princely or ducal pala@as structured as a gendered space were a
highly ritualized sociability took place. One ofettkey features of the practices was the
integration into the court personnel of the youngssand daughters of the local, national ad
international network of aristocratic families. $tiborn and cadets from this European elite
entered the consort’s court in order to receivmimg and education in courtly manners and
culture. After a few years, marriages were orgahizetween these cohorts and members of
elite families. Thus the court of the consort, sgiidally organized as a realm where fictive
kin ties organized sociability, was the focus o ttonsort’s assimilation to the dynasty she
married into, the integration of the aristocratiites into the dynasty’s strategies of
legitimation and consensus, and a broader netwdrkkio and clients in Europe.
Correspondence between royal and princely bridéls members of aristocratic families are
abundant. They often discuss the presentation aty @ court circles of their children.
Court diaries describe marriage rituals which tquoéice at the court, where a symbolic
substitution of the ruling family in the place dbbd relatives of the bride and groom took
place (abundant documentation in the Medici arcinvélorence).

The consort’s role required internal displacemeng cyclical and ritual notion of time. Trips
to homes of local aristocratic families, the seasdransfer to country residences, to shrines
and convents, entailed a circumscribed yet highlplized use of space. Entries, processions,
visits, hunting parties were part of the consodtsigations towards her subjects and the
dynasty. A moving visibility within a framework afigrating courts transformed the image of
the consort/the queen into one of visual and plysiccessibility. Maternal duties are central
to this phase. The birth of one or more male hsimghat turned the bride into the consort or
the regent with high political responsibility aratrhal roles of power.

3. A changing convergence of strong and/or weakgoewnarks the last phase in the life
cycle of women rulers in Europe. Widowhood coulthémegency for a minor son, as well as
exile, return, flight, or voyages to govern distatitories. Women in the Habsburg dynasties
were named governors of the Netherlands (Margdaréiustria) as well as widows from
smaller Italian ducal dynasties (Caterina MedicinGaga and Violante di Baviera both
governors of Siena, see Aurora Savelli's paperoltld also entail entering a cloistered life.
These turning points are connected to maturity,emédty, widowhood, old age or lack of
integration, political upheavals and, albeit rayéie breaking up of marriages.

At all stages space was connected to the life cygi¢h shaped the specific prerogatives of
power and rule. From the XV century onwards dymcastichives in Europe preserve
considerable, and at times, vast amounts of casrelgmce written by and addressed to
women in ruling positions. Letters to and from fignand kin, private subjects, members of
religious orders as well as cardinals and the pdp#omats, kings and queens provide us
with very substantial primary sources illustratiwygmen’s political practices in a European
and comparative dimension. Letters sent acrosseb®roh the early modern period are

27 sanchez, 1998.
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markers of political language and need a carefdl subtle understanding and translation. In
these correspondences, political communication tisedanguage of ritual and festivities, of
Carnival, hunting and Lent, as well as that of nmong and physical suffering. Participation
in such recurrent events created a community afesheneanings, taste and emotions which
could be relied upon in moments of need. Women dedhcharges, pensions and dowries,
sent and received relics, medicaments and recipeshanged a great variety of gifts,
including art objects, perfumes and fashion, irdead to alleviate marital distress, familial
disputes checking on rebellious adolescents ang édfairs, as well as discussing religious,
political, military, social and cultural events. Vds and deeds captured by letters thus offer
us a precious point of entry into the ruling preesi of a political culture where women
occupied specific roles, participating activelytive web of negotiations, mediations and in
the distribution of resources. Correspondence dates a periodizing marker in research on
women in positions of rule. Indeed no such soueresavailable for the high middle ages in
western Europe (see Janet L. Nelson’s paper) imthre Byzantine Empire where, as Judith
Herrin writes “Unfortunately, few empresses recadrdiee ways in which they attained and
extended their power. Although most of them musehaeen literate, their writings have not
been preserved” and the autobiography by Anna Komfiemains an exceptional text”.

Space, on the other hand, as a category definingsacto power and the fashioning of
political identities, was a common feature in agioluréecomparative analytical perspective.
It meant first and foremost the crossing of bordBm centuries women, as brides generally
married by proxy experienced the passing acrosgrgphical and political boundaries to join
their spouse. Indeed a distinguishing feature éngtudy of early modern female elites is the
systematic gendered migration which the marriageh@&xge produced. Critical theory has
stressed the connection between women and traosabsim, emphasizing the “nomadic”
guality of women’s lives that move between spafagjlies, borders. This to date unexplored
dimension in the history and structure of femaléeglsets the stage for a pressing set of
guestions that point to displacement and migratiaeskey elements in the subjective
experience of women and in the changing of gendelr generational relations, family
patterns and individual life cycles. Ruling womereres the moveable element in the
construction of political power and in State formoat processes. These moving elites
highlight the paradox which situates “foreignneasthe core of the highest form of delegate
political power (regency). Only queens ruling ineithown right occupied unmovable
positions rooted in their own hereditary lands (3eeith Herrin, Janet L. Nelson and Serena
Ferente’s papers)

The working papers presented here within were diseadiin a workshop on Women rulers in
Europe (XII-XVIII centuries) at the HEC Departmaitthe EUI in May 2007.

The workshop engaged with a broad comparative Eaoperspective, both chronologically
and geographically. Papers investigated the fopoéltical roles of women in the Byzantine
Empire (Herrin), the Carolingian Empire (Nelsom)etFrench monarchy (Cosandey), the
Habsburg monarchy (Schulte) and in some ltaliatestéFerente, Savelli). The main themes
that emerged from the discussion were the accqsswer, the political role of regents, queen
consorts and rulers in their own right; the role paflitical and administrative personnel
(secretaries, rhaestri di camera eunuchs) the transmission of rulership, powed atatus
from mothers to sons and, more rarely, daughtéses;court as a specific area of political
negotiation, female agency and rule. Issues ofstesn- cultural, material, symbolic - also
figured prominently throughout the workshop.

11
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Judith Herrin’s paper presents an overview of tee of women to powerful positions in the
Byzantine Empire. The highly visible role of thensort in ritual occasions gave way to the
dominant position of the empress mother. “Thesstren the legitimate transmission of
authority within the dynasty from father to sonliesargues, “gave empress mothers great
authority”. Their duties at the head of the femsilde of the court established empresses on
the same high level as their husbands and theiatgriresources allowed them to manage a
circle of servants, courtiers and supporters whatettiook their personal business. Among the
powers connected to widowhood, Herrin features dbestruction of family shrines and
commemoration of their ancestors sustaining “th&ohy and memory of the family in a
physical rather than literary manner”.

In contrast to this picture, Janet L. Nelson aredyshe “relatively uninstitutionalised,
mutable, even improvised, power” which characteridee role of queens in Charlemagne’s
reign. The lives and political roles of his sistéve wives and unmarried daughters are
situated in the process of queenship becoming “emgeent fixture of the political
landscape”. Yet, in spite of this overall trendsatintinuities prevailed as “their real-life
political power was of the personal, informal kimne the less significant for that, but time-
bound, transient”.

Serena Ferente focuses her argument on the legdmaf female political authority in its
own right in the late middle ages. Situating hesesrch in what has been called an “age of
heiresses”, she investigates the careers of tWiartaulers, Joanna Il queen of Naples and
Bianca Maria Visconti duchess of Milan, in order define the meaning and extent of
women’s “natural” rights to dominium over other matlatives.

Fanny Cosandey addresses Catherine de Medicisnuatial succession to shed light on the
more general issue of royal territorial acquisiidhrough the female members of the dynasty.
The question she poses is that of understandijogl$ sont les apports feminins, sur quels
principes ils sont pensés dans les actes qui osgamtila succession (contrat e marriages,
testaments etc) et comment ils s’intégrent, ou Bigmappent, aux lignages concernés. En
d’autres termes, quel role peut avoir la reine démsnécanismes de la transmission, et quell
jeu joue-t-elle entre une conception familiale et wppréhension politique de son propre
patrimoine”.

Within an institutional approach to the historytbé Grand Duchy of Tuscany and the last
Medici rulers, Aurora Savelli researches the pditrole of female governors of Siena and its
territory in the framework of Medicean dynasticeruAnalysing the entry ritual of Violante
Beatrice di Baviera as governor of the city in 1,7%3avelli reconstructs the complex pattern
of local and social alliances that support and emgodier rule.

Albeit the great diversity of geographical areadfural contexts, sources and chronologies
under consideration, common themes and clustersgena@d figure prominently — in a rather
unsystematic way — throughout the papers. Womentess to power through birth or
marriage, which entailed a different position withhe logic of spatial exchange, as brides
moved across territorial boundaries, while rulershieir own right stayed within their native
lands. The exchange of women entailed and repmdenpatrilinear/patrilocal structuring of
the lineage and the marriage alliance was sanctibgehe transfer of moveable goods and/or
landed property belonging to brides as their owwape patrimony. Female courts as parallel
yet separate spaces governed by female rulingseéited endowed with administrative
personnel, ladies in waiting and servants. The dgiom of such courts varied in time and
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tended to diminish, but was always an object adnse diplomatic and political negotiations.
The mother-son relationship connected to regenay the transmission of royal power
through “foreign” women: cloistered life, kin, falial and political connections to
monasteries both in western and eastern MeditearaBarope.
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Women and the Transmission of Power in Medieval Byantium

Judith Herrin, King’s College London

Even historians who have no interest in or knowéedf the Byzantine Empire know about
some women identified as Byzantine: Theodora, ttmis entertainer who became the wife
of Emperor Justinian in the sixth century; Theomhanho was sent to marry the western
Emperor Otto Il in the tenth, or Sophia Palaiolegiwho carried her Byzantine destiny to
Russia when she married Ivan Il after the Ottoroapture of Constantinople. All three are
generally considered to personify certain featofeByzantine culture, and to have influenced
the environment in which they lived. It is strikinlyat they are particularly associated with
regions outside the imperial capital. Theodora'siniamous portrait remains in the church of
San Vitale in Ravenna. In contrast, none of her ummnts in Constantinople survive,
although many are recorded, including a porphyayust raised by the citizens of the city in
her honout Theophano is represented in western medievalaiisimply not mentioned in
contemporary Byzantine sourcésinformation about Byzantine women of power and
influence who lived in the eastern capital duritsglong history from A.D. 330-1453 is often
concealed in references that either minimize oraténe women (a familiar problem). In this
brief contribution | will draw attention to threedtures of Byzantine society that favoured
female authority: structural reasons for the pranoe of women at the centre of imperial
power; legal justifications for the power of mothend widows; gendered reasons connected
with the existence of eunuchs, who formed a ‘tsied’.

Among the distinctive features of Byzantine socigtg imperial structure accorded the
Emperor and Empress pre-eminent roles at the ajpaxlearly demarcated hierarchy. While
the male ruler personified imperial power, his wéfied consort also had an imperial role,
which was particularly noticeable on ceremonialasions, for instance, when they processed
to the cathedral of Hagia Sophia to attend chumlvises. The emperor often inherited
supreme power from his father, although rebels c¢@l$o attain it by military revolt. But
empresses were generally recruited from quite miffebackgrounds: as foreign princesses,
imported to secure political alliances, as locahuiges selected by young princes, and as
representatives of powerful families who were abl@lace their daughters in this extremely
significant position. Regardless of the way thatyttbecame empress, the position itself
sustained the potential for considerable power,rmaady who rose to it were able to exploit
this.

Unfortunately, few empresses recorded the wayshittwthey attained and extended their
power. Although most of them must have been lieerahd many were extremely well
educated, their writings have not been preservedasionally their concerns are reflected in
laws passed during periods when they controlledenmap administration; the two laws
enacted by Empress Irene between 797 and 802 pr@xdmples, but these are rare and
contain only limited personal informatiGnThe biography of her father written by Anna
Komnene, which is also her autobiography, remamexaeptional text.And the foundation

1 ProcopiusBuildings I, xi. 8, pp. 88-90; Foss (2002); Brubaker (2004)
2 Davids (1995).

3 Burgmann (1981); Herrin (2004).

4 Kouma-Peterson (2000).
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documents for many imperial monasteries, in whictpesses had an interest, usually fail to
mention their personal concerns. So the evidencetHeir patronage, intellectual and
theological interests, funerary preferences anahsave to be identified from writings about
them, or from buildings, texts and objects assediavith them. In this indirect way it's
possible to build up a composite image of the tesaflempresses’ activity, but this is always
partial.

Nonetheless, the structure of imperial governmentvided empresses with certain
opportunities? Within the Great Palace they had their own quarterd were attended by
their own servants (frequently eunuchs) who lookter their wardrobe of official costumes,
as well as their bedrooms, dining rooms and pripagsessions. Since each empress had her
own income from the landed estates and tax revewittswhich she was endowed at her
marriage, she also had a personal treasury. Frermtiment she arrived in the court, whether
as a bride from outside the empire, a lady-in-wgitlready familiar with ruling circles, or a
provincial girl selected to reinforce a politicdliance, she was supported by an infrastructure
which might allow her to exercise influence as aualiéa Using her patronage of particular
teachers, theologians, monastic leaders, painteiswaiters, the empress might create an
inner circle of her own advisers. The empress’ éew&as probably attended by almost as
many courtiers as her husband’s. While some impe#izes accompanied their husbands on
military campaigns, others remained in the capittf where they sometimes had to face
down threats of revolt. All shared in the fate leéit husbands and could suffer disgrace and
exile, or might gain an honourable retirement witttie court hierarch§.

One of the first duties of any empress was to p®uier husband with a son and heir.
Although there was no automatic right of successsams of the imperial couple regularly
inherited their fathers’ powers and the failuregive birth to a male child could be very
dangerous for an empress. As the bearers of dgnastbitions, imperial wives with sons
were ensured a respected and powerful positionmwitie court and the ruling circles of the
empire. In the late fifth century Ariadne, daughtdr Emperor Leo |, became the sole
survivng representative of the dynasty which shgpgteated by her choice of husbands
(Emperors Zeno and Anastasidsgimilarly, by a process of adoption the familyehperor
Justin | was extended through the sixth centuryl untcoup d’état in 602. The usurper
Herakleios (610-41) then laid down a clear strategynsure the continuity of his family.
When his ambitious widow Empress Martina tried harge it, the Senate of Constantinople
arrested her, had her mutilated and banished tol&8o

Thereafter dynasties became dominant in Byzantitino@gh rebels never stopped mounting
their challenges. Their success was facilitatethkybelief that a once a rebel had established
himself in the capital by overthrowing the previcuser, he became the God-given emperor
and was crowned by the patriarch as the man to whbnByzantines owed obedience.
Throughout the centuries of Byzantine rule empet@ad to guard against coup d’états by
ambitious generals, disaffected provincial govesraord even their close relations. During the
reign of Emperor Theophilos, his step-mother Eugyme, who was then in retirement,

S Bensammer (1976); Hill (1997); James (2001); Hhe(2001).

6 In 813, for instance, Michael | and his wife Prpkoput on monastic clothing to indicate their ¢algition to
the rebellion of Leo V; they entered separate miemizs and their sons were castrated, Theophares th
ConfessorChronographial, 502.

7 James (2001); Herrin (2000).
8 Herrin (2001), p.24.
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warned him of a plot against his family and he aosied a military campaign to race back to
Constantinoplé.

Very occasionally a ruler might choose not to hawensort, for example, Basil Il who ruled
from 976-1025 and never married. But it was norfoalemperors to crown their wives (or
other female relations) as empresses in orderaeige leadership for the female part of the
court. Within the notion of a ruling family, womdsecame even more important as the
transmitters of imperial blood and dynastic clailnsthe middle of the eleventh century when
Michael Psellos described the high status bestowed heodora, daughter of Constantine
VIII, he recognised the particular claims of dawghtto represent the continuity of imperial
rule. Theodora won over the imperial guard becétmsre were certain factors that made her
influence with them all-powerful: the fact that shad been ‘born in the purple’ her gentle
character [and] the sad circumstances of her folifedrl0 She returned from a long period
of exile in a monastery to assume imperial power rted alone for several months. Psellus
continues: “The Empire was hers alone — she irdgbrit — and she superintended all the
affairs of State in person. She was supported is rbsolution by her retinue and palace
officials, men who from long experience understaowberial policy and knew how the
administration of the Empire functioned ... Withohe tslightest embarrassment she assumed
the duties of a man ... she herself appointed hécial, dispensed justice from her throne
with due solemnity, exercised her vote in the wt law, issued decrees sometimes in
writing, sometimes by word of moutR¥When she realized that she was dying, she elevated
an elderly general to the position of emperor ligrenal marriage ceremony.

Theodora’s case alerts us to another importanufeatdf the Byzantine court: it established
special honours for princesses ‘born in the purpléle female children of a ruling couple
were far less likely to inherit imperial power theémeir brothers (as Anna Komnene found to
her cost), but if they were born in the specialnehar identified as ‘purple’ from the coloured
marble or silk of its walls, the epithet ‘porphysymetos’ endowed them with high status and
resourced2 Emperor Theophilos and his wife had five daughteore their son Michael
was born (an older male child had died young). &iryi, Emperor Constantine VIl cherished
his many daughters who were older than his one Romanos. All were given a proper
education and established in their own palacebarcapital. Many imperial children of both
sexes had marriages arranged for them — and trasgghters who remained unmarried often
founded a monastery into which they retired. Oneéhef most striking cases of a princess
‘born in the purple’ succeeding to imperial powsr Euphrosyne, younger daughter of
Constantine VI, who was banished from the courhwigér mother in 790. She only returned
from her monastic exile when a usurper decided rtbaece his imperial legitimacy by
marrying her. After spending about 25 years in thenastery, Michael Il recalled
Euphrosyne to the imperial court as his wife angherss, and thus strengthened his right to
rule13

A further and highly important feature of Byzantiseciety was the undisputed role of the
capital city of Constantinople, the centre of goweent and the permanent base of the
imperial court. Founded by Constantine the Grea &&w Rome, to replace the Old Rome

9 Ibid, 175-8.

10 PsellusChronographia260.

11 pid, 261.

12 Dagron (1994); Herrin (2007), 185-91.
13 Herrin (2001), 155-8.
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on the Tiber, it gradually became the centre ofadininistration and higher education. The
ecclesiastical see of Constantinople was establigts®ethe leading patriarchate, while the
city’s position at the crossroads of much econoattivity ensured the importance of its
markets. It acted as a magnet for all with ambgiand skillst4 Both men and women were
attracted to it, whether they sought careers tloeravere sent by their parents to realize
dreams of social advancement and economic progpémitcontrast to the medieval West,
where rulers moved from one centre to another titrout the year, the imperial court never
moved from the capital. Its fixed position creagedentral focus for people not only from the
provinces and but also from beyond the imperiahtisys. Within this highly centralized
system of administration, the court was the mosgtartant source of patronage, the venue
where individuals could make impression on the emmpempress and the chief officers of
statel®

The combination of courtly prominence and the rexsed role of the Byzantine empress
meant that women who attained this position mightable to exercise great power. In the
case of women who married into a ruling family éetame wives of emperors, therefore
empresses in their own right, this was overt. Theeee also indirect benefits, for instance,
the sisters of Maria of Amnia who followed her torStantinople and made advantageous
marriagest6 In the ninth century the official title ofoste patrikia,was first granted to
Theoktiste, mother of Empress Theodora; it creatspecial honour for mothers of empresses,
who wore a particularly belz¢st¢ and gained the highest patrician rank reservesdamen

in court hierarchyt’ It was only rarely bestowed as a singular mar&pgdroval. So the bride
of an emperor often brought tremendous privilegeiér entire family. And even if her
family members did not accompany her to Constaptegin the case of foreign brides for
instance), she might rapidly realize her privilegesl attain an independent status. In this
respect, Maria/Marta of Alania, who first came tonStantinople as a child hostage for her
father's good behaviour and later returned to mafighael VII Doukas, demonstrated the
rich potential of her married statif.

Both the empress and all the imperial princessgsined the support of many ladies-in-
waiting, recruited from among the elite of the tapas well as the provinces. In court
ceremonies they attended these key figures andmguanded them on all their journeys.
When Theophano left Constantinople to marry Ottoniny ladies appropriated dressed went
with her; and when Basil Il finally sent his sis#&nna to marry Vladimir of Kiev, she was
similarly accompanied?® Although these ladies might be powerless, thesitjpm in close
contact with the most important female figures gévem considerable potential. Even as
servants they appeared at court ceremonies andt migh attract the attention of an
important courtier. On more than one occasion thpexor himself selected a mistress from
among the ladies-in-waiting; Constantine VI chosd aventually married Theodote, Leo VI
married Zoe Zaoutze and after her death selectethanZoe ‘Karbonopsina’ (the black-
eyed), who gave birth to his only son, the futuam§€lantine VII, in the purple chamber.

In addition, for over a century (ca 780 — 880) Byzantine court adopted a method of

14 E| cheikh (2004); Ciggaar (1996); Herrin (200728

15 shevchenko (1979-80).

16 Rydén (2002), 90-92.

17 Herrin (2001), 173-4, 232.

18 Garland and Rapp (2006), 91-123.

19 Thietmar of Merseburgzhronicon,ll, 15, p. 103; Franklin and Shepard (1996), 162-7
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selecting wives for imperial princes which has belaracterized as ‘beauty pagent’ or ‘bride
show’ 20 In literary terms, this derived from the storytb& Judgment of Paris, when he had
to present a golden apple to the fairest of thre@dgsses. Whether such contests actually
took place in the manner described by ninth centisyorical and hagiographical sources is
not clear. But there is no doubt that relativehkmown young women were recruited in the
provinces to become brides of future emperors.niilar system seems to have been used in
the Carolingian West, where it avoided the promotad a powerful family whose male
relations would try to exercise influence at cddrin Byzantium also it secured the loyalty
and support of a provincial family, rather than amting the standing of an already powerful
elite group within the capital. And it further catislated the dreams of innumerable parents
living far from Constantinople thaheir daughter might one day marry the prince. | think
these bride-show stories should be understoodnaschanism for linking outlying regions to
the imperial capital, by tying provincial familigsto closer loyalty to the ruling familg?2
And in the case of Maria of Amnia and Theodora aplitagonia it seemed to work.

Even if Irene from Athens was not chosen in thishfan, the alliance between her almost
unknown family and Constantine V must have assititeduler in some way. He may have
wanted to promote a relatively insignificant clanni central Greece — to extend his influence
in a region only recently brought under Constargoiiban control, and to strengthen his
contacts and build greater loyalty there. | havguad that this allowed one very powerful
woman to take control of the imperial governmentha late eighth century, imposing new
initiatives such as the reversal of iconoclasm, enedreaction to Charlemagne’s coronation
by Pope Leo Il and his acclamation as emperorhef Romang3 Between 797 and 802
Empress Irene also made serious reinvestment irrclobs, monasteries and their
philanthropic activities, and built her own palattee church of St Sophia, Thessalonike, the
shrine at church of the Life-Giving Source, andaol will return to her later.

The second facet of Byzantine society which favduitee prominence of women was the
relationship of mother to son. Among ruling circlésis was particularly important since
emperors were frequently on campaign and often diebattle, leaving their widows to
secure the transmission of power from father ta Home boy was a minor, the empress had
an even more important task as the guarantor afidtiss. Widowed empresses therefore had
a special function in protecting their sons’ inkemce, and their maternal rights were
recognised in law. They often exercised a leadolg n the Council of Regency set up to
sustain imperial government. In 842, for exampléew Emperor Theophilos died, his son
Michael was only two years old. The widowed empriBEssodora immediately ordered a new
gold coin to be struck, which showed her own imagehe front and portraits of Michael and
his older sister Thekla on the ba#kin this way, she announced the change of ruler and
attempted to guarantee her young son’s inheritadficen 842 to 856 she performed the role
of Regent, until Michael turned seventeen and widsemough to claim his position as
emperor. At that point, Theodora’s own brother exiher and took over as adviser to his
nephew. Nonetheless, for over a decade a widowgutess had protected her son’s claim to
rule.

20 Historians are divided as to the reliability ofstimotion, see Treadgold (1979); Rydén (1985); ®im&1999,
2004); Herrin (2001), 132-8, 190-1, 222-6.

21 pe Jong (2004).

22 Herrin (2001), 131-8.
23 |bid, 113-29.

24 |pid, 202, plate 1d.

20



Women and the Transmission of Power

Whenever an emperor died leaving a young son, hervévere was no shortage of adult male
relations or established generals or ambitiouscia# who aspired to take over, justifying
their efforts as necessary ‘to secure the empgairsst foreign invasion. In 919 Romanos |
Lekapenos successfully used this argument to rerdoeeKarbonopsina from her position as
Regent, and then proceeded to promote his ownaoeesd of the young ‘porphyrogennetos’
Constantine VIB> Nonetheless, the principle of maternal authoritgrca young prince, and
the mother’s natural desire to secure his rightule, meant that in Byzantium widowed
women could exercise genuine power. In the eleveetitury Psellos describes how the
widowed Empress Eudokia educated her son Mich&He“personally trained him for his
future career, and later on allowed him to appoiagistrates and encouraged him to act as a
judge.... She commended him, expressed her pridéhat ae had done, and always she was
building up his character, quietly preparing him flee various duties that an emperor has to
perform ...”.26 Maria/Marta protected her son Constantine Doukagits against strong
opposition27 In the fourteenth century Anna of Savoy almostvpked a civil war by
supporting her son’s right to rule; but John V Ratgos duly became emperor and ruled for
50 years:8

The most striking example of such female powereihaps that of Empress Irene: in 769 she
was married as a teenager to Leo, the eldest s@omstantine V, and she became empress
when he inherited imperial power in 775. After offiiye years Leo IV died in mysterious
circumstances and she asserted her power in thenRggouncil established for her young
son Constantine, then aged n#fé&cven when he reached the age of his majority (heet
sixteen in January 787), she was reluctant to qaish her position as senior emperor,
acclaimed ahead of her son, and eventually he dhvaxkgel her from the palace to her own
residence 790. This event is associated with tiHaréaof his marriage, which Irene had
arranged by a bride show. By repudiating his wifarisl and rapidly marrying one of the
ladies in waiting, Theodote, Constantine VI asserés own authority. But his second
marriage was condemned as illegitimate becauseatieekiled his first wife to a monastery
where she lived for many years with her two daughte

Thus Emperor Constantine VI faced constant opmositiom the ecclesiastical authorities, to

which the army added its own disquiet at his myjitiailings, some of these appear to have
been contrived by Irene’s servants. After a sharethe was pressured to admit his mother
back into the court, where she rapidly insistedbemg acclaimed as ruler with him. Their

period of joint rule was brief, however, and in 78Ye ordered that he should be blinded in
order to disqualify him from ruling (the normal Byrztine method of getting rid of claimants

to the throne and unsuccessful rebels). She thed alone for five years, longer than her
husband Leo IV and longer than many ephemeralanjliemperors who came and went at
the beginning of the eighth century. Her overthnmas engineered by the finance minister
Nikephoros, who reversed most of her policies dmuvgd a notable reluctance to promote
eunuchs to key positions.

The horrific example of a mother ordering the bingd of her own son has led modern

25 Liutprand of Cremonaintapodosis (Tit for TatB. 26, 35, 37, pp. 81-2, 85-6.
26 PsellusChronographia 346.

27 Garland and Rapp, as above.

28 Nicol (1994).

29 Theophanes, |, 444, 449-80; Herrin (2001), 75-8.
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historians to condemn Irene as a heartless and rgauwggry woman, lacking in maternal
concern for her only child. At the time, howeveer lactions were accepted albeit with some
criticism. The chief contemporary historian, the nkorheophanes, whosghronographia
was composed in the early ninth century, recorésitiadequacies of Constantine both as
emperor and military leader and Irene’s ambitioks.a devout icon venerator, he supported
the empress who had ended the official Byzantinkcyof iconoclasm in 787. After the
blinding, he notes that the sky was darkened feersteen days (suggesting a long period of
very heavy cloud in the middle of summer such aghibe expected from a volcanic
eruption) which was interpreted as a condemnatidheoblinding. And he concludes “In this

way, his mother Irene acceded to pow&)”.

Her rule was immediately challenged by “troublemrakessociated with the other sons of
Constantine V, half-brothers of her husband Leaahd therefore uncles of Constantine VI.
Another plot was hatched in central Greece butdwer relatives put that down and blinded
the conspiratord! The main problem of this period was that havingaeed her son, who
was the legitimate heir, she failed to adopt or marte a successor. Her officials therefore
tried to ensure that their own relations would gamthrone after her death. In particular, two
of the chief eunuchs competed against each othevirioher favour, which caused great
instability32 At the same time, Irene continued her buildingvégt her negotiations with
foreign potentates and imperial rituals in a mardesigned to display her own authority. She
cannot have been entirely unsuccessful and wheappesition materialized in a coup d’état,
Theophanes reports that it was partly provokeddsnelinuchs3

It is now time to turn to this third aspect of Bytiae civilization, the role of eunuchs in
Byzantium and ask if it assisted the prominencevoimen. The existence of a third sex —
neither male nor female — is a common feature afyr@mpires which sustain grand courts
(notably medieval Chinese and Islamic centres ofgmp34 In Byzantium it was elevated to
greater prominence by the adoption of a serie@oftgositions reserved for ‘beardless men’.
These were boys castrated before puberty who estaimeir childish physical features (lack
of body hair, high voices) and who were recruited $pecial duties associated with the
imperial couple, their private quarters, wardrolaesl dining rooms, and particular court
ceremonies. The leading position of the court malomo was always held by a senior
eunuch official praipositog, assisted by other eunucHsbikoulario).3> Because it was
assumed that they had lost their sexual drive, @uwmwere considered safe with women and
because they could not produce children of them,avey were thought to be more loyal and
devoted to their employers than other servantsmFtbe moment when imperial brides
arrived in the court, they would have been surredntly these officials, whose unbroken
voices, soft skin and long limbs set them apart.

Despite the legal prohibition of castration on imaleterritory, by the ninth century even
Byzantine families with several sons were arrandgmdpave one castrated in order to send
him to Constantinople where he could make a cae@tber at court or in the church.

30 Theophanes, 1, 472 (blinding and accession).

31\pid. I, 473-4.
32\pid, 1, 474-5.
33bid, 1, 475-6.

34 Tougher (2002).
35 Ringrose (2003); Herrin (2007), 160-9.
36 Tougher (1997), esp. 178-80.
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Eunuchs were admitted to the ranks of the clergyraany became leading monks, bishops
and patriarchs. They found positions of trust immeries where male attendants were
prohibited. Paphlagonia became a centre from wisieth young men were recruitéd.
Following the model of the imperial court, all eliftamilies employed eunuchs to assist the
mistress of the house in her work, acting as ssrdoed carrying personal messages outside
the home. Educated eunuchs were often put in chafrgeaching the young children and
accompanying the older ones to more advanced claggen by established scholars in the
city.

Within the court, such beardless men had very damirpositions, organizing imperial
ceremonies both inside and outside the Great Paldeeruling couple were surrounded and
protected by them. Some certainly did sustain @algr families in prolonged patterns of
sound advice and honorable service. Basil the o8tfbastard) was the illegitimate son of
Romanos |, castrated to remove any claims he neglgrtain to imperial inheritance. He
survived the operation and served four emperoré witelligent advice from 949 to his
disgrace in 9858 During that long period, he used the wealth heiagated to commission
some of the most striking works of art that suryiiee instance the famous Limburg reliquary.

Through their employment in the corridors of poweunuch courtiers often had access to
imperial secrets and could promote specific paici®n occasion, they were reported to
exercise too much influence over both emperorseanpresses. The question here is whether
imperial women relied too greatly on their eunufficils, as is often implied by the sources.
Since male rulers were also attacked for allowinguehs to dominate imperial government,
this was clearly not an exclusively female problénseems more likely that when the eunuch
courtiers sensed a weak ruler whom they could nudatti@ for their own purposes, they did so.
But ambitious Byzantine empresses could also wse ¢anuch servants to advance their own
agendas, often with the co-operation of non-euraffibials of the imperial court. Even in the
late Palaiologan period, when the beardless menldgtdsome of their prominence, they
remained an element of the greatly reduced ceritrgogernment. And after the fall of
Constantinople to the Ottomans in 1453, they n#dyulzecame guardians of the sultan’s
harems3®

In conclusion, | would argue that particular stawes of Byzantine society and the imperial
court favoured the rise of women to powerful posis. The stress on the legitimate
transmission of authority within the dynasty froather to son gave empress-mothers great
authority. Their duties at the head of the femae sf the court established empresses on the
same high level as their husbands and their prieieurces allowed them to manage a circle
of servants, courtiers and supporters who undertbek personal business. Once widowed,
empresses often appeared to withdraw from poliafalirs into monasteries they had set up,
but paradoxically it was often in their retiremehat they were able to realize the greatest
influence and power. Euphrosyne, for instance, itedrthe bones of her estranged parents in
a special chapel designed to commemorate theis.fi¢eShe thus undid the ‘damnatio
memoriae’ that had been decreed by Empress Iranelig8ly, Anna, the wife of a rebel
Artabasdos, maintained her husband’s and childitemds at the monastery of Chora, which

37 Magdalino (1998), Herrin (2001), 107-113.
38 Vlyssidou (2007).

39 Herrin (2007), 169.

40 Herrin (2001), 159-62.
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became a shrine to this famfty As in the medieval West, women were often resagor
the commemoration of their ancesters and paid fowal liturgies in their honour, which
sustained the history and memory of the family phgisical rather than literary manrfér.

In addition, the respect accorded to mothers ireggnthe rights widows were granted over
their children, and the provision of inheritance limth girls and boys, meant that empresses
could sometimes seize power in the name of a nmeoor In the seventh century Martina
provoked extreme opposition because she triedtéo thle will of her husband Herakleios. In
the tenth, Empress Zoe Karbonopsina clashed wittiaReh Nikolaos Mystikos over the best
way to protect her young son'’s rights, and lostgesition as Regent. But in neither case was
the empress mother opposed for attempting to predeer son’s imperial inheritance; her
legal right as his guardian was not disputed. is Way, widowed mothers became a force to
be reckoned with in Byzantine society, not onlytla¢ highest levels, but also among
villagers.43 For those with wealth, the patronage of schol@mftsmen, writers and
intellectuals was not merely an accepted soci& boit was understood as a important focus
of courtly activity. Empress Maria/Marta of Alaraad several other foreign empresses of the
twelth century maintained a literary circle, whifena Komnene the ‘porphyrogennetos’
promoted scholarly learning in philosophy as wsllaiting her own great history of Alexios

l.

In these ways, Byzantine imperial women overcame thedieval assumptions about
womanly weakness and realized a manly authorityge the expressions frequently cited in
Byzantine sources). Their initiatives occasionalyanged the course of history, by the repeal
of iconoclasm, for example, and their acceptedig@pdtion in government bequeathed
models of behaviour which later women could drawaod adapt. In conjunction with the
structural support of a highly centralized admnaisbn and imperial court, Byzantine women
displayed an inventiveness and prominence, whitdénafliscomforted male writers. If only
their own writings had been preserved to allowaugitige how they conceived of their power!

41 Herrin (2006), 9-10.
42 /an-Houts (1999).
43 Neville (2006).
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Family structures and gendered power in early medsal kingdoms: the
case of Charlemagne’s mother.

Janet L. Nelson, King’s College London

In the past twenty years or so, the historiographgarlier medieval women has been much
debated and substantially revised. The old nagatsometimes contradicted each other. One
pictured women'’s high status in a homogenous Geigmanture holding its own in the new
barbarian kingdoms against the secular and ecst&sih versions ofRomanitas while
another suggested that that ancient status waBextu®©ne, looking to thengue durégheld
that women’s position steadily improved through thenevolence of the Church, while
another saw ecclesiastical pressures reinforciigapehy in another guise, and eventually
forcing aFrauenfragethat was really &lerrenfrage There was a story about a Golden Age
followed by decline, but an alternative record wasaudibility followed by vociferousness.
There was yet another story of radical continugtyhistory of oppression that stands still,
invisibility and silence prevailing throughout. Ahese versions of early medieval reality
have been offered, stretched, altered. And, truttelt, there is something useful in all these;
for tensions are part of the fab#i@hen questions have been asked about much lamésst
from which women had been conspicuous by theirratesedid women have a transformation
of the Roman worlddid women participate in the Carolingian Renaise@hdid women
affect, as well as being affected by, the Gregoréforms? did women offer a series of new
takes on the ancient Christian ideal of virginity?

1The bibliography on all these topics is large, #rereferences given in succeeding footnotes @mare than
representative, though most are rich in furtheenexices. Thought-provoking, but very differentrtgig-points

are given by J.W. Scott, ‘Gender: a useful categufnhistorical analysis’American Historical Reviev@l

(1986), pp. 1053-75, repr. in her collected pap8esider and the Politicsf History (New York, 1999), pp. 28-
50; J.M. Bennett, “History that Stands Still”: wem's work in the European pagfeminist Studied4 (1988),

pp. 269-83.

2 3 M.H. Smith, ‘Did Women Have a Transformationtiof Roman World?’, in P. Stafford and A.B. Mulder-
Bakker edsGendering the Middle Agea special issue @ender and History12, no. 3 (2000), repr. (Oxford,
2001), pp. 22-41eadem ‘Introduction: gendering the early medieval warid L. Brubaker and J.M.H. Smith
eds,Gender in the Early Medieval World. East and W&80-900(Cambridge, 2004), pp. 1-19.

3K. Heene,The Legacy of Paradise: Marriage, Motherhood andnWo in Carolingian Edifying Literature
(Frankfurt, 1997); Smith, ‘Gender and ideologylie early Middle Ages’Studies in Church Historg4 (1998),
pp. 51-73; J.L. Nelson, ‘Dhuoda’, in P. Wormald and. Nelson edd,ay Intellectuals in the Carolingian World
(Cambridge, 2007), pp. 106-20.

43.-A. McNamara, ‘TheHerrenfrage the restructuring of the gender system, 1050-11B0C. Lees ed.,
Medieval Masculinities. Regarding Men in the Middiges (Minneapolis, 1994), pp. 3-29; C. Leyser, ‘Custom
truth and gender in the Gregorian Refori8tudies in Church Historg4 (1998), pp. 75-91; R. Swanson,
‘Angels Incarnate: Clergy and Masculinity from Goeigh Reform to the Reformation’, in D. Hadley ed.,
Masculinity in Medieval EuropglLondon, 1999), pp. 160-77.

S P. Brown,The Body and Society. Men, Women and Sexual Retiondn Early Christianity(Oxford, 1988);
S. Elm, Virgins of God: the Making of Asceticism in Latetiuity (Oxford, 1994); R. McKitterickBooks,
Scribes and Learning in the Frankish Kingdom@,%gh centuries(Aldershot, 1994), chs. VII and XIil; J.
Wogan-BrowneSaints’ Lives and Women'’s Literary Culture. Virgynand its Authorization§Oxford, 2004);
V. Garver, ‘Learned women? Liutberga and the irtgiom of Carolingian women’, in Wormald and Nelssats,
Lay Intellectualspp. 121-38.
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Methodologies have been sharpened to match theigpuesApproaches to the legal evidence
have become warier. Variations in the laws beaongwomen and the family — of, for
instance, major differences between Frankish amdldawd legal prescriptions about women —
have recently been highlighted. According to Londbtw, women were transferred from
their father'sMund (protection) to their husband’s; and they could defend themselves or
their rights in court, but had to have male praiecto speak for them. Frankish law has no
equivalent prescriptions, and the assumption, onrgis of alleged common Germanity, that
something akin td/und existed in Frankish legal practice, lacks texsigport® Lex Salica
title 59, clauses 1-5, implies that children offbeexes inherit equal shares in allodial lands
and states that if there are no children, thenranpaof either sex, or sibling of either sex,
inherits; failing those, then the maternal aunttposes the paternal one. Only in the case of
‘Salic land’, apparently a special kind of ancdsiaad, is no share to go to any woman ‘but
the male sex acquires it, that is, the sons sut¢eledise 6) This was qualified in the later
sixth and seventh centuries: not only could eves shecial land be given to a daughter in
default of sons (and sisters could inherit fromegadsed brother), but a father could, by
document, make his daughter equal heir with hethlere8 This prescriptive evidence,
interpreted against the background of demographia dhich shows that female inheritance
was, in statistical terms, a common probabilit)gaamts for the large quantities of land which
some women possess@dlhe alleged existence of two distinct forms of ami lawful
marriage, and less formal and un-endoweakdelehe was always questionable, but has
recently been definitively consigned to the catggufr'myth’, a legal historians’ inventiot
What accounts for the observed differences betwleeiprofiles of high-born female partners
is not legal status but social status, backed byug and the play of high politics.

Evidence of legal practice, in the form of chartésseasier to evaluaid.Charters have long
been the backbone of social history, but the redatrequency of women’s appearance in

them is now cleat?2 A woman’s gift often appears a straightforwardnsigf individual

agencyt3though, as with men’s charters, kin hover in thekground. A couple’s gift, or a
joint will, may mean what they say: the wife as ad the husband makes the decisitn.
Widowhood, a legally- and religiously-recogniseatst specific to women, is strongly

6s. WempleWomen in Frankish Society: Marriage and the Clais@0-900(Philadelphia PA, 1981); R. Mazo
Karras, ‘The history of marriage and the mythFofedelehé, Early Medieval Europel4 (2006), pp. 119-51,
esp. pp. 140-1.

7 pactus Legis Salicae. 59: 6, ed. K.A. Eckhardt, Monumenta Germaniéstdtica (hereafter MGH) Leges IV.
1 (Hannover, 1962), p. 222.

8 Formulary of Marculf Il, 12, ed. K. Zeumer, MGH firaulae (Hannover, 1886), p. 83.

9 1. Wood, ‘Genealogy defined by women: the caséhefPippinids’, in Brubaker and Smith edSender pp.
234-56.Lex Salicas prohibitions against incest probably predatet seem independent of, Church legislation
on the subject.

10karras, ‘The history of marriage’, as above, n. 6.

11 Exemplary in terms of method is D. Hellmut#rau und Besitz. Zum Handlungsspielraum von Frauen
Alamannien (700-94Q)Sigmaringen, 1998).

12p, Stafford, La mutation familiale A suitable case for caution’, in J. Hill and Mv& eds;The Community,
the Family and the Saint: Patterns of Power in Eavledieval Europ€Turnhout, 1998), pp. 103-25.

13F, Staab, ‘La circulation des biens a l'intérielgr la famille dans la région du Rhin moyen’, inB‘éugard
and R. Le Jan ed&es transfgrts patrimoniaux en I'Europe occidentalélle- Xe siecleMélanges de I'Ecole
francaise de Rome, Moyen Age, 111, ii (1999), di-91.

14¢. La Rocca and L. Provero, ‘The Dead and theftsGihe will of Eberhard, count of Friuli, and hisfe
Gisela, daughter of Louis the Pious’, in F. Thewand J.L. Nelson edRituals of Power from Late Antiquity to
the Early Middle AgeéLeiden, 2000), pp. 225-80; cf. below, p. 13, @ippin and Bertrada’s interest in Priim).
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represented in the donations of women, while arxpeetedly high proportion, roughly one
disproportionately often mentioned in cases of wlispsuggesting that however women of the
propertied classes might be endowed, their riglstsvalows were relatively insecufé.
Women were vessels: they could transmit rights tihhose rights were often challenged, as if
pertaining to a weaker vessel.

Frankish legal formulae, long a private reserve lefjal historians, are now being
acknowledged by social historians as offering rpidtwindows on lifelé The very existence

of collections of these formulae, in formulariesegupposes practice among the landowning
classes. Daughters were givelos best translated ‘dower’, a life-interest in landsd
movables, by their husbands at marriage. The faeaksign choice to both parties, while
also indicating the role of parental consent. Fistnkormulae offer no clear evidence for
virilocal marriage as a norm (though it may havesrberery common), and, whatever
historians have imagined to be the case with soemn@nic Urdos do not show, any more
than charters do, that in ‘historic times’, Framki®swas in moveables alodé.It is certain
that the brides of kings moved to live with theurshands, and this sometimes meant that
gueens were resourced by their natal families amlgnoveables, and that for these brides,
marriage marked a major break in their lives: a-oag journeyl8 The same may not always
have been true for high-born women, for it coulghen that the families of the bride and
groom had at least some of their landed propertthan same regiok? This could occur,
perhaps was more likely to occur, in families of #o-called ‘imperial’ aristocracy of the
Carolingian period9

Formulae for divorce constitufgima facieevidence of a genuine option for Frankish women
down to the ninth century, even though other |legal anecdotal evidence is contradictéty.
In the Carolingian period, the Church’s intervensian this area grew, fitfully. But actual
cases involving sexual misconduct aroused tremendebate among laypeople as well as
clergy??

153.L. Nelson, ‘The wary widow’, in W. Davies and Fouracre edProperty and Power in the Early Middle
Ages(Cambridge, 1995), pp. 82-113, repr. in NelgBaurts, Elites and Gendered Pow@ldershot, 2007), ch.
).

16B.-M. Tock, ‘L'acte privé en France, Vlle siéclemilieu du Xe siécle’, in Bougard and Le Jan ddss
transferts patrimoniauxpp. 499-37, esp. pp. 532-3, 536-7; A. Rio, ‘Eamgdieval Frankish formularies’,
unpublished University of London Ph.D. thesis, 20@&ised version forthcoming (Cambridge, 2008).

17 staab, ‘Lalosdans les sources du Rhin moyen et des régionmesisin F. Bougard, L. Feller, and R. le
Jan edsDots et Douaires dans le haut moy@&ome 2002), pp. 277-304.

18R, Le Jan, ‘D’une cour a l'autre: les voyages @#ses de Francie au Xe siecles’, in eadeemmespp. 39-
52, at pp. 40-2; cf. S. Joye, ‘La femme et la nsdtde I'espace’, in P. Depreux, F. Bougard antieRJan eds,
Les élites et leurs espac@urnhout, 2007), pp. 189-206.

19R. Le JanFamille et pouvoir dans le monde franc (Vllle-Xec#) (Paris, 1995), pp. 334-9, assembles some
bits of evidence in favour of generalised virilocaarriage, but they do not in themselves entiregvince,
particularly not for the eighth/ninth centuriesrmw they necessarily mean, as for queens, thabewoman
moved far away from her natal kin.

20 La Rocca and Provero, ‘The dead and their gifts’.

21Wemp|e,Womer,1 p. 77; Rio trans. with extensive notes and contergnThe Formularies of Marculf and
Angers forthcoming (Liverpool, 2008).

22 Orleans I (533) c. 11, is the only Merovingiarunoil to mention divorce: marriages contractedrareto be
dissolved on grounds of illness, ed. J. GaudemgtlaBasdevantL,es canons des conciles mérovingiens (Vle-
Vlle siécles 2 vols (Paris, 1989), |, p. 200. WempWpmen pp. 43, 75 (where no reference is given for the
statement that the Merovingian Church permittedortie in the case of a wife’s adultery). The eatlies
Carolingian church legislation on the subject iattbf the Council of Soissons (744, the year ofpPiis
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High-born daughters had another possible alteraativmarriage, if they became, of their
own choice or by the choice of their parents amd lrides of Christ, assigned life-interests in
churches and church propef8The role of abbess was thus resourced, and ceufgthbsed
on more or less hereditari®%.Recent research has shown in what complicated,oéted
comfortable, ways churches manned by women wereesined in family power, and senior
kin, elder brothers as well as fathers, and athilsbest level, sometimes the king, played
important parts in their disposition and managermeMore often in the seventh and eighth
centuries than in the sixth, aristocratic abbessewhat would become the Carolingian
Empire were credited with holiness, and veneratedaants. In some cases th¥itae are
near-contemporary and provide rich evidence fosgh@omen'’s lives before as well as after
their veiling: for them, consecration did not meaaving the world of family and royal
politics 26 Vitae are problematic sources, however, not least becafisbuilt stereotyping,
and dating-difficulties. Historians should see hemether suitable case for caution.

They need to be cautious, too, with the narratblsadbarian history, chief among them, from
the Frankish standpoint, Gregory of Tours. Theseatisges have been constructively

marriage), c. 9, MGH Concilia aevi Karolini (hereafMGH Conc.) [742-842], ed. A. Werminghoff (Hawveo,
1906), II, p. 35marito viventem sua mulier alius non accipiat, meglier vivente suo viro alium accipiat, quia
maritus muliere sua non debet dimittere exceptesadarnicationis deprehensthe latter exception permits the
husband to repudiate his wife caughtflagrante and it is not clear that any distinction is irded between
repudiation and divorce. The Decree of Verberie8k7%8), MGH Capitularia regum Francorum (hereafter
MGH Capit.), ed. A. Boretius (Hannover, 1883) |, A6, c. 5, permitted a man to repudiaden(ttere) a wife
who had plotted his death with others, and themeifwished, to remarry: cf. below, pp. 6-7. TAémonitio
generalisc. 43, MGH Capit. I, no. 22, p. 56, cited the Calof Carthage, c. 69Jt nec uxor a viro dimissa
alium accipiat vivente viro suo, nec vir aliam guet vivente uxore prioreln 796, the Council of Friuli (796),
MGH Conc. II, no. 21, c. X, pp. 192-3, used diffgréanguagevinculum iugale resolvere causa fornicatianis
Wemple,Women p. 78, writes that Charlemagne here ‘unequivgcadicreed that adultery could not dissolve
the marriage-bond’, but the wording just quotedsstimt adultery does dissolve that bond, despéeetisuing
insistence that the impediment to re-marriage raathiln 802, an instruction taissi MGH Capit. I, no, 35, c.
22, p. 103, reverted to the Carthage canon. THedd&H Capitularia episcoporum (hereafter MGH Qapi
episc.), I, c. V, 6, ed. Brommer, MGH Capit. epis¢Hannover, 1984), pp. 162-3, clearly influendsdinsular
penitential legislation, says that a husband whege commits adulterydimittat uxorem si voluerit propter
fornicationem but adds thasi voluerit adulteram sibi reconciliari, licentiamabet provided both do penance.
Since there is a good deal of evidence that layowminued to think in terms of a wife’'s adultersijifiying
divorce (and even murder), WempWomen p. 75, may be premature in hailing ‘a social fetion’. For the
ninth century, see S. Airlie, ‘Private Bodies ahd Body Politic in the Divorce Case of Lothar Past and
Present161 (1998), pp. 3-38; J.L. Nelson, ‘England and @ontinent in the ninth century IV: Bodies and
Minds’, Transactions of the Royal Historical Society (2005), pp. 1-27, esp. pp. 20-1; and R. Stone,
‘Masculinity, Nobility and the Moral Instruction afhe Carolingian Lay Elite’, unpublished Universiof
London Ph.D. thesis, 2005, esp. pp. 220-60, andeexem "Bound from the other side”: the limits of power
in Carolingian marriage dispute§€ender and Historyl9 (2007), pp. 467-82.

23's. WoodThe Proprietary Church in the Medieval WéSixford, 2006), pp. 163, 238.

24v/ita Geretrudis primaed. B. Krusch, MGH Scriptores rerum Merovingicar(hereafter MGH SRM) I, pp.
452-63, trans. P. Fouracre and R.A. Gerberdia¢ggr Merovingian France. History and Hagiograpl®40-720
(Manchester, 1996), pp. 319-26, esp. pp. 324-%)cVirtutes S. Geretrudjsed. Krusch,ibid., trans. J.A.
McNamara and J. Halbor§ainted Women of the Dark Agéendon, 1992), pp. 229-34, esp. 232-3 (c. 10). Cf
an eighth-century case in the Rhineland, Staabc¢itculation des biens’, pp. 923-4.

253ee R. Le Jan, ‘Convents, violence and competfiopower in the seventh century’, in M. de Jomgl &.
Theuws edsTopographies of Power in the Early Middle Adéeiden, 2001), pp. 243-69; Wood, ‘Genealogy
defined’.

26 e Jan, ‘Convents’; Nelson, ‘Gendering courts lie early medieval West’, in Brubaker and Smith eds,
Gender pp. 185-97, esp. pp. 188-90; for tHita Leobae see Nelson, ‘Women at the court of Charlemagne’,
J.C. Parsons edJledieval QueenshipLondon, 1993), pp. 43-61, repr., Nelsdme Frankish World 750-900
(London, 1996), pp. 99-132.
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deconstructed in recent years, their male authpessonal agendas, including prejudices
about gender, exposed, and their representationsmin carefully contextualised within the
narrative but also in relation to sources outsigleand reappraised. Women'’s roles as
commissioners, even occasionally as authors, amtilermeces, for such narratives, were
familiar to later-medievalists, but more recenthvé received a good deal of attention from
historians of the earlier Middle Ages t8®Such roles have been contextualised more widely
still within communications-networks, often invahg pleas and intercession, in which
women participated actively, and sometimes distmett: through letters, and poems, and
through gossip.

Excessive reliance on Gregory of Tours is one gmbin much modern writing on Frankish
women at elite level. Another is a tendency to gelse from the earlier to the later
Merovingian period, and then contrast this with tBarolingian2® The position of royal
women in the later period needs to be assessead own evidence. There are some powerful
gueens-consort and queens-regent in the seventlrgeand their power comes in part from
their natal families and inheritances. There igelitirect evidence for dower in these cases;
but it might be assumed in the case of the foreigm- Balthild30 In the age of théainéant
kings, the powerful women are not royal but aristtic, especially the women brought by
marriage into the Arnulfing/Carolingian family di¢ mayors of the palace. Begga, mother of
Pippin of Herstal, Charlemagne’s great-grandfatearyived the downfall and death of her
brother Grimoald to bring inherited lands and podit influence in the central Meuse valley
region to her husband Ansegisel, son of ArdlilRlectrude is an even more remarkable case
in point. She was apparently one of a sib-set siess, all rich in lands in the same region,
northwards around Sistern and southwards on thélenidoselle around Echternach. In
becoming the wife of Pippin of Herstal (though $lael to coexist with a concubine, Alpaida,
whom two contemporary sources call ‘wife’, it istrzertain, or plausible, that polygyny
occurred), Plectrude brought into Pippin’s handh estates between Meuse and Mos&le.
While the sisters and daughters, if there were ahthe later Merovingian kings are ignored

27\. Goffart, The Narrators of Barbarian History (A.D. 550-80@rinceton NJ, 1988), esp. pp. 224, n. 489,
351, 391-3. Especially helpful on Gregory of Towase the studies of lan Wood, most recently, ‘The
Individuality of Gregory of Tours’, in K. Mitchelhnd I. Wood edsGregory of TourdTurnhout 2002), pp. 29-
46, with further references. Very relevant in thiesgnt context is Wood, ‘Genealogy defined’, ini&xker and
Smith edsGender pp. 233-56; and cf. below, p. 14, n. 69.

28 Nelson, ‘Gender and genre in women historianshefdarly Middle Ages’, irradem The Frankish World

pp. 183-98; Le Jan, ‘Douaires’, (noting the limiteelsources dower brought queens); Wood, ‘Genealogy
defined’; Y. Hen, ‘Gender and patronage in MeroiamgGaul’, in Brubaker and Smith ed3ender pp. 217-33.

For Adalperga, duchess of Benevento, patron of f@uDeacon, see GoffaNarrators pp. 336-40.

29 For a case in point, Hen, ‘Gender and patronagss, p. 233, suggesting that Carolingian queens {pafe’
beside Merovingian ones. Cf. WempW&omen pp. 143-8, 165-74, but with some interesting ijgations to
the general idea of ‘women’s waning influence’.

30 Wood, The Merovingian Kingdomg¢London, 1994), esp. pp. 149, 156, 197-202, 228:4;Balthild’s
resources, see h¥fita, trans. Fouracre and Gerberdihgte Merovingian Francepp. 118-32, esp. 121-2 (c. 4,
on her doings during her husband’s lifetime), apd 123-6 (cc. 7-9, on her life as widow and regfter his
death). Le Jan, ‘Douaires et pouvoirs des reineBrance et en Germanie (Vle-Xe siécle’ emdem Femmes,
pouvoir et société(Paris, 2001), pp. 68-88, rightly draws attentiat, pp. 69-76, toles aléas de la
documentation

31This is an inference from, above all, the foundaigNivelles in Brabant by her mother Itta, and b&m
founding of Andenne near Namur. See P. Fourddre,Age of Charles MartéLondon, 2000), pp. 33-50, for a
cool appraisal of the evidence.

32ps regards Alpaida’s marital status, the authdrsath theLiber Historiae Francorumand the Continuation
of Fredegar’'sChronicle who call heruxor, wrote in the heyday of Charles Martel, Alpaida@en: R.
Gerberding;The Rise of the Carolingians and the Liber Histerrancorum(Oxford, 1987), p. 117.
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in the contemporary narrative sources and chaalite, some of the Arnulfing/Carolingian
women, and their wealth, are clearly documenteok@ally in the charters of the monasteries
they founded and patronised. From the eighth cgntdnen charters become more plentiful,
more landowning women are recorded and, at leatsteahighest social level, it is easier to
connect this with other evidenga.

As a bridge between these historiographical comsnantl the Carolingian case-study, | will
briefly consider two legal cases that raise broapmstions of gendered structures, and then
offer a rapid survey of royal women in the reignGifarlemagne. The pair of difficult cases
involve nameless women of not particularly loftycisd rank, that came before assemblies
summoned by Charlemagne’s father Pippin. These yeaies when the boy was old enough
to learn by example, and which may therefore haelpdd shape his own thinking. | will
hazard a guess that his mother (and the womereihdbseholds of the men who judged this
case) took an interest in them too. Like lightnhegealing for an instant more distant, and
deeper, parts of a vast scene, these cases gplenpses of the context of gendered values,
assumptions, and customary arrangements, that drahe lives of Charlemagne and his
contemporaries. The first is a rare example ofse explicitly recorded in a legislative decree
among the decisions made at a Frankish assembdyateCompiégne in 757: ‘A Frankish
man fomo Francupsreceived a benefice from his lordefiiof) and brought in with him a
vassal of his owns{uus vassallys and afterwards that lord [tHeomo francukdied leaving
the vassal there; and after this another man redeiliat benefice, and in order to have a
greater hold over that vassal he gave him a/the amoof the beneficenjulier de ipso
beneficig as his wife?]; this arrangement remained in plrea while but then the vassal
repudiated her, and went back to the kin of hisddead [senioris sui mortut i.e. thehomo
francusfirst-mentioned] and received a wifexor] there [i.e. in the benefice], whom he still
has. Decided: the vassal should have her whomdegvesl seconcB* One story here is about
the efforts of successive holders of a beneficsttengthen their hold on it, the first, by
‘bringing in’ a vassal, the second, by retaining #ame vassal but also ‘giving’ him a woman,
or possibly ‘the woman’: perhaps she was the bexrsignificant property-rights in or on the
benefice. The second benefice-holder failed, howeawebreak the link ‘his’ vassal had had
with the ‘Frankish man’ who had first installed himm other words, failed to exploit his
predecessor’s death effectively to replace hinoes of the vassal — who now ‘went back’ to
his first lord’s kin, abandoning thaulier de beneficiand seeking another woman. The fates
of the two women form the sub-text: the first, ajgoaly ‘given’ because of her connection
with the property, was put in a dangerous posititien the vassal decided to ask the family
of ‘the dead lord’ to give him a different womarhél'ensuing dispute was tricky enough to be
dealt with at the highest level. Churchmen at tresy time were tightening the rules on
marital status. Thenulier must have had a plausible case. Hence, the Fraakisembly in
ruling against her, used the legal difference betw@artner and wife, and lodged the
terminology of that difference in the record itsédf justify a benchmark decision.

33 M. Innes, ‘Keeping it in the family: women and stdcratic memory’, in E. Van Houts ededieval
Memories: Men, Women and the Past, 700-1@@ddon, 2000), pp. 17-35.

34 pecretum Compendiense, MGH Capit. I, no. 15, @.988. | follow the MGH editor, A. Boretius, inkiag

the senior mentioned second to be themo Francusp. 38, n. 1. The technical meaning of the tdromo
Francus does not matter in the present context, but sdesoNeCharles the BaldLondon, 1992), p. 167).
Readers are encouraged to form their own judgemenihich makes the best historical sense (both make
equally good grammatical sense).
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The ruling delivered in the second case soundsthkeoutcome of a particular contentious
episode considered by an assembly held at Verlsemeetime during the last decade of
Pippin’s reign. It significantly altered a brieftyted ruling of the 757 assembly on the
question of whether remarriage was possible eftireémigrés fleeing their enemies in feuds
(propter faidam or for their wives. The answer was no in bothesa#\t Verberie, a similar
guestion elicited a different answer, and gendedarthe difference. A man had followed his
lord ‘to whom he could not betray his faith’, andng into another duchy or province
‘through unavoidable necessity’. The man’s wife wadl able to go with her husband, but
refused to do so, whether because of love for ar kin @mor parentuhin the home
province or through love of the property she haatdhlt was decided that the woman should
remain always bound by marriagegefnper innupfafor the whole time as long as her husband
whom she had not followed was alive, hence unableetnarry, but that the husband, who
had fled to another place because necessity camapkiin to, if he could not abstain, could
take another wife, if he submitted to a (relativisggint) penancéd Again this has the ring of a
real case. Against the husband’'s appeal to theridireg obligation of ‘faith’ to his lord,
hence ‘unavoidable necessity’, the wife’s ‘love’radr family or property was discounted.

Moving now to the women of Charlemagne’s immediat®ily, | want to say just a little
about what is known about them, and about the réiffie relationships involved.
Charlemagne’s sister, Gisela, born in 757, is aategory of one. She was baptised by Pope
Paul in a specially-deviseid absentiarite;36 so that he could become doubly-bonded with
her parents as spiritual co-fati#rShe was considered as a possible bride for thegyoun
Byzantine co-emperor Leo probably in 767/8, butpbétical window of opportunity closed.
There was discussion, a few years later, of andiégothal, to Adelchis, son of the Lombard
King Desiderius and Queen Ansa, but the plan okertaby the sudden collapse of
Charlemagne’s Lombard allianc® Instead Gisela, still a young girl, was offered,
presumably by her brother, as a bride of Chrishéoconvent of Chelles, which, being royally
and richly patronised, gave her an excellent edutd® As abbess through Charlemagne’s
appointment0Gisela corresponded with Alcuin, a learned the@ogabout the meaning of
difficult texts. She received poems from him, atgbdeatured as an admired figure at court
in poems written by him and other court scholate ®as Charlemagne’s natural choice as
guardian of his daughter Rotrude and of part ofréig-collection, and also as custodian of
the captured daughter of the deposed Bavarian dl&ssilo#! Gisela sometimes visited

35MGH capit. I, no. 16, c. 9, p. 41.

36 For Gisela’s short-lived little sisters, see twaitaphs written by Paul the Deacon for their torabdVietz,
MGH Poetae Karolini Aevi |, Paul the Deac&@arminaXX and XXI, pp. 57-8. For Gisela’s birth, sé@nales
Petavianis.a. 757, MGH Scriptores (hereafter MGH SS) |,&dH. Pertz (Hannover, 1826), p. 11.

37 Pope Paul to King Desiderius, MGH Codex Carolires, W. Gundlach, MGH Epistolae Merowingici et
Karolini Aevi (hereafter MGH Epp.) lll, (Berlin, B2), no. 14, p. 511; Airlie, ‘Towards a Carolingian
aristocracy’, in Becher and Jarnut ed@ey Dynastiewechsgp. 124.

38 Stephen 1l to Charles and Carloman, Codex Cauelimo. 45, p. 563, in 770, contains a (strongly
disapproving) allusion to this proposal.

390n the Chelles scriptorium, see R. McKitterick,ut$’ scriptoria in England and Francia in the dight
century’, Francia 19 (1989), pp. 1-35, repeademBooks, Scribes and Learning in the Frankish Kingslo#fi-

9" Centuries(Aldershot, 1994), ch. VII.

40K F. Werner, ‘Die Nachkommen Karls des GrossanBiaunfels edKarl der GrossdV, p. 431. Gisela may
also have been abbess of Argenteuil, near PariKitMdck, ‘Nuns’ scriptoria’, p. 19, says Giselaaw also
abbess of Notre Dame, Soissons, but cites no esgden

4l5..p. Laportele trésor des saints de Chell@Shelles, 1988), pp. 115-50; the relic labels published in
facsimile by H. Atsma and J. Vezin, ‘Authentiquesrdliques provenant de I'ancien monastére Notnedee
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Charlemagne’s court, for instance in June 799, wheiachen, she made a donation to the
monastery of St-Denis, subscribing the documentmast noble daughter of King Pippin’
(there is no abbess-title here), and getting iestdtd by all three of her nephews,
Charlemagne’s sons Charles the Younger, PippinLanég — which could suggest an eirenic
role in family tensions around this tii@ Gisela very probably commissioned, and oversaw,
the writing of a set of annals offering a distimetitake on political events, and including an
interest in Charles the Younger. The annal for &»brds a visit of Charlemagne to Chelles,
and says that he wa®tus buoyed up, by the conversation he had with Istesiwhich may
well have beeninter alia, about plans for a division of the empire that ldoassign Charles
the Younger the lion’s share. Einhard, knowledgealtlout the latter years of Charlemagne’s
reign, mentions Charlemagne’s fondness for GiéélEhe evidence adds up to a strong
impression that Gisela was an important figureGbarlemagne until her death, probably in
80544

The five successive wives of Charlemagne are urgwocumented but the evidence is
cumulatively substantial. Here | shall do no mohant pick out some salient points of
difference and similarit$® The first, Himiltrude, was chosen for his son liygh, the rest he
chose himself. Himiltrude was Frankish, and Fastrads from East Francia, but the other
three wives were Lombard, Alaman and Saxon, sumggest policy of distributing this
position between the different peoples that coregri€harlemagne’s empire. Himiltrude is
not documented as having the title of queen, pertiagpugh deliberate erasure of memory.
Both she and the Lombard wife, whose name may heee Gerperga, were repudiated after
a relatively short time (perhaps three years, ardlp one year, respectively). These were the
first two of Charlemagne’s wives: a youthful deteration to flout canon law did not
disappear with time. The two wives that producedoffepring, Gerperga and Liutgard, are
poorly attested compared with the rest. It is dearcthat Liutgard was recognised as queen,
and this may have been connected with her havinghildren. The natal family of each of
these women shows up variously in the evidence:illide’s noble kindred cannot be
securely identified, yet clever detective-work hagicated that they were involved in the
revolt of Himiltrude’s sor?6 their desire to be even with the man who spurnedr th
kinswoman could flare again more than twenty yeaiter the divorce. Alliance with
Gerperga’'s family was clearly Charlemagne’s motivemarrying her, but because of the

Chelles (Vlle-Vllle siécles)’, inChartae Latinae AntiquioreXVIIlI (Zurich, 1985, no. 669, pp. 84-108. For
Tassilo’s daughter at Chelles, s&enales Nazarians.a. 788, in MGH SS |, 44, with supporting evideirt the
form of the Psalter probably written at the Bavariaonastery at Mondsee but at Chelles in the lafetle
century: McKitterick,The Carolingians and the Written Wof@ambridge, 1989), pp. 252-5.

42 MGH Diplomata Karolinorum (hereafter MGH DD), dgl. MUhlbacher (Hannover, 1906), I, no. 319, dated 6
June, 799. On this, see Nelson, ‘Charlemagreger optimu8 ’, in P. Godman, J. Jarnut and P. JohanekAeds,
Vorabend der Kaiserkronun@tuttgart, 2002), pp. 269-81, at p. 279 (repiNéatson,Courts, Elitesch. XV).

43 Einhard, Vita Karoli Magni ed. O. Holder-Egger, MGH Scriptores rerum Germcanim (hereafter MGH
SRG) (Hannover, 1911), c. 18, p. 23. For detailsthen above reconstruction of the sibling relatiopskee
Nelson, ‘Women at the court’; ‘Gender and genrethbrepr. ineademThe Frankish Worldand ‘Charlemagne
- pater optimu8’.

44 Gisela’s death is usually dated to 810, but sdedxe‘Gender and genre’, p. 195, n. 75.

45 Rather than overloading footnotes here, | refedees to the following: P. Riché, C. Heitz and Ebklr-
Suffrin eds,Actes du colloque ‘Autour d’Hildegardg€Paris, 1987); F. Staab, ‘Die Konigin Fastrada’,R.
Bernd edDas Frankfurter Konzil von 792 vols (Mainz, 1997), |, pp. 183-217; and reldvaapers in Nelson,
The Frankish World; Rulers and Ruling FamiliendCourts, Elites

46 5. Airlie, ‘Narratives of triumph and rituals ofulemission: Charlemagne’s mastering of Bavaria’,
Transactions of the Royal Historical Sociéfyser. 9 (1999), pp. 93-119.
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divorce and its difficult aftermath, thdamnatio memoriagn her case was even more
complete than in Himiltrude’s (even her name hasnb& mystery). It was not least for this
reason that her sisters harboured undying enmaynaggCharlemagne. Nothing is known of
Liutgard’s family, beyond their nobility. It seemsasonable to assume a connexion between
this marriage and Charlemagne’s efforts in ther [28®s to absorb Saxony into his empire.

The two wives for whom most evidence survives aildddard and Fastrada: that survival is
a sign of their success as queens. Hildegard'sedéson her mother’s side, from the old
Alamannic ducal family was stressed by the biogeapsf one of her sons, Louis, and was
clearly a key factor in Charlemagne’s choice, ia ttangerous political circumstances of late
771-early 772, following his brother's death and Inépudiation of Gerperga. Fastrada’s
origin east of the Rhine was equally a strong faitt@Charlemagne’s choice of a new partner
after Hildegard’s death. Hildegard and Fastradabatl well-documented as having the title
‘queen’; both were subjects of liturgical commentiora Both wielded political influence, at
court and beyond. Both had children — Hildegardenifour sons and five daughters) and
Fastrada two (daughters). It is tempting to seeatti&vities of these women between them
reflected in the programmatic statement of the gisemle in The Government of the Palace,
a political treatise written by Charlemagne’s caudalard in c. 812. ‘The maintenance of
the honour and dignityhpnestay of the palace and in particular all that was iaed in the
display of royalty ¢rnamentuy and also the annual gifts of the royal militaeginue (apart
from food, drink and horses), fell chiefly to theegn, and under her, the chamberlain. It was
their task to plan ahead for what would be requgedhat nothing was lacking when it was
needed. The gifts to foreign envoys were the chalamibé responsibility, unless the king
ordered that it was proper that the queen shoulitesthat responsibility with hinf’
Queenship seemed to have become a permanent foftuhe political landscape. Yet after
Liutgard’s death in 800, Charlemagne ruled withgueen. How can this circle be squared?

A partial answer, | think, lies in the collectivele played by Charlemagne’s daughters during
the Aachen years. There was something surpriswve shocking, to contemporaries in the
fact that Charlemagne’s daughters all remained unedg and lived all or some of the time
with their father at court; two of them, at ledRgtrude and Bertha, had lovers, tolerated by
their father, and produced offspring, one of whoe l royal name. The court poetry of the
790s depicts the daughters as ornaments of theepatabeautiful, richly dressed and
bedizened with jewels, with large retinues. Bestteacted special admiration for her likeness
to her father. Even more than with the two divorcpetens, there has beerdamnatio
memoriaeof these women. Only the poetry, and a few lettist at their contemporary
influence. In no document, or narrative text, daegone boast of having their favour. Again,
the ostentatious clean-up of the palace by Chadesia son and successor Louis the Pious
made it very unlikely that anyone would preserve thcord of any connection with the
daughters — until, after Charlemagne’s death, anevo of them became respectable in the
religious life, as abbesses. Their real-life pcditipower was of the personal, informal kind,
none the less significant for that, but time-boumnahnsient. Such relatively uninstitutionalised,
mutable, even improvised, power was in fact chargtic of queens in Charlemagne’s reign.
This emerges, unsurprisingly, especially clearlgha case of the Ur-Carolingian queen and
founding mother, Bertrada, to whom the rest of ffaiper is devoted.

47 De ordine palatij ed. T. Gross and R. Schieffer, MGH Fontes luesrganici antiqui (Hannover, 1980), V,
(cap. 22), Il. 360-8. For Adalard’s authorship lné tore of this work, see Nelson, ‘Aachen as agptdgower’,

in M. de Jong and F. Theuws ed@®pographies of Power in the Early Middle Adksiden, 2001), pp. 217-41,
repr.eademCourt, Elites ch. XIV.
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Bertrada, nicknamed Berta, Charlemagne’s mothat, Rippin nicknamed ‘the Short’, his
father, inherited contiguous estates, and hence a&knost certainly closely related within
some version of the prohibited degret®sTheir marriage in 744 was, among other
considerations, a means of reuniting blocs of fampibperty. The evidence is spelled out in a
charter of 762 in which the couple later used the=tates to endow the monastery of Prim in
the Ardennes, which had been founded by Bertrageisdmother and namesake and her
father Charibert, count of Ladif.In 742, following the death of Pippin’s father, &les
Martel, on 22 October 741, the mayoralty of thenkish regnum was divided between Pippin
and his elder brother Carloman, excluding theirngar half-brother Grifo who fled to Laon,
in Carloman’s kingdom, where he was taken prisoRerhaps Count Charibert ‘played some
part in Grifo’s capture’, or perhaps he change@siand, soon after, ‘forged a new alliance’
with Pippin®0 Either way it is an attractive possibility thappin’s marriage to Charibert's
daughter was on the cards from 742 onwards.

The couple’s future prospects were more than usuaitertain. Charles Martel had ruled the
Frankish realm de facto, without a Merovingian kisgice 737, yet early in 743, another
Merovingian, Childeric 1ll, was raised to the kihgs, probably by Carloman and Pippin in
concert: the two brothers co-operated in battlesrast) Bavarians, Saxons and Aquitanians in
743-4. Until 744, Pippin remained unmarried, qutessibly as the result of an agreement
with his brother Carloman, some seven years older Pippin and already with a son, Drogo,
aged perhaps 9. Given that the two mayors contito@d-operate closely in 744-7, it seems
to me likely that Pippin’s decision to marry wascerted with Carloman as well. At the
beginning of March, Pippindux et princeps Francorunheld an assembly at Soissons, and
promulgated decrees on various matters of ecctesihdaw and discipline including
divorce>1 There is no evidence on the exact date of Pippirdding to Bertrada, but it is
worth suggesting the March assembly as a possivitext. For nearly three years after their
wedding, Pippin and Bertrada showed no sign of wod) offspring. Many years later,
Bertrada recalled that anxious ti®®By some point in the summer of 747, Bertrada and
Pippin knew a child was on the way, but Carlomahemin August he quit secular life and
headed for monastic life in Rome, may not have kme$He left Drogo in Pippin’s care. On

48 For the nicknames, séenales Bertinians.a. 749, ed. G. Waitz, MGH SRG 5 (Hannover, 18831, and
Notker, Gesta Karoli Magnill, 15, ed. H.F. Haefele, MGH SRG 12 (Munich, 188p. 79. For prohibited
degrees, see Nelson, ‘Bertrada’, in M. Becher adarhut eddie Dynastiewechsel von 7%Raderborn, 2004),
pp. 93-108, at p. 97.

49 Grant of Pippin and Bertrada to Prim, MGH DD |, &6, pp. 21-5. On this and what follows, see Nelso
‘Bertrada’, pp. 96-7, 106-7 (text of 762 charter).

S0 Fouracre, The Age of Charles Martep. 167; Airlie, ‘Towards a Carolingian aristocygcin Becher and
Jarnut edsDynastiewechsep. 113.

S1cf. above, n. 22.

52 Cathwulf, Letter to Charlemagne (c. 775), ed. Brinler, MGH Epp. IV (Berlin, 1895), p. 502; see $i,
‘Bertrada’, pp. 97, 107. Fouracrige of Charles Martelp. 171, points to a letter of Pope Zachariasdoitace
in 747, BonifaceEpistolag no. 77, ed. M. Tangl, MGH Epp. selectae (Berlif16), pp. 244-6, mentioning a
request from Pippin for advice on the canon lawmafrriage, and suggests that Pippin was soundingheut
possibility of divorcing Bertrada. But cf. NelsdBertrada’, p. 103 (in addition to the letters th@ited, see also
Zacharias’ letter to Pippin and the Frankish bishd@odex Carolinus no. 3 (dated ?747), pp. 47877, 12).

53| infer the date of Carloman’s departure from artdr, his last, issued at Diren on 15 August, Erge
assembly where, so |. Heidrich plausibly suggeSesloman was given a formal farewell: Heidrich &de
Urkunden der Arnulfinge(Bad Munstereifel, 2001), no. 16, p. 96; cf. Carém’s charteibid., no. 15, pp. 92-4,
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2 April 748, Bertrada was the mother of a healtby, svhom they named Charles, after his
grandfather, already a name to conjure with, a naarking back not to the seventh-century
past, as ‘Drogo’ did, but to very recent, heroanfly history. Thereafter, her status as wife
was assured, and her husband’s position much eatlafor them, Drogo now became a
potential problem, but their baby son’s name alyezatried claims capable of trumping his.

Pippin now set about a diplomatic offensive, prap@y to ousting the last Merovingian. The
effectiveness of these preparations was mirroretveény significant manipulation of the
record’ in after-years, so that ‘the years 749 afsD remain an almost complete
historiographical blank in all of the sourcé€4'0One thing we can infer from the following key
piece of evidence is that Pippin was intent not jus becoming king himself, but also on
Bertrada’s becoming queen: ‘Envoys were sent toptiige, with the counsel and consent of
all the Franks, and once his authoritative respgasetoritag had been received, Pippin, by
the election of all the Franks to the seat of timgdtom, with the consecration of bishops and
the submission of the lay magnatpsr{cipes, together with Queen Bertrada, as the order of
antiquity requires, was raised to the kingd®nFor present purposes, three things are worth
stressing. First, the context, and outcome, makimdbnceivable that Pippin’s elevation
depended on the pope’s reply: the support of thaksh bishops and aristocrats had already
been secured before Pippin’s envoys left for Rooree Carloman’s departure had given
Pippin the window of opportunity he had been waitiior. Second, the highlighting of
Bertrada’s elevation alongside her husband was wongethat the Frankish elite had also
authorised. They knew they were installing not pustew king but a new ruling family. Very
probably, they, and certainly some of the clerggravaware that later Visigothic kings had
been anointed just beyond the horizon of memonyt. -Band this was symptomatic of the
strong elective element in Visigothic monarchy eréthhad never been an anointed Visigothic
gueen. There was no Merovingian precedent for dueanointing either, despite the
Continuator’s implied juxtaposition of Bertrada’snsecration with ‘the order of antiquity’.
Pippin wanted and needed Bertrada'’s status to $ertad loud and clear, as his consort and,
by implication the mother of heirs to the kingdoRD usurpation without legitimation. The
third point has to do with the source of the keiderce, the Continuation of Fredegar. Like
the Annales regni Francorumnthe Continuation can be termed propaganda inithatory is
strongly pro-Carolingian, but unlike th&nnales it cannot be discounted as a seriously
retrospective, hence myth-tinged, product of Cimaagne’s court in the 790s. To my mind,
Roger Collins’ suggestion that a ‘First’ Continuatarote up to and including chapter 33, that
is, completed his stint very soon after 751, fargentation to Pippin and Bertrada at the time
of their elevation, is very attractiwdBut even if you reject that on the grounds thatptdia
34’s evidence for a break at this point dependy @ml one manuscript, you may find
persuasive a variant argument, that the whole w@® completed soon after the date of the
last entry, i.e. 7687 | shall return to it in a moment.

issued for the abbot of Stavelot at Wasseiges @ Hesbaye, on 6 June 746 or 747, attested by Drogo
‘consenting’.

AR, Collins, ‘Pippin Il as Mayor of the Palaceetkvidence’, in Becher and Jarnut eldsy Dynastiewechsgl

pp. 75-91, at p. 87.

S5 Continuator of Fredegar c. 33, ed. A. Kusteri@uiellen zur Geschichte des 7. und 8. Jahrhund&its.
Fortsetzungen der Chroniken des sogennanten FedBgamstadt, 1982), p. 298.

56 Collins, ‘Deception and Misrepresentation in EaBighth-Century Frankish Historiography. Two Case
Studies’, in J. Jarnut, U. Nonn and M. Richter étm; Martell und seiner Zei{Sigmaringen, 1994), pp. 227-
247, esp. pp. 242-6.

S7R. McKitterick, ‘The lllusion of Royal Power in ¢hCarolingian Annals’English Historical Reviewil5
(2000), 1-20, revd as ‘Kingship and the writingha$tory’, in eadem History and Memory in the Carolingian

37



Janet L. Nelson

As for Bertrada herself, it would be an argumeanfrhindsight, in other words, from what’s
known of her later activities, to suggest that &l pushed for this strengthening of her own
position in the family, at court, and in the readmlarge. Her agency on this point cannot be
proven. But, given that her brother-in-law and hephew Drogo still lived, potential rivals to
her own offspring, there is nothing implausiblethat suggestion. She already had produced
another Charles, and in 751 she produced anothon@an, her second son. The naming of
children, as noted, was always significant. Thecigeenature of the ritual ‘elevation’ is not
clear cut. ‘Consecration’ could mean some kindles&ing. But it could also mean anointing
with oil and Frankish clergy were engaged in newegdments with such rituals in the mid-
eighth century8 If it is accepted on the evidence of the Contiouaf Fredegar that Pippin’s
consecration meant an anointing, then, on thesseife evidence, so did Bertrada's. A
crucial point was that bishops were involved: byeexling such ritual recognition to the
qgueen, the Frankish Church committed its collecsupport not just to a new king but to a
new dynasty.

Late in 753, Pope Stephen Il arrived in Francias Tvas an unprecedented papal journey, but
Stephen’s arrival was expected, because the Ftackisrt itself had helped set it BpThe
new governmental assertiveness and military effenttss of the Lombard monarchy under
kings Ratchis (744-9) and Aistulf (749-538) culminating in the fall of Byzantine Ravenna to
Aistulf in 751, required some rethinking of positgoon the part of both Franks and popes.
Aistulf himself negotiated with Frankish envoys germit Stephen’s journey, rejecting the
option of closing the alpine passes. Pippin andrBéa and their sons had come south from
the Rhineland to Thionville, where they spent Ghmis, when they heard that Stephen and
his entourage had crossed the &pBoth papal and Frankish sources mention the high-
profile role assigned to Bertrada’s son Charlesy whs sent out ‘100 miles’ to meet the pope,
in effect to receive him into the Frankish realtne(tFranks, like the Lombards, knew about
the symbolic significance of frontiers), and thewxat him to Ponthion to meet his parents on
6 Januanf? There were negotiations, for the aristocracy lmtié won over to the idea of

World (Cambridge, 2004), pp. 133-55, at pp. 138-40; &g, ‘The “Reviser” Revisited: another look &t
alternative version of thé&nnales regni Francorumin A.C. Murray ed,After Rome’s Fall: Narrators and
Sources of Early Medieval History. Essays presetdadfalter Goffarf{Toronto, 1998), pp. 191-213.

S8A. Angenendt, ‘Das geistliche Blndnis der Papsieden Karolingern (754-796)Historisches Jahrbuch
100 (1980), 1-94.

S9vita Stephani Il cc. 15, 18, 22-3, 26.e Liber Pontificalis ed. L. Duchesne, revd edn C. Vogel, 3 vols (Raris
1955-7), I, pp. 445-7.

60w, Pohl, ‘Das Papsttum und die Langobarden’, ict&e and Jarnut edBer Dynastiewechsgpp. 145-61,
at pp. 149-50.

61 Annales regni Francorums.a. 753, MS D1 (Vienna 473), ed. F. Kurze, MGH=SRlannover, 1895), p. 10,
says the king spent Christmas at Thionville.

62vita Stephanill,c. 25, p. 446, says ‘100 [Roman] miles’, so, c.n®&dern miles, or c. 150 km: approx. the
distance from Thionville to the frontier of Burgundrhe Continuator of Fredegar c. 36, p. 300, camgithe
journeys but gives no distance(s). The pope lefidPan 15 November and got to St-Maurice, some R0
north-westward via the Mons Jovis (Great St-Berp®aks, on an unknown date. The distance from St
north-westwards to Ponthion is some 230 km. (rdfimther from St-Maurice to Thionville, ¢.260 kmNloving
south-south-westwards from Thionville, Charles dnsl retinue could have intersected with the popar ne
Langres, at the Burgundian frontier. For Pippin dhe rest of the family, the distance from Thiolevito
Ponthion is c. 150 km.
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Italian interventiorf3 Early in 754, at St-Denis where Stephen and Hisue were being
lodged, Pippin and Bertrada and their sons, ChaesCarloman, were again consecrated,
this time by the pope, very clearly reinforcing thew legitimacy conferred on this royal
descent-line, as well as creating bonds of spiritogparenthood between the pope and both
Pippin, as compater, and Bertrada, as comn§4tEhis spiritual relationship was to extend to
Stephen’s successors, ex officio. It has to be tiddhthat the case for Bertrada’s anointing is
not clear-cut: the rhetorical fizz of one papaldetvas not mirrored in the cooler prose of the
papal biographer, who mentioned the anointingsippiR and his sons, but was silent on the
gueen’s. The negative evidence of that silence doesnake a compelling argument against,
though. The papacy was a notoriously conservatisttution, and it is not hard to understand
the reticence of the papal entourage in face ofapether flagrant innovation. There was no
Old Testament warrant for a queen’s anointing, alyy modern one either (later Visigothic
gueens are in general very poorly documented).ifY@ter there was a historic moment for
papal daring, this was it. When it came to soundinguighty paean for the new Frankish
dynasty, Stephen Il pulled out all the stops. Inising, he served not only what he perceived
as the papacy'’s interests, but those of PippinBarttada too. Stephen understood that there
would be no intervention without comprehensivetiamtion for the new ruling family. Here
was a meeting of minds.

But just as Frankish aristocrats were not all esglduby the prospect of an Italian adventure,
so not all churchmen were persuaded that the nowéla queenly anointing was warranted.
That is why, with the single exception (to whichekurn) of the Continuator of Fredegar,
eighth-century writers were slow to endorse by nogirig it the use of unction for Bertrada.
Hence the faux-technical phrasing of tBlusula de unctione Pippini regin that subject
(‘confirmed by grace with the seven-fold blessirighe Holy Spirit’) constitutes to my mind
one of the strongest reasons against believingliaatext really belongs to itoi-disantdate

of 767. On Bertrada, th€lausulaprotests too much. In a sense, the constructiqueénship
involved as much suspension of disbelief as didliigion of royal power.

Nevertheless, Bertrada had power that was realorBeEaster (14 April) 754, Pippin’'s
brother Carloman, now a monk, had returned to kaaioo, at Aistulf’s instigation, according
to Pope Stephen’s biographer, to make a last attémngissuade Pippin from intervening
directly in Lombardy8>which was precisely what, at an Easter assembQuétrzy, Pippin
committed himself and the Franks to doing. Thisspged the end for Carloman, whose sons
disappeared from the record at just this point. WVinehigh summer, a Frankish army moved
south in the pope’s wake, with Carloman in tow, tBeta went with it, whether because
Pippin already planned some imposing ceremoniadsioa at Pavia involving the pair of
them in underwriting the Lombard king’s concessidoshe pope, or because he felt his
position bolstered by the queen’s presence. Iretlent, Bertrada did not leave Francia this

63 The evidence of Einhar¥jta Karoli c. 6, p. 8, is late, but | take seriously, nostdaecause it cuts so sharply
against the grain of medieval and modern assumgptiagk the Franks were inherently aggressive, drisncent
that Pippin had difficulty in winning the Franksi@orsement for a campaign against the Lombards.

64 Codex Carolinus no. 11 (757), p- 505. In thiseletb Pippin, Pope Stephen recalled the consensatib his
sons,cum christianissima eorum matre, excellentissimging dulcissimaque coniuge, fidele Dei, spiritali
nostra commatreSee Nelson, ‘Bertrada’, 102, 108. Cf. Codex Gausl no. 8 (756), p. 496, where Stephen
implies that Pippin'sdulcissima coniunx, excellentissima regina et &lis nostra commateris more
enthusiastic than her husband about deliveringromises given in Francia. In this and other wakesaifs, e.g.
Codex Carolinus no. 10, p. 502, addressed to Pigpihhis sons anclinctus exercitus Francoryrthe pope’s
rhetorical chastising is reserved for the militangn who are not coming to ‘save’ their spiritualthew, the
Roman Church. Codex Carolinus no. 11, by conteagiresses elation at the Franks’ devotion to StrPet

65vita Stephani llc. 30,Liber Pontificalisl, p. 449.
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time, for Pippin fell ill at Vienne, and she stay@ehind with him until his death on 17 August.
Whatever her role, as nurse or gaoler, Bertradarlglehad her husband’'s complete
confidence6

Bertrada’'s activity as queen is seldom recordedny major narrative or annalistic source
(though the more significant on the rare occasiomen it is). One or two snippets of
evidence seem indicative, however. Gervold, futlvbot of St-Wandrille, according to the
hagiographer of that monastery, was taken as @pdys noble parents to the palace, trained
there as a cleric and later served as one of BiexySachaplains. ‘Thanks to her, he was
granted the see of Evreux by the lord king Chdfé3he Life of Charlemagne’s cousin
Adalard, future author ofFhe Government of the Palaadso describes him as a ‘young tyro’
at the palace, and implies that these young mem Wweund, apparently by oath, to loyal
service to the queei® Her own eldest son’s debut in public life (so &aris known) was an
assembly at Trigorium near Coblenz on 13 August Wwh2re Pippin and Bertrada together
(not, pace the MGH editor, Pippin alone) gave lamalsPrim ‘from properties in our
ownership’, and confirmed earlier gifts. The grarms subscribed by Pippin and bgniux
meaBertrada, and attested by both Charles and Carlpgnhishops, and 12 cour®.

Later in the 760s, Bertrada’s profile became mdskbijher, as diplomacy began to rival war
for the authors’ attention. Fortunately, the twoinmaarrative sources complement each other:
the Annales Regni Francorum, but not the Continuatd~redegar, reports the Council of
Gentilly near Paris in 767, where envoys were kamkbirom Constantinople and from Rome,
and Bertrada presumably was involved in organisiregr reception, and in discussing the
possible marriage of her daughter Gisela with L¥o the young son of the Emperor
Constantine VO Perhaps more than Pippin, Bertrada, contemplatiagrospect of her only
daughter’s one-way journey, understood the higkesténvolved in what then seemed a likely
dynastic link with Byzantium.

The Continuator gives a much fuller account oflghiter part of that year than does the author
of theAnnales regni Francorupincluding details about Bertrada’s presence:

[The king], having summoned the whole army of tinenks, with his Queen Bertrada
crossed the Loire confidentlfiducialiter] and reached Bourges, and ordered a palace
to be built there. He commanded that the Mayfielel the big summer assembly] be
held there, as was customary; and when he had tedensel with his great men
[procere$, he left the above-mentioned Queen Bertrada withrest of the Franks
and his faithful counts at Bourges. But the abowsioned king with the rest of the
Franks and his leading memptimate$ set off to pursue Waifar [duke of the

66 Annales regni Francorurs.a. 755recte 754, p. 12.

67 Gesta sanctorum patrum Fontanellensis Coenelis. J. Lohier and J. Laporte (Rouen, 1936),iXH, 86.

68 vita Adalardic. 7, PL 120, col. 1511.

69 MGH DD I, DD Pippini Regis no. 16, pp. 21-5. Noteat the date is very close to the Feast of the
Annunciation, and Prim had Marian relics. Bertrdued also been mentioned as receiving monastic
commemoration along with her husband in DD Pippmi3 (752), pp. 5-6.

70 Annales regni Francoruns.a. 767, p. 24, reports Gentilly, unmentioned tbg Continuator. For the
Byzantine marriage proposal, see Stephen Ill, Cagtolinus no. 45 (770), p. 562. Much new lighthsown

by M. McCormick, ‘Textes, images et iconoclasme sl cadre des relations entre Byzance et I'Octiden
carolingien’, inTesto e imagine nell’alto medioevo, Settimane wiist del Cantro italiano di Studi sull’Alto
Medioevo4l (Spoleto, 1994), pp. 95-162, at pp. 113-31;idad ‘Pippin IIl, the Embassy of Caliph al Mansur,
and the Mediterranean World’, in Becher and Jarbat,Dynastiewechsgpp. 221-41, at p. 221.
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Aquitanians]. Since the above-mentioned king m Hint for Waifar could not find
him, for it was now winter, returned with all hisr€es to Bourges where he had left

the above-mentioned Queen Bertratia.’

This chapter needs to be read against the backgroluthe preceding seven years (covered
by the Continuator in chapters 41-8). These desénbreasingly violent conflict for rule over
Aquitaine, an increasingly determinesk(per in se ipso robustjoand angry Pippin, and
increasingly fierce Frankish reprisals culminatimga hugerazzia in 766./2 By fielding
Bertrada at Bourges in 767, Pippin not only ackmalgked her new prominence at court, but
signalled a new turn in the campaign for rulersbver Aquitaine. While ‘the whole army’
was sent back to winter in Burgundy, the king andem wintered together at the new palace
at Bourges, by implication guarded only by theifitasly household, with bishops and priests
to counsel them in what's plausibly been suggeatethe task of crafting a programme for
the conciliation and government of Aquitaine, witle rights of churches foregroundé&d.
They celebrated Christmas and Epiphaegerabiliter with due ecclesiastical ceremony.

In 768, the pattern was further elaborated, in wilyminated by the Continuator and the
author of theAnnales regni Francorunbetween them. Pippin captured Waifar's uncle
Remistagnus and his wife, whom he sent to Bourgestrfal and, in the uncle’s case,
execution/4 He also captured not Waifar himself, but Waifaristher, sister and nieces, who
were held prisoner at Saint€sAquitanian resistance was collapsing comprehehsiaed
Pippin received benignlyénignite) those who came to him. Meanwhile Bertrada wesrhfr
Bourges to Orleans and travelled by boat down thieeLto reach Champtoceaux, a fortified
place on the south bank of the Loire some 35 kntre@s from Nantes. Pippin interrupted
his hunting-down of Waifar in the Perigord to ‘corteehis queen at Champtoceaux’, in time
for Easter. There, they received envoys from thigp@dearing gifts, and gave their gifts in
return. The problem of feeding a high-status Musleputation would no doubt have engaged
the attention of the queen, as would the preparatidghe Franks’ diplomatic gift& Bertrada,
like Pippin, would have been glad that the sendihgrankish envoys to Baghdad in 764 had
borne fruit. Close engagement with Aquitainian ia$fehad shown the Frankish court the
importance of the frontier with Al-Andalus. Bertedike Pippin, would have been aware that
the establishment of a fugitive branch of the Unaaydynasty in Al-Andalus had made the
new Abbasid caliph in Baghdad keen to talk peaackfaandship with the Franks. Bertrada,
perhaps more than Pippin, understood a queen'sjites peace-maker. In 767-8, when
embassies from, first Constantinople, then Baghidadhed the Frankish court, the Frankish
gueen entered on a crash course in the diplomacyhefMediterranean world. This
enlargement of the queen’s political vision protietkly.

71 Continuator of Fredegar c. 49, p. 318.

72 The story is told by the Continuator of Fredegar41-7, pp. 308-16, covering 760-3, and c. 4818, on
766, with a two-year relative respite (764-5); é&nales regni Francoruns.a. 760-6. Bourges featured
intermittently as the Franks’ centre of operatispsth of the Loire, Continuator of Fredegar cc.34%46-7, pp.
308-10, 314-6.

730n Pippin’s Aquitanian Capitulary, see McCormitRippin Ill, the Embassy of Caliph al Mansur ane th
Mediterranean World’, pp. 229-30.

74 Continuator of Fredegar c. 51, pp. 320-2.

75 Annales regni Francorums.a. 768, p. 26. The capture of Waifar's womerisiously, not mentioned in the
Continuator.

76 McCormick, ‘Pippin 1II', p. 236, notes that porkas the staple of the Frankish elite.
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From Champtoceaux, Pippin returned to Saintes, Bdtirada. He left her themaim familig
that is, with the court/ Presumably, the queen was also responsible fdle Wwa finally saw

to Waifar's disposal, engineering his murder by dign followers/8 He then returned to
Saintes,ubi Bertrada regina resedebat, cum magno triumpheietoria.’9 The staging of
conquest was a heavily gendered affair. It needegie®en at the sedes as well as a king
returning there victorious. One thing that gre&thhanced the triumphal atmosphere was the
presence of Waifar's women. The captured mothistersand nieces of Waifar constituted
prime tokens of Frankish victory, and it is easynb@agine that they were paraded at Saintes
before the Frankish king and queen.

And then, still at Saintes, Pippin fell ill, andthin weeks was dying. At this point, the
Continuator of Fredegar mentions Charles for thre fime since 754, his brother Carloman
for the first time ever. The Annales regni Francormentions Charles, ‘the first-born’,
fighting with his father in Aquitaine in 761. Theun charter of 762 was attested by the two
sons. There are no further mentions in the nagaources, until, suddenly, the brothers are
at their dying father's side at St-Denis, alonghwibeir mother, in September 768. In the
years 767-8, the contrast with Bertrada is strikiegpecially where the Continuator is
concerned. The inference that that author had eia@paterest in Bertrada in these years, or
may even have intended to present his work todems plausible — but, equally plausible,
that Bertrada acquired a new standing in the afpgear or two of her husband’s lifetime.

From all this, Bertrada’'s role in the early yeafsher sons’ reigns extended seamlessly.
Whereas no pope had sent a letter to her persobafiyre this, but only sent flattering
messages in letters to Pippin and/or their sorepsen 11l addressed Bertrada and Charles (in
that order) in a letter of 7&%.Such a form of double-address implies both highooo for
Bertrada and that she was residing with her elder $he pope addressed hedas sacrata
which implies that she formally took a widow’s vaiter September 768, hence acquiring a
formal religious status that carried consideralsiteen®Bl Her sons, Charles and Carloman,
became kings on the same day and, by their fatlm@rangements succeeded to two equal
kingdoms, dividing Francia between them. The bnstteeem never to have been on good
terms82 Already in 769, they were in dispute over the hitaece to Aquitaine, Charles
claiming that it had been left to him, Carlomantttteey had equal shares in that province.
When in 768 or 769 Charles called his first-borppth, Carloman in 770 gave his first-born
the same name. Pope Stephen Il was anxious abatarral rivalry, relieved when he
thought he had succeeded in stifling it: his Istter each of the brothers show the extent of
their competing for power and influence in Rome.clid75, Cathwulf, a probably Anglo-
Saxon scholar seeking Charles’ favour, wrote tagcatulate the king on the eight ‘peculiar

77see JF. NiermeyeMediae Latinitatis Lexicon MinufLeiden 1997), s.v. ‘familia’, senses 2, 6 andhg&
meaning in the Continuator’s elite-vernacular Latirggests the intimacy of the court, and contnagts that of
familia regalisin De ordine palatiic. 23, p. 76, |. 381 (there, a more formal andzamolingian documents more
normal, meaning of peasant dependents).

78 Continuator of Fredegar cc. 51-2, pp. 320-3.

79 Continuator of Fredegar c. 52, 192, p. 322-3Aciales regni Francorura.a. 768, p. 26.

80 codex Carolinus no. 46, p. 564.

81 Nelson, ‘The wary widow’, esp. pp. 90-4.

82 The evidence is laid out with compelling clarity &. Jarnut, ‘Ein Bruderkampf und seine Folgen: Kiise
des Frankenreiches (768-771), in G. Jenal and &rlénder edsHerrschaft, Kirche, Kultur. Beitrége zur
Geschichte des Mittelalters. Festschrift fur F.Rr{Stuttgart, 1993), pp. 165-76; cf. also Nelson, Kitg a
Difference in Eighth-Century Politics: the Dauglstef Desiderius’, in A.C. Murray edfter Rome’s Fall pp.
171-90, at pp. 180-2 (repr. eadem, Courts, Eldkapter X.
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blessings’ bestowed on him by God: Blessing 1 what ‘you were conceived by God’s
response to your parents’ special prayers, espeg@lr mother’s’; Blessing 2 was ‘that you
are the firstborn; Blessing 3 was ‘that God presdryou from the plots of your brother’;
Blessing 5 was, ‘and this not the least sign ofngivfavour, that God carried him away from
this kingdom to the other one and exalted you tiverwhole kingdom without any spilling of
blood’ 83

In 770, Bertrada travelled to visit Carloman at jppgdace of Seltz in Alsace ‘for the cause of
peace’, before going on to Bavaria en route foly ltevehere she achieved her purpose in
going’.84 That purpose is not spelled out in thenales regni Francorupbut one author of
more nearly contemporary annals says that ‘Berta Mady on account of the daughter of
King Desiderius [of the Lombards]’, while anothetda that ‘Bertrada brought Desiderius’s
daughter back to Franci@. The more nearly-contemporary authors connectisie with
Desiderius’ returning of disputed ‘cities’ in Itatp ‘St. Peter’, that is, the pope. Bertrada’s
visit to Seltz may have been a genuine attempoteitate her sons. Her visit to Bavaria was
certainly directed towards closer ties with Dukesdi, a first cousin of Bertrada’s sons and
a potential threat to either or both. Tassilo’'semifas another of Desiderius’s daughters, and
the ducal couple were on good terms with the Lowhtkémg. A third daughter of Desiderius
was the wife of the Duke Arichis of Benevento. Eighentury relations between Franks and
Lombards had generally been good until Pippinreddiby the grievances of Pope Stephen I
against Lombard acquisitiveness, had campaignélinin the 750s, and his successor Paul
| had battered Pippin with letters denouncing Lordbeggression against ‘St. Peter’s rights’.
Hence Charles’ decision to seek a Lombard bride ssasething unexpected, and certainly a
diplomatic coup. Bertrada may well have been thenér of the policy, and she was certainly
the key figure in effecting it, and squaring Pogep&en Ill at the same time: a spectacular
case of womanly agend&§.

Barely a year later, the marriage, and the allidretereen Charles and Desiderius, were at an
end. Charles repudiated his Lombard wife in ordemiarry someone who promised more
political support north of the Alps, and specifigadast of the Rhine, namely Hildegard. The
death of Carloman on 4 December 771 had throwaxadting schemes into the melting-pot.
The Lombard wife suffered damnatio memoriago severe that even the woman’s name is
unrecorded in any surviving text. The repercussioh£harles’ action were far-reaching:
great political instability in the short run, a ngwlitical configuration in the longer run.
Though not the sole cause of the Frankish congakdtaly, Charles’ dishonouring of
Desiderius’'s daughter and Desiderius’ ensuing litystvere crucial links in the chain of
events. What of Bertrada? She in her own way sefffexdamnatio memoriaeEinhard says

in his Vita Karoli that ‘the one issue on which trouble ever arodevd®en Charles and his
mother was the divorce of King Desiderius’s daughtdhom (Einhard repeats) he married at
her urging’8”

83 cathwulf's letter to Charles, ed. E. Diimmler, MG&Hp. IV (Berlin, 1895), p. 502.

84 Annales regni Francorurs.a. 770, ed. Kurze, p. 30. Here and in Aln@ales Petavianithe queen is called
‘Berta’.

85 Annales Petaviars.a. 770, p. 13Annales Mosellans.a. 770, ed. C. Lappenberg, MGH SS XVI (Hannover,
1859), p. 496.

86 Einhard,Vita Karoli c. 18, p. 22, says that Charles married the Lothbede ‘at the urging of his mother’.

87 |bid. Einhard was writing over fifty years after theeat; probably in the later 820s. But it is eastectedit
his uniquely explicit account of the whole affairah to think of why he should have misrepresentethe
clearly did not invent it). Like one or two othdements in Einhard’s description of Charlemagneisate life,
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Bertrada may have been under a cloud in 772 anddore time afterwards. Yet Einhard
himself says in general terms that Charlemagnatiéa her with the greatest respect’; also
that ‘she spent her old age in great honour with’hand that ‘she died not long after [her
daughter-in-law Hildegard’s] death [in 783], butdhlived long enough to have seen three
grandsons and the same number of granddaughteherirson’s house’. Einhard adds:
‘Charles saw to it that she was buried with greatdur in St-Denis, the same church where
his father lay®8 When in 802 Charles prescribed the form of thé ¢atbe sworn to him by
all his faithful men everywhere, he identified hetisas ‘son of King Pippin and Queen
Bertrada’89His sister Gisela also, who was probably respoeditt ensuring her mother’s
liturgical commemoration at Chelles, identified $edf in her grant to St-Denis as ‘most noble
daughter of King Pippin and Queen Bertra¥f'.

There is no simple answer to the question of havedaial and ideological structures allowed
royal women access to power in Charlemagne’s readykeventful reign. Just as Pippin’s

reign has to be appreciated as model and motoruchmof what characterised his son’s, so
Bertrada’s marital and queenly career sets theestmnCarolingian queenship, while raising

doubts about whether that institutional-soundingti@zt noun i¢e mot juste Bertrada’s life

in some ways demonstrates the gender-specificfgignce of the life-cycle, yet does not fit

entirely easily into that model. It was not onlyasvidow, for instance, that she had agency.
Charlemagne presided over no ‘social revolutiomhiarital norms, let alone gender relations:
the royal family, in some ways a beacon for otheras also in Charlemagne’s case the
exception that proved the rule. It isn’t only besaudhey are exceptionally well-documented
that Charlemagne’s own sexual conduct and viewstbérs’ conduct, seem exceptional.

Family structures shaped, constrained, and enafdgal women as they did royal men.

Within those structures, internal tensions and lozief between men, within and across
generations, were what most affected these liveghé end, personal traits and personal
relationships, within highly contingent circumstaadhat included windows of opportunity,

do more than structures to explain the lived exgmees, from joy or triumph to humiliation or

disaster, of royal women in the reign of Charlenssjn

notably his revelations about Charlemagne’s retatiip with his daughters, it is part of an attetopgpresent his
subject warts and all.

88 Einhard,Vita Karoli c. 18, p. 23.
89 MGH cCapit. I, no. 34, p. 101.
90 Above, p. 7.

91| should like to express my warm thanks to Gid@glvi for inviting me to the inspirational workshep EU
Florence, to Megan Metters for unfailing editoedficiency and help, and to Serena Ferente, Susgndids
and Alice Rio, for collegial support and advice.
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Naturales dominaeFemale political authority in the Late Middle Ages

Serena Ferente, King’s College London

Most medieval and early modern queens were foresgience suspect. Queens experienced
a radical version of the ordinary wife’s positidhe ambiguous status of one who throughout
her life belongs to more than one family — herdat her husband’s and her children’s — and
has more than one identity. The timeless themén@fnienacing ‘foreigness’ of the queen,
like that of the king's ‘wicked advisors’, had sugiood currency in medieval and early
modern Europe that it must have fulfilled importahhot perhaps structural, political ne€ds.

It certainly contributed to the precariousness oimegn’s political legitimacy. As it is well
known, it also became the justification for onetloé most debated pieces of legislation of
medieval Europe, the so-called Salic Law.

[Bly falling into the feminine line it [the crowntan come into the power of a foreigner, a
pernicious and dangerous thing, since a ruler feoforeign nation is of a different rearing
and condition, of different customs, different lange, and a different way of life from the
men of the lands he comes to rule. He ordinarilgreéfore, wishes to advance those of his
nation, to grant them the most important authotythe handling of affairs, and to prefer
them to honors and profits.

The Savoyard jurist Claude De Seyssel wrote theeloound 1515. The authenticity of the
Salic Law was at the time disputed, and the disgiutsatened to challenge the custom barring
women from succession to the French crown. De &éysto may have had his own doubts
about the law’s authenticity, shifted the focugrirthe problem of forgery to the wisdom of
the law. He invoked the inherent ‘foreigness’ af famale line to the «nation», mindful as he
was of the successive crises created within thenred France in the past one and a half
centuries by the claims of English kings.

1 The literature on medieval and early modern gugieris now an ocean, but on the theme of Jezelzkktzn

‘evil foreign queen’ see the pioneering essay metllelson, "Queens as Jezebels: the careers phiRhand
Balthild in Merovingian history', in Derek Bakerd, Medieval Women. Essays dedicated and presented to
Professor Rosalind M. T. Hjl{Oxford, 1978), pp. 31-78; now also in Janet NeJ#olitics and Ritual in Early
Medieval EuropéLondon, 1986), pp. 1-48.

2 Claude de Seyssdlhe Monarchy of Francetans. JH. Hexter, ed. Donald Kelley (New Haven, 1981)48.
«Car, tombant en ligne féminine, elle vient en matnpouvoir d’'homme d'étrange nation, qui est chose
pernicieuse et dangereuse : pourtant que celuigat de telle nation étrange est d'autre nougittrcondition

et a autres moeurs, autre langage et autre facorivde que ceux du pays ou il vient dominer. Etvsut
communément avancer ceux de sa nation et leuebdllplus grande et principale autorité au manigndes
affaires ; et davantage les préférer aux honndymoéits».

3 There is a vast literature now on the Salic Lage Ralph E. Giesey, “The Juristic Basis of Dymafight to
the French Throne, Transactions of the American Philosophical Sogiatg., 51, no. 5 (1961): 3—-47; Philippe
Contamine, * ‘Le royaume de France ne peut tomieffille’: Fondement, formulation et implicationutie
théorie politique a la fin du Moyen AgePerspectives médiévalé8 (1987): 67—81; Contamine, “Le royaume
de France ne peut tomber en fille’: Une théorieitipple a la fin du Moyen Age,” ininstitutionen und
Geschichte: Theoretische Aspekte undmittelaltegli@efunde ed. Gert Melville (Cologne, 1992), 187-207;
Jacques Kryner,’empire du roi: Idées et croyances politiques earf€e, Xllle—XVe sieclg®aris, 1993), 125—
35; and Fanny Cosandelya reine de France: Symbole et pouvoir, XVe—XVsikxle (Paris, 2000), 19-54.
Sarah Hanley and Craig Taylor have in the last dec so engaged in a fruitful debate about thedges
value of the Salic Law, with Hanley arguing thag forged law consecrated the marginalization of worfiom
public authority, whereas Taylor sees it as prityariotivated by anti-English propaganda and in fagpiacing
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In the last two decades the debates surroundingchrand English royal successions in the
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries and the whirlwafigholemical literature they generated have
increasingly attracted scholars interested in titersections between political history, the
history of the state and women’s/gender histoBespite an indisputable growth, the meeting
of gender history and the political history of tlast centuries of the Middle Ages is just
beginning to define truly common research grounslssaccessfully as gender and social
history or gender and religious history have defdde study of queenship is one of the
obvious points of contact and has attracted amesdimary amount of scholarship, but recent
and indeed not-at-all-recent works focussing onpitedlem of women'’s property have shown
that a gendered analysis of themes like citizengitipinheritance not only contributes
important elements to the understanding of womepoitical agency but also directly
addresses the supposed master narrative of thasodf)modern’ states in Eurofe.

The problem of women'’s changing roles and oppotiesiwithin more or less developed
state systems is as old as “the Woman Question”Amglst Bebel's 187%oman under

misogynistic arguments based on women’s inferio@y Sarah Hanley see “Identity Politics and Ralép in
France: Female Political Place” and “The Fraudulealic Law” in Christine de Pizan and Jean de Mauitr
Changing Identities in Early Modern Franced. Michael Wolfe (Durham, NC, 1997), 78-94; &mdthe place

of the Salic Law in her long term legal and gengerspective "The Family, the State, and the Law in
Seventeenth- and Eighteenth-Century France: Thiéidablldeology of Male Right versus an Early Theaf
Natural Rights,'The Journal of Modern History8:2 (2006), 289-332. Of Craig Taylor see “TheicShaw and

the Valois Succession to the French Crovrénch Historyl5, no. 4 (2001): 358-77; and the more recent “The
Salic Law, French Queenship, and the Defense of #voim the Late Middle AgesFrench Historical Studies,
29 (2006), 543-564.

4 |n addition to the works cited in the note abowe Rrench successions see the equally vast schiglarsh
available on gender and the implications of thecession of the Tudors Mary | and Elizabeth | in BBng:
Paula Scalingi, "The Scepter or the Distaff: TheeQion of Female Sovereignty, 1516-160I/Me Historiand1,

1, (November 1978): 59-75; Constance Jordan, "Femimand the Humanists: The Case of Sir Thomas Elyot
Defence of Good WomenRenaissance Quarterlg6, 2 (Summer 1983): 181-201; and "Women's Rule in
Sixteenth Century British Political ThoughtRenaissance Quarterlg0, 3 (Autumn 1987): 421-51; Patricia
Ann-Lee, "A Body e Politique to Governe: Aylmer, ¢¢énand the Debate on Queenshipfie Historian52
(February, 1990): 242-61; Carole Levihe Heart and Stomach of a Kifhiladelphia, 1994); Judith Richards,
"To Promote a Woman to Beare Rule": Talking of Qe Mid-Tudor England,Sixteenth Century Journal
28,1 (1997): 100-21 and "Mary Tudor as 'Sole Que@Endering Tudor Monarchytlistorical Journal40, 1
(1997): 895-924; Anne MclLaren, ‘The quest for agkirGender, marriage and succession in Elizabethan
England’,Journal of British Studievol 41 (2002), pp. 259-290.

S See the Introduction and the survey essays by#ad, Kirshner, Zarri and Rusconi collected irufeg Calvi
(ed.),Innesti. Donne e genere nella storia soci&@®me 2004.

6 Literature on citizenship, inheritance and gerukes predictably focussed on Flemish and Germagscithd
the cities of northern and central Italy: see Marttowell "Citizenship and Gender: Women's Politi8&tus in
Northern Medieval Cities", Mary Erler and MaryanKewaleski (ed)Women & power in the middle ages
London 1988, 37-60; Law, Family, and Women: Towardegal Anthropology of Renaissance Italy (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1991; Maria Teresar@udledici, L’aria di citta. Donne e diritti nel Comune
medievale Naples 1996 Chojnacki, Stanley. “Daughters and Oligarchs: Geraed the Early Renaissance
State.” In Gender and Society in Renaissance Ifaty. Judith C. Brown & Robert C. Davis. New York:
Longman, 1998, pp. 63-86; Ellen E. Kittell and K@ueller, "Whether man or woman": Gender Inclugivit
the Town Ordinances of Medieval Doudgurnal of Medieval and Early Modern Studig8.1 (2000) 63-100;
Anna Bellavitis,|dentité, marriage, mobilité sociale. Citoyennescitbyens a Venise au. XVle siecRome:
Ecole Francaise de Rome, 2001; Julius Kirshneroméh married elsewhere. Gender and Citizenshitaig,’l

in Anne Jacobsen Schutte, Thomas Kuehn, SilvandeB®enchi (eds.)Time, Space and Women's Lives in
Early Modern Europe (Sixteenth Century Essays &li8gILVII) Kirksville 2001, 117-149. For a recent review
of the literature see Julius Kirshner, “Cittadinanzome genere nelle citta-stato del Medioevo e del
Rinascimento”, in Giulia Calvi (ed.)pnesti. Donne e genere nella storia soci&eme 2004, 21-38.
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Socialism’ Did women gain or lose from the development of enelaborate state structures?
Nineteenth-century socialists thought of coursd tha state, as an organization aimed at
preserving the power of the propertied, was notdgoews for «civilized» women,
particularly if compared to their remote matriarchacestors. For politics and property go
together, insisted Engels, and the family is arression of property arrangemefts.

Feminist historians resumed the debate in the 18®@s1970s utilizing some of its older
elements. «Power through the family» is an effegtiif a little undetermined, phrase
popularized by the well-known essay by Jo Ann Mcldeanand Suzanne Wemple, first
published in 1973 ifFeminist Studiesnd then reprinted in 1988. McNamara and Wemple
suggested in their essay that women had betteicebanf holding political power in the early
middle ages and prior trca the twelfth century, because women exercised powefly, if

not exclusively, through the family and familiesrevén that distant period more powerful.

As McNamara has recently pointed out, the coreigheftheir article owed much to the
presupposition that a real shift occurred in thevehth-twelfth centuries, towards a more
pervasive, codified and rigid legal culture, whislas at the same time the context and the
product of the rise of states in Europe. McNamars &lso acknowledged that the works of
Georges Duby and David Herlihy on the transformmatad the European family, which
identified a movement towards a stronger notiopaifilinearity and lineage, reinforced their
ideas about the worsening place of women in Wedkemopean society. «It seems clear to
me that women were disadvantaged by the developofemore centralized states, a more
hierarchical church, and an urban society basedhenmoney economy}) McNamara’s
point was in many respects the same made by Joly iKeher 1977 “Did women have a
Renaissance?”: «The state, early capitalism, anddhial relations formed by them impinged
on the lives of Renaissance women in different waylsut as a group, especially among the
classes that dominated lItalian urban life, womepeernced a contraction of social and
personal options»!

Both positions were part of a general attempt hyifést thought to make sense of the
trajectory of women in history. Their strength laythat they showed how women’s history
could oppose a counter-narrative of decline tontlaster narrative of progress then dominant
in historiography. Since then, historians of wonh@we felt increasingly uncomfortable with
such an idea, for women’s necessary yet elusivdegobhge could not be found, the last
shadow of the mythical age of matriarchy pursuedimgteenth-century feminists and some

7 0n socialist debates on women and state formthseeomparative review essay by Irene Silverbfdthmen
in states’ Annual Review of Anthropolog¥7 (1988), pp. 427-460.

8 « The form of family corresponding to civilizati@md coming to definite supremacy with it is monogathe
domination of the man over the woman, and the sifaghily as the economic unit of society. The carlink in
civilized society is the state, which in all typligeeriods is without exception the state of thenglclass, and in
all cases continues to be essentially a machinenéting down the oppressed, exploited class.»edfich
Engels,The Origins of the Family, Private Property and tB&ate(1884), with an introduction and notes by
Eleanor Burke Leacock, New York 1972, 235.

9 Jo Ann McNamara and Suzanne Wemple, "The PowdWaien through the Family in Medieval Europe:
500-1100,"Feminist Studiesl (1973), 126-41; also Women and Power in the Middle Agesl. Mary Erler
and Maryanne Kowalewski (Athens, Georgia, 1988)183.

10 30 Ann McNamara, ‘Women and power through the famevisited’, in Mary Erler and Marianne
Kovalewsky,Gendering the Master Narrative. Women and PowehéMiddle Agesithaca 2003, pp. 17-30, p.
22.

11pid Women Have a Renaissance?Biecoming Visible: Women in European Histay. Renate Bridenthal,
Claudia Koonz, and Susan Stuard, Boston: Houghkliitin, 1977, pp. 137-74, p. 138.
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twentieth-century archaeologists. Judith Bennettlat® medievalist, has famously and

controversially proposed the paradigm of a ‘histitrgt stands still’, where amidst apparently
momentous changes the condition of womisna vismen in reality stays the same, especially
when one looks at basic indicators such as worklitions. «The particular constraints and

boundaries» may vary, but the background is oreofinuity12

Although even Judith Bennett, initially at leastemed to limit her argument to the period
after the twelfth century, in fact the nature andemt of eleventh- and twelfth-century
transformations or ‘mutations’ are also the objefca fierce debate, in which the history of
women and the family are one of the major isddddven though the specifics of the two
debates are very different, whether one looks etwrelfth century or at the Renaissance the
value of traditional chronological watersheds hagsved particularly controversial among
historians of women and gender.

In addition to this, McNamara'’s and Kelly's ‘dedimarrative becomes less convincing once
the history of the state has undergone a thoroegkion. If a steady and progressive growth
of central governments and bureaucracies, includinglesiastical, and of the monetary
economy is visible between the twelfth and theyetirteenth centuries, the situation after
roughly 1350 looks quite different. Historians hapeinted to the fact that perhaps the
strongest master narrative in political historye gtory of the ‘origins of the state’, is by no
means a tale of linear progressidn.

Indeed the late fourteenth and the fifteenth céeguare dominated, everywhere in Europe, by
instability. Popes, emperors, dynasties and regaibliregimes do not last; the growth of
‘bureaucracies’ as exemplified by the ever increggroduction of written sources can be
discontinuous. The late fourteenth and the fifteezgnturies were an era of plague, internal
conflicts and bastard feudalism, which can neitbereasily interpreted as the ‘decline’ of
entities such as ‘France’, or ‘republican libertygr as the Hegelian ‘stern reluctant working’
towards a higher and stronger form of politicalargation. Those decades were all about
political experiment and competition, often a fusocompetition, among claimants to
political authority, in which all possible sourceslegitimacy, old and new, were mobilized,
but virtually no one, not even the pope or the empeould be sure of possessing them all.
Such a competition proved as creative as it wasdge.

It is within this context that one should understghe later Middle Ages as an ‘age of

12 jydith M. Bennett, "History that Stands Still":dWien's work in the European pagtminist Studiesl14
(1988), 269-84; see also the polemical exchangedast Bridget Hill, ‘Women's History: A Study In Qige,
Continuity Or Standing Still?" and Judith BennéW/omen's history: a study in continuity and change’
Women'’s History Review (1993), 5-22 and 173-184.

13 summary of the established ideas about an etevesmtury ‘mutation’ with regard to women and the
family, and a sceptical counterargument can beegbhfrom Pauline Stafford, 'La mutation familiale:Skitable
Case for Caution' in J. Hill and M. Swan (ed®)e Community, The Family and the Saint. Pattefri2oaver in
Early Medieval Europ€Turnhout, 1998) p. 103-26.

14The suggestions of Bernard Guénée preannouncettwddd happen in the 1970s, "Y a-t-il un Etat des
XIVe et XVe siécles?"Annales Economies, Sociétés, Civilisati@és(March-April 1971), 399-406 (the title of
the article echoing Federico Chabod’'s 1¥56-t-il un Etat de la RenaissangeThe historiographical debate on
Italy has been particularly heated and theoretioadimplex, partly also because of the critical ipgration of
microhistorians. See the papers collected e Origins of the State in Italy, 1300-16@@. Julius Kirshner,
Chicago, 1996, and particularly Giorgio Chittolifitthe 'Private,’ the 'Public,' the State." 34—6dd &nthony
Molho, The State and Public Finance: A Hypothesis Baseith@iistory of Late Medieval Florenc@7-135.
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heiressesl® A large number of women inheriting large and sndalniniafrom their natal
family were put at the centre of public attentioml goolitical debate. A remarkable proportion
of these European female lords went on to becoregsrof their domains during at least a
portion of their life, helped by a biological fatleat precociously removed from the scene
their brothers and husbands. In fact, even if rogatcession cannot be assumed to
straightforwardly represent general trends, it seamgnificant that the period between the
mid-fourteenth and the sixteenth centuries in Eeromluded an unprecedented number of
gueens regnant (as opposed to queens regents sort)n after more than a century of
uninterrupted male royal lineages. Some of thembateer known than others, but Joanna |
and Joanna Il of Naples, Margaret | of Denmark, WMaand Jadwiga | of Hungary-Poland,
Isabel | of Castile, Mary | and Elizabeth | of Eagtl were all reigning in their own rigHt.

*k%k

The pervasiveness and ambiguity of lordship in kaedieval discourses and practices of
state-building has attracted some of the best Eamomolitical historiography/ ‘Bastard
feudalism’ is the label used by historians of latedieval England (whether or not there ever
was a ‘legitimate feudalism’), but a similar phereran has been identified in what is
possibly the least classically ‘feudal’ of Europeamlitical spaces, Italy. The meaning of
lordship &ignoriain Italian), its private/public political featuresd its relations with higher
authorities have occupied historians of late meali¢taly for the last four decades. Because
of Italy’s privileged position in the historiograpton the Renaissance as «a primal scene,
both the exception and the rule, of modern poktidsis only mildly surprising that recent
historiography on state-building in ltaly, with isdress on the blurred boundaries between
private and public political authority, has manadedearn itself an entirely uncalled-for
postmodernist aurtd

If indeed late medieval/Renaissance Italy was aalithboratory of political legitimacy, it is
somewhat disappointing that the question of womeumls — which goes straight to the heart
of the problem of legitimacy — has taken so long@écome the object of scholarly attention. It
is certainly not because of lack of sources, silate medieval Italy fully deserves the
reputation of a uniquely well documented time apalce.

The careers of two Italian rulers, Joanna Il queémNaples and Bianca Maria Visconti
duchess of Milan, are excellent illustrations af thsights that women’s history can bring to
the study of late medieval political authority ate interactions between the state and its
competitors. Both women’s political careers havédefato attract substantial historical

15 see the work, based on guantitative analysis, ioch& NassietParenté, noblesse et états dynastiques. XVe-
XVle siecles(Paris 2000)

16 Armin wolf, ‘Reigning Queens in Medieval Europehéh, Where, and Why', in John Carmi Parsons (ed.),
Medieval QueenshjgNew York 1993, 169-188, provides a list and tke@eglogical tables of all late medieval
regnant queens.

17 otto Brunner'sLand und Herrschatt. Grundfragen der territorial®&erfassungsge- schichte Osterreichs im
Mittelalter (Wien, 1959), translated into Italian in 1983 aintb English in 1992, has marked now three
generations of late medieval historians. In thdiadta context the concept dfignoria carries a particular
complexity, because the name designated urbandtiEgspords of lands, and the supreme office ofegament

in communal constitutions: for a good recent surgeg the essays collected in Federica CengarlegiGio
Chittolini, Gian Maria Varanini (eds.Roteri signorili e feudali nelle campagne dell'iekettentrionale fra Tre

e Quattrocento: fondamenti di legittimita e formeedercizio,Atti del Convegno di stu@lilano, 11-12 aprile
2003), Florence 2005.

18 Randolph Starn, ‘A postmodern Renaissande@haissance Quarterl$0.1 (2007) 1-24, p. 13.
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research in the last fifty years. On the other h#émely have both inspired a striking number of
biographies by unprofessional historians and netglja state of affairs that will not overly

surprise historians of famous womés).

Even a cursory look at their historiographical rgpion can reveal the gender stereotypes at
play, for Joanna and Bianca Maria were styled gmsipe but recognizable ideals of female
authority. Here is how Sabadino degli Arienti, thelite author of a collection of famous
women’s lives in the style of BoccacciGynevera de le clare donnd492), usefully
summarizes Joanna’s and Bianca Maria’s life stagethey were remembered a few decades
after their deatha?

During her reign, following her immodest naturepddna Il] devoted much of her time to
libidinous embraces, which decency forbids me tmuat; because of such wickedness, if it
wasn'’t that | think that some of her deeds showtdramain unknown, | would have omitted
her very name, lest | offend the minds of all medesl decent women and illustrious queens.

«Semiramis, wicked queen of Babylon» was the mede relatively popular one after
Boccaccio. Conflated with anecdotes about anotheeq Joanna, the actual Joanna Il would
contribute to the posterior and immensely poputaage of the lustful, light-heartetieta),
and murderous queen, whose unbridled erotic passiats to disaster, a Neapolitan variation
on the theme of the ‘absurdity’ and ‘monstrositffemale rule2l

Strikingly different is Bianca Maria’s story, andtronly because Sabadino was dedicating his
work to Bianca’s niece, Ginevra Sforza. «Sole cbildhe magnanimous Filippo, third duke
of Milan, through her marriage, virtue, conductr fristrious deeds, beauty, modesty and

19 Apart form an astonishing amount of folk anecdeted some really terrible English poetry (‘The Igrayer

of Giovanna Il Queen of Naples’ by Henry Charleedtiam,The Litany of Love and other Pogn\delbourne
1900), Joanna Il inspired a detailed scholarly @phy by Nunzio FaragligStoria della regina Giovanna I
D’Angi0, Lanciano 1904, beside some essays by Gennara Mamti, Nuovi Studi AngioiniTrani 1937, pp.
353-435; and a section of Emile Léonatés Angevins de NapleBaris 1954. Bianca Maria was the object of
two biographies, both by unprofessional women hist, who worked on primary sources: Winifred Téde
Gregory,Bianca Maria Visconti duchessa di MilanBergamo 1940, and Lila Jahn, Bianca Maria duchess
Milano, Milano 1941. Half a dozen derivative andtguepetitive biographies of both Joanna Il andrisa
Maria have appeared in the second half of the te@mecentury.

200n the Bolognese Sabadino degli Arienti (1445-)5fd his three works dedicated to women patroas se
now Stephen KolskyThe Ghost of Boccaccio. Writings on Famous WomeRdnaissance ItalyTurnhout
2005, 63-109.

21 Giovanni Sabadino degli Arientzynevera de la clare donne cura di Corrado Ricci e A. Bacchi della Lega,
Bologna 1968 (fac-simile reproduction of the fieslition, Bologna 1887), ch. 9 ‘De Zoanna Secundahesasa
de Austria’: « Et regnando, come costume de suadicp natura, fu molto dedita a li libidinosi akieanenti,
quali per honesta a me narrare non lice; per ldegseeleragine certo se non fusse che alcuni suahi fle
memoria degni non me pare sotto scilentio passareche quilli, ma pur el suo unico nome scripteehnai, per
tema non offendere li animi de le pudiche et onetene et de le illustre regine». Sabadino calenda
‘duchess of Austria’, but this is not aimed at emting her title of queen; Joanna was known asdineghessa
d’'Osterlich’ before becoming the queen becauseeofpnevious marriage to William duke of Austria. @
monstrosity of Joanna’s rule cf. the chronicler Aeadde Redusiis of Treviso: «lpsa vero regina,cgegandam
alia, sola Regno Apuliae dominatur, quod absurdwt) et monstro Aegyptiaco simillimum ab ommibus
fastidiendum. Non propter me dico, qui tam prodagan, sed propter Regni fastidium», in Andrea dduRigs
de Quero,Chronicon tarvisinumab anno MCCCLXVIII usque ad annum MCCCCXXVII, ibudovico
Muratori (ed.),Rerum Italicarum Scriptoresol. XIX (Milan, 1731), 822.
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piety, she has given her excellent lineage immakaty and benign reputatior?3.Besides
her wifely and motherly qualities (her loyalty to anfaithful but talented husband, her many
children), Bianca Maria’s «virtue» (courage, firmsagand her «counsel» are invariably the
object of praise in several fifteenth-century hist@al and panegyrical texts; Sabadino even
calls her «sanctissima», emphasizing her devotoddry Queen of Heaven. Like a perfect
Roman matron (Lavinia wife of Aeneas, for exam@nca is a reassuring and entirely
positive model of female authority.

Both images, of course, are hyperbolic; Sabadihajly stereotypical characterization was
there to counter the disturbing/ludicrous natureagfantheon of powerful women, but not
even this, more or less obliged, typecasting canptetely elide how intriguing both Joanna
and Bianca Maria were.

*kk

Joanna, or Giovanna, Il of Anjou-Durazzo (1373-143%ueen of Naples (1414-1435),
succeeded her brother Ladislas when she was alfeatyyone years old and a childless
widow. The fact that she had no political expereeaod was unlikely to produce an heir does
not seem to have bothered the Neapolitans andatfua$ of the kingdom, nor for that matter
historians?3 Yet this most unusual of successions happenedefidlyc in a realm that had
been recently torn apart by civil wars, since theup Anjous were a dynasty with many
offshoots, and many potential claimants to thertbro

Joanna II's brother Ladislas, king of Naples andngary, had died suddenly, his army
decimated by the plague under the walls of Floremeel414. Joanna’s succession was
certainly more acceptable by virtue of the precédenby her aunt Joanna |, grand-daughter
of Robert the Wise, queen of Naples from 1343 @21 3Ithough at the time of her accession
to the throne Joanna had a favourite — a youngepdlgan called Pandolfello Alopo — her
unmarried status constituted a problem and, whetiactantly or not, Joanna accepted to
evaluate several candidate husbands. The finatehoot so much hers as that of her Council,
fell on James of Bourbon, count de la Marche, hifresdistant relative but with no claims to
the Neapolitan throne and the reputation of a peKeight. They celebrated the marriage in
Naples on 10 August 1415 and the Queen publiclgadvher subjects to call James king.

If one follows the so-callediurnali del Duca di Monteleonea chronicle in vernacular
penned, at least in part, during Joanna’s reigerms or more authors close to the court, the
inevitable threat presented by a king consort becanmediately apparent.

Only a couple of months had passed, but «King Jdraddy then the lordship, for he had put
most castles of the kingdom in the hands of himémmen», he had Joanna’s favourite
executed, most of her advisors imprisoned or remdr@m office, and «began to keep the

22 sabadino degli ArientiGyneverachapter 24 ‘De Biancha Maria Vesconte duchesddildmo quarta’: « Per
giungere italico splendore al titolo de laltissirdenne, recordaremo Biancha Maria, unica figliudi
magnanimo Philippo Vesconte, duca terzo de Miléamguale per copula matrimoniale, per virtute dienan per
costumi, per opere illustre, beleze, honestateel@ione, ha dato a la sua preclara styrpe immaialia et
benigna fama.».

23 Although even Sabadino noticed that she «magnargiwaook hold of the kingdom, and without any
opposition made herself queen» («ella come magraatoise il regno, et senza contradizione se fegiaae).

51



Serena Ferente

Queen as his servarnihfantescy and did everything as it pleased hifd».

Confined in the castle, guarded by a French sqldmainna was prevented from meeting her
subjects. Several delegations of Neapolitan amate@asked in vain to see her; a conspiracy
to kill James was organized but failed. It was tetted that the leader of the conspiracy,
Giulio Cesare da Capua, when asked by King Jamast e punishment deserved by those
who try to kill their lord [0 suo singniorg had answered: «You are not my lord, because |
have my lady & donna mig, you are only her husband and | never swore ialt®g to
you»2>

The attempts to liberate Joanna from her confingnmetine castle finally succeeded, and in a
temptingly novelistic way. Invited to a marriagded®ation, «she obtained to go and attend
the dinner in the garden of a Florentine, neamtlagket; there it was decided that she would
not return to the castle and, once the Queen hash&d to eat, the clamour arose in the
market ‘Long live Milady the Queen! and there ahén the whole of Naples was in arms,
and the Queen, seeing that she was strong sagpofsj by God do not abandon me, don't let
my husband treat me like this!$.

Some men of the Caracciolo family, their ‘friendsind a large following of people
accompanied Joanna to the Episcopal palace, wineresgent the night and organized her
counterattack, starting with the control of sombaur fortresses. A couple of months later
«the Queen had rearranged her court and countil lteians, expelling all the Frenchmen»,
put her husband under siege in the Castel dell'@ha defeated his armed guard. Eventually
James resolved to leave Nap#és.

Joanna went on to govern alone («free, marriedwatitbut husband» as Sabadino would put
it) surrounded by several male and female advidmsyns,condottieri churchmen, jurists,
and closely assisted by her new favourite, GiovdBergianni’ Caracciolo. In 1419 she
secured the coronation from Martin V — the popen@pehe overlord of the Kingdom — after
having sent an army to help him to regain contfé&ome.

The lack of a designated successor, however, cr@at®id that many were eager to fill. She
addressed the problem of the succession in the samy®f her predecessors: she adopted an
heir. Her first choice was Alfonso V Trastamaraeatly king of Aragon and Sicilgi la dal
Faro, a powerful ally who would «help and defend hemso she hoped. When Alfonso took
residence in Naples, however, bringing with himaeyé retinue of ambitious Catalans, the

24 piurnali del Duca di Monteleoneed. by M. Manfredi, Rerum ltalicarum Scriptoré¥ edition), 21.5 (1958),
pp. 90-91: «et modo Re Jacobo horamai la sign@iaehg aveva la piu parte deli castelli de lo Reameano
de Fraciosi»; another manuscript tBeurnali (a copy in which the language and the syntax heaenb
normalized) was published by Nunzio Faraglia in3.89

250ne of the typical dialogues that the court’s ‘ste@ de casa’ Loise de RodRi¢ordi, edited by Vittorio
Formentin, Salerno 1999) inserts in his memoirBigite, signiure, chi volesse ammaczare lo suorsorg, che
doverria patire?’ ‘Vui lo dicite per me , vuy no rarsite singniore, ca aio la donna mia, tu li syitnat non ve
aio may jurato umaio.»

26 pjurnali, p. 93: «La Regina trattd de gire a mangiare fa ado mercato ad un giardino de uno fiorentino et
la fo determinato che la Regina non tornasse pla gastello et mangiato che ebbe la Regina coki fomore

in mezo lo mercato dicendo viva madamma la Redila @ll’hora tutta Napoli armata, et la Reginalgadose
forte dixe Signori per dio no me abbandonate, tienfatrattare cosi da mio marito». When Biarnali mention
‘tutta Napoli’, they refer to the members of thedige the organs of urban government in Neapolitan
neighbourhoods.

27 |bidem «Et mo’ la Regina have adiriczata tutta sua cert€onsiglio de Italiani, cacciando tutti li Frésie.
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mood changed. When he tried to imprison her agkanna repudiated him and adopted
instead Louis of Anjou, of a cadet branch of thgois of Provence, who commanded the
loyalty of the Angevin party in the kingdom. Loyssoved more helpful and amenable than
Alfonso, leading the Neapolitan fleet against theagonese and accepting to live in Calabria
away from the queen, quietly awaiting his turn.

By the end of the queen’s life in 1435, of all then that had surrounded and occasionally
tried to ‘tyrannize’ her, only Alfonso still hadsim chance to succeed (and succeed he did
but after seven years of war). James de la Mardh® iw exile and would soon become a
Franciscan («he was the one who was king, andwlaarprince, and then was count and then
was nothing at all», the major-domo Loise de Roeamroented in his much sharper
Neapolitan vernaculaP Both the formidable condottieri Sforza and Bracdie Montone
had died on the battlefield and Louis of Anjou sadcumbed to malaria. Dead also was the
once all-powerful favourite and Grand Senechal @arg Caracciolo, victim of a court
conspiracy known to the queen.

Figure 1. Andrea and Matteo Nofri of Florence atttkos, Monument to Ladislas of Durazzo,
1414-1428, Naples, San Giovanni a Carbonara (detdhe statues of Ladislas and Joanna
sitting between Fides and Caritas).

Besides the sepulchre that she commissioned fdorogier Ladislas (Figure 1), a grand late-
gothic monument celebrating her own regal authcagymuch as her brother’s, the most
durable legacy of Joanna’s reign was a piece a$legpn concerning female succession to
fiefs in the kingdom.

Another of our laws should be abolished. This &sldw that in feudal successions favours the
daughter of the firstborn against his brotherssTaw dictated by the passions and loves of a

28  oise de RosaRicordi «Chisto fo chillo ca fo re e po’ fo prencipe € fmconte e po’ non fo niente, ca se
fe’ frate e fece bona fine, servo de Diox».
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lustful queen, this law that transfers the goods dfouse into another and impoverishes a
brother to enrich a foreigner, this is the law tbatised the ruin of your author’s family, and
bears its name. This is tReammatica Filangeri&9

The jurist Gaetano Filangieri wrote these linesig enormously successflihe Science of
Legislation published in 1780, republished several timestatian and translated into all
major European languages. A man of the Enlightenmanreformer of the Church, a
supporter of free trade and of a rational and hwamadicial system, Filangieri was intolerant
of any ‘medieval’ legal relic, but clearly the liidtqueen Joanna and haammaticaevoked
some deeply personal resentment.

Joanna issued therammatica de feudisn 19 January 14%8as her final pronouncement
over a case brought to the court by a woman, QeteFilangieri, the wife of Joanna’s
favourite and Grand Senechal Sergianni Caraco@dderina claimed the right to her paternal
inheritance as the last surviving child of GiacoAmonio Filangieri, against the pretensions
of her paternal uncle Filippo and her cousin MatfBloe inheritance included the county of
Avellino and a large collection of fiefs. Tharammatica later nicknamedrilangeria,
provided the definitive and royally sanctioned iptetation of the constitutiode feudisof
Frederick II's Constitutiones regni Siciliadt stated that in fiefs falling under Frankishvla
(as opposed to those under Lombard law) the sisteeriting from her brother took
precedence over her father's male relatives, peavithat she had not already received a
portion of her brother’s patrimony as dowry — int€@ma’s case the dowry of 800 ounces of
gold had been promised by her father but never.¥aid

The prammaticahas been regarded as the most blatant sign ohd@asubmissiveness to her
Grand Senechal’s private interests and, by imptioaher lascivious and manipulable nature.
Undoubtedly Sergianni Caracciolo benefited from tiev law, for through his wife he
planned to elevate his own house to the level efgieat baronial lineages of the kingdom.
This reading of the sentence, however, presuppibsgeshe women involved in the dispute
had no interests of their own — something that &aefilangieri and most subsequent writers
took for granted.

In fact theprammaticaallowed Caterina Filangieri, not her husband, toopee the Countess
of Avellino, and thedominaof a substantial number of lands; the integritytleé family’s
possessions had been already the object of a fahsipute between Caterina’s brothers and

29 Gaetano Filangierla scienza della legislazione e gli opuscoli s¢éltiivorno 1826, p. 221: «Un’altra legge
converrebbe abolire presso di noi. Questa leggeeliagqche preferisce nella successione dei feutigla del
primogenito ai suoi fratelli. Questa legge dettd#dla passione e dall’amore di una voluttuosa @egguesta
legge che traporta i beni di una casa in un'airahe impoverisce un fratello per arricchire umagsto, questa
legge € quella che ha cagionato la rovina dellaighandell’autore e che ne porta il nome. Questéaé
Prammatica Filangeria»

30 Alessio De SariisCodice delle leggi del Regno di Napolil, ‘De’ Baroni e de’ Feudi e della Ragione
Feudale’, Naples 1795, pp. 41-42: «Eapropter tepogeentium et de nostra certa scientia et cunbefaliione
nostri Consilii ac proprio motu gratia generaligifecondendae et interpretandae dictae constiiati@i de
successionibus in 8 et coniugatae et dotatae) rdacles ac interpretamus dictam constitutionem ‘ut de
successionibus’ intelligi et interpretari deberewsalum veram opinionem quod in viventibus iure Ecaam
tunc soror excluditur a successione fratris quapda soror fuerit maritata de bonis fratris de swsuccessione
agitur, alias non excluditur; In viventibus autearel Langobardorum sufficit si fuerit maritata ettata a
communi patre vel a fratre dummodo habuerit dotepatagio».

310n caterina Filangieri see Erasmo Rido#corso genealogico della famiglia FilangieNaples 1863, 267-
287; and Berardo Candia Gonzaba,Casa Filangieri Naples 1887, 115-123.

54



Female Political Authority in the Late Middle Ages

their uncles, represented respectively by Catesimabther Francesca Sanfromondo and
Caterina’s grandmother Giovannella Minutolo, whal H®oth been guardians of Caterina’s
brothers and father, respectively, for severaidaliff years32 There is no reason to doubt that
Caterina had her own interest in her family’s patmy, and a strong sense of family identity.
Whereas Sergianni was buried in the urban Caraccimpel of San Giovanni a Carbonara in
Naples, just behind the effigies of Ladislas anahda, for her own mausoleum Caterina, who
outlived him, chose the twelfth-century monasterfy Montevergine, perched on the
mountains of her paternal lands.

Another element has surprisingly failed to attfaistorical consideration. The succession of
Joanna to the throne of Naples had itself follovieed same line later privileged in the
prammatica for the rights of her first cousin on her fatlseside, Leonardo of Durazzo, son
of the youngest male child of King Charles Ill, wiheed at the Portuguese court, were all but
forgotten — one would search in vain for Leonardmésne in the Neapolitan chronicles. In
fact one would also search in vain for a mentiorthefprammaticaitself in contemporary
chronicles — the law certainly did not provoke arstal, and the queen had backed her
interpretation with the opinion of a college of eemnt jurists.

Rather than «altering the order of feudal successias the enlightened Filangieri lamented,
the prammatica de feudiput in writing a practice that was perhaps combeist but certainly
not aberran83 The prammaticareveals assumptions about the boundaries of thdyfahat
diverged from strict patrilinearity; these were lpgss foreign to a jurist and baron like
Filangieri in 1780, but not to his fifteenth-cent@ancestors.

*k*k

A slightly younger contemporary of Joanna Il, FilipMaria Visconti, Duke of Milan from
1412 to 1447, shared a surprising number of chenatits with the Neapolitan queen,
considering that, as one of the prototypical Italikespots of the Renaissance he stands at the
opposite historiographical pole from the ‘feebledanstful’ queen. Lustful he was too,
mercurial and occasionally cruel, but this of ceutlsd not prevent him from being celebrated
as a second founder of the Duchy of Milan. Likeniaa Filippo Maria succeeded his brother,
and like Joanna he did not have any offspring flomlegitimate consorts. At his death in
1447, Filippo Maria left behind only a natural datey from his favourite Agnese Del Maino,
Bianca Maria (1425-1468), whom he had married te thilitary star of the time, the
condottieroFrancesco Sforza.

Bianca Maria, legitimated by her father in 1429erpmost of her adolescence with her
mother Agnese in the castle of Abbiategrasso. $ée gip not only as the daughter of the
Duke of Milan, but also as a member of the Milanesean aristocracy, since Agnese’s
family, the Del Maino, were one of Milan’s most priment clans. Both Bianca’s paternal and
maternal family identities proved essential in to@vulsive three years between the death of
Filippo Maria Visconti in August 1447 and the solewtucal investiture of Francesco Sforza

32see the documents summarized in Berardo Candiadgafiza Casa Filangieri pp. 115-120.

33 Female succession to fiefs in Italian jurisprugeneas controversial but contemplated in a variety o
contexts, even to the detriment of males’ rightstlie case of ‘maternal fiefs’ or ‘feminine fiefsjee Cristina
Danusso, ‘La Donna e i feudi: Uno sguardo alla giramiccessoria dell'ltalia settentrionale fra Tre e
Quattrocento’Rivista di storia del diritto italianp65 (1992), pp. 181-239; and Maria Teresa Guerditd, ‘La
successione delle figlie nel feudo. Il feudo mateenl'opinio Baldi, in C. Frova, M.G. Nico Ottaviani and
S.Zucchinj VI Centenario della morte di Baldo degli Ubal@#00-2000 Perugia 2005, pp. 263-288.
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in March 1450.

The day after the death of the last Visconti théakkse proclaimed the return of Milan to
liberty and restored a version of the communal tt®n, which they calledAmbrosiana
Libertas Francesco and Bianca Maria were at the time Hrageto Lombardy and the
Milanese developments took them by surprise. Nmtesnt of Filippo Maria could be found;
it is only too fitting that Filippo Maria had died anaprés moi le délugenood, deliberately
leaving the field wide open to the ambitions ofesaV claimant$4

Bianca Maria’s role in securing her husband's sssiom to the duchy is generally
acknowledged as one of many factors at play, ahthecdecisive one. In some way historical
interpretation still resonates with the echo ofeiinth- and sixteenth-century assessments of
Francesco Sforza’s career from soldier to princehasepitome of the power eirtu and
fortunain Renaissance politics. Machiavelli consecrategh&esco Sforza as one of the rare
modernprincipi nuovithat had succeeded in the most arduous task bfdumjuiring a state
and maintaining it, «<Francesco, by proper meansvatidgreat ability, from being a private
person rose to be Duke of Milan, and that whicln&e acquired with a thousand anxieties he
kept with little trouble»3>

Of course it would have irremediably spoiled &®mplunif Machiavelli had considered the
political value of Francesco’s marriage to Biancarid; but again Machiavelli generally
ignored marriage as a political instrument. Evenvé accept that Francesco was a ‘new’
prince, his wife certainly was not. Machiavelli didt overlook the fact that Francesco Sforza
conquered Milan in 1450 withfavori intrinseck, that is with the support of a faction, «l must
not fail to warn a prince, who by means of secastirs has acquired a new state, that he
must well consider the motives which induced thwséavour him who did so%¢ Of such
‘favours’ so crucial for Francesco’s victory, Biandaria was the single most important
motive.

As it is well known, Francesco Sforza initially ¢ented himself with the title of Captain
General of the Milanese and fought with his own eeaary army for the republic he
ultimately wished to subdue, until with a litenablte-facehe turned against the Milanese
Republic and put Milan under siege.

Francesco directly owed to Bianca Maria the contifothe only two important cities-cum-
districts of the duchy on which he could count tlgioout the war: Cremona, which was
Bianca Maria’s dowry and stayed loyal to the dushesd Pavia, the rendition of which was
negotiated in person by Bianca Maria’'s mother, Agn®el Maino, who had her own
political contacts there. More importantly, fragrtey but trustworthy references in sources

340n the problem of the succession to Filippo Mariscénti see Daniele Giampietro, ‘La pretesa donazidi
Filippo Maria Visconti a Francesco Sforzarchivio Storico Lombardo3 (1876), 639-651; Fabio Cusin,
‘L'impero e la successione degli Sforza ai Viscorrchivio Storico LombardoNouva Serie, 1 (1936), 3-116.

35The Princech. 7 ‘Concerning New Principalities Which Aredpgred Either By The Arms Of Others Or By
Good Fortune’: « Francesco, per li debiti mezzoer ana gran virtu, di privato divento duca di Mitare quello
che con mille affanni aveva acquistato, con potiaganantenne». On Sforza propaganda and histapbgrsee
Gary lanziti, Humanistic Historiography under the Sforzas: Pofitiand Propaganda in Fifteenth-Century
Milan, Oxford 1988.

36 The Prince ch, 21 ‘On fortresses’: «E, poiché la materiaiéerca, non voglio lasciare indrieto ricordare a'
principi, che hanno preso uno stato di nuovo medianfavori intrinseci di quello, che considerinenb qual
cagione abbi mosso quelli che lo hanno favoriti@varirlos.
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of the early 1450s hint at the role of Bianca Mabath as a Visconti and as a Del Maino, in
catalysing the allegiance of the Ghibellines inavil the very group that manoeuvred city
assemblies in the early months of 1450, preserinagcesco Sforza’s lordship as the only
option to the extenuated but enraged Milarise.

Bianca Maria proved again essential in keepingghicalm in the winter of 1460-61, when
Francesco fell seriously ill and disgruntlementidoiave turned into armed revolt. One of
the most prominent political enemies of the Sfaegime, thecondottieroJacopo Piccinino,
who also had his ‘internal favours’ within the dycimanifested a specific kind of allegiance
to the duchess: «l would have never moved agaheststate of Milady, who sent me a
message that | should remember my father’s loyaltyer father and that she wanted to hold
me in the same love and grace in which the revemedhory of her father held my own
guondam fathers8

Well aware of the precariousness of his positiamnEesco Sforza sought to accumulate as
many tokens of legitimacy for his rule as possibles chancery fabricated a false testament
by Filippo Maria Visconti, a half-hearted chicandhat was never seriously exploited; in
accepting the Milanesecapitoli’ of submission, which ratified the transfer of dship,
Francesco made sure that the document legally qumefil an investiture based on popular
consent; envoys were sent to the Emperor pleadinthé vicariate, in vain, and he entered a
number of leagues with other Italian regimes — st famous of which was the Italian
League — mutually recognizing each other.

His marriage to Bianca Maria, however, remained oh&rancesco’s most important legal
assets since the very beginning of his rule, ferttho were invested together as Duke and
Duchess of Milan. This explains why in 1463, whearfeesco became lord of Genoa, Bianca
Maria was not only explicitly mentioned in all to#icial documents, but asked to separately
ratify her acceptance of tloapitoli of submission with the Genoe¥&Such a preoccupation
did not arise solely from a general uncertainty ibibe legal nature of such transfers of
sovereignty. Francesco was a ‘new prince’ alsoemda, but the Genoese partly understood
his lordship over their state as a continuatiothefprevious lordships of the kings of France
and Filippo Maria Visconti. For Genoa too Franceacoumulated various titles of lordship,
to which Bianca Maria was always associated, inolyi@ feudal investiture from the King of
France and a writteimstrumentum fidelitatisigned by dozens of Genoese officials.

The events following Francesco Sforza’s death i661donfirm both the very real nature of
Bianca Maria’s political authority and her awarenes§it. Her firstborn Galeazzo Maria was
in France when the news of his father’'s death reddhim. Bianca Maria presided over the
delicate moment of transition firmly and succedgfubaleazzo Maria arrived safely in Milan
and no serious commotion was registered in the ydu¢he two years of co-rule with

Galeazzo, between 1466 and 1468, however, provgddviicult. Bianca Maria saw herself

as duchess in her own right, not simply as a reg@nGaleazzo Maria. The extent of her

37 see myGli ultimi Guelfi. Passioni e identia politiche fithlia del secondo QuattrocenfdPhD thesis,
European University Institute, Florence 2007, 32-94

38 For the context and the guote see Serena Fetemtgprtuna di Jacopo Piccinino. Storia dei braadeisin
Italia (1423-1465) Florence 2005, pp. 129-132: «lo non haveria raeid contra lo stato de Madonna, la quale
mando a mi a dirme che io me volesse ricordar@adetle paterna verso el patre, perché ella voleartree in
quello amore et gratia ch’el duca Filippo suo pdeecolenda memoria ebbe el quondam capitangatie»

39 All the final documents sanctioning the transfedominiumare published in Jean Dumof@orps Universel
Diplomatique des Droits des Genl, Amsterdam 1726, 305-315.
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networks within the state apparatus became eviaesbon as Galeazzo began to replace his
mother’'s men with his own in several crucial cols@nd offices. Then the young duke
famously imposed to the chancery the omission @fibther's name from the intitulations of
official documents — except those referring to Genehich was at the time very unstable.
Bianca Maria in response withdrew to her dotal,dlyemona, separated it from the duchy,
and entertained parallel diplomatic contacts witniée and the King of Naplé8.

Bianca Maria’s death in 1468, after a long illndgsught all tensions to an end, at a stage in
which the conflict with her firstborn was not iragably public and could be covered up by a
lavish funeral and a speech in good Latin. The hddasbetween Bianca and Galeazzo,
documented by hundreds of letters, deserve a mueh detailed analysis than | could hope
to offer here. The basic points of contention, heeveare known. Galeazzo’s marriage with
the Mantuan princess Dorotea Gonzaga, whom hetegjéc favour of a wife of royal blood,
Bonne of Savoy; the removal of some of Bianca Manmost trusted advisors drawn from
the Milanese urban aristocracy (including some @nBa’'s maternal uncles); Galeazzo's
generally ‘egoistic’ and ‘ungenerous’ conduct todgrhis brothers. These few elements
suggest two different visions of statecraft: a Ppa@n marriage alliance instead of an Italian
one, advisors personally loyal to the prince indted officials representing local elites,
solitary rule instead of clan solidarity. GaleaMaria was perhaps a proto-absolutist prince,
but his assassination at the hands of three youlamé&te aristocrats in 1476 is hardly a proof
of success.

On the contrary, whether it was a matter of womainiue, as later writers put it, or of what
Machiavelli would callnatural affection the loyalty shown to Bianca Maria by subjects and
enemies in the worst possible moments of crisis igdf the stuff of political legitimacy.
Even if Francesco, like all ‘foreign’ princes, digject a large number of his own ‘foreign’
men into the offices of the duchy, the active pneseof Bianca Maria and her own networks
prevented the discontent based on anti-foreignugieg to translate into full-scale revolts.
Precisely this crucial balance had been absenhgltie years of Joanna II's co-rule with her
husband James of Bourbon.

*k%k

It is not necessary to be a socialist to agreeithtite Middle Ages property and politics went
together. In fact property and political authontyere one and the sam@ominium It was
then in matters of transmission of property thamea’s political rights were shaped and
challenged, whether in dynastic or communal cansbis.

A baron of the Kingdom of Naples was once reproddbe shaming his family by refusing to
obey «Queen Joanna, [his] natudadmina (donna natural$.41 The idea of adominium
naturale and therefore of aaturalis dominaincreasingly underpinned the debates around
both women’s property rights and their fithessrde. Joanna’s and Bianca Marialeminia
were legitimate because they were natural and coro to the ‘nation’ they governed. This

40 see Franca LeverattiGovernare a modo e stillo de’ Signori’. Ossenad in margine al’amministrazione
della giustizia al tempo di Galeazzo Maria Sforzea di Milano (1466-1476)lorence 1994, pp. 10-31.

41 pjurnali, p. 16: «[suo zio Raimondo Del Balzo] li disse pipiu parole anpollose, dicendo maladetto da Dio
foste tu nato per fare brigogna a tale casa qudk mostra, per certo non si naturale di casa Dec8a
considerando a tanta crudelitate, quanto in teebaata et regna ad non volere obedire la Reginanddaonna
naturale... et come malvaso huomo sei appellatbtéra che veni contro la Donna tua, et da questionante
non te appellare de casa De Bauzo.»
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was of course the same argument that Claude Des8eysed in praising the wisdom of
women’s exclusion by Salic Law.

Many late medieval heiresses are famous as tragices, prey of ruthless male relatives,
relegated in the corners of the palace, removenh ftontact with their subjects. Anne of
Bretagne and Juana ‘the Mad' of Castile are twohsprncesses, whose suffering and
humiliations were romantic but also very politicAlnne and Juana in fact commanded a
special and durable kind of loyalty,ratural allegiance that came to them from being the
heirs of a ruling family. Their right to rule didbhdepend on a temporary and more or less
ancillary position, as was the case with consortsegents; the intrinsic vulnerability of a
woman in power did not mean, in their cases, their ttompetitors could easily marginalize
them. Anne’s efforts, as queen consort of two kin§d-rance and hereditary Duchess of
Brittany, all went in the direction of keeping thachy separated from the French kingdom;
still today this nourishes her popular myth in Breidentity. Juana ‘the Mad’, daughter of
Isabel queen of Castile — who again, by designatirana as her heir instead of her husband
Ferdinand, kept Castile separate from Aragon —itiegng years of isolation and her well-
known locura, in 1520 was sought after by the Comuneros redgénst her son Charles V,
and Juana has had a different but equally stroogess in Spanish pop cultuf.

The concept of a naturdbminiumrefers, more or less tightly, to an idea of ndtlaw. In

her encompassing book on Renaissance feminist fihoG@Ggpnstance Jordan has argued that
«there were very few ways to interpret contempo@mgcepts of natural law that were not
prejudicial to woman3 but, as is often the case, it turns out that thiwgre more complex
than that. The concept of natural law was defined eedefined for centuries in several
discursive communities (theologians, jurists, mediSpiritual Franciscans, papalist,
conciliarists and so on), which as we know shanedaords but not necessarily their meaning.

The idea of alominium naturalgeveals typically late medieval concerns, for ratiaw was
one of a small group of competing discourses oitipal legitimation. Theologians debating
the origin ofdominiumin Christian and Aristotelian terms more oftenntha@ot ended up
imagining a form of primitive communism, while ttéenth-century canonists could affirm on
the contrary that inheritance itself was grantednbyural law, inasmuch as blood relations
and the family were naturéf. It was overwhelmingly by virtue of the latter, \elgt believed,
principle of naturale dominiunthat a woman in a position of political authoritythe late
middle ages and in the early modern times coulddoepted as the legitimate rufér.

Most people of course considered the inferioritywafmen an equally natural fact, which
meant that women’s natural rights dominiumwere a residual kind of rights and applied

42 see the recent biography of Anne — who, to mywkadge, has not attracted the attention of gender
historians — by George Minoignne de BretagneParis 1999. On Juana’s political agency see Bgtiaam,
‘Juana "the Mad's" Signature: The Problem of InmgkRoyal Authority, 1505-1507Sixteenth Century Journal
Vol. 29, No. 2. (Summer, 1998), pp. 331-358.

43 constance JordaRenaissance Feminism. Literary Texts and Polit\datels Ithaca 1990, p. 66.

44 see Charles ReidPower over the Body, Equality in the Family. Rigatsl domestic relations in medieval
Canon Lawpp. 169-174.

45 Thomas Kuehnl.aw, Family and Women. Toward a legal anthopolofjRenaissance ItaJyChicago 1991,
pp. 238-258, has argued that women litigants imefice could resort to the same ideology ofttbeor familiae
that justified agnatic legal arrangements and foezein some cases «emphasis on the agnatic linkel ¢ave
the effect of favouring women on that line over esaih collateral lines» (p. 256).
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only when fathers and brothers were out of theupec® The cases of Joanna Il and Bianca
Maria Visconti, however, seem to indicate that diemd inheritance were ‘natural’ enough to
enable some women to claim precedence over othler i@latives, including their legitimate
or adopted sons. Ultimately, their rights were ratbecause many — and not only university
masters — believed that they were; this kind ofsemisus, in a period and in an area in which
consensus over legitimate rule was difficult toamt was a precious thing indeed. The fact
that it was often connected to ideas of ‘nationd docal identity (and that indeed some late
medieval heiresses did become national or regibasdines in the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries) appears perhaps paradoxical to the reade Seyssel's notes on the Salic Law or
Filangieri’'s on thePrammatica de feudis

It could be that nature, moreover — not just arscalirse but the cruel and deathly nature of
the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries — was theuge origin of female political authority, as
it seems that the new demographic profile of Eunapeked slightly to women’s advantage,
increasing the number of propertied women, heiseasé haturales dominade?’

*k%k

So the menacing ‘foreigness’ of the consort wasaheays gendered feminine. There was no
male equivalent of Jezebel and cases of foreige w@hsorts were not exceedingly frequent,
but they were frequent enough to allow us to identie distrust and hatred they generated.
Joanna’sprammatica going in the opposite direction from Salic Law, Bianca Maria’s
ideas and style in the government of the duchy esigtihat these women were well aware of
the foundations of their right talominium and capable of administering the political
consensus that this earned them.

What ultimately matters, of course, is whetherlatieely large (or, from another perspective,
relatively small) group of women rulers means amgfat all for women'’s history in general,
and it is difficult indeed not to be struck (or wiea) by the continuities of gender, in this like
in other topics. Few disagreements among histodaasnore important that those about the
relative weight of change and continuity, but neitbontinuity nor change is ever the whole
story. For example the fortune of the new literanb-genre inspired by Boccaccid®n
Famous Womensvhatever the secretly misogynistic strategiesnale authors, cannot be
seen in isolation from the increasingly commonitgalf female rule in late medieval Europe.
Boccaccio produced the founding text for Joannaf INaples (who was also the only
‘modern’ woman featuring in the collection) and Stine de Pizan wrote her response to
Boccaccio,The Book of the City of the Ladjés a court ruled by Queen Isabeau of Bavaria.
The growing importance of courts in European pagiis only part of the historical context of
a literature that many scholars now bravely labretggfeminist;, equally crucial is that the
vast majority of fifteenth-century works belongita this genre were composed for women
publicly in a position of political authority. Theoldier poet Antonio da Cornazzano was

46 ]an MacLean,The Renaissance Notion of Woman. A study in therfes of scholasticism and medical
science in European intellectual lif€ambridge 1980, is an invaluable survey.

47Jeremy Goldberg has argued this for women worikelate medieval York\(fomen, Work and Lifecycle in a
Medieval Economy: Women in York and Yorkshirel300-1520, Oxford 1992); Michel Nassiet camsimilar
conclusions looking at the aristocracy of the brdadnch area irParenté, noblesse et états dynastiques
Whereas it is evident that the Black Death inaugar@another demographic regime in Europe, the gaged
effects on women as a group are understandablych moere controversial issue: for a robustly sceptoew
see Samuel Cohn, "Women and Work in Renaissantg"lta Judith C. Brown and Robert C. Davis, eds.
Gender and Society in Renaissance [talyndon and New York 1998, 107-126.
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preparing his own collection of famous women'’s $iier Bianca Maria Visconti when she
died48

Seen in combination, the small brigade of (oftencymgly conservative) female rulers and
the growing number of (often annoyingly consenatisbooks on famous women in

fourteenth- to sixteenth-century Europe could havéundamental value beyond that of
fashioning a modest first historical pantheon ofnvenm worthies. History was increasingly

functioning as a powerful source of political jdis&tion for everyone, both through the

creation of precedents and the unveiling of theeskiariety of human experience. Nature and
history, however, were not necessarily incompatikbeirces of justification, with nature

working against women — in fact most of the timehbaorked against women. They could

also both work in their favour.

48 The unfinished ‘De mulieribus admirandis’ (1466188 Antonio da Cornazzano is the earlier exampltne
genre in ltalian vernacula, and the only one irsesr It is still unpublished: the manuscript igha Biblioteca
Estense of Modena, Italiani, J, 6, 21.
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Quelques réflexions sur les transmissions royalesaternelles : La
succession de Catherine de Médicis

Fanny Cosandey, Centre de Recherches HistoriquddEES Paris

Toutes les monarchies européennes se sont coestijpgr accumulation d’héritage, les
apports maternels venant s’'ajouter aux biens pelern®i la partie la plus visible de la
composition patrimoniale, et en cela bien souvarddule retenue, concerne la transmission
masculine (le royaume, constitué du pouvoir et dionaine royal), I'accroissement territorial
se fait pourtant, le plus souvent, par les femrh@siportation, via les épouses, de droits, de
pratigues et de biens venus d’ailleurs est un aspen négligeable des constructions
lignagéres, y compris dans des dynasties qui, copoue la France, excluent totalement les
filles de la succession au trébne. Dans la mesureeosont les femmes qui circulent, ce sont
elles, aussi, qui favorisent les transferts de didrinflexion patrilinéaire de regle dans
'ensemble des monarchies d’Europe, attribuant ripeicement le trdbne aux gargons,
n'empéche donc pas la participation des femmes;aghtribue méme, au contraire, a leur
conférer a cet égard un rdle majeur. Cette corttdbudes princesses au renforcement
dynastique se joue d’ailleurs & deux niveaux. Besrtau profit des males, les filles peuvent
cependant devenir héritieres lorsqu’elles n'ont dasconcurrent masculin, cette situation
étant loin d'étre exceptionnelle au regard de Imalgraphie d’Ancien RégimePar ailleurs,

la composition des lignages prend en compte lesr&pges pere et mére dans la transmission
du capital réalisée au niveau de I'héritier: lemakties se concoivent en effet dans la
perspective du double héritage qui, concentré’atmé de génération en génération, accroit
un capital constitué de biens comme aussi, éléniesrtants de la transmission, de droits
susceptibles d’étre valorisés dans des configuratiniccessorales propices.

Il s’agit ici de comprendre quels sont ces app@msinins, sur quels principes ils sont pensés
dans les actes qui organisent la succession (tat@renariage, testaments, etc.) et comment
ils s’intégrent, ou bien échappent, aux lignagesemés. En d’autres termes, quel role peut
avoir la reine dans les mécanismes de la trangnisst quel jeu joue-t-elle entre une
conception familiale et une appréhension politidaeson propre patrimoine?

Dans le fonctionnement monarchique de la Francad& Régime, il convient de distinguer
la puissance souveraine, qui revient au roi sealladpuissance dynastique constituée d’'un
patrimoine complexe porté par les hommes et lesmiesnappartenant au lignage. Or bien
souvent la confusion de ces deux niveaux condanadiser une totale exclusion féminine des
rouages de la royauté, ce que conforte la loi galiqu encore la disparition des noms et
armes de la reine a la génération suivante. Pduttamecours que constituent les femmes
(épouses, meres) dans les situations d’incapagit®iden période de régence en particulier,
mais pas seulement, repose précisément sur leimdepta représenter la souveraineté, sur
leur intégration, donc, a la dynastie dont ellest smartie prenantes par leur maridggans
cette intégration, les apports dotaux et patrimoniae pourraient étre absorbés par la

1 cest toute la question des filles sans freretéeaipar Michel NASSIET Parenté, noblesse et Etats
dynastiques, XVe-XVle siécl@&aris, Presses de 'EHESS, 2000, en particulipattie, chapitre IV.

2 Fanny COSANDEYLa reine de France, symbole et pouy®taris, Gallimard, 2000.
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couronne. Il s'avére ainsi nécessaire de consiagregmble les régles de dévolution du tréne
qui déterminent le fonctionnement monarchique £plaitiques mises en ceuvre pour assurer
I'entrée définitive des biens de la reine dans denaine royal, afin d’analyser la position
royale féminine en termes de complémentarité dams dynamique dynastique ou le
patrimoine comme la fonction des reines conditiomra continuité. L'étude du reglement
successoral de Catherine de Médicis éclaire sfaclan dont une reine de France pense son
patrimoine et son lignage, comme elle informe agssiles stratégies développées par la
couronne pour capter un héritage toujours susdetiblui échapped.

Principes d’'inaliénabilité et de séparation des bies dans la couronne dérance

« Toutes nos loix, toutes nos ordonnances confespéela coustume et Usance, declarent le
Domaine de la Couronne sacré (c'est a dire hocoumerce des hommes) » affirme Girard,
procureur général en la chambre des comptes, aut débXVlle siecle* Un peu plus tard,
I'avocat général Omer Talon précise: « parce quedaronne, qui est toute ronde, ne recoit
jamais de section ni de démembremerit>La monarchie, structurée par les lois
fondamentales, est organisée de telle sorte queséoa la couronne sans que rien ne puisse
en sortir, si 'on suit ces théoriciens du pouvdimsi la loi salique permet-elle, finalement,
d’ « attache[r] la Couronne dans la France avecatiesls de diamans®les apanages sont
réservés aux fils de France, a I'exclusion desditjui sont dotées en argent et renoncent a la
succession de leurs parents, la dot constituantgart d’héritage’.Les biens maternels ne
concernent donc pas les filles, du moins tant qual des gargons, comme le rapporte encore
Girard parlant du mariage d’Elisabeth de Francec ®4alippe Il d’Espagne. Pourvue a ses
noces de 400 000 écus, la princesse abandonns draiats paternels et maternels les droicts
paternels n'estoient rien d'autant que son pemosseddoit que du Domaine de la couronne
et pour le regard de ceulx de Catherine de Medimere au moien des substitution par son
Contract de Mariage ny pouvoit rien pretendre aunsiqu'apres le deceds de son frere qui
estoient lors quatre vivants dont il y a eu tromy&de suitte [...], si apres le deceds de ses
freres y pouvoit pretendre nonbstant les Renoatiatt'est une autre questiof ».

Autre conséquence du principe d'inaliénabilitérde héritier du domaine, est une personne
publique? « La bource du Roi est celle du peuple », rapplieTillet en 15789 ; ce que
Lefevre de la Planche résume en ces termes detlgs@pres: « la loi de I'Etat est tellement

3 Les analyses présentées ici issues d’'un dossiahentier et doivent étre considérées comme uraitrav
d’étape.

4 Bibliothéque Nationale de Franddss NAF. 7419, fol. 1.

5 Plaidoyé d’Omer Talon extrait des registres dudPeent, publié dans Jean DU FRESNE, Gervais ALLIOT,

Henry LE GRAS et Edme PEPINGUHgurnal des principales audiences du Parlement Paris, 1652, p. 320-
336.

6 Francois de FERMINEAUTraicté des droicts de la monarchie, maison, Etaf@onne de franceNismes, F.
Martel, 1636, p. 26.

7 Francoise BARRY Les droits de la reine sous la Monarchie Francajssqu'en 1789pParis, éd. Donat-
Montchrestien, 1932; Monique VALTAT,es contrats de mariage dans la famille royale eanEe au XVlle
siecle,Paris, Picard, 1953.

8 Bibliothéque Nationale de France, Mss Fr. 18578, 5

9 Emile CHENON Histoire générale du droit frangais public et pridés origines a 181%aris, Sirey, 1926-
1929, vol. I, p. 335-345; Gabriel LAPOINTEHistoire des institutions et des faits sociauRaris,
Montchrestien, édition de 1963, p. 384-389.

10 3ean DU TILLET Mémoires et RecherchdRouen, 1578, p. 138.
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jalouse de tout ce qui peut séparer la personwéedu prince d’avec la personne publique,
dont elle revétit celui qui monte sur le tréne [.gd’elle ne reconnoit aucune possession,
aucune proprieté privée » au souverdinDans cette perspective, le régime de non-
communauté des biens s'impose dans les contrateadiage royaux. Non seulement une
distinction est clairement établie entre les prepe la reine et le domaine de la couronne
dont le roi a l'usufruit & titre d’héritier excldsmais il ne peut y avoir d’acquét au cours de la
vie conjugalel? L'épouse royale conserve ses biens; elle se camparet égard comme une
personne privée. Le bénéfice économique des alisaen est fragilisé d’autant, car il est
conditionné par la présence de fils et la renoiwriatles fillest3 Faute d’enfant, les reines
veuves reprennent leur dot; elles ou les hérititum premier litl4 Eléonore du Portugal
transmet ainsi ses deniers dotaux a sa fille dité du Portugal.

En revanche, en présence de garcons, le systéra@ p@n ordonné. Tandis que l'ainé
recueille la succession, les princes cadets somtvps de terres en apanages, portions du
domaine titrées qui marquent leur appartenancer@ne tde France. Les apanages étant
attribués aux males en transmission masculinesoifg destinés a revenir a la couronne, soit
par extinction de la branche, soit par avénementetie lignée au tréne de France. Mariés
sous le régime de la communauté, ces cadets absqe facilement les héritages féminins
qui, soumis ensuite aux regles de succession @opréapanage, ne sortent plus de la
dynastie capétienne. Il est vrai que les biensmi®s servent souvent a doter les cadets des
princes du sang, mais cela ne fait que retarderiméggration. Les modalités de transmission
des biens des époux, dans le contrat de mariagend’d’'Orléans et de Catherine de Médicis,
s'inscrivent tout a fait dans cette perspectivey kst précisé que I'ainé des fils « aura la
succession et hérédité paternelle et materneidasréserve toutefois de la Iégitime dévolue a
chacun des cadets. Les filles, pour leur part, ettietre dotées et mariées a hauteur de leur
rang. Si I'ainé des fils se trouve sans hérites,biens doivent revenir au frére le plus proche,
et ainsi « par ordre successif toujours, et paictade primogeniture ». Seule I'absence de
male permet aux filles de se partager la succesaidexception de I'apanage qui retourne
naturellement au domaif€.Le fonctionnement de la monarchie francaise regmse sur

11| EFEVRE DE LA PLANCHE,Traité du domaingParis, 1764-1765, livre XIlI, Chapitre III.
12 gy toute cette guestion, cf. Francoise BARR&5 droits de la reine..., op. cit

13 Totalement exclues de la succession paternefidilllies ne le sont pas forcément de la successaernelle,
sauf a étre dotée et reconnaitre ainsi touchervanca d’hoirie leur part d’héritage. La renonciatigu’elles
signent alors les détachent des droits et biensldars méres peuvent étre investies. Le mariagefitles de
France ouvre ainsi la voie a une stricte transimissiasculine de la succession maternelle.

14 Monique VALTAT, Les contrats de mariage..., op.git.98 et suiv.

15 contrat de mariage d’'Henri Il et Catherine de Mé&ddu 27 octobre 1533, publié en latin par ' Alskesimir
CHEVALIER, Archives royales de Chenonceau. Debtes et créanderla Royne merdParis, 1862, et en
francais, d'apreés le manuscrit de la Bibliothequegtidhale de France, Fr. 20 176, fol. 65, par HedeiLA
FERRIERE, Gustave BAGUENAULT DE PUCHESSE, ddatitres de Catherine de MédicRaris, Imprimerie
Nationale, 1880-1943, t. X, p. 478-484. Le texte mhécisément ceci: « Le premier filz qui sortda ce
maryage futur, pourveu qu'il soit apte aux armeBadtile pour faire la guerre et qu'il ne soit paastrainct a la
prestrise, il heritera et aura la succession etdigr paternelle et maternelle, a la maniere, fagoforme qui
sera escript cy-aprés, avec ceste condition tdaitegu'il baillera et deslivra la legitime partgkiceulx biens a
ung chacuns de ses aultres freres restans ; no@ist gux seurs, gu'il sera tenu aussy de les maetrdolloquer
a maryage, ainsy qu'il appartient, et les assigleedouaire, tant selon le nombre qu’elles serarg,ajssy selon
'abondance et richesse des biens et abondancendebles de I'heredité. Les premiers enfans quirgero
legitimement sortis de ce present maryage estastitudz et privez d’enfans masles, sorty[s] legiinent
dudict maryage, le frere plus prochain, aprés geijui n'aura pas eu d’enfans masle, succederaeseldité,
pourveu gqu'’il ne soit point astrainct par aucum lexclesiasticque et qu'il ne soit point ineptengtabile aux
armes : consequenment par ordre mort, l'aultre greetes biens par ordre successif, tousjours etipzct de
primogeniture ; gardé que, s'il advient gu’il n’if aultres enfans masles et que I'heredité de ssime tombe et
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une organisation familiale selon laquelle les gasc@stent et font souche, les filles sortent et
quittent le lignage en se mariant hors du royauetdes reines entrent et s’intégrent a la
dynastie régnante tout en conservant, par leurs mirarmoiries notamment, la trace de leurs
origines.

La royauté est ainsi en mesure de maintenir I'matit@ du domaine royal. La propagande
monarchique, relayée par la prose des juriscorssuli@ésente ainsi un modéle
particulierement performant : la loi salique, pmg@r la France, conféere a la couronne une
position de force dans le jeu des alliances dynass, car les terres sont incapables de sortir,
mais peuvent toujours entrer dans la compositiopattimoine royal. De fait, la dotation des
fils en apanage entretient un vivier d’héritierasque les filles, dotées en argent, n'amputent
le domaine. La mystique du sang, et la célébratmia lignée capétienne placée en position
d’exception, est servie par un fonctionnement dyoagpolitigue qui maintient la famille
royale dans une structure autonome alimentée patdriers de la couronne. A cela s’'ajoute
le traitement accordé a la reine de France, deviganeaise par mariage, attachée a la famille
royale par sa maternité, et tout entiére consatrgen nouveau royaumeé Chaque membre
de la famille capétienne contribue a renforcemlad puissance royale, les princes par leur
capacité a succéder, que justifie leur grandewrebke, les reines par le capital de dignité qui
alimente le sang de France, et jusqu’aux fillesfauifient par de belles alliances la politique
étrangére du royaum¥. Cependant, une telle organisation dynastique, lifgsa sur la
transmission masculine, n’est pas sans faiblesselleaentrave I'intégration du patrimoine
royal féminin. Non-dit du principe d’inaliénabilitBabsence de communauté entre époux qui
en découle laisse, plus gu’ailleurs, la reine ma#ie de ses biens. Cela accroit d’autant la
difficulté a obtenir I'héritage féminin.

Si, dans une configuration idéale que les propagtesl présentent comme la conséquence
méme de ce modéle parfait, la reine transmet tesisbiens a son fils (héritier du trébne par
ailleurs) et accroit, par son apport, les bientad®uronne, dans les faits cette modalité de la
dévolution se présente rarement, car elle supposdigure démographique marquée par la
naissance d’'un seul fils, voire d’'un fils uniqueup éviter la division de I'héritage entre tous
les enfants. Mené sur le long terme, le raisonnémarait en revanche plus solide, et il faut
considérer plusieurs générations pour comprendrensémble du fonctionnement
monarchique : méme lorsque le roi ne recoit rievaiéement de sa mére, il hérite de droits
potentiels qui peuvent un jour étre revendiquémsroe autant de profits a réaliser plus tard.
Inscrits dans la profondeur du lignage, présentss da mémoire familiale, ces droits se
transmettent de pére en fils jusqu’a ce qu’'uneatitt dynastique favorable autorise leur
activation. Le processus d'accumulation s’opéresiaissentiellement sur des droits a
succession, que le royaume de France peut toujegrseillir, mais dont il ne peut étre
dessaisi. Les historiens n'ont peut-étre pas &ézasttentifs a cet aspect du patrimoine qui
contribue a la puissance d’'une monarchie mais desie 'ombre et n’apparait donc pas dans

advienne aux filles, que les filles partent et stvit les biens entre soy esgallement, fors et &aeglle portion
ou appanage qui sera sortye et provenue de la m@renpatrimoine des roys de France, lequel apajmage
domaine] sera restitué et rendu d’ou il estoitysettvenu, selon la coustume et loy des Francgstation p.
481-482).

16 Fanny COSANDEY | a reine de France..., op. cit.

17v/0ir les commentaires de Scipion DUPLEIX a proplesla naissance d’Elizabeth de France par exemple,
dans sonHistoire de Henry le GrandParis, Claude Sonnius, 1632, p. 485.
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le reglement des successions. Ce sont pourtantepatroits, bien plus que par un tracé
géographique, que se marquent, pendant longteamiphtiéres du royaumié.

Dans I'histoire monarchique francaise, en part@ubk I'époque moderne marquée par la
disparition des grandes héritieres féodales, I'dpges épouses et meres de roi se mesure
donc moins a des biens qu'a une aptitude a trammmedes droits, c'est-a-dire a leurs
espérances patrimoniales. La faveur portée a Baldés princesses dans les choix
matrimoniaux en est une des manifestations. Ufecdifé réside dans I'ancrage de ces droits,
puisqu’il s'agit chaque fois de parvenir a reportar potentiel successoral sur le fils.
L’exemple de Catherine de Médicis montre que riestrjoué d’avance, et que la monarchie,
trés attentive au devenir de la succession, dépelppur s’en assurer un trésor d’ingéniosité

juridique, depuis le contrat matrimonial jusqu’&glement final, deux générations plus tard.

La succession de Catherine de Médicis

A ne considérer que les apports dotaux inscritss dancontrat de mariage, Catherine de
Médicis ne semble pas représenter une alliancetessigieuse. Orpheline de bonne heure, la
fille de Laurent de Médicis et de Madeleine de daTd’Auvergné® apporte dans la corbeille
de mariée 100 000 écus d’or, auxquels s’ajouten®@D écus en échange de ses droits sur
I'héritage de son pére (cédés au pape ClémerfOyVlles revenus du comté d’Auvergne
gu’elle tient de sa mére, ainsi que des bijouxressia 27 900 écus d'dk.A la méme époque,
les filles de France mariées a des souverainsgérarsont généralement dotées a hauteur de
400 000 écus, mais est vrai que la princesse deafiespouse alors un cadet. Pour modeste
gue soit sa dot, Catherine n’est pas si démurie:unique du duc d’'Urbin, elle conserve des
espérances sur les biens italiens, la renonciaignée a ses noces n’étant jamais une
exclusion absolue. L’alliance d'un fils de Frane®@ cette héritiere florentine participe des
ambitions italiennes de Francois [%.Mieux pourvue que ne le laisse apparaitre la
composition de la dot, la jeune mariée se trouyeerdant rapidement dans une position
fragile, tant a cause de sa stérilité, dans lepdrieres années de sa vie conjugale, que par

le faible apport dotal qui, seul, contribue par segenus a alimenter les finances du
royaume?3 Par ailleurs, Francois ler, décu dans ses prit@disns par la mort prématurée de

18 paniel NORDMAN, Frontiéres de France. De 'espace au territoire, I¥\MKIXe siéclesParis, Gallimard,
1998.

19sur les origines de cette maison, et les biensMpdeleine transmet a sa fille, on peut voir Jegpgdlite
MARIEJOL, Catherine de Médicis (1519-158®aris, Hachette, 1920, chapitre .

20 A rexclusion du duché d’'Urbin, dont la possessist reconnue a Catherine, méme s'il se trouvesalor
occupé par Francesco Maria della Rovere. Voir lgrab de mariage, et les analyses de Lucien ROMLER,
origines politiques des Guerres de ReligiBayis, Perrin, 1913, t. I, p. 13.

21 syr la dot de Catherine de Médicis, ses droisaetuccession, cf. la thése de Chantal Turbidesxpose trés
clairement I'ensemble de cette question: ChantdRBUDE, Les collections artistiques de Catherine de Médlicis
Thése de doctorat de I'université d’'Aix-Marseillesbus la direction de Martine Vasselin, souteru#'ljuillet
2002. Je remercie I'auteur de m’avoir communiqué&xemplaire de son travail.

22 |es articles secrets, rédigés lors des premieégmaiations du mariage, deux ans auparavant, révele
clairement la politique italienne que sert cettmate. Cf. Hector de LA FERRIERE, Gustave BAGUENAU
DE PUCHESSE, édLettres de Catherine de MédicRaris, Imprimerie Nationale, 1880-1943, t. X4p4-485.

La célébration des noces par les poétes de colaissent d'ailleurs aucun doute sur le succes tte edliance,
telles ces strophes de Jean Peletier: « Pren-la mpyme et avec nous t'allie/Affin que soit de Feanet
d’ltalie/Un seul royaume, une royne et un roy »>anJ€ELETIER, Euvres poetiques, éd. Vascosan, I5&7,
par Lucien ROMIERLes origines politiques..., op. cit. I, p. 13.

23 ¢, Francoise BARRY! es droits de la reine..., op. cit
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Clément VII, se plaint d’avoir eu « la fille touteie »24 L’opération matrimoniale pouvait
paraitre décevante. Un demi-siécle plus tard tleton de la reine mére est tout autre. Car au
regard de la succession, I'apport de la prince'ss@re beaucoup plus important. Seulement,
il s’agit de ses propres, et le régime matrimonillaisse au roi aucune participation a ce
patrimoine. Considérée comme une personne privéet@ula gestion de ses propres, la reine
en dispose a sa guise. Le testament de Catheringdieis en témoigne; il reflete ce faisant
toute la difficulté, pour la couronne de Francecéaparer les biens royaux féminins, comme
il révele, aussi, la conception que la souverainta de la continuité lignagére et dynastique.

Il convient ici de signaler la situation familiagrticuliere d’Henri Il et de Catherine de
Médicis. Les époux royaux ont eu quatre fils eistfidles parvenus a I'age adulte. Largement
pourvus d’héritiers quand ils marient leurs fillels, dotent dignement les princesses en
spécifiant, par une clause insérée dans le codeatariage, la renonciation a I'héritage
paternel et maternel au profit des males. La trésson des biens de Catherine semble
assurée a la couronne par la pléthore de garcois. Ma mort de la reine mere, en janvier
1589, il ne reste qu'un fils vivant, sans postérigla stérilité de la reine Louise laisse peu
d’espoir de descendance. L'héritier du tréne sataits Henri de Navarre, marié a Marguerite
de Valois2® lui-méme sans enfant de cette union. La courodaas cette perspective, est
destinée a une autre dynastie, celle des Bourliansang de Catherine et d'Henri Il, il n'y a
plus guere que les filles ou leurs enfants, ainsum fils illégitime de Charles IX, seul
descendant méle mais incapable de succéder aupndimeause de batardise.

Il y a la une dissociation entre les intéréts dtigass des Valois, sur le point de s’éteindre, et
les intéréts politiques de la couronne, encoreésantés par Henri lll, et tres probablement
perpétués par la branche des Bourbons. Dans stamtast, Catherine de Médicis tient
compte de toutes ces considérations; I'organisat®misa succession en témoigne. Outre des
dons multiples aux gens de sa maison, la reine aéderistine de Lorraine, sa petite-fifle,

« pour I'avoir nourrie comme sa propre fille »,04$ et chacuns biens, droicts, noms, raisons
et actions qu’'elle a et lui appartient [...] en kalensemble des droits qu’elle peut pretendre
au duché d’Urbain 27 A la reine LouiséS, elle remet sa terre et seigneurie de Chenonceaux.
Au grand prieur de France, Charles, fils batardCtarles IX, elle confie ses biens maternels
en Auvergne. Et au roi son fils, elle accorde Eeale ses biens, essentiellement des dettes,
tout en linstituant son unique hériti€t afin, précise-t-elle, « qu'ils lui soient propresmme

a une personne privée sans qu'ils puissent étrts digis et annexés a la couronne de
France »30

La reine ne cede donc rien a la couronne, et slata ce que rien ne tombe dans I'escarcelle
de la couronne. En revanche, elle répartie sessiramcais et italiens de telle sorte qu'ils
restent dans le giron familial de son sang. Maiitgiele France, sans descendance, n’obtient

24Jean-HyppoIite MARIEJOLCatherine de Médicis (1519-158%aris, Hachette, 1920, p. 28.
25 perniere fille d’Henri 1l et de Catherine de Médic
26 Nge en 1565, elle est la fille de Claude de Fratcki duc de Lorraine.

27 Testament de Catherine de Médicis. Il circule érénent de copies de ce document. |l a été reprdduoi
Abbé Casimir CHEVALIER,Archives royales, op. cjtou encore dans Hector de LA FERRIERE, Gustave
BAGUENAULT DE PUCHESSE, édlettres de Catherine de MédiciRaris, Imprimerie Nationale, 1880-
1943, t. IX, p. 494-498.

28 Epouse du roi Henri lll le dernier fils vivant @atherine de Médicis.
29 Cela signifie qu'il est apte a recueillir les ledgs ceux qui ne peuvent entrer en possession dedet
30 Testament de Catherine de Médicis.
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rien; Christine de Lorraine promise au grand-dud dscane recoit les biens italiens; Charles,
écarté de la couronne, est investi des domainegdis; son fils dernier survivant n’est
héritier qu’a titre privé. La couronne, promiseraautre lignage, est soigneusement tenue a
I'écart d'une succession dévolue a la descendaineetel de la reine, dans une conception
strictement familiale et lignagere du patrimoine f@isant, non seulement Catherine divise
son héritage et annule ce que le mariage de seatpavait constitué, mais elle s’applique
également a reconstituer les lignées paternelteatérnelle, celle de Madeleine de la Tour
d’Auvergne par Charles de Valois, celle de LaumtMédicis par Christine de Lorraine,
fiancée a Ferdinand de Médicis. Par ailleurs, edorise, par cette opération, des droits
gu’elle n'a pu réellement obtenir (ces droits g@egbeut prétendre, comme le précise le
testament), et réalise un capital resté une polééti

De fait, la situation de ses biens en Italie est Wétre simple. Un bref rappel historique
donne la mesure de cette complexité. En procés Maeguerite, duchesse de Parfdgour
récupérer I'héritage paternel, la reine refusel &80, un projet de transaction car elle réclame
la pleine propriété de ses biens-fonds en Toscana Bome. En 1582 le pape, par
I'intermédiaire du tribunal de la Rote, donne raisoCatherine, mais a la mort de Marguerite,
en 1586, la décision de justice n’est toujoursgautée. Le grand-duc de Toscane Frangois
de Médicis s’approprie alors les biens de Catheginles transmet a son fréere Ferdinand. La
reine mére ne parvient donc pas a entrer en passeds son héritage florent#?.Mais, en
négociant le mariage de sa petite-fille ChristinecaFerdinand, elle garnit la corbeille de
mariée de ces droits italiens, qui lui reviennemtssqu’elle puisse en disposer. Elle offre ainsi,
par cette alliance, de renoncer a toutes les piétsnqu’elle pouvait avoir sur les biens des
Médicis. Avant de mourir, elle « fait cession de skoits sur les biens de la Toscane et de
Rome, et passé pour dot en faveur de la jeune ddse¢ deux cens mille écus auxquels ils
avoient été évalués. Outre cela, elle lui laispait testament la moitié de son palais et du
mobilier qui s’y trouvoit. Elle y joignoit encores droits qu’elle avoit sur le duché d’Urbin,
et dont elle pouvoit disposer par derniére voloeté,vertu de l'investiture que Léon X en
avoit accordé a Laurent de Médicis son pefé ».

Catherine de Médicis, par ses dispositions testtairen, fait coup double en opérant un tour
de passe-passe de droits qui lui échappent maiseaflenpeut se targuer. C’est une fagon
habile de réaliser son héritage, et donne la medardimportance des droits, obtenus
finalement & la génération suivante, et capablesodstituer une part essentielle d’'une dot
prestigieuse. C’est aussi I'occasion, pour une klédde renforcer le prestige d’'une maison
dont elle est issue en réintégrant le patrimoind_aerent par le truchement d’'une alliance
avec une princesse considérée comme fille de Frafitene héritiere de la branche ainée,
elle restitue a la branche cadette ce qui lui déitaut en termes de Iégitimité. Elle-méme
épouse d'un cadet, Catherine éleve la dynastidéelicis au niveau de puissance capable de
disputer aux monarchies européennes une enfantashed- La qualité et 'importance de la

31veuve d'Alexandre de Médicis, elle épouse en sdesnnoces le duc de Parme Octave Farnése, mais
conserve I'héritage de son premier mari.

32 sur cette guestion, voir la synthese présenté€pantal TURBIDELes collections., op. cit, chapitre II.

33 Riguccio GALLUZZI, Histoire du Grand Duché de Toscane sous le gouveene des Médicjg. V, Paris,
1772, p. 27-28. Non compris dans la renonciatigeligusigna en faveur du pape Clément VI, le dudhérbin
ne cessa d'étre revendiqué par Catherine; elleoesetva toujours le titre, sans pouvoir en jousgjuia ce
gu’elle le céde a sa petite fille Lorraine. Et @a#li de conclure: « Ce fut donc ainsi que passér&ttristine, et
de son chef aux fils du Grand-Duc Ferdinand, |ésgmtions qu’elle avoit sur le duché d'Urbin ; prétons qui,
négligées, on n’étant pas soutenues par les aisoatrestées sans force et sans vigueur, dansdesions
méme les plus favorables de les faire valoir s3()).
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dot de Christine de Lorraine la place davantageaag de princesse royale que de duchesse
de Lorraine. Dailleurs, encore en 1590, lorsquegland-duc charge Gondi de réclamer a
Henri IV les sommes assignées par Henri Il aurpai@ de la dot, il est précisé que c’est « a
titre de fille de France $# et en cela imputé a la couronne. Par ce bouclaikadce, les
Florentins profitent de I'ascension de Catherinaui@nt que la glorification des Médicis
passe traditionnellement par I'exaltation des aesédont les plus prestigieux viennent en
ligne féminine3>

Si Catherine entreprend de refonder la dynastievidlicis par la reconstitution de I'héritage,
elle entend également rétablir la lignée materngdle La Tour d’Auvergne en cédant ses
biens auvergnats au seul de ses descendants cdfiatdpendance vis-a-vis de la couronne.
Charles d’Angouléme prend alors les noms et tidieesomte d’Auvergne et fait ainsi revivre
une tige autrement disparue. En dehors des coafimiés affectives invoquées pour justifier
un tel choix, la stratégie patrimoniale de la remere consiste a dégager son héritage du
domaine royal et éviter ainsi qu’il ne tombe daasdnymat des biens de la couronne, lui
faisant perdre du méme coup toute identité ligreig€rest d’ailleurs dans ce méme objectif
gue Catherine précise que le roi lui-méme n’estlégataire qu’a titre privé. Le soin que la
reine mere accorda aux affaires du royaume, condgente et comme mere, répondant ainsi
aux devoirs de son statut royal, ne rejoint dorglpa préoccupations de sujette soucieuse de
préserver son héritage et de perpétuer son ligriageestament de Catherine exprime une
dissociation entre les enjeux politiques et legriéts particuliers d’'une épouse royale.
Consciente de cela, la monarchie a ceuvré, toubrm dle I'existence de la souveraine, a
s’attacher cet héritage; elle y parvient finalements’appuyant une fois de plus sur les filles,
vecteurs de droits et atouts essentiels dansriggies successorales.

La révision des différents contrats de mariage joie@ souvent en défaveur de la couronne
mais autorise aussi une marge de manceuvre poligguerofite des bréches juridiques
ouvertes a cette occasion. Il faut prés de 80 anae pour s’approprier, sinon la totalité, au
moins la partie frangaise de la succession de @aé&heTout commence avec le contrat de
mariage signé le 27 octobre 1533 entre la princdsseoscane et le duc d’Orléans, Henri de
Valois. Conformément au droit matrimonial royalrfcais, les époux sont unis sous le régime
de la communauté, et les clauses concernant lasntiasion favorisent l'ainé et sa
descendance ma¥.A 'aveénement d’Henri Il, la régle de non-commutégas’imposant, le
contrat est automatiquement modifié: « A ce quis# @ict quil ny a communaulté entre le
Roy et la Royne est tellement vray que sil y asbfullation au contraire dans le contract de
mariage d'entre le Roy et la Royne elle seroitenetlabusive comme contraire a la coustume
et usance de france bien davantage sy un fils atecdr mesme puisné se mariant y avoit
communaulté entreux par leur contract de mariagamea la Couronne ladict communaulté
cesseroit B/ La reine est seule maitresse de ses propres. @antdes enfants du couple,
les mariages des filles de France donnent chagseliém a la signature d’'une clause de
renonciation. C’est encore le cas pour Marguet&/dlois, la derniére a convoler, qui recoit
en dot 300 000 écus d’or en avance d’hoirie etabrardge d’'une renonciation a la succession
de ses pere et mere. Lorsque, a sa mort, Catldispese de ses biens, elle les répartit parmi

34 Riguccio GALLUZZI, Histoire du Grand Duché de Toscamg. cit., p 81.

35 caroline CALLARD, « La fabrication de la dynastieédicéenne », Jean Boutier, Sandro Landi, Olivier
Rouchon (dirs)Florence et la Toscane, XIVe-XIXe siécles. Les mymaes d'un Etat italienRennes, Presses
Universitaires de Rennes, 2004, p. 381-398.

36 cf. note 15.
37 Bibliothéque Nationale de FranddssFr. 18575, fol.5Traité de Girard sur les dots et douaires
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ceux qui peuvent faire souche. Ecartée, Marguaudteteste38 En 1599, I'annulation du
mariage de Marguerite et d’'Henri IV permet de rdme¢n cause la clause de renonciation.
La princesse revendique alors I'héritage francaissd mére et intente, dans les premieres
années du XVlle siécle, un proces contre son n@rarles, par ailleurs accusé de trahison.
Le 10 mai 1606, Marguerite de Valois, sans desaa®lafait don de tous ses biens au
Dauphin Louis, en ne se réservant que l'usufrugedomaines, et elle obtient, deux mois et
demi plus tard, le 30 mai 1606, gain de cause dansproces: le comté d’Auvergne lui est
attribué; l'arrét est confirmé et rendu exécutoiee 17 juin 1606. Héritier de la reine
Marguerite, qui lui a abandonné jusqu’a l'usufidst ses terres d’Auvergne en échange d’'une
confortable pension des 1609, Louis XIlI réunit ¢esns au domaine en devenant roi de
France.

Finalement, la couronne obtient les possessiomgdiges de celle qui fut duchesse d’'Urbin,
comtesse d'Auvergne et reine de France. Mais Mailrdut long et Iissue incertaine. Le
mariage de Marguerite de Valois, derniere dessfillevante d’Henri 1l et de Catherine de
Médicis, dans la maison de France, a largementrif@vda conclusion, heureuse pour la
monarchie, de la succession. Mais l'alliance étatie n'a pas répondu aux attentes de
Francois ler qui, de ce point de vue, a effectiveimeu « la fille toute nue ». Prudente,
Catherine a fait en sorte de ne pas raviver lestams politiques du royaume de France sur
la péninsule, évitant de reproduire le précédemiyd de conséquence, du mariage de
Valentine Visconti avec Louis d’Orléans. Si les diew d’Etat de la reine mére ne rejoignent
pas les intéréts lignagers de la princesse de Mesdta stratégie successorale adoptée peut
apparaitre, aussi, comme une sage décision pealtiqu

Conclusion

Les lois fondamentales assurent certes une trasismisotale du patrimoine capétien, mais
elle rendent dans le méme temps plus incertainguigition des biens féminins, pourtant le
plus sGr moyen d’accroitre le domaine royal. Esdant la reine maitresse de ses biens, en la
désolidarisant des biens de la couronne, le systémearchique maintient, sur le plan
lignager, la concurrence entre deux conceptionsnpaniales, I'une au service du tréne et
lautre au service des personnes privées. Les teffde la monarchie pour intégrer
symboliquement la reine a la dynastie régnantereshoyen de contrer le déficit institué par
la régle d’inaliénabilité. Les modalités de repréations, fondées tres largement sur le
cérémonial, offrent 'image d’une épouse et mermanaigee a la famille royale au point que la
transmission des qualités lignagéres passe nanetit au fils, roi, et donc a la couronne que
la souveraine contribue ainsi a enrichir. Cet aspecla question n’est pas négligeable; la
puissance dynastique procéde de fait d'un capymaibslique que vient étayer un capital
économique. L'un ne va pas sans l'autre, les méatipns généalogiques de la famille
Médicis pour profiter d’'une lignée prestigieusesent l'illustration39

38 v/oir par exemple les arguments avancés dans ioBiBlque Nationale de Franddss NAF 1049, fol. 93 et
Suiv.

39voir a ce sujet, parmi bien d’autres, I'ouvrageRlale Boissat, dont le titre lui-méme est évoaateierre de
BOISSAT, Le brillant de la royne, ou les vies des hommesstiles du nom de Medicis, contenans plusieurs
exemples, accidens, discours et sentences remdegua faict d’ambition et de division civiles detla varieté

de Frotune, et de l'inquietude de I'Estat populagtearistocratique. Avec une memorable suitte, icoation et
felicité des seigneurs et princes genereux, etaségnen toutes vertus en une seule familion, P. Bernard,
1613.

70



Transmissions royales maternelles

Mais si, pour étre définitivement acquis par doreaie la couronne, les patrimoines féminins
doivent étre transmis aux males, la circulationlless ne peut, pour autant, faire abstraction
des lignées féminines. L’enchevétrement juridigadadsuccession Médicis réveéle le role des
femmes dans la redistribution patrimoniale, parfousieurs générations d’écart. Il est alors
impératif de penser toutes les dynasties en comsitléa participation des filles autant que
celle des gargons, quand bien méme ces dynastissept paraitre patrilinéaires. Cette
évidence, qu’il n’est pas inutile de rappeler, digpane autre remarque : les constitutions
lignagéres et patrimoniales méritent un examen ray lterme trop souvent faussé par
'apparence d’une transmission masculine directendm et des titres. C'est une arriére-
petite-fille de Laurent de Médicis, et exclusivemen ligne féminine, qui rapporte les droits
de son aieul dans le giron florentin et permeétnstitution du patrimoine; c’est une arriere-
petite-fille du comte d’Auvergne, la encore enciriligne féminine, qui integre le comté
d’Auvergne a la couronne. Ainsi, la visibilité da@®na la transmission patrimoniale, par le
principe d’inaliénabilité d'une part et par la rew@tion & héritage dans le contrat de mariage
d’autre part, leurre dans la mesure ou elle effaceontribution des princesses. Pour la
couronne, la succession strictement masculine,csgpp une transmission directe du nom et
du patrimoine, ne donne a voir que les réles masule comté d’Auvergne fait bien partie
du domaine mais ce n’'est pas grace a la reine nigrées biens italiens échappent aux
Capétiens, alors qu’ils appartiennent a la mémeession.

Deux temporalités répondent finalement a deux faraigéritage. Le gain immédiat, direct,
d’'une alliance prestigieuse repose sur les qualiyéastiqgues d’'une princesse qui transmet a
son fils et communique a la couronne le capital lmylique dont elle est investie a sa
naissance. En revanche, les biens propres et &ts diont la reine, personne privée, est
détentrice par son lignage, et qu’elle transmet descendance, ne se mesure qu’a long voire
tres long terme. C’est en regardant, aussi, dudédéilles et en insistant sur le rble essentiel
gu’elles jouent dans la circulation des patrimoigas peuvent se comprendre les stratégies
matrimoniales, cet instrument de la politique é&jgxe qui reste, jusqu’a la fin de I'’Ancien
Régime, une affaire de famille.
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Une femme, Gouverneur de Sienne, dans la crise dystaue médicéenne :
I'entrée de Violante Béatrice de Baviere Médicis &ienne le 12 avril 1717

Aurora Savelli, University of Florence

Apres la défaite de la République de Sienne face aamées alliées des Meédicis et des
Espagnol en 1555, aprés le siege qui causa landéon de la population ( la faisant passer
de 23.000 habitants en 1540 a environ 10.200 mab586), la ville de Sienne et son territoire
bénéficiérent d’'un statut juridique et instituti@hrdoté d’'une large autonomie, a l'intérieur
méme de I'Etat médicéehCes faits sont probablement peu connus. C’estqooiril
convient de se concentrer en priorité sur ce coatastitutionnel pour comprendre I'objet
principal de cette contributiorg savoir quel fut 'impact de la nomination d’'ungneesse
Médicis au gouvernement de la ville sur la sociét@le siennoise. Plus largement, le cas de
Violante Beéatrice de Baviere Médicis oblige a ®€mbger sur la fonction réelle du
gouvernement des femmes de maison Médicis a lieuédes équilibres de la lignée.

L’Etat de Sienne a I'intérieur des équilibres poliiques médicéens

La guerre de Sienne ne s'achéve qu'en 1559 avehtuge de Montalcino, ville qui avait
accueilli un grand nombre d’exilés de la Républigiee Sienne, soutenue par les armeées
frangaises. Entre temps, en 1557, Philippe |l ddgse avait inféodé la cité et son territoire a
Come | de Médicis, tout en conservant quelquesspofrbetello, Talamone, Port’Ercole,
Monte Argentario et Santo Stefano - dans ses dasain

A cette époque, I'Etat médicéen est partagé en:druilord, le «Stato Vecchio» qui dépend
du contréle des magistrats fixés a Florence etrgpiésente la partie la plus ancienne du
domaine florentin ; au Sud, le domaine siennoipelip« Stato Nuovo », qui est le plus récent.
Deux zones échappent a cette juridiction sienndiggat des Presidi et le Principat de
Piombino.

Par une loi datant de 1561, Come | réformeStato Nuov8 et instaure de nouvelles
magistratures réservées a des non Siennois. Dandnte temps, un grand nombre d’organes
politiqgues et institutionnels de la période répecdilie restent aux mains de I'oligarchie locale.
L’aristocratie siennoise conserve donc le monopele charges publiques jusqu’a la mise en
place d’une réforme voulue par le grand-duc Pieéepold d’Habsburg-Lorraine en 1786.

1p. Marrara, “L’autonomia dello Stato di Siena ret del principato mediceo’Rassegna di politica e di
storia, XI (1965), pp. 1-10.

2 Les femmes de la famille Médicis ont fait I'obgtin collogue important organisé par Alessandratioet
Riccardo Spinelli (6-8 octobre 2005, Florence, Avihdi Stato), en cours de publication. La figule Violante
de Baviére Médicis a été au cceur des trois commtioies de Giulia Calvi, de Marina D’Amelia, et laemne.

3 “Reformatione del governo della Citta, e Stat&#ina[1561]", in Legislazione toscana pubblicata e illustrata
da Lorenzo CantinilV, Florence, Stamperia Albizziniana, 1802, pf6 Jt suivantes. Cf. E. Fasano Guarini,
“Le istituzioni di Siena e del suo Stato nel DucMediceo”, in L. Rombai (dir.)] Medici e lo Stato senese
1555-16009: storia e territoripRome, De Luca, 1980, pp. 49-62.

4 Je me permets de renvoyer a A. Savelli, “Un camfropolitico tra Firenze e Siena: la riforma delle
magistrature senesi in eta leopoldina (1772-178®igerche storicheXXV (1995), n. 1, pp. 61-109.
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Durant I'ancien régime, I'Etat de Sienne possédaitstatut juridique distinct de celui de
I'Etat de Florence. Les magistratures locales rdiggraient leur autonomie par rapport a
celles de Florence, arguant du fait que I'Etat deniS se trouvait dans une relation de
dépendance « personnelle » et féodale avec ledS&iancs. Ainsi, un décret promulgué par
Florence ne pouvait étre validé a Sienne que it @pprouvé par la magistrature locale
adéquate. Lorsgu’en 1569 CoOme obtint le titre dandtduc? Scipione Ammirato, un
historien protégé des Médicis, écrivit que « ¢ @ rassembler sous le titre de grand-duc hé
de Toscane I'Etat de Florence et de Sienne n'aaittre fin que d’assurer pour I'éternité que
ces deux états ne se seraient plus jamais séparésje cela était advenu pour le Royaume
de Naples $.En réalité, la domination médicéenne sur I'Etahabis continua a apparaitre
comme potentiellement réversiblet la question allait se reposer tout particutiteat au
début du XVIIf siécle quand I'extinction de la famille Médicis#ala imminente.

Parmi les offices nouvellement institués en 156Y¥éservés a des non Siennois celui de
Gouverneur, représentant du Duc et dépendant eimeett de celui-ci, était sans doute le plus
important. Il s’agissait d’'une charge a durée ind@éinée, dont les prérogatives étaient
régulierement redéfinies.

La deuxiéme moitié du XVkiecle marque une période d’opposition entre lesv€meurs de
Sienne et les magistratures nobiliaires pour ctetiGacces a la noblesSe.e conflit fut de
courte durée et le XVilsiécle s’ouvre sur un équilibre trés avantageuwr pmligarchie
locale, puisqu’elle indiquait elle-méme au grand-tks candidats proposés aux magistratures
réservées aux candidats locaux. Jusqu’a l'arriveidere Léopold de Habsbourg-Lorraine en
1765, ce systéme politique est tout a fait stable.

Il est important de souligner combien la noblesgesbn statut de la cité elle-méme. Ainsi, on
est noble parce qu'on a exercé la magistraturguévia plus importante (€oncistorodans
notre cas). Dans la premiere moitié du X\liécle, un noble siennois explique ainsi les
différences: alors que la noblesse absolue revandéts monarques ou a des petits seigneurs
(libres ou subordonnés a des princes de rang supgria noblesse « conditionnée » était une

S Mais il faut garder présent a l'esprit que le teroe grand-duché signifiant 'ensemble des dornonati
médicéennes, fut utilisé seulement a partir de 1aA&8¢ l'arrivée de la dynastie lorraine. Sur ceesupn se
reportera aux nombreuses contributions de Mardédiga, et plus précisément “Un Principato region&lé
Stati medicei nell’'eta barocca”, in M. Bevilacq@aC. Romby (dir.)Atlante del Barocco in Italia. Firenze e il
Granducato. Province di Grosseto, Livorno, PisatBia, Prato, SienaRome, De Luca, 2007, p. 54.

6 E. Fasano Guarini (dir.ptoria della civilta toscana. Ill. Il principato rd&eq Florence, Le Monnier, 2003,
dont la préface contient la citation de Scipionemimato ici traduite; « (...) I'unire sotto titolo dsranduca di
Toscana lo Stato di Firenze e di Siena non era alte assicurare in eterno, come del Regno di Napal
avvenuto, che quelli Stati non si avessero gianpitea smembrare ».

7 Voir les observations de Luca Mannori qui, en camtant la promotion de Céme et de Frangois de N&dic
au statut de Grands Ducs en 1569, écrit que « (Granduchi mantennero del tutto distinto il lorardnio sul
Senese — a carattere incontestabilmente feudalengue potenzialmente reversibile — da quello fibn®, nel
fondato timore che ogni contaminazione avrebbelioti® il loro potere. Sicché i due Stati continoo a
reggersi in autonomia reciproca e ad essere acamsolo dall'occasionale subordinazione ad uncsste
signore» ; « (...) les Grands Ducs ont maintenu Histinct le domaine siennois — incontestablemeoddé et
donc potentiellement réversible — et le domaineefitin, dans la crainte bien fondée que toute coimation
aurait affaiblit leur pouvoir. Pour cette raisoes Ideux Etats continuérent & se gouverner de neaaigonome
I'un par rapport a l'autre et ne furent associés bpus subordinations occasionnelles & un méngmeer » ||
Sovrano tutore. Pluralismo istituzionale e accenteato amministrativo nel Principato dei Medici, ceXVI-
XVIII, Milan, Giuffré, 1994, p. 79).

8ct. D. MarraraRiseduti e nobilta: profilo storico-istituzionale dn’oligarchia toscana nei secoli XVI-XV]II
Pise, Pacini, 1976 (et plus précisément le chapljre
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disposition provenant des familles et transmisénaiVidu, le rendant apte a exercer les
fonctions politiques de la patrfdl ajoutait ensuite que cette patrie devait étre aité, car la
magistrature exercée dans des lieux non noblesnférait pas la noblessé.

Plusieurs aspects concernant la noblesse siersmigelésormais bien connus, notamment sa
capacité de maintenir sa mainmise sur le territdineéStato Nuovpqui ne fut pas ralentie
pendant la période médicéenne, apres que différent@es lui aient été inféodées. De méme,
la crise démographique qui affecte I'Etat entri\é ® et le XVII° siéclest! a été bien étudiée
tout comme certaines pratiques sociales commedg@gentiie, ou celles a travers lesquelles ce
groupe social, trés différencié économiquement;atizt a répondre au risque d’extinctibh:
I'adoption, par exemple, permettait aux famillesstavivance du nori3 On sait, enfin, que
cette oligarchie ne répond pas au manque d’homraesupe ouverture sur des groupes
sociaux extérieurs; bien au contraire, elle resskes mailles du filet, en limitant de maniere
drastique la possibilité de nouvelles admissionsnetaintenant un contrdle puissant sur les
magistratures civique

En somme, la noblesse siennoise apparait commeoupaycompact, culturellement soudé,
dont la force dérive également des liens trestéteniec Rome et la Papad®i. aristocratie
siennoise regarde en direction de Rome, alors emigalpports avec Florence, qui est enfin
parvenue a dompter les ambitions de la vieille Régue, se font de plus en plus complexes.
Un ambassadeur vénitien décrit cette complexifgaiose une clé d’interprétation fort utile:
guelques années aprés la chute de la Républigéeritlque les Siennois n'auraient jamais
accepté d’étre soumis aux Florentins; ils acceptateutefois, d’étre dominés par la famille
des Médicis, dans la mesure ou ils n'avaient jareaiavec elle d’inimitié, et puisque la ville
de Florence lui était également soundis®ans le discours public des magistrats sienneis, ¢
dédoublement entre la ville de Florence et la fieemdes Médicis — qui signifie, sur le plan
juridique, lien personnel et revendication d’'unpag direct avec le grand-duc — se trouve
constamment réaffirmé afin de défendre un certambre de privileges.

9 Par « patrie » I'auteur entend ici la ville natale
10p, MarraraRiseduti e nobiltaop. cit, pp. 101-102.

11GRF. Baker, “Nobilta in declino: il caso di Séesotto i Medici e gli Asburgo-LorenaRivista storica
italiana, LXXXIV (1972), n. 4, pp. 584-616.

127, Detti, C. Pazzagli, “Le famiglie nobili sendsi Settecento e Ottocent®Bpllettino di demografia storica
1994, n. 21, pp. 45-64.

13 voir le cas de la famille Sansedoni étudiée pauréaVigni, “La famiglia Sansedoni dal Cinquecento
all'estinzione”,in F. Gabbrielli (dir.),Palazzo Sansedgnbienne, Fondation Monte dei Paschi di Siena, 2004
pp. 57-87.

14 cf. p. MarraraRiseduti e nobiltaop. cit, et M. Ascheri (dir.)] Libri dei Leoni. La nobilta di Siena in eta
medicea (1557-1737Bienne, Monte dei Paschi di Siena, 1996, ou $emeportera plus particulierement aux
contributions de Mario Ascheri et d'Oscar Di Sineji

15R. Ago,Carriere e clientele nella Roma barocd@ome-Bari, Laterza, 1990.

16 (...) dicono ora che non potriano tollerare, néetarieno mai, d’esser sottoposti a’ fiorentiniarohe, con
la casa de’ Medici non avendo mai avuto inimicizdapportano d'essere da quella governati, poichéedla

vedono medesimamente sottoposti i fiorentini »;..« (l disent maintenant qu’ils ne pourront tolérar,ne

toléreront jamais, d’étre soumis aux Florentins gisnque n'ayant jamais eu d'inimitié avec la famitles
Médicis, ils supportent d’étre gouvernés par ewxsgue a eux viennent également soumis les Floent

Relazioni degli ambasciatori veneti al Senatalitées par A. Segarizzi, |IEFirenze premiére partie, Bari,
Laterza, 1916, p. 132.
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Catherine de Médicis Gonzague, Gouverneur de Sienrf@627-1629)

La nomination du premier Gouverneur provenant diaaille Médicis advient au début du

XVII € siécle, durant la phase de stabilité, lorsquetailfe des Médicis renonce a mettre en
ceuvre une vraie réforme des équilibres sociauxukac&n 1627, Catherine de Médicis
inaugure ainsi la tradition des gouverneurs médiségadition qui ne s’'interrompra qu’avec
I'extinction de la dynastie.

Veuve, depuis octobre 1626, de Duc de Mantoue Randi de Gonzague mort sans
descendance, dans la capitale la princesse dtaitée dans une situation critique. Vincent
I, le frére de Ferdinand, lui aussi dépourvu decdadance, était devenu le nouveau Duc.
Mais on sait que la France et I'Espagne revendaqiaia succession. Les Frangais
soutenaient le duc de Nevers, alors que les Esfm@mpuyaient le fils naturel de feu
Ferdinand de Gonzague, défendant la Iégitimité addiliation et portant ainsi un grave
préjudice a la veuve. Une fois que les démarchas lparestitution de la dot furent achevées,
Catherine envoya a Florence son propre émissarenede, Christine de Lorraine, joua alors
un role déterminant dans les tractations qui pembile retour de sa fille & FlorenE€En mai,
I'envoyé médicéen partit & son tour pour Mantoue. Rrince Laurent pria sa sceur de
I'écouter attentivement « et de lui accorder tosgeconfiance dans le commerce qu'il lui
exposera, et qui me touche infiniment ainsi quéetéaifamille »18 Quelques temps plus tard,
le grand-duc allait pouvoir se réjouir avec ellawdiir « promptement résolu de revenir dans
sa famille, pour sa consolation et pour la noéttdpet particulierement celle de Madame sa
Mére, mon aieule ¥

Dés que l'affaire de la place de sa fille dans land-duché est résolue, sa mére, peut
librement lui décrire en détail les avantages dersmiveau statut de Gouverneur de I'Etat de
Sienne :

17¢t. les jugements des contemporains sur Christené.orraine cités dans |. Pagliai, “Luci ed ombreud
personaggio: le lettere di Cristina di Lorena sutgozio» di Urbino”, in G. Zarri (dir.Rer lettera. La scrittura
epistolare femminile tra archivio e tipografiome, Viella,1999, pp. 441 et suivantes. On se reportera
également, dans les Archives d’Etat de Florence=(A®ediceo del Principato6110, cc. 285-286, a la lettre
de Christine a sa fille, en date du 25 mars 162XZirea poi alla vostra venuta qui potete immaginahe gusto,

et che contento sarebbe il mio, poiché verrestia nektra propria casa dove non vi mancherebbett® dquelle
carezze che potessi desiderare. Ma perché Monsfgrmirescovo di Pisa ci ha detto che fatto Pasoplate
mandar qui I'Abate di Santa Barbera, che e perpondente e accorta, aspetteremo la sua venutaala gi par
molto necessaria, et sentito che havremo lui, n@mameremo di conferir seco mille particolari, chenn
convengono metterli in carta, et assicuratevi i@ havremo sempre il pensiero a tutto quello ah& gostro
bene e nostro servitio » Vous pouvez vous imaginer combien votre venuenieicomblerait, puisque vous
reviendriez dans votre propre maison ou ne vousgoenaient aucune des caresses que vous pouveerdeésir
Mais puisque Monseigneur I'Archevéque de Pise rsodi que aprés Paques vous voulez envoyer ido€ate
Santa Barbera, qui est une personne prudentesgt, amdus attendrons sa venue qui nous sembleécessaire,

et apres I'avoir écouté, nous parlerons avec lundiertain nombre de détails qu'il serait imprudéatconfier

au papier ; soyez bien slre que nous aurons taugpoceur de faire votre bien et notre avantage ».

18 (...) et di portargli anche intera credenza nglozé che le esporra, il quale preme infinitamentae et a
tutta questa Casa » : ASMediceo del Principato6108, c. 656, lettre de Don Lorenzo de Medicislate du 6
mai 1627.

19 (...) prontamente risoluto di tornarsene in qusseCasa, per consolazione sua et nostra, etaimikasua
Madre, et mia Ava in particolare svi, c. 659, lettre du 4 juin 1627.
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Son Altesse Madame ma Fille trés Aimée. (...) je peqee vous pourrez trouver une entiére
consolation et vous résoudre a revenir vivre dariarhille ou vous étes née, puisqu’il ne plat
pas a Dieu que vous finites vos jours dans l'alitfaut donc se préparer au départ, puisque
nous avons décidé que Monsieur le Cardinal se negttehemin a ce sujet (...) et les
satisfactions ne vous manqueront pas non plusgauite si vous m’accordez toute votre
confiance, parce que le grand-duc et I'Archiduchegsus aiment tendrement ; et dans le
Gouvernement de Sienne, vous serez révérée, et mogen de plaire a Dieu comme aux
hommes ; je crois savoir que l'air de notre paysisv@onviendra mieux que celui de
Lombardie (...) Si bien que vous pouvez vous prépamvenir avec joie, puisque, alors que
Votre Altesse est la-bas contrainte d’obéir a €n@ur mais aussi a I'extérieur du monastere,

a Sienne, elle sera obéie de t¢ug.20

Le gouvernement de Sienne représente pour Catheneeattribution correspondant a son
état, comme le démontrent les paroles de sa mére’est ni la premiére ni la derniére fois
que l'office sera engagé en faveur des femmes dmdeson Médicis. La premiére fut
précisément Christine de Lorraine qui, en 1609itaegu en héritage de son mari Ferdinand
« un gouvernement libre et absolu » sur@apitanatide Montepulciano et de Pietrasafta.
Come Il avait suivi I'exemple, laissant a sa femnharie-Madeleine d’Autriche, le
gouvernement de Colle di Val d’Elsa et de San Ma*#a

En ce qui concerne le cas siennois, le poste deregoeur semble résoudre plusieurs
problémes a la fois : celui d’'une relation diffecile la dynastie avec les pouvoirs locaux,
celui d’'une crise de prestige de I'office lui-mémen déclin, comme le souligne Marrara, a
cause de I'état de conflictualité permanente ageariagistratures nobiliaires — celui enfin des
demandes pressantes et répétées en provenancecité, laouhaitant une présence plus
réguliere du grand-duc auquel seul elle entene fa&@férence. Il est sir que Sienne interprete
comme un privilege la présence, au poste de Goewuerd’'un prince de sang: la ville y voit
une forme de reconnaissance de la dignité de I'Sainois et de son oligarciégar dans

20 « Serenissima Signora mia figlia amatissima. (a.peénso ch’ella potra prendere intera consolatetento
piu conformarsi nella resolutione di tornare a wveella Casa dove é nata, poiché non é piaciltio @h’Ella
habbia a finire i suoi giorni in cotesta. Prepadsinque alla partenza, perché habbiamo disegnatal c®r
Cardinale s'incammini per costa (...) et non le mamahno sodisfazioni anche nel resto col concorsd gella
sua confidenza, perché il Granduca et I'Arciduchdsmano teneramente; et nel Governo di Sienaselfa
reverita, et havera modo di meritare appresso ad@iappresso agli huomini, et le piacera piu darostra che
cotesta di Lombardia (...) Si che dispongasi pur semppl a venire allegramente, considerando, cheesgre
VA e costi sta obligata a obedire et dentro etifdet Monasterio, a Siena sara ella obbedita da (tut) » :
ASFi, Mediceo del Principato6110, c. 296, lettre de Christine de Lorrainelate du 6 juin 1627.

21R, Galluzzi, Istoria del Granducato di Toscana sotto il Goverdella Casa Medigitome 5, Florence,
Cambiagi, 1781: tome lll, livre V, chapitre XII, p56.

22yi, tome IIl, livre VI, chapitre VI, p. 394. Voir éfament sur cet aspect Merga, “Un Principato regionale”,
op. cit, p. 60, pour qui la concession des gouvernememnsvp I'importance « (...) che il matrimonio con
gueste due principesse aveva significato per igtarduchi medicei — rilevanza che la concessiohgaerno

di questi due importanti territori segnalava in modperto — ma anche del ruolo politico che adesso |
principesse avevano acquisito negli equilibri detepe mediceo »; « (...) que le mariage avec cex deu
princesses avait signifié pour les deux Grands Du@sportance que la concession du gouvernemermede
deux remarquables territoires signalait de man@aé&e et nette — mais également le role politique les
princesses avaient désormais acquis dans I'équitibs pouvoirs médicéens ».

23 e grand-duc a la Gouverneur Catherine, lettréd 2ijuillet 1627: « Del salvo arrivo di VA in Siena ero
stato avvisato pienamente [...] vedendo quanto ¢dleasoccupata in ricevere et gradire le dimosmatitella
grande allegrezza che ne ha fatta cotesta Citgydie ha ben potuto conoscere I'amore che tuttiengortiamo
poi che habbiamo voluto che sia governata da uimzipessa del nostro sangue » ; « Je fus pleinemfmmneé
de l'arrivée de VA a Sienne [...] voyant combien edlait occupée a recevoir et jouir des manifegtatide
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la vie politique et administrative quotidienne b&ence d’un Gouverneur privait la ville d’'un
canal de médiation d’autant plus efficace qu'éaiite la dignité de celui qui en détenait le
poste.

De toute évidence, le fait d’avoir une cour a Seerépondait également a un équilibre interne
a la famille des Médicis. Le veuvage de Catherimeé (neurt en 1629 dans I'exercice de sa
charge) imposait a ceux qui dirigeaient alors Istidé du grand-duché — les régentes
Christine de Lorraine et Marie-Madeleine d’Autrichele lui trouver une situation.

Violante Béatrice de Baviére Médicis, Gouverneur d&ienne

On retrouve cette préoccupation des équilibres lfamxi dans les circonstances de la
nomination deViolante Béatrice de Baviére Médicis. En 1688, itk avait épousé le fils de
Coéme lll, le prince Ferdinand de Médicis, dont edleta veuve en 1713. Trois an plus tard, la
sceur du défunt Ferdinand, Anne Marie Louise de M&dilevint également veuife En avril
1717, Violante se rend a Sienne alors qu’Anne Mboigise rentre a Florence en octobre de
la méme année: cet écart de quelques mois a pgigere plusieurs éléments d’'informations.
D’une part, il semble que Céme Il voulait mainteYliolante dans le grand-duché, en raison
de ses liens forts qu’elle entretenait avec lesrcaliEurope ainsi que de son prestige
personnel; mais il semble également gqu'’il souhadteiter la multiplication des princesses de
sang a la cou#®

Comme ce fut déja le cas en 1627 avec Catherirghedse de Mantoue, la concession de
I'office de gouverneur intervint pour compenser tdiragilité de statut de la veuve du Prince

Ferdinand, que le retour a la cour de Anne Marigid® aurait rendu dramatiquement évident.
Il est également fort probable que Céme Il aitéfé@ié de suggestions "opportunes" sur les
destinées de sa bru, de la part de Siennois exargarcharge a Florence et fort attentifs aux
intéréts de leur patrie comme a la défense dergesgatives (puisque c’est ainsi que le poste
de gouverneur était désormais pergu).

Pour la famille des Médicis, il s’agissait d’'un memh trés délicat. La préoccupation majeure
de Cbme était d’éviter I'extinction de la famillmais il lui fallait également mettre le grand-

duché a I'abri des appétits des potentats européerasnariages des deux méles de la famille
étaient inféconds: stérile le couple Ferdinand-afité, stérile le couple formé par Jean

grande allégresse de la part de cette Cité, quisependre compte de tout 'amour que nous Iuiopsr puisque
nous avons voulu qu’elle soit gouvernée par unacesse de sang » (ASKediceo del Principato6108, c.
662).

2434 personnalité a fait récemment I'objet d’une ontgnte révision historiographique : S. Casciu.)dira
principessa saggia. L'eredita di Anna Maria Luisal §edici Elettrice PalatinaCatalogue d’exposition (Florence,
2006-2007), Livourne, Sillabe, 2006, a l'intériewquel, pour les thémes qui nous occupent ici,eoreportera
a la contribution de M. Verga, “Strategie dinastiéhmito cittadino: I'Elettrice Palatina e Firenzpp. 24-29.

254 La presenza dell’Elettrice alla Corte di Toscdpaeva alterare le convenienze della Principesetaive,

la quale aveva percio dichiarato di volere ritoenar Baviera. Per conciliare queste differenze .ilBDBica gli
aveva accordato il Governo di Siena, e cid somrnamsloli un giusto pretesto per allontanarsi déltate gli
dava ancora luogo a cedere con dignita all’Eledtsic « La présence de I'Electrice a la Cour de dnsdevait
altérer les intéréts de la Princesse Violante, aydit pourtant déclaré vouloir retourner en Bavidfeur
concilier ces divergences, le grand-duc lui avaedoadé le poste de Gouverneur de Sienne, et @etieh lui
procurant un juste prétexte pour s’éloigner dedarclui donnait encore la possibilité de cédercadignité a
I'Electrice » (R. Galluzzi)storia del Granducato di Toscanap. cit, tome V, livre I, chap. II, p. 43). On se
reportera également a G. Corltirenze dai Medici ai LorenaFlorence, Giunti, 1993 (anastatique de I'édition
Firenze, Bemporad, 1909), pp. 726-727.
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Gaston (un autre fils du grand-duc, qui allait @mr a Céme en 1723) et Anne Marie
Francoise de Saxe. La crise internationale quivs®en 1701 avec la mort du roi d’Espagne,
rendait donc on ne peut plus incertaine la destinégrand-duché et, par voie de conséquence,
celle de I'Etat de Sienne. Puisqu’en 1557Sto Nuovoavait été attribué & Céme en
concession féodale, il aurait pu, avec la fin e de la lignée des Médicis, retrouver sa
pleine autonomie politique. Contrairement a ce wgitlasoutenu Scipione Ammirato, le titre
de grand-duc que le pape avait donné a Come | 88 ié semblait pas suffire a annuler la
situation de départ: I'Etat de Sienne, justementggu’il s'agissait d’une concession féodale
de 'Empereur, devait lui revenir. Depuis 1703rdéus du grand-duc de reconnaitre Charles
[l héritier de la couronne d’Espagne, avait prav@antre 'Empereur et ses conseillers une
discussion qui portait sur les droits de Céme Uil & fief siennois, puisqu’il était entendu
qgu'a la mort de Charles Il, 'Etat de Sienne dewvatourner a 'Empire26 En 1706
'Empereur intima au grand-duc de reconnaitre @sailll et de recevoir de celui-Ci
linvestiture de I'Etat de Sienné’ De méme, le projet du grand-duc de restaurer la
République de Florence entra en conflit avec |éérints statuts juridiques des deux Etats,
« détail » qui n’échappait pas méme a ceux quirdzagent avec bienveillance les projets du
Grand-ducz8

Si, en 1713, 'Empereur obtint la reconnaissancepiets du territoire siennois, le traité entre
'Espagne et I'Angleterre comprenait un article téesecret qui assurait & I'Espagne la
domination sur Sienne, et en déclarait I'union parplle avec Florence. La question était
cependant loin d’étre résolue. La méme année,Oleo@obre 1713, le Prince héritier
Ferdinand mourut et, en novembre, le Sénat de fiderdisposait de la succession en faveur
de I'Electrice Anne Marie Louise, une fois que ignée masculine se serait éteinte. Cela
ouvrit une longue querelle entre les ministres ingui et la cour toscane, qui attribuait a
Coéme le droit de disposer librement de ses Et&pisode est bien connu. En 1716, pour en
garantir I'union, le grand-duc entreprenait destations avec la maison d’E3% mais on
sait que les choses en allérent autrement et gupuissances européennes destinérent a la
succession Francois Etienne de Lorraine, grandacpartir de 1737, année de la mort de Jean
Gaston.

Cette incertitude politigue pouvait soit entrairdegs tensions, soit susciter un nouveau
dynamisme des acteurs locaux. C'est dans un tééxtan par exemple, qu’un noble siennois
avait élaboré en 1715 un projet sur la cité quitamtre autres buts de renforcer 'autonomie
du Stato Nuovp justement aprés I'extinction de la dynastie méeiime. L’auteur s’y

préoccupait en particulier d’obtenir la restitutide certaines terres et d’éclaircir le statut des

26 R. Galluzzi, Istoria del Granducato di Toscanap. cit, tome IV, livre VIII, chap. VIII, p. 359.
27 vi, tome IV, livre VIII, chap. 1X, p. 369.

28Quand le Marquis Rinuccini fut envoyé en Hollapaer trouver un consensus, telle fut la réactiofGdand
Pensionnaire: « Considero che il Dominio di Fireoame libero e indipendente non esigeva particoigwiardi,
e che qualunque atto solenne che si fosse fattoepéerli la liberta sarebbe stato garantito daiiti con tutto
limpegno; ma non cosi potea farsi dello Stato @ing, e di quei Feudi dei quali la Casa Medici dexa
l'investitura, poiché per rapporto ai medesimi erdia considerarsi i diritti dei parenti piu prossiel G. Duca,
e l'inevitabile necessita del consenso Imperiale ipdoro passaggio »; « Il considérait que le dameade
Florence étant libre et indépendant n’exigeaitgmsonsidération particuliére, et que tout actersml exécuté
pour lui rendre la liberté serait garanti et respggar les Etats ; mais il ne pouvait en étre ailesi’Etat de
Sienne, comme de tous les fiefs inféodés a la kamviédicis, puisque on devait tenir compte desmarkes plus
proches au grand-duc, étant nécessaire d'avoicdtacimpérial pour leur passage iwi,(tome 1V, livre VIII,
chap. IX, pp. 385-386).

29 Ivi, tome V, livre |, chap. Il, pp. 41 et suivantes.
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certaines autres. Il n’excluait pas non plus umgeanent de régime, ce qui le conduisait a
envisager un élargissement des couches dirigelactss30

C’est seulement dans ce contexte que l'on peut cemape pourquoi I'entrée, en avril 1717,
de Violante Béatrice de Baviére Médicis comme Gouser de la cité et de I'Etat de Sienne,
représente un événement capital pour la société@aie. Dans les circonstances politiques et
institutionnelles présentes, ol la destiné de t'Eta Sienne n'apparaissait pas du tout
clairement définie, la nomination d’'un Gouverneupgestigieux pouvait représenter pour
I'aristocratie siennoise une opportunité riche dass préfigurant peut-étre méme, une fois
éteinte la famille Médicis, une solution de la diges siennoise en phase avec les attentes
locales.

L'arrivée de Violantese présente donc comme un événement complexe, tnuéfidments
acteurs sociaux, qui revendiquent tous un espauaa glle de prestige: I&overnatriceelle-
méme, face au grand-duc, son beau-pére, et awopsuecaux; l'aristocratie de Sienne qui
voit se réaffirmer en cette occasion le prestigéadsté; enfin, des groupes populaires a base
territoriale qui, en une période ou les regles alevié sociale étaient fortement ritualisées,
trouvent la une occasion de grande visibilité.

L'importance que les pouvoirs locaux attribuentadnbmination de Violante apparait tout
particulierement dans la recherche et la mise etepld’un cérémonial grandiosea
magistrature chargée des cérémonies lance une tengugé la facon dont les précédentes
entrées des Gouverneurs s’étaient déroulées. Bmiddcuments révélent des cérémonies qui
semblent désormais bien insuffisantes puisquejepaassé, les manifestations d’allégresse
s'étaient limitées a I'envoi de délégations de mebhaux frontieres de I'Etat. Il semble
désormais indispensable de mettre en scéne unteopali lie le destin de la ville et de son
Etat & celui de la princesse: la cérémonie doiedfre comme un événement impliquant
plusieurs acteurs sociaux, et pas seulement baratie. Pour la premiére fois en une telle
occasion, des groupes populaires, a savoilGentrade», prennent part a la cérémonie.

Que sont donc le€ontrade? Jusque dans la premiere moitié du X¥iécle, les dix-sept
Contradede la ville de Sienne, encore trés vivaces dejowrs31 n’étaient que des groupes
territoriaux (niversitates habitatorujm actifs sur la scene festive de la cité, maist des
dynamiques internes restaient peu structurées. Rmwsurant du XV siécle, certaines
Contrade se dotent progressivement de statuts et entregmérdgalement la constitution
d’églises. Leur organisation s’inspirait de celésaonfréries de laiques: au sommet, le Prieur
détenait le pouvoir de convoquer le Conseil destéiats de l&Contradg assisté dans sa tache
par un Vicaire et de deux Conseillers. Le Cameudinglui, s'occupait de la gestion
économique et administrative, mais son autonomstaitelimitée. Deux ou trois nobles

30Crest le projet d’Alcibiade Lucarini BellantParere per la Citta e Stato di SiefiB715], manuscrit conservé
a la Bibliotheque Communale de Sienne (Ms. A. IVA@& 2r.-17v.) publié par A. Zappelhlcibiade Bellanti
Lucarini (1645-1724). Le vicende familiari, la pegwa nell’Ordine di Santo Stefano e il pensieratjool di un
nobile senesélise, ETS, 2002, pp. 146-158.

31 Leurs noms, stables a partir de la moitié du Xsiécle, sont les suivant&quila (Aigle), Bruco (Ver),
Chiocciola (Escargot),Civetta (Chouette),Drago (Dragon), Giraffa (Girafe), Istrice (Hérisson),Leocorno
(Licorne), Lupa (Louve), Nicchio (Coquille), Oca (Oie), Onda (Onde), Pantera (Panthere),Selva (Forét),
Tartuca (Tortue), Torre (Tour), Valdimontone (Mouton). Une tentative de classification intéeege des
emblémes desontrade est proposée par Glazzini, “ll microcosmo araldico contradaiolo: upaoposta di
classificazione (secolo XVI)in A. Savelli, L. Vigni (dir.),Uomini e contrade di Siena. Memoria e vita di una
tradizione cittadinaSienne, Comune di Siena, 2004, 253-263.
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ProtecteursRrotettor)) développaient une action de patronage, faisalerieentre le groupe
territorial et les magistratures laiques ou I'aitéoreligieuse32

On ne saurait comprendre la reconnaissance quédegadeobtiennent en 1717 pour leur
role joué dans les cérémonies sans tenir comple fdgon dont elles avaient réussi & émerger
dans l'associationnisme urbain. Entre la fin du X\dt le début du XVfisiécle, s’affirment
non seulement les nouveaux besoins rituels deg#iadhie locale, mais également la fagon
dont les habitants de la cité n'appartenant pasCaumrademontrent quand méme une forme
d’adhésion et de reconnaissance de ces groupésriaux. LesContradeavaient, en fait,
une intense activité religieuse et dans leurs @gle déroulait une liturgie capable d’attirer la
population. Venait ensuite la participation régudiau «Palio » du 2 juillet (Visitation). Cette
course de chevaux, institutionnalisée vers le miliet XVII°® siecle, était financée par la
noblesse locale et courue dans le périmetre dPidaza del Campola place la plus
importante de la ville ou IPalazzo del Pubblictaisait face aux palais d'importantes familles
de l'aristocratie siennoise. Au début du XVIsiecle, lePalio représentait pour le€Sontrade

un événement auquel on se faisait un honneur dieipar.

Les rituels liés a la victoire dBalio, ou a d’autres moment de la vie désntrade faisaient
que la population dans son ensemble reconnaissastldsContradeune présence vitale pour
la cité. Cette présence fut renforcée aprés 17@sgl’'une deContrade demanda a la
magistrature de pouvoir courir un secdralio le 16 aolt, comme manifestation d’'allégresse
pour la victoire qu’elle avait obtenue le 2 juilletécédent. Instaurée a cette occasion, cette
pratique devint rapidement une habitude. Le faétré' protagonistes de l'activité festive
assurait auxContrade un assentiment qui dépassait le cercle de sesraadbéet des
participants aux conseils: |Palio était un spectacle apprécié, qui convenait au godt
populaires mais pas seulement, puisque les arclprig8es de nombreux aristocrates en
gardent des traces, enregistrant ainsi tres préeiséles victoires de chagq@@ontradaau
Palio.

Le soir du 12 avril 1717, Violante fit donc sonréat en Ville. Un nombre considérable de
témoignages racontent cette célébration : on faue¢ ainsi dans les trois textes inédits des
Siennois Giovanni Antonio Pecé® Giuseppe Maria Torrenif et Antonio Bernardino

32pour un approfondissement, je me permets de remvaycertaines de mes contributionsUné& distinta
divisione in piu squadre del popolo sandgecontrade di Siena in eta moderna”, in G. Delih. Savelli (dir.),
Essere popolo. Prerogative e rituali d’appartenenzzle citta italiane d’antico regimeRicerche storiche
XXXIl (2002), nn. 2-3, pp. 281-327; “Case e conwaimh eta moderna”, in F. Benfante, A. Savelli {dir.
Proprietari e inquilini Quaderni storicin. 113, 2003, pp. 345-362 ; “Un esempio di pagm Nobili protettori

e popolo delle contrade di Siena (Siena, XVII-X\A#colo)”, in E. Pellegrini (dir.5iovanni Antonio Pecci. Un
accademico senese nella societa e nella culturaXéll secolg Sienne, Accademia degli Intronati, 2004, pp.
287-313. Une bibliographie extensive sur @Gantradese trouve dans M.A. Ceppari Ridolfi, M. CiampaliRi.
Turrini (dir.), L'immagine del Palio. Storia cultura e rappresentae del rito di SienaSienne, Monte dei
Paschi di Siena, 2001.

33G.A. Pecci,Relazione dell'ingresso, e feste, rappresentatéar@itta di Siena in onore della Serenissima
Gran Principessa Violante Beatrice di Baviera naghi MDCCXVII (Bibliotheque Moreniana de Florence,
Fond Pecci50, n. 4, cc. 68-111).

34 veridico ragguaglio della Solenne Entrata fattaSiena dalla Reale Altezza della Ser.ma Gran Priggda

di Toscana Violante di Baviera, Sua Governatride,l2 aprile 1717 e Feste susseguentemente celebrate
Descritto da Giuseppe M.a Torrenti, nell'’Accadend@ Rozzi detto lo Sceltoeproduction en fac-simile et
transcription du manuscrit conservé a la Bibliot@glu Victoria & Albert Museum, avec la préface Rle
Bianchi Bandinelli, Roma, Editions de I'ElefantD73.
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Fancelli3> dans laLettre d’un prétre siennoigmprimée a Padoue en 173%et dans deux
opuscules publiés a Florence en 1?1Enfin, Girolamo Gigli propose un autre compte
rendu de la scéne dans ddiario Sanesedité en 17238

L'accueil aux frontiéres de I'Etat restait une pgative des nobles siennois; mais on avait
demandé & chaqueontrada de placer devant la porte par laquelle devait eenta
Governatrice, quinze hommes portant épée, ainsingutorche éclairant leurs drapeaux
respectifs. lls devaient, en signe d’hommage, ptécédés par le tambod?.On allait
retrouver ces mémes hommes pour accompagner leeps@ sur la place publique ou ils

devaient arriver par un chemin plus court.

Le pacte qui lie la Princesse avec Sienne trouweraprésentation adéquate dans I'apparat
mis en place pour l'occasion. Il se caractériseymasavant dosage entre les emblémes de la
tradition municipale et ceux de la famille de Bagiet de Médicis. Les symboles municipaux
sont présents dans les colonnes blanches et mpirentourent la place (I'écu noir et blanc
appelé «Balzana» est 'embleme de la ville), aing dans l'alternance, sur le tympan de la
colonnade, de IBalzanaet de I'autre embléme civique, la louve qui adldés jumeaud® (le
mythe qui veut que la ville de Sienne ait été fangé@r Aschio et Senio, les neveux de
Romulus est élaboré au Xi¥iecle).

Le Palio couru en I'honneur de Violante le 2 juillet 17%7a présence de Come lll, souligne
encore plus explicitement la dimension municip@e. peut en décrire les moments-clés a
partir d’un témoignage de I'époqdé&Sur I'ordre du Maitre du Champ — un noble sienrois
lesContradese disposent en bon ordre pour faire leur entrtea®iazza del Campdans le
méme temps, un groupe de jeunes nobles a chevaksemble devant le palais ou siége la
Governatricepour lui faire escorte. L'entrée sur la place dagaliers et des carrosses marque
le début du spectacle. Aprés deux tours de placBrihcesse, le grand-duc, les dames et les
chevaliers de la cour, prennent place sur unedestdant la hauteur et la largeur dépasse
toutes les autres: ils assistent donc au défilé auPalio jouissant d’'une visibilité totale sur
tous les angles de la place, symbole de leur swirémolitique par rapport a la ville. Le
Maitre du Champ, aprés que Leurs Altesses Royaes donné I'ordre de départ, fait son

35 Archives municipales de Sienne (Archivio Storied @omune di Siena = ACSiRalia. FesteggiamentilO,
[6]: Onoranze per il solenne ingresso della Serenissifimdante di Baviera Gran Principessa di Toscana in
guesta citta di Siena seguito la sera del 12 apkita7

36 | ettera di Sacerdote Sanese, che scrive ad altoer8ate Fiorentino suo Amico, dandoli distinto, gumo
ragguaglio del Solennissimo Ingresso fatto in SielaaMadama Reale la Serenissima Violante Beatrice d
Baviera Gran Principessa di Toscana destinata @aR. del Gran Duca Cosimo Il Governatrice dellat&i e
Stato di SienaPadoue, 1717.

37 Relatione sopra l'ingresso in Siena fattosi dalt#dza Reale la Serenissima Violante Gran Princigpelis
Toscana nella sera del di 12 Aprile 1717 in occasiael Possesso presosi dalla medesima Sereniss. Re
Principessa, del Governo di quella suddetta CigaStato Florence, Anton Maria Albizzini, 171Entrata
dell’Altezza Reale della Serenissima Violante GPamcipessa di Toscana nuova Governatrice dellaaCé
dello Stato di Siena seguita il di 12 aprile 17Elbrence, Piero Matini, 1717.

386, Gigli, Diario sanese. In cui si veggono alla giornata itgfi avvenimenti piu ragguardevoli spettanti si
allo spirituale, si al temporale della Citta, e &tali Siena; con la notizia di molte nobili famigldi essa, delle
quali & caduto in acconcio il parlarp& voll., Lucques, Leonardo Venturini, 1723¢2., 3 voll., Sienne, Tip.
dell’Ancora, 1854: |, pp. 136-140.

39 ACsi, Balia. Festeggiament®, c. 257.
40 Entrata dell'Altezza Reale della Serenissima Vitdaop. cit.
41GA. PecciRelazione dell'ingresso, e festy. cit.
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entrée a cheval, vétu d’un habit de velours brodé et boutonné de diamants. La bride, la
selle et le harnachement du destrier sont a I'avena

Que lesContrade aient équipé six chars représente un autre signd’idportance de
'événement. Les hommes de Contradade la Tortue distribuent a la cour des madrigaux,
dont I'un chante les louanges de Violante, déaieme une lumiére qui répand sur Sienne
un nouveau soleil et en éloigne les plus tristemerds. LaContradade 'Onde met en scéne
une chevauchée dont les protagonistes représeidieinagne, la France, I'Espagne et
I'ltalie par leurs fleuves principaux. On entengrsfier par la les « qualités particuliéres » de
la Governatrice dans I'Allemagne natale, la Famille de Bavieraitatteint les plus hauts
postes, élevée jusqu’a la dignité impériale; lanEeaet 'Espagne apparaissaient pour dire les
liens de sang étroits que Violante entretenait d@saois de ces pays. L'ltalie, représentée
par le PO, suggérait la proximité avec la Maisorsdeoie, alors que le Tevere faisait allusion
a l'estime du Saint Siége. L’Arno, naturellementpguait son époux, le Prince Ferdinand,
alors que I’Arbia symbolisait la ville de Siennei gaconnaissait la grande fortune de son
arrivée42

Aucun élément n’échappe a la mise en scene. Danfotenules se fait jour l'idée d'un
nouveau départ pour Btato NuovoCette espérance est alimentée par les réseaemtpax

et relationnels de l&Governatrice dont la position dans le paysage politique italst
européen se répercute sur la position méme det let&ienne, représenté non seulement sur
un autre plan que I'Etat de Florence, mais surdoun niveau de dignité égal aux autres Etats
italiens et européens. Il est clair ici que les iiors et les attentes de I'oligarchie locale se
calent sur le prestige et les ambitions de la Bsse elle-méme.

L’organisation duPalio du 2 juillet 1717 couru en I'honneur de Governatricene fut pas
exempte de conflits, en raison des lourdes tachesngomberent auxContrade chacune
étant contrainte d’arriver sur la place avec sdgersonnes ou d’équiper un char d’apparat.
Les nobles Protecteurs avaient été priés dintérveéans les conseils des habitants pour
garantir leur alignement sur les consignes. Cesqgurint dans la&Contradade la Tortue est
significatif des attentes qui animaient I'aristde¥asiennoise a cette époque. Les Protecteurs
se présentérent au conseil et demanderent queasnihuniquée et justifiée & I'avance toute
impossibilité éventuelle d’'assumer la charge deit@ae (celui qui conduisait le groupe de la
Contradasur la place). Mais le Capitaine deQantradadémissionna (nous ne savons pas la
raison) et les nobles, offensés, quittérent le ebmpii fut interromput3 La Contradade la
Licorne, elle, en raison de sa faible populatios,fat pas en mesure de réunir le nombre
d’hommes exigé, et fut interdite &alio pour dix an$4

Conclusion

Il semble que le gouvernement de Violante fut uéeegtion, au moins pour certains
membres de I'oligarchie dirigeante, qui regrettémincipalement son éloignement physique
(elle vivait a Florence la plupart de I'année). fedes attentes se soldent ainsi par une ameére
conclusion, dans les notes de Giovanni Antonio Peccautre noble siennois. A la date du

42 veridico ragguaglio della Solenne Entratap. cit, pp. 34 et suivantes.
43 Archives de la Contrada de la Tortue (TartuBsdljberazioni 1701-173%onseil du 3 mai 1717.
44ACSi, Balia. Festeggiament®, c. 291, 15 avril 1717.
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30 mai 1731, il rapporte ainsi qu'on avait recut Flerence I'annonce de la mort de la
Governatrice mais il prétend que personne a Sienne ne l'arggitttéetd

Le jugement de Pecci est beaucoup trop sévere.,@njaste titre, insisté sur la double
appartenance des femmes de cour, partagées entagigues et les traditions de leur lignée
d’origine et celles de leur nouvelle famiflé Violante eut la tache ingrate de concilier trois
logiques distinctes: celle de sa famille d’origicelle de la Maison acquise par mariage et
celle d'un Etat dont les rapports avec Florencdaieét pas simples, caractérisés par une
négociation exténuante. Violante parvint a maimtenn brillant équilibre entre ces
composantes et sut se faire I'interpréte atterdasintéréts siennois. A ce titre, un passage de
sa correspondance est tout a fait frappant, puedgurepousse certaines procédures qui
diminuaient les privileges de Sienne, les estine@ntconséquence indignes de son propre
statut. Quand elle le jugeait nécessaire, ellees@itt activement les députations siennoises a
Florence?’

Violante, nous l'avons vu, ne fut pas la premié&mine Gouverneur de Sienne (de 1717 a
1731). Il y eut le précédent important de CathedeeMédicis Gonzague, Gouverneur de
1627 a 1629. Entre Catherine et Violante s’'insé série de gouverneurs, tous des hommes
et des cadets de la famille régnante. Un point comnéunit pourtant les deux princesses,
éloignées dans le temps: toutes deux, au momeletudeomination, sont veuves, Catherine
depuis un an, Violante depuis trois ans. Pour tol#s deux cependant, une situation de
faiblesse identitaire — le statut de veuvage —raestorme en une reconnaissance politique.
Pourquoi? Qui pese le plus, les intéréts sienrtolia situation locale ou les équilibres et les
logiques internes a la famille Médicis? De ce pdiatvue spécifique, autant pour Catherine
que pour Violante, les conclusions restent & peéciméme si le second parametre semble
d'ores et déja prépondérant. Car les contextes desguels interviennent ces deux
nominations sont de toute facon totalement diffexeRour Catherine, le début du X¥II
siecle se caractérise par une stabilité politiqusoeiale; pour Violante, le début du X\All
siécle est dominé au contraire par une grande étaple et des incertitudes politiques quant
au devenir du grand-duché.

Dans une telle situation, Violante apportait & Seeta force et le prestige d’'une lignée
d’origine avec laquelle elle maintenait des lieres tforts, ainsi qu’'un capital de relations
parentales et sociales qui dynamisérent la vieddété, en lui donnant, dans le tourbillon des
arrivées et des départs des tétes couronneées tael'tewrope, l'illusion de tenir encore son

avenir entre ses mains.

45G. A. Pecci, P. PeccGiornale sanese (1715-1794dité par E. Innocenti, G. Mazzoni, Sienne, Ittie,
2000, a la date indiquée.

46 v/oir Iintroduction d’Alessandra Contini aux actds colloque cité en note 3.

47Cf. N. Di Paola,ll Comune di Siena e il governo mediceo al temp®idiante di Baviera (1717-1731)
Mémoire de Maitrise, Université de Sienne, 200012G®us la direction de M. Ascheri. Par exempl@sda
lettre du 27 juin 1718 adressée au Secrétaire t’'ktl...) mi sembra non solo irragionevole, ma cama al
mio stesso decoro l'introduzione di novita si poegtiale ai privilegj dello Stato, in tempo appurdiee io ne
tengo il Governo, mi trovo in obbligo di sostenérglfargli valere non solo per la giustizia, mala per mia
propria reputazione »: « (...) me semble non seulérdéraisonnable, mais contraire a mon propre décoru
l'introduction de nouveautés qui soient préjuditésbaux privileges de I'Etat, dans la période d@nt ai le
gouvernement; je suis donc obligée a soutenir ogdgges en toute justice et pour ma propre réma» (p.
76).
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