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Abstract
The subject of this thesis is Charles Martel. sThhiesis attempts to show him for
what he was in his context: as bridge between tkeeoMngian and Carolingian periods
in Frankish history. Its main focus will be Martak he fits into the schema of
Merovingian kingship and his rise to power andimgortance to the later Carolingian
period of history. It will also touch upon the Batof Poitiers/Tours in 732 and his role

in the missionary activity of Boniface and Pirmimdaheir impact on his realm.
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Chapter 1: Introduction

Charles Martel was both a Frank and a bridge batwenes. His life, from his
imprisonment after the death of his father PippirHerstal, to his death in 741, was a
time of transition. Before his life, the Frankgdheaconcept of kingship which was based
on the royal blood of the Merovingian line. Thrbogt Martel's life, he worked to
change this concept through force of arms and ggilggitimacy for his family through
the Church. Martel was also able to fundamentelginge the relationship that the
Franks had with regard to church and state. His t@ power during the Frankish civil
war, followed by his actions leading up to and dgrithe Battle of Poitiers, helped in a
transition from Merovingian to Carolingian. Maisetime in power also changed the
shape of Frankish punishment and views of the fewdartel was able to lay the
groundwork for the rise to power of his son, Pipihi@ Short.

This thesis includes eight main chapters. Th& fihapter is an examination of
the historiography of the period and the sourcesl usroughout the thesis. The second
chapter assesses the Merovingian concept of kipgshhne third chapter investigates the
relationship between church and state in the Meagan world. The fourth chapter
follows Martel's rise to power. The fifth chapgramines the Battle of Poitiers and its
impact on Martel and the Carolingian line. Thelsighapter investigates the changes in
punishment and the feud from the Merovingian petiodugh Martel's life. The seventh
chapter examines Martel's interaction with the &ran Church, especially his role in the
life of Boniface. The final chapter is an overvi®ek the period after Martel's death.
Martel is shown to be the transitional Frank betwége Merovingian and Carolingian

periods.



Before entering the world in which Charles Matteéd, it is first necessary to
understand the current scholarship going intopkisod. In this chapter, the three major
historiographic traditions surrounding Martel aseamined. These three traditions are
the study of the early Medieval period, specifigahe time between 466 and 800, the
study of the Merovingian line, and the study of Mahimself. After the historiography
is investigated, the sources used in this thesiegplained.

In order to understand Martel, one first has tdaratand how the period he lived
in has been traditionally studied and how it wid btudied in this thesis. This thesis
covers the early Medieval period from the birth@bvis in 466 to the crowning of
Charlemagne as Holy Roman Emperor in 800. Trauhtly, this period has been termed
part of themedius aevumand, until quite recently, has been popularlyutiia of as the
"Dark Ages." The term "Dark Ages," an unfortun&em, was coined by Petrarch (d.
1374), who felt that, compared to what had comeneefPetrarch's Fourteenth Century
was a time of decay and used the term "dark agedéscribe his own time. The term
"Middle Ages" did not come about until the Enlighteent, when a German historian,
Christoph Keller (d. 1707), wrote hidistory of the Middle Age from the Times of
Constantine the Great to the Capture of Constaptii@ by the Turks With this work,
the period between the Fall of Rome and the Erdigiient began to be studied as a
block. Shortly following Keller was the historigédward Gibbon, whose workhe
Decline and Fall of the Roman Empi(@776) is partially responsible for the current
popular interpretation of the time after the fdllRomme as a time of decay and darkness.

In Gibbon's mind, the Roman Empire in the secontwg was the greatest period in



human history. The rise of Christianity, couplethvinvasion and corruption, caused the
fall of the Empire and brought about the "Dark Afes

Counter to Gibbon and other Enlightenment writarsh as Voltaire, there was a
move on behalf of the "Dark Ages." Sir Walter $ddt 1832) romanticized the period,
especially the thirteenth century, creating an ienad an idyllic world of damsels,
tournaments, and chivalry. His effort of romartiog the era was bolstered by the work
of William Morris (d. 1896), who created a movempuashing for a return to handcrafted
work, using the period after the fall of Rome asitteal.

This romanticized view was not the only one tosexn the nineteenth century.
Jacob Burckhardt publishéivilization of the Renaissance in 1tgl¥806) and this work
revolutionized the study of the field of medievatbry. Burckhardt attempted to cut the
time between the fall of Rome and the Enlightenmetd sections, particularly by
joining the later periods as part of the RenaissandRichard Southern continued
Burckhardt's work, publishinfjhe Making of the Middle Ag&s 1931, which focused on
a further periodization of the later eras. Thig/wéthinking persisted until Peter Brown
published "The Rise and Function of the Holy MarLate Antiquity” in 1971. In this
paper, Brown connected this period with the latenRo world, hence the name "late
antiquity,” and emphasized the importance of camtynand change to the time. This
thesis holds Brown's view that the late antiquaoggers a transitional one. The late
antigue period cannot be seen as a uniform timeghdvut it can be seen as a transitional
period between the fall of the Roman Empire andRépaissance.

The second historiographic tradition is the sctsblg into the kings through

which Charles Martel arose from, the Merovingiafi$ie history of modern scholarship



into the Merovingian dynasty closely reflects tiohtthe study of late antiquity. Unitil
fairly recently, the Merovingians were not lookedon fondly due to the campaign
waged by the Carolingian historians, who, it must daid, wanted to disparage the
Merovingians. This led to a historical misconceptiof the Merovingians as the "Do
Nothing Kings."

Recently, scholars have begun to reevaluate t@ivs on the Merovingians due
to new research. One of the leading scholars afilkish history, and one who has been
able to seamlessly implement archaeological evielento his work, is Edward James.
James asserts that the Franks were engaged inizaglon. Colonization would mean
that the Franks had some ability to spread theitization. The most intriguing of the
attempted Frankish colonization efforts were thesgae invasions of Britain. Objects
inlaid with decorative wires, a technique used mankish Gaul, have been found in
England. Coupled with Frankish claims of lordsbyer parts of southern Britain, it can
be assumed that the Franks had contact, and ppssualded, Britain sometime in the
fifth century. However, this assertion is dampebgcdhis admittance that most of the
evidence for colonization are names and graveshadhwethnicity is tough to determine.
This is important because it shows that the Frdmads contact with Britain. This meant
that ideas from the British Isles, such as Celbconation rites, could influence the
Franks.

James's examination of Frankish minting also seteelluminate the period of
the Merovingians. Like the Romans, the Franks edrheir own coins, in bronze, silver,
and gold varieties. Theiens, or one-third of a gold piece, became so widesprealer

the Franks that it is calledsalidus or gold coin, in many texts. #olidusmeant gold



coin, then is it possible that the Franks actublyl a large number of them, or was
solidusonly used to describ&iens in Frankish areas that had been under Roman
influence the longest? The answer to this questdnch, again, James never answers,
would give insight into the spread of Merovingiarfluence and how far-reaching the
Roman Empire actually was. Another thing the cdlhsninate is the relationship
between the Merovingians and the Byzantine Emgfieg Theudebert | placed his head
and name on his coinage, and this action led tecksho the Byzantine Empire as
recorded by the historian Procopius. This incidemtgs to light three things. First, it
shows that there was trade between the FrankshenByzantines. Secondly, it shows
that the Franks had the technology to not only nthir own currency, but the
technology to mark it as their own. Finally, itos¥s that the Merovingians did not fear
the Byzantines. It would have been known by Theedethat the minting of his coins
would annoy the Byzantines, but it does not seaahhib cared. The Byzantines thought
of themselves as the continuation of the Roman EmpMinting coins was something
associated with the Empire. Theudebert mintinggovould have been perceived by the
Byzantines as the Merovingians becoming too RomEre resultant show of annoyance
by the Byzantines, and nothing more than that, aestnated to the Merovingians that
they had nothing to fear from the Byzantines, legdiubsequent kings to mint their own
coins.

A further important historian of the Merovingiaerpd is J. Wallace-Hadrill.
One area in which his studies have proved enlighders the relationship of the blood
feud to the Franks. A feud, according to WallagaHll, is "the threat of hostility

between kins; then, the state of hostility betwésm; and finally, the satisfaction of



their differences and a settlement on terms acbbpta both." It is his belief that feud
died out among the Franks for a variety of reasons,among them being the complexity
of Gallo-Roman society. This thesis will examinbether the feud was still a part of
Frankish relations during the period of Charles telar

The final historiographic tradition that must beamined in order to place Martel
into his proper historical context is the studyoiidartel himself. When examining the
Franks, the study of Charles Martel normally falt® one of three areas. The first claim
is that the Battle of Poitiers was the sole impartavent of Charles Martel's life.
Currently, this view of the battle has lately bdeought to the forefront of nationalist
organizations who are fighting for a racial andigieus cleansing of contemporary
France. This view of Martel as being solely impattfor his victory at Poitiers is also
found in textbooks, where it is normally used agpace filler. This view persists due to
scholarship of the late nineteenth and early tvedéimtcenturies. For example, Heinrich
Brunner, who died in 1887, is one of the historiauti® has emphasized Martel's role at
the Battle of Poitiers. It was his belief that Kéhrwas victorious and "saved
Christendom" at Poitiers because he secularizectktholdings. Brunner's reasoning for
this is that the church lands were given to Maxtelarriors, who were thus able to
develop into a cavalry force. These cavalry them Wartel the Battle of Poitiers. These
cavalry then created the framework for the manayatem of later centuries. Brunner's
arguments were held by many historians throughbetfirst decades of the twentieth
century, though many of them added to his theori@ae theory claimed that victory at

Poitiers led to the complete end of the late amtigariod. Others changed the Brunner



theory by stating that it was the invention of sterup, and not the secularization of
church lands, that led to the creation of Marted'galry force.

The emphasis placed on the Battle of Poitierchokrship on Martel has largely
fallen away since the middle of the twentieth ceptu Modern historians have
demonstrated that Brunner's theories could noobect, as Martel did not secularize as
many lands as Brunner claimed, that he was natréegor of a new form of warfare, and
that later society was not shaped by the adveheafy cavalry. This, combined with a
new appreciation for the partisanship inherent anynof the sources on Martel's life, has
led to a de-emphasis of Martel's historical siguaifice.

Lately, historians of Martel have begun to lookhat reign as a bridge between
the Merovingian period and the Carolingian periothis approach is perfectly utilized
by Pierre Riché. This is best be seen in his emaftioin of Martel's military rise and his
examination of Martel's last four years of life. n@©of the most interesting episodes
mentioned by Riché were the four years in whicht®awas sole ruler of the Franks. In
737, the Merovingian king Theuderic IV died, leayino heirs. Instead of appointing
another Merovingian relative, as was Martel's rigatmayor of the palace, or naming
himself or one of his sons king, Martel left thespion vacant. Riché believes that he did
this because of the unfortunate case of Grimodthse attempted coup was strategically
left out of the histories made by the Pippinid supgrs. This, however, only explains
why he did not appoint himself or one of his soakimg. It is possible Martel did not
appoint another Merovingian as king because hethat after a few years of sole
Carolingian rule, the Frankish people would haverablems with a Carolingian as king

after Martel's death, which proved to be the cas&sole ruler, though, Martel acted as a



king, except that he used the late king's namefficiab documents. Pope Gregory lli
referred to Martel asice-regulus or substitute king, and not as mayor of the palac
This appears to be Rome giving tacit approval tortédfa bloodless coup, thus
legitimizing the Carolingians in the eyes of tharks. This examination of Martel's role
as vice-regulusis extremely important to understanding the tramsi between the
Merovingian and Carolingian periods.

In every historical exercise, it is important tamine the sources one has to draw
from for the period one is researching. For thelgtof Charles Martel, historians have
very few documents and artifacts contemporary $otimme. It is therefore necessary to
look at sources from a broad expanse of time. Maultte cannot be understood without
an understanding of the time immediately precedhimg. For this reason, many of the
sources examined in this period are from the Mergan period, and many of them will
predate Charles Martel by many years. It is aispartant to look at sources following
Martel's life, thus some of the sources are froengarly Carolingian period. This
thesis uses both primary and secondary sources.

Special mention must be made of the most impogaatce on the Merovingian
world, Gregory of ToursHistory of the Franks Gregory (539-594) was the Gallo-
Roman bishop of Tours, one of the premier seesainl Gue to its founding by Martin of
Tours. Gregory served as bishop under three gomsdsf Clovis and one great-
grandson: Sigebert (d. 557), Chilperic (d. 584),nttam (d.593), and Chidebert II
(d.594). Unlike many of his contemporaries, GrgtoHistory does not attempt to

whitewash the Merovingians. He depicts them ag #utually appeared to him.



The second key source with respect to Charlesd\{land the Merovingian world
is theFourth Book of the Chronicle of Fredegavritten by a man historians have termed
Pseudo-Fredegar. Th@hronicleis important because it is the only source hist@ria
have for many of the events of the Merovingian qekri The work is different from that
of Gregory and other sources such as Einha&itesof Charlemagnein that it does not
contain much of the author's commentary. It i©egicle, not a biography or work of
history. The author of the chronicle was not mearite known by his audience. He was
an anonymous observer. All that can be gathereditathe author is that he was a
supporter of the Carolingians. TIkroniclecan best be viewed as a compilation of a
number of sources attempting to explain what eveagpened and when these events
were.

The third key source on the life of Charles MaitelWillibald's Life of Saint
Boniface written around 765. Unlike Gregory of Touksistory or Pseudo-Fredegar's
Chronicle thelLife is a hagiographical work designed for religiouspmses. This means
that some aspects of it may not be entirely aceur@heLife is, however, very important
in understanding Martel's relationship with the i€tein Church.

According to Richard Marius, "the current mood historical studies is to be
skeptical about how much individual leaders mayoagaish on their own." The aim of
this thesis is to turn this on its head. True, telacould not have accomplished
everything he did without a number of factors hafgphim. These factors include the
men in his armies, the men who helped him run theaty, the weather, the actions of
foreign powers, and the power of fortune. ChaMestel is different from other leaders.

He was an illegitimate child. He was not expedtedbecome the leader of the Franks.



This thesis answers how Martel was able to do thitse purpose of this thesis is to place
Martel into his proper historical context. He ©s be seen as a bridge between the

Merovingian world and the Carolingian world.



Chapter 2: Kingship in the Merovingian Period

A key to understanding the world of Charles Maidghe Merovingian concept of
kingship. The system of inheritance utilized bg Merovingians is extremely important
for understanding Merovingian kingship. Throughthus chapter, Clovis is used as the
model of a Merovingian king. Connected with Clowise role of gift-giver is shown as
the most important action fulfilled by the king.in&lly, the importance of signs and
portents in the perception of a king's reign wélibvestigated.

The inheritance rights for the leadership of theerdingians are quite
enlightening about Merovingian kingship. The intarce was noprimogeniture where
the eldest son would be given the kingdom. Instdeelkingdom would be split between
the sons, a system known as partible inheritarfée. example, when King Childebert
died in 596, the kingdom was split between his sdiseudebert and Theuderic, "of
whom Theudebert obtained Austrasia” and "Theudesucceeded Guntramn in
Burgundy." This inheritance system gave certavaathges to the Franks. One of the
advantages is that it gave kingdoms natural alliBsis can be seen ifthe Agreement of
Childebert I and Chlothar | For Keeping the Peaoeade sometime between 511 and
558. At the end of this agreement, the two kirjstly state that "since, by God's grace,
brotherly love maintains an unbroken bond betwesgentenariiare to have the right to
pursue thieves and follow the tracks they leavéniwibur adjoining provinces." This
meant that one king's men could enter into theratagon's borders in order to pursue a
criminal. This would have been very helpful in pgg each kingdom stable and the

residents of each kingdom happy with the other.



Most kings had more than one son, and this ledgrablems. When this
happened, a person's natural greed and impatiende be used by other Frankish
leaders. One of the more interesting episodesroatauring the reign of Clovis. Clovis
sent a message to Chloderic, son of Sigibert, tleatwould ally with Chloderic if
Chloderic could kill Sigibert. Chloderic prompthssassinated his own father. This
shows two things about familial relations under Merovingians. First, it shows that
sons were willing to kill their fathers for the ¢l to gain power earlier than they would
have normally. The second thing that this showikas the Merovingians were not above
bribery to remove a rival. In this instance, Ckoused the promise of an early succession
and the promise of an alliance to get rid of a pidly troublesome king.

The case of King Guntram (c. 584) proves enligimig with regard to Frankish
inheritance. Guntram's brother Charibert, rulePafis and its surrounding regions, died
leaving his wife Fredegund and an infant son. Fgadd offered Guntram control of
Paris if he would raise Charibert's son. He a@skpgathered his army, and marched on
to Paris where he was then welcomed into the citin this instance, it appears that
inheritance could be passed down through adopti@aontram's adoption of Charibert's
son made him into Charibert. He was thus enttitethke the city. It is interesting that
Fredegund asked Guntram to come. She does notnadiigiage, but says that she will be
"his humble servant." There was another claimarRdris, though. Guntram's nephew,
Childebert, wished to have part of Charibert's sandhildebert claimed that Guntram
had made a treaty with him, and that if Guntram Mawt give him what they had
agreed upon previously, he should "at least dowththold from him [Childebert] that

part of Childebert's kingdom which is his by righ&untram read the treaty differently.



According to Guntram, the treaty "stipulates thihne of us should enter the city of
Paris without the prior agreement of his brother,should thereupon forfeit his share."
Obviously, both Guntram and Childebert understotddébert to have taken the place
of his father in this agreement as the "broth&hildebert thought that because Guntram
was now in Paris, that Childebert would receive ¢hg. Guntram, however, saw that
two of his brothers, Sigibert and Chilperic hadeeetl Paris beforehand. Both men
"incurred the vengeance of God and the maledigiimmised in the pact.” Unlike his
brothers, Guntram had not died upon entering ttye dile believed that this meant that
he had not broken the treaty. In Guntram's mirdwuld have died if he had broken
the treaty, but because he did not, he must begh#ul ruler of Paris.

It is also important to examine thex Salica or Salic Law of Merovingian Gaul.
The Salic Law is a law code, but its first issu®unknown. Most scholarship suggests
that it was promulgated under Clovis, but this $afship is, at best, an educated guess.
All that is known is that it was more than likelyitten in the early sixth century and that
it was written in Latin, though it does contain somords in Frankish. Thieex Salica
contains laws regulating a number of things, buttlds study, it is most important that
its regulations regarding inheritance be analyzed.

Title 59 ofLex Salicaconcerns inheritance. Its first rule is thats@meone dies
leaving no children, should his mother survive,het succeed to the inheritance." This
law allowed property to stay in one family. A maithout children, if he died with a
living relative, could die knowing that his land wd stay within his family. This line of
reasoning continues in the second guideline, pitmagrthat "should there be no mother,

but the deceased leaves a brother or sister,dat gucceed to the inheritance." This line



sheds light on the earlier case of Guntram. Is thiv, one sees the correctness of
Guntram's earlier actions with regard to his takafgParis. Charibert was Guntram's

brother, meaning that by this law, Guntram andinhers would receive the land of

Charibert if he had no son. Charibert had a sahhls son was too young to succeed to
the throne. Guntram's adoption of the son, thrahghnsistence of Fredegund, made the
succession law void by, in effect, removing Chatibeson. The land would then be

given to the brothers of Charibert. Guntram's ot were now dead. According to this
law, Guntram rightfully gained control of Paris.

There is an odd line in Title 59 béx Salicathat does not seem to fit with the rest
of the title, but it is important to note it fositater importance. The final line states that
"with regard to the land, no inheritance shall g@rtto the woman, but the land in its
entirety shall pertain to the male sex who areha [of the sister and mother's sister.]"
Throughout Title 59, a sister or mother is allowedget the inheritance. This line
appears to repudiate that. It is quite possihbt the inheritance mentioned in the
beginning of Title 59 only applies to material pessions, whereas land would only go to
the male. This would mean that only a man coulel an area, as the area ruled would be
by inheritance of land. Once again using Guntraohlas taking of Paris as an example,
Fredegund, by this law, needed to have a male leothe land. If this male did not
appear, the land would fall out of her family. @Gam was the man she decided to rule
the land, probably due to his blood relation to @et. This line would play an
important role in Charles Martel's rise to power.

One of the more important aspects of a king'swae understanding the complex

system of gift-giving in the Frankish world. A Ikash king needed to command



absolute loyalty from his men. Gift-giving proveatally important to gaining this
loyalty. The rule of Clovis (482-511) proves ehligning on this topic. During Clovis's
war with Syagrius, Clovis's men, who, along witlo@s, were not Christians at the time,
looted many churches. One of the items lootedawvesalice "of great size and wondrous
workmanship." The bishop of the church pleaded W@tbvis to return this chalice and
Clovis agreed. However, when Clovis asked his toarot take the chalice as theirs, one
of his soldiers broke the chalice with his battleaxClovis returned the broken chalice to
the bishop and waited until the end of the yearmylduring a routine inspection of his
men, came upon the same man who had smashed theesciwad "split his skull" as
punishment for his earlier transgression. Why @idvis not kill the man immediately
for challenging his rule? The man who destroyexl dhalice was not rebelling against
Clovis, but was instead rebuking him. The Meroiang had a complex system of gift-
giving. In claiming the chalice for himself, Clevihad, in the minds of his men,
overstepped his bounds as king. At the time & itlcident, Clovis did not have enough
power over his men to successfully claim this d®ali By the end of the year, however,
Clovis had consolidated enough power to exactdvsrge.

Another episode in which Clovis showed his powaswn the conversion of his
army to Catholic Christianity. According to Gregasf Tours, Clovis called a meeting
with his men to discuss conversion, and all of then present voted to convert to
Catholic Christianity. As previously seen, Clowas a man who did not like his power
to be questioned. It would be assumed then, timnwhe decided to convert, that he
would force his men to convert. However, if Gregm to be believed, this was not the

case. Why would Clovis have suddenly become alitagan ruler? In truth, he did not.



However, there were some very good reasons fomuigi that it was the decision of
Clovis's men rather than the decision of the kinbhe first reason is that the other
Germanic tribes of the region were adherents cA\Christianity. Gregory wanted to
show that Clovis's entire tribe wanted to converthe Roman, and in Gregory's eyes
correct, version of Christianity. This gave, ine@ory's mind, a superiority to the Franks
over the other Germanic tribes. The actions ofRrfenks would be supported because
they had all, by choice, decided to follow Cathdicristianity.

It is of little importance whether Clovis' decisiavas truly egalitarian. When
Clovis and his men gathered to be baptized, Cltasked that he might be baptized
first." Clovis then went to Remigius, bishop diédms, and was baptized. He was the
ruler of the Franks. Even if the men had all vpt€tbvis was not going to have his
authority questioned. He was the leader, and lsegomg to be baptized first.

Using the reign of Clovis as a model for Merovamgikingship, however, is
problematic. Clovis was entirely unique. He was man who first unified the Franks.
He was the man who tied them to Catholic ChristyanHe had power over his men and
lands that later kings did not have. So, Clovis ba used as a model, but it must be
remembered that he is unique.

Frankish kings needed to show that they weredggimate rulers. Sometimes,
proving this legitimacy became quite creative. pxsviously mentioned, Clovis had
tricked the son of a neighboring king to kill thaadx After killing Sigibert, the king,
Chloderic, the son, then sent for Clovis to come give him his alliance. Clovis sent a
message back that he would send soldiers to inspedteasury left over from Sigibert.

Chloderic did as he was asked and Clovis sent finigy &0 inspect the treasury. The



soldiers asked Chloderic to place his hand onregmestire and, acting on Clovis' orders,
the soldiers then killed him. After his death, G came to Sigibert's domain and
assured the people that he had played no roleeirdéaths of Sigibert and Chloderic.
After this the men of the area made Clovis thelemu Clovis had tricked Chloderic into
killing his father and then tricked Chloderic it own death in order to gain control of
land without the use of military force.

Clovis was chosen to be the leader of the Fraoks freason. He had proven to
be the best person at giving them gifts. Clovis \ahle to send treasure, even if this
treasure led to the deaths of others. Clovis'semcould also offer the region protection,
another form of a gift. He had gained legitimagygiving the people what they wanted,
and by doing it in a better way than the othermile

In a similar vein, and a topic which will be exa®d more thoroughly,
Christianity could also be used to prove legitimacyn example is the reign of
Guntramn, a Frankish king whose territories cewteo@ Burgundy. According to
Pseudo-Fredegar, "all the neighboring peoples bangraises in full." Guntramn "when
with his bishops... conducted himself like onetlwdm; contributed generously to the
relief of the poor... founded a monastery..." ahd trdered the convening of a synod of
forty bishops.” Guntramn, it appears, was engagegift-giving to the Church. The
Church was a powerful force in the region, and thebably felt that they deserved the
same treatment as other tribes. If they were gtingupport the Merovingians, they
wanted to be paid. Guntramn, by giving them land &uildings, paid them. The
Church then supported Guntramn's actions. It whialde seemed as though Guntramn

had been chosen by God to be the King of the Franks



Being a king during the Merovingian period broughith it a number of
challenges, one of them being the importance afssand portents in the perception of
the actions and remembrance of a king. ThrouglhatChronicle Pseudo-Fredegar
references signs before nearly every major evEot.example, in Childebert's third year
as king, "many signs were seen in the sky. A comat seen.” Later during this year,
Childebert's forces defeated the Warni in suchshiten that "few indeed of that people
survived." The signs would have been interpretedGod placing his favor on
Childebert. However, many of the signs are not mgjiegplanations. Pseudo-Fredegar
assumes that his readers already understand thaingeaf most of the signs he
references. This means that belief in the impadaof these signs was widespread
during the time of the Franks. Any sign in the skyuld have been interpreted by the
people as either God's favor or disfavor with amacoof a king.

Kingship was important to the Merovingians. Theharitance rights of
Merovingian leadership gave some advantages td-taeks. This can be seen in the
case of Guntram and his taking of Paris, as welhad.ex Salica Kings during this
period needed to command absolute loyalty fronr imein in order to lead successfully.
These kings also had to prove that they were theireate rulers. Finally, each king

needed to know the importance of signs in the i@e of their actions.



Chapter 3: Church and State Relations in the Magan World

The complicated relationship between the Merowngi and the Catholic
Christian church in Gaul played a major role in & Martel's rise to power and this
chapter details explains the relationship betwdamrah and state. Following Clovis'
conversion to Catholic Christianity in 496, and rJvgefore his conversion during his
interaction with the Arian tribes surrounding hithe church and state of Merovingian
Gaul were linked. The interaction between kingd bishops led to policy changes and
shows the power of the episcopacy during the peri®ghops in Gaul supported certain
factions, and, it can be assumed, led to the catgwé a number of lands. Merovingian
kings and queens had the power to select, remage,sapport bishops. Finally, the
implementation of a monastic immunity policy leda@hange in the Merovingian policy
regarding the Church.

The most important source for the study of thatrehship of the church and state
in the Merovingian World is Gregory of Toutdistory of the Franks Gregory wrote his
History while he was presiding over one of the principahbprics in Gaul, the See of
Martin of Tours. This position gave Gregory a sgelook into the workings of both the
church in Gaul and the workings of the Merovingsate. It is impossible to ignore his
importance to the study of this period and topibere are, however, problems which can
arise when studying Gregory. He was a biased iddal. He wrote people a certain
way in hisHistory because he knew those people would be remembetbdtiway. He
was also a product of his time. Gregory was algcarferank, but a Gallo-Roman. Thus,

not every word of Gregory can be taken as compleftaid.



It is also fundamental that one understands the agbArian Christianity during
the settling of Gaul by the Germanic tribes. Tloigrf of Christianity, formed by Arius in
Alexandria, Egypt, in the early fourth century, okeh the principles of orthodox
Christianity that stated that Jesus was God andJgsus was co-eternal with the Father.
At the time of Clovis, every Germanic tribe, inclogl most of the Burgundians, which
had converted to Christianity had converted torenfof Arianism.

It is impossible to discuss the church in MeroiamgGaul without discussing the
conversion of Clovis to Catholic Christianity. ®is was born a non-Christian Frank but
married a Catholic, Clotild, who was a Burgundia@lotild bore a son and wanted to
have the child baptized. According to Gregory afuis, her arguments proved
persuasive and Clovis agreed to have his son leabtiZhe son, however, died shortly
after the baptism. Clovis, understandably, blarGéatild's god. This did not stop her
from having their second son and having him bagtiz&his second son became sick
shortly after his baptism, causing Clovis to comtrtbat "no sooner is he baptized in the
name of your Christ than he will die." This chiletovered, according to Gregory, after
Clotild prayed to God. After losing one son anénhelosing another, Clovis was not
receptive to his wife's pleas that he be baptinénl Christianity. It is understandable that
Clovis blamed his wife's god for the problems irs lsions' health. This changed,
however, when he went to war with the Alamanni, theo tribe in Clovis' region.
According to Gregory, Clovis was in the procesdosing a battle when he decided to
call upon the god of Clotild to come to his aidt id unclear why Clovis decided to

change his mind about Clotild's god, but perhapsh&e decided he had run out of



options. Amazingly, the tide of battle immediatalyned and Clovis' army won. Clovis
credited Christ with the victory and went to Reragyibishop of Rheims, to be baptized.

Clovis' conversion is important in a number of wayFirst, Clovis converted to
Catholic Christianity along with his men. The ikka were the first Germanic tribe to do
this. If they had converted to Arianism, it is tguiikely that Catholic Christianity would
have been overwhelmed by the Germans at its dporstée main rivals of the Franks,
the Visigoths and Vandals, were both Arians. EtrenBurgundians, of whom Clotild
was a member, were predominantly Arian. Clovis\varsion, and the tribes' mass
conversion, set the tribe apart from the rest efttibes in western Europe. Second,
Gregory's depiction of Clovis' conversion is intriigg. Gregory sets Clovis up as a hew
Constantine. Gregory wanted Clovis to be seenwaig to cause the Franks to protect
and follow the church. Unlike Constantine, Clowias baptized almost immediately and
was baptized with his men.  Gregory went to suokatlengths to tie Clovis to
Constantine for another reason other than protectiGregory wanted Clovis to be
Roman and to have ties with Rome. This would @gvegory power in both the Church
and in the state in Gaul. There was a politrealson for Clovis' conversion, as well.
Gaul was mainly inhabited by Gallo-Romans who aeltieto Catholic Christianity.
Gregory of Tours was a member of this group. Cdmg to Catholic Christianity
allowed Clovis and his tribe to more easily assateilthe Gallo-Romans.

An area in which the relationship between chunuth state is especially apparent
is the conversation between Gundobad and Bishopuswduring the reign of Clovis
recorded by Gregory of Tours. Gundobad, who rtihedprovince of Marseille, wished

to be baptized into Catholic Christianity. He &l®d to Vienne, where he asked the



bishop of the city, Avitus, who was considered & hman due to his actions during an
earthquake, to "anoint him with chrism in secreAVitus refused to anoint him and told
him that it would appear that Gundobad was "pandério the people if he was baptized
in secret. God would know that Gundobad was scafetitnessing the faith, and this
made Gundobad a coward in the eyes of God. Aulg him that "it is therefore
preferable that they should learn the truth undemydirection, rather than that at your
death they should continue in their errors." Iis tepisode, a bishop is rebuking the
leader of a tribe. There are two things that Gregeanted to show in this rebuke about
the Merovingian world. First, he wanted to usetAsias a model so that other bishops
would not be scared of kings. At this point in éimGundobad was not a Catholic
Christian. Although it is unclear what Gundobddith officially was, it is quite possible
that he was an Arian. This can be implied from @bad asking Avitus to "anoint" him.
Liturgical anointing was used to switch from Ariam to Catholicism, as seen in the
conversion of Lanthechild, a sister of Clovis. At rebuke of Gundobad could have
resulted in Avitus' death. It would have been ustmdable if Avitus had kept his
silence and anointed Gundobad. In this instanbeugh, Avitus declined and,
amazingly, scolded Gundobad and told him how heilshbe ruling his people. This
implies that Avitus did not fear Gundobad's merecdd, this incident shows that non-
Catholic Christians respected the power of bishops. previously mentioned, Avitus
was famous for his actions during an earthquakbkerregion. Gundobad came to him to
be anointed because he was perceived to be imporfdter experiencing this rebuke,

Gundobad could have gone to another bishop ingb®m and been anointed, but he did



not. Avitus' word was law. Gundobad was not gdmgo against what the bishop of his
region had said, especially due to Avitus' peragis@nnection with God.

What can also be seen in an examination of theoiiggian Church is a history
of bishops supporting certain Germanic factions1 ekample is the case of Quintianus,
Bishop of Rodez, a city in southwestern Gaul néar Pyrenees, who served during
Clovis' efforts to unite the tribes. Earlier in iQuanus' time as bishop, Clovis had met
with King Alaric Il of the Visigoths to discuss atliance. Quintianus openly supported
this alliance, but, it appears, he was too entistisiabout it. The various tribes in his
bishopric revolted and forced him to flee Rodezewnsibly as an act to show their
displeasure with a possible Frankish takeover efRbdez region of Gaul. This episode
shows that the bishops in Gaul were willing to g&pea political matters. There is,
however, another possible motive that the citizeay have had in ousting the bishop.
After hearing of Quintianus' ouster, Clovis told ministers that "Arians occupy a part of
Gaul" and that, "with God's help," he would remawvel convert them. Gregory wants us
to believe that Clovis invaded the territory at tequest of Quintianus. It is possible that
Quintianus was removed from his post because thigdths thought that he would invite
Clovis into the territory to convert them. Gregalyes state that "the Ruthénois [one of
the tribes in Rodez] went so far as to accuse Hiwishing to accept the rule of the
Franks." This "rule of the Franks" could have me#émt the barbarian tribes, Catholic
Christianity. Clovis' subsequent invasion and @swn of the territory to Catholic
Christianity does lend credence to their fears.thi$ is true, this incident shows that

bishops had the power to call upon the Merovingiags in order to convert an area.



Merovingian leaders also had the power to choasigops. Under the reign of
Chilperic of Neustria (d. 584), a number of merdrito remove Aetherius from his
bishopric. Gregory of Tours relates that the nraishied off to King Chilperic to ask for
the bishopric." This action implies that the Kimgd the ability to choose and remove the
bishops in his lands. This power would have gitrenKing considerable influence in the
Church's affairs. If the King could remove a bighai any time, then the bishops of his
land would want to support him. This, however, slo®t fit into the previously told
story of Avitus. Being that Avitus was bishop dwgithe reign of Clovis, it is
conceivable that the bishops had lost some of giirer in the intervening years. In this
way, Aetherius' story does not call into questiontés' story. There is another possible
reason for the inconsistencies in the story. Fifstitus was a miracle-performing
bishop. Gregory does not relate whether or nohémis was able to perform miracles.
It is probable that the Franks would not want tgeana bishop who they believed had
powers from God. Not having these powers, Aetlsemiould have been seen as just
another, albeit important, person in Chilperic'sndm. Second, Aetherius does not seem
to have had a devoted group of followers. Men a@th&rius' province wanted to remove
him from power. This did not happen to Avitus. iSfimeans that removing Aetherius
presented less risk of revolt to Chilperic.

It must be noted, however, that Chilperic did rehove Aetherius. In fact, he
sent for Guntram, Chilperic's brother and king oheaghboring province, to restore
Aetherius to his See and proceeded to give Aetbaifts. This meant, in no uncertain
terms, that Chilperic supported Aetherius. Whéturning to his See, Aetherius stopped

in every city between him and his city. While lgége cities, he received, according to



Gregory, "so much wealth" that "he had difficulty carrying home all that he had
received.” On their own, these gifts appear toreeely attempts by the heads of these
cities trying to gain favor with Aetherius. In thy it is much more probable that these
men were giving Aetherius gifts not to gain hisdg\wut to gain favor from Chilperic.
Aetherius now had Chilperic's endorsement, so stipgoAetherius would be seen as
supporting Chilperic. In this way, Chilperic's pawto name, replace, and support
bishops gave him an advantage over his rivals amgepover his lands.

In other cases, bishops owed their appointmémtthe king. This can be
assumed due to the numerous appointments of bighagisceses where they had no or
few local ties. Some examples include BaudinuBoairs, Flavius at Chalons, Licerius at
Arles, and Charimer at Verdun. Being placed inaega where he was not from could
cause problems for a bishop, even for an estallishehop such as Gregory, who
claimed to be related to thirteen of his predeasssén Gregory's case, Riculf, a fellow
priest, felt that Gregory was an outsider, and pins/ed unhelpful in Gregory's dealings
with Leudast, one of Gregory's greatest enemies tgascent to the episcopacy. Fear
of similar problems led Bishop Dalmatius of Rodezréquest that his successor be a
local man. There is evidence that kings made nowoseiother appointments to the
episcopacy. Some of these men include Chlotha(dl' 629) appointment of Amandus,
Balthild's appointment of Leodegar to Autun, andp II's appointment of Lantbert to
Lyon. A prime example of a royal appointment tbishopric is Desiderius of Cahors in
the seventh century. Before his appointment, @esid had served Chlothar Il as
treasurer and had functioned as governor of Maesir a number of years. Chlothar,

apparently pleased with Desiderius' success, gawehe position of bishop of Cahors, a



city directly west of Rodez in southwestern GauBfter his appointment to the
episcopacy, Desiderius concerned himself mainhhwite administration of his city.
According to lan Wood, it is probable that Desidsticity planning was done at the
behest of the royal court. In these ways, it indbat kings were very involved with the
selection of bishops in their regions.

The practice of kings having a say in who was ckged to the service of God had
roots dating back to the first Christian Merovingiking. Clovis persuaded a number of
his relatives to join convents, including his sisfdbofled. Clovis recommended a
number of people for the priesthood. One of thesa, and the one who best serves as
an example of Clovis' power in ministerial appoietits, was Claudius. Remigius,
bishop of Rheims, ordained Claudius to the priesthofollowing Clovis'
recommendation. Remigius then learned from thi&erobishops that Claudius had
abducted a man shortly before his ordination. tAlee bishops recommended that
Claudius be removed. Remigius refused, statinghbaacted on "the word of the most
excellent king, who was not only a preacher buefender of the Catholic faith." The
king wanted Claudius to be a priest, so Remigius gaang to allow Claudius to remain a
priest. This was not to be questioned. From timg, can see the power of the king in the
realm of clerical appointments.

The practice of monastic exemption is importanutalerstanding Merovingian
policy as it regards the Church. Monastic exenmptigiven by royal charter, freed
certain monasteries from civil and episcopal intation. For example, Clovis Il granted
immunities to the monastery of St. Denis and hisequ Balthild, gave exemptions to the

monasteries of St. Denis, St. Germain, St. MedatdAignan, and St. Martin once they



adopted monastiRulesin the late seventh century. There were manyoreaor the
court to grant these privileges to monasteriesst At was expected that the royal family
would be remembered in the monastery's prayers, éhauring them of a good rule and
the promise of salvation after death. Second, @upyf a monastery could lead to the
monarch's reign being remembered fondly in thistories being produced at the
monasteries. There were problems encountered whenunities were given.
Sometimes, a monarch would revoke an immunity itlistiked the previous ruler. For
this reason, monasteries like Nivelles, Faremositiend Sadalberga went through phases
where they were nearly disbanded. Immunities bgiagn to a monastery led to clashes
with the local bishops. From the standpoint ofishbp, monastic immunities stopped a
major source of revenue, control, and supply. Maishops did not remain quiet during
these perceived injustices. Their actions, howes@metimes led to deleterious effects.
During the reign of Balthild, nine bishops died andnysterious circumstances after
publicly rebuking the queen for granting immunitigs certain monasteries. Her later
removal from power and sequestration at a nunmef6#4 could be seen as a victory for
a number of bishops. Her ouster, though, did eatllto the end of the Merovingian
practice of granting monastic immunities. By thel ef Chlothar 1lI's (d. 673) reign,
monastic immunity had become the key element ofoMagian policy as regards the
Church. This policy would play a large role in @bea Martel's later reign.

The role of the Church during the Merovingian pédris a key to understanding
the time. In some cases, bishops, such as Avielsiked the kings in the area where
they were stationed. At other times, Merovingi@ghbps supported certain factions, and

this support led to later invasions. Merovingiangs gave themselves the power to



appoint and depose bishops, and this power led termarkable association between the
episcopacy and the monarchy. The support givem lbyng to a bishop also proved
important. Finally, near the end of the Merovimgaynasty, the royal court implemented
a policy of monastic immunity. This policy, while gave certain advantages to the
monarch, led to clashes with the local bishopsis pblicy later played a role in Charles

Martel's reign.



Chapter 4: Martel's Rise to Power

Charles Martel's rise to power was a time of gebainge and violence. The stage
was set by the rule of Pippin of Herstal, Mart&ther, as mayor of the palace. The time
shortly after Pippin's death resulted in what antediio a seismic shift in Gaul. Charles
Martel was the new man in charge. Patronage woeldsed to gain allies to strengthen
the new Carolingian dynasty at the expense of teeoMngians. The regions of Neustria
and Austrasia would once again be united. The &@hwould be packed with pro-Martel
bishops. This chapter follows three key pointde tule of Pippin of Herstal, the
Frankish civil war won by Martel, and Martel's irdetion with the church during and
immediately after the war. This was a time of gdaange.

The rule of Pippin of Herstal, also called Pipflinvas exceedingly important to
the rise of Charles Martel. Pippin's domains wetgemely important to the rise of the
Carolingians. One of these Austrasian domainsNamsur, an area containing the lower
Meuse basin, which would later become the econdrage of the Carolingians. Pippin
was on good terms with two bishops, as well, aeddlgave the soon to be Carolingians,
now Pippinids, new authority and legitimacy. Prppias married to Itta, the sister of the
Bishop of Trier, and was a good friend of Arnuéitdr Bishop of Metz. This relationship
with Arnulf was the most important. Metz was thapital of Austrasia, and as bishop,
Arnulf was given control over administration of tlogty and the education of the
Austrasian prince. As a favor to Arnulf, King Gtar Il had placed Pippin I of Landen,
friend of Arnulf and the father of Pippin of Hersta the position of mayor of the palace
of Austrasia around 614. As mayor of the palagepiR of Landen governed Austrasia

with Arnulf, who, after Clothar II's death, left tlecome a monastic, leaving Pippin of



Landen sole administrator of Austrasia. After Rippf Landen's death in 687, Pippin of
Herstal took over as mayor of the palace and cesde@@arolingian control over
Austrasia. He first ruled in the name of Theudélicwho died in 691. After this,
Pippin of Herstal installed three more kings befoi® death in 714: Clovis IV in 691,
Childebert 11l in 695, and Dagobert Ill in 711. i$lpower of installing kings illustrates
that even at this point in time the mayor of theapa had a great deal of power. He was
able to appoint kings. It was true that the kiragl ho be Merovingian, a descendant of
Clovis, but the mayor of the palace was still tiffiecer doing the appointing. From this
position as mayor of the palace, the Carolingiansld/ gain the legitimacy they would
later use to rule the Franks.

One thing one must notice when studying Charlegd¥la rise to power is that it
was, in large part, a rupture with the past. Mantas the illegitimate son of Pippin of
Herstal. He also never became king. He was her@vingian, but he was a Frank.

Upon his father's death in 714 Martel was imprezbhy one of the families of the
region. While Martel was imprisoned, the wife oippin of Herstal, Plectrudis,
attempted to take control of all of Pippin's landd$nder the previously mentioned Salic
law, she was not supposed to do this. A numbénemen in Pippin's lands rose up and
decided to rule themselves. Their first objectivas to go to war with Theudoald, the
Austrasian king Pippin had served under. This besganething akin to a Frankish civil
war. The forces met in battle and the rebelliotenks forced King Theudoald to flee
from the field. These men did not finish their pdoy pursuing and killing Theudoald.
Instead, they named one of their company, Ragamimayor of the palace and placed

him under Theudoald. Like Pippin before him, Rafyach did have a large amount of



autonomy. His first action was to march to the Bkeand intimidate Radbod, the leader
of the Frisians, into making a treaty with themhefle is no reason to believe that this
action was supported or recommended by TheudodWhrtel would later use this
incident as a model in his own rule.

Martel managed to escape, according to Pseudefaed "by God's help.”
Shortly after his escape, the Merovingian high Kiagobert died and Chilperic 1l was
named king by Ragamfred in 715. Sensing that wWas his time to strike, Martel
decided to raise an army to confront the Frisiarng) had invaded the area believing that
Pippin's death would cripple the Austrasians, seghi breaking their treaty with
Ragamfred. However, Martel's army was defeatedrendas forced to retreat to the
Ardennes for the next year. For Martel, victorepRadbod and the Frisians would have
meant instant credibility with the Austrasians. teuld have been seen, despite his
birth, as the legitimate successor of Pippin ofdthdr

In 716, Martel once again ventured out. He defié@ combined Neustrian and
Austrasian army under Chilperic and Ragamfred ablne, which allowed Martel to
recapture Verdun. Verdun was important as it wdsdr by Wulfoald, an ally of the
Merovingians and a man who would later support BarfThis capture of Verdun also
allowed Martel to gain an alliance with Verdun'shimp, Peppo, who was given a number
of former Neustrian lands by Martel. Martel kndvatt an alliance with the established
Church in Gaul would be helpful when he was finaligtorious. It is very likely that
Peppo persuaded Wulfoald to support Martel, angl diance would become one of the
most important for Martel throughout his life. Behding Peppo allowed Martel to have

influence in cities far from his own base of openas. It also allowed him to get



alliances in Peppo's region through his supporhalfy, it gave him legitimacy through

God. Peppo, as bishop of Verdun, would have haskesasaid for Martel, and Martel's
victories following these masses would be seen @3 @anting favor to Martel. This

view can be seen in Fredegar's reference to "Guafs' in the escape of Martel from
imprisonment. The favor of God was important te ffranks. Bishop Peppo gave
Martel this favor.

Martel continued on from Verdun and defeated tleaidtrians at Vinchy in 717,
driving them back to Paris, where the Neustriansildvde unable to interfere with
Martel. He then besieged Paris and took Colog@eilperic Il fled to Aquitaine and
took refuge with Duke Odo. Martel then returned Aostrasia where he regained
Pippin's lost fortune, placed himself in the pasitof mayor of the palace, and placed a
Merovingian on the throne as Chlothar IV. Martefgointment of Chlothar IV as king
shows that he realized two things about the Frartksst, it shows that Martel did not
believe he had enough power and support to namselfiking. Martel remembered the
problems encountered by his great-uncle Grimoattimoald, after the king he was
serving under died, decided to place his own sokireg. Grimoald had the king's son,
Dagobert II, tonsured and sent to Ireland to becammnk. He then placed his own son,
Childebert the Adopted, upon the throne of Austrasihe Neustrians, however, were
unhappy with their family being removed from anaase close to their lands. They lured
Grimoald and Childebert into Neustria, probably dffering an alliance, and had both
men killed. This episode shamed the Carolingiaftis.appeared, from a context of
legitimacy, to be a grab for power that the Caghns had no right to gain. Pseudo-

Fredegar, a supporter of the Carolingian dynastgyds this entire episode out of his



history. It only survives in Merovingian and chlarsources. Martel remembered this
incident, and he probably thought that if he hadedsomething similar he and his family
would have met the same fate as Grimoald. Seddadgl wanted to be seen as a king-
maker. By placing Chlothar IV on the throne, Matas making the statement that he
was the most powerful man in Austrasia. He couskenkings and, presumably, remove
them. He was not to be questioned. Although he mat king, he was going to act as
king, just as Ragamfred had done during Marte|xsizisy.

This incident shows three things about CharlestdllarThe first is that he was a
persistent and able military leader. Although aiefl in his first assault, he retreated,
regrouped, and took the fight back to his enemidse second is that he understood that
he needed legitimacy to rule, and that that legityncould only be gained through
alliances with the Church and the Merovingian dyyasFinally, Martel knew that he
could use force to give himself some legitimacy,saen in his restoration of Pippin's
treasury and his subsequent appointment of hirasetiayor of the palace.

Placing Chlothar IV on the throne did not end Enenkish civil war, though it did
begin its conclusion. Throughout the civil wamprfr 715-24, Martel fought in at least
eight major military engagements. Of these, he dwdt the first. With this string of
military victories, Martel appeared to the inhabttga of Gaul to be the man on the
ascendancy. As the years passed, fewer and fexepigpwanted to fight him, and more
and more people wanted to join him. This cause kelped by the treasury he now
controlled through his puppet king in Chlothar I\With this treasury, Martel began to
drive his enemies out of their own area of Neustiiia gaining this new territory, men

who had followed Pippin began to come out of thedslvs from which they were hiding



from Ragamfred and Chilperic, such as Hugo, Bersgramd Rotgarius, all important
Franks in the areas which had rebelled. The axidof their support lent to Martel the
men and supplies to push through Neustria anditakgéhe name of Chlothar. Of these
men, the most interesting was Rotgarius. Rotganuso lived in Le Mans, had
previously been a supporter of Ragamfred. He $mvMartel appeared to be winning
and switched sides. Rotgarius' defection signtilecend of any true hope of victory for
the Neustrians. In this way, it can be seen thebry and treasure was used to sway a
campaign in Martel's favor.

The situation of the Catholic Church in Gaul dgrthe civil war is important to
note. Some clergy, notably Rigobert of Rheims @edestinus of Ghent attempted to
remain neutral. Rigobert, bishop of Rheims, enkastel's life in 717 as Martel was
besieging Vinchy. Martel wanted to enter the cdthkat Rheims to pray for victory.
Rigobert refused Martel's request, claiming thatase God had not yet decided who
would win between Martel and Ragamfred, Rigoberidanot show any special favor to
any of the combatants. The story of Rigobert didend well, and it shall be related in
the later section on punishment under Martel. Biyi Celestinus of Ghent attempted
to remain neutral. Celestinus, who was the abb&t.oPeter's monastery in Ghent (now
located in Belgium), should have had an easier temeaining neutral than Rigobert, as
Celestinus was not the head of a city but rathemanastery in the countryside.
Celestinus, however, had powerful enemies, andeth&rsemies told Martel that
Ragamfred had received letters of support from Sieles and that he wished to sabotage
Martel's plans in the region. In response, Manerched on the monastery, drove

Celestinus from it, and gave the monastery's laod®me of his followers. For Martel,



there was no neutrality with regard to the ChurclBaul. They could either support him
or be punished.

Martel's enemies wished, like him, to have chuschrd monasteries as allies.
From 716-18, Chilperic gave ten charters to momigst@nd bishops. In contrast, Martel
and his puppets only issued five charters throughtioel period of the civil war. This
implies one of two things. The first is that Marntgas not in a stable enough position
throughout much of the war to give charters. He Wasy trying to consolidate power
and to reform his army while Chilperic was ableus® his position as king to issue as
many charters as he pleased. The second is thige@d wanted, or had, to use a soft
touch to get the churches on his side. Unlike Bla@hilperic did not have the resources
to go on a campaign to each monastery and cathedmtimidate the abbot or bishop
into supporting him. As the aggressor in the wae, monasteries and cathedrals would
have been en route to Martel's objectives.

It is Martel's victory at Soissons in 718 thatcks a change in his relationship
with the Church during the civil war. Victory abiSsons gave Martel control of the
region surrounding Paris, which included the masraest of St. Denis and St. Wandrille.
St. Denis was one of the most important Christisgssn Gaul and was an important site
for the Merovingians, holding the tombs of theings. Forming an alliance with it
would give Martel immediate influence in the aredle thus became the monastery's
protector, a relationship that existed throughast liie. St. Wandrille is much more
intriguing. Benignus, one of the men who had goe hiding during Ragamfred's rule,
was restored to his previous position as abbohefrbonastery in 719. Another of the

once-hidden men, Hugo, became Martel's emissa8t.tovadrille. Hugo, who was the



son of the prominent man Drogo, gave a large nurobegifts to St. Wadrille at the
insistence of Martel. After Benignus' death, Chauthen placed Hugo at St. Wadrille as
abbot. Martel did not stop there, though. He appointed Hugo abbot of Jumiege,
bishop of Paris, bishop of Rouen, bishop of Bayduighop of Lisieux, and bishop of
Avranches. Martel did not want to deal with prabtewith the church, and placing Hugo
as bishop of most of the areas around Paris sdov@dnsolidate power. He had the
power to appoint bishops, so he decided to use it.

This practice by Martel of naming men bishops arenthan one bishopric was
used as a strategy by him to siphon power away fRagamfred. After his defeat at
Soissons, Ragamfred fled to Angers, where he stapéitl the conclusion of the civil
war. In order to keep Ragamfred out of supply, teladecided to semi-secularize the
bishoprics around Angers that he feared would sdpRagamfred. During this time,
Martel completely secularized four bishoprics apdanted his own men as bishops in a
number of areas. His first act was to give condfdhe bishoprics of Nantes and Rennes
to Count Agatheus. Much more interestingly werertdls actions regarding the
bishopric of Le Mans. As already seen, Rotga@u®rmer supporter of Ragamfred who
switched his allegiance to Martel, was in contrbLe Mans. As a reward for defecting
to his side, Martel gave Rotgarius complete conbtfothe operations of the Le Mans
bishopric. When Bishop Herlemund died in 721, Ratg proceeded to plunder the
bishopric. Martel did not punish him, but instgad him in contact with Hugo, who, at
this point, was acting as bishop of Rouen. Ratgadecided to have his second son,
Gauziolenus, named bishop of Le Mans. Hugo perdrithe consecration. This was a

break with the traditions of the time. Normallfetbishop of Le Mans would be



consecrated by the bishop of Tours, but this bisbbgours was not a supporter of
Martel. Therefore, Martel had one of his greasetporters, Hugo, consecrate the son of
one of his most important supporters, Rotgariushdp of an area that was important to
Martel's later plans. In this one can see Martdlategy with regard to the Church in
Gaul.

The time between 715 and 723 brought great chémderankish Gaul. The
balance of power was forever shifted in the diecf the Pippinid/Carolingian family
at the expense of the Merovingians. This was dbreigh war, patronage, and alliances

with the church. The world would forever be chabgehe end of 723.



Chapter 5: The Battle of Poitiers

In 732, two forces met in battle south of Toursiaul. At stake, supposedly, was
the fate of Europe. The Battle of Poitiers isJestst to the textbook writers, Charles
Martel's claim to fame. There are four main aspetthe battle. The first is the Islamic
leader Abd al-Rahman. The second aspect is theupasf the forces arrayed in battle.
The third is the battle itself. Finally, the impamce of the battle to Martel's line is
examined.

Although there were three main Islamic commandarsPoitiers, the most
important was Abd al-Rahman Ibn Abd Allah al-Ghafiglso referred to as Abd al-
Rahman al-Gahfigi. As his name suggests, he wam the Ghafiq clan. The Ghafiq
clan was an integral part of the Kalb tribe whidnnfied one-third of the Islamic forces
which conquered Egypt in the mid-seventh centurige Ghafig clan was one of the first
clans to settle al-Andalus (the Islamic term foai@jp as a number of the clan formed
part of Musa Ibn Nusayr's army. Abd al-Rahmart igpears in history in 721 following
the failed siege of Toulouse. He is credited wehding the Islamic army back to
Narbonne after the governor of al-Andalus was sthirnng the siege of Toulouse. At
this time, Abd al-Rahman becamali, or client governor, of al-Andalus. He did nadtla
for a long time in this status because the Umayyaernor of North Africa, who had
superiority over al-Andalus, replaced him with Ashdbn Suhaym al-Kalbi due to the
governor thinking that Abd al-Rahman was too leniendefeated enemies. Due to his
religious standing, Abd al-Rahman was highly fadob®y the religious classes in al-
Andalus, and twice before 732 these men conspwoeldate him placed awali, both

times being replaced by someone more favored bythayyads in North Africa.



The first area which must be addressed is the umké the forces arrayed at
Poitiers. This is important due to the claim pepizied by Heinrich Brunner that the
Frankish force at Poitiers was made up of a largeuat of heavy cavalry. The Frankish
military was expected to equip themselves so tHat@ would vary in appearance due
to the status of the specific soldiers involvedhisTalso meant that food would be
provided by via pillaging from the land. All freeen were legally bound to join the
military for three months of the year, however réheas a way to pay a fee to get out of
this duty. This fee allowed Martel to equip thesédiers who were too poor to buy good
military equipment. Martel's forces were bolstet®d landholders, both secular and
religious.  While priests and monks were exempgiean military services, major
landholding clerics led their forces onto the fielidbattle. This was important in other
areas as well. With the fall of Roman governattghops had taken command of towns
and cities and placed themselves at the head mfdbense. This meant that bishops
had a vested interest in the victory of Martel attiers. Horses were also used during
battle, although this did not mean that cavalry wasd. A wealthy landowner might
have owned a horse, but he may not have been draine placed into a formation of
cavalry. Most of Martel's cavalry were not Framsll, but rather Basque and Visigoth
soldiers from areas conquered shortly before Martete to power. These latter
soldiers are a fascinating aspect of the battlerodghout Martel's rise to power, he had
been campaigning against these tribes, espedmalyisigoths. Now, he was leading an
army where the cavalry force was predominantly mgulef his old enemies.

The Islamic forces at the Battle of Poitiers canbiboken down into two groups:

Arabs and Berbers. It is important to understdmeddomposition of these forces because



of the numerous misconceptions about the battlerab Asoldiers were professional
cavalry armed with spears and swords. The Ardiedriwere divided intgabilas of
which smallemjnads (singularjund), or regular regiments, were creatégnads
were divided into even smaller sections calladias for use on scouting campaigns, and
many of these were used while crossing the Pyrendagring Hisham's reign, each
soldier was given arms, armor, funds, and a hars&lé on from a main supply garrison
nearest the front. The Berbers wenawalis or clients, of the Arabs. During earlier
Umayyad conquests of al-Andalus, Berbers enterdadhls armies asnawali regiments
headed by aa’id, who was an Arab. Theswvawali troops helped the Umayyads so
much that they began to adadutatawwi'a or irregular troops. These troops consisted
mainly of unarmored light cavalry. It was the isla forces at Poitiers, and not Martel's
forces, that were composed mainly of cavalry. €h@g forces combined to create the
army that would face Martel at Poitiers.

In 732, thirty thousand men under the command lodl Al-Rahman crossed the
Pyrenees. The Anglo-Saxon chronicler Bede recaingsevent by stating "two comets
appeared around the sun, striking terror into &lbwaw them... a swarm of saracins [sic]
ravaged Gaul with horrible slaughter.” As previgusentioned, Bede's mention of the
comets is unsurprising. The heavens were impottathe people of the time. Two
comets being seen in the sky coupled with the raaasen crossing the Pyrenees would
have seemed like the end of the world to the methefpeople witnessing these events.
Memories of the earlier siege of Toulouse in 721strhave been in the air as well.
Although the Islamic forces had lost, a larger &led by the same commander was back

crossing the Pyrenees. Shortly after the crosé@ge Odo of Aquitaine fought Abd al-



Rahman's forces on the banks of the Garonne neaeBoax. Odo fled for his life and
the scene was lamented by ezarabic Chronicle of 754'only God knows how many
died and vanished.” Abd al-Rahman's forces appezhthe city of Poitiers where he
slowed his forces. Just outside the city lay efttedhin a very large and lavish church
the body of Hilary of Poitiers, a holy man reveiayg the local community. Abd al-
Rahman's men stormed the church, stripped it oitsalgold and precious metals, and
torched the interior.

Sixty miles to the north of Poitiers lay the ciy Tours. This was the city of
Martin and Gregory, and the city of Clovis. Ifghuity fell, the spiritual heritage of the
Franks would have been destroyed. The people ofsTgent for Martel at this time as he
was away campaigning across the Danube. It isastiag that the people of the city sent
for Martel and not the sitting Merovingian king. aklel was not the king, but only the
mayor of the palace. This episode only makes sdngsee believes that Martel had
completely neutralized the power of the Merovingidny 732. During his rise to power,
Martel needed a king so that the people would isetup against him. Now, the people
were asking for his help. With around ten thousamesh, Martel marched to Tours. He
met with Odo who reaffirmed his fealty to him, ajpwith giving a number of well-born
hostages. This action, too, is quite odd. Odswisaring fealty to Martel and not to the
king. Odo's forces bolstered Martel's numbersamesvhere around fifteen thousand,
most of them light infantry. The battle itself ted a number of days and a Catholic
monk in al-Andalus, Isidore Pacensis, left an aot®f the turning point of battle in
754: "the men of the north stood as motionlesa a&ll. They were like a belt of ice

frozen together, and not to be dissolved as thewyw she Arabs with the sword. The



Austrasians, vast of limb and iron of hand, hewaduavely in the thick of the fight."

According to the chronicler Pseudo-Fredegar, "vitfrist's help, he [Martel] overran
their tents... and when 'Abd ar-Rahman [sic] pedsin the battle he utterly destroyed
their armies... and in the power of Christ he ltteestroyed them." In this way, the
Battle of Poitiers ended in victory for Martel.

The aftermath of the Battle of Poitiers is debatedhis day. InThe Fields of
Gold, an Islamic history written in the tenth centugydd-Masudi, the Battle of Poitiers is
not mentioned. Nineteenth century historian HelmBrunner claimed that the Battle of
Poitiers led to the rapid deployment of stirrupsotiyghout Europe and the subsequent
evolution of European society through its use. e@lclaim that the Battle of Poitiers
finalized Europe's descent into feudalism. Stitless claim that the battle ended Islamic
attempts at expansion into Europe. This finalncla laughable, as Hisham saw defeat at
Poitiers as an assault on his own honor and thad to accelerate campaigns into
Europe.

From a historical perspective, Paul Fouracre igemitan likely correct in
claiming that the Battle of Poitiers did not reatlp anything. In fact, it only merits a
single dedicated page in Fouracre's work on Maated, that page is focused on the speed
with which Martel was able to move his men rathent with the impact of the battle.
What this thesis contends is that the Battle oti®si was important psychologically.
From the eyes of the everyday Christian on the mpldn Gaul who had seen the comets
in the sky earlier in 732, and had heard of thentst sacking of Poitiers and Odo's defeat
outside Bordeaux, Martel's victory would have lodbkiked a divine blessing. They had

been saved from the end of the world. If Tours fadlén, it would have seemed to them



as if God hated them. It is for the opposite oeathat al-Masudi did not record Poiters'
result in his history. His side lost. God hadddihim. At a time when religion played a
role in everything, winning a battle was essentialhe survival of your faith. Poitiers
was important for this very reason.

Poitiers is doubly important for Martel. It shadvlim that his family had the
power in Gaul. The people of Tours looked to himat the Merovingian king, as their
protector. Duke Odo of Aquitaine pledged fealtyMartel, not to the king, when Martel
came to his aid. He had also shown the peoplehthatas a great military leader by
defeating a force much larger than his own. Hedlad gone against fate by defying the
comets seen in the sky as the Islamic forces adabsesky. Martel's victory at Poitiers,
though it did not end the Islamic threat, did gie Carolingians a needed boost in
legitimacy. This would be used by later Carolimgigo show that the Merovingians had
lost their power and that they, the Carolingianstenthe rightful rulers of Gaul.

Charles Martel won a great battle in 732 just lsaft Tours. At this battle, he
fought Abd al-Rahman, a man who had invaded Eunm@iously. In the battle,
Martel's forces were outnumbered thirty thousantfteen thousand. The battle lasted
for days, but he won. In so doing, he changecettige psychology of Christian Europe.
He also realized that he and his family were tla¢ pewer in Gaul. After the Battle of
Poitiers, Martel would be comfortable enough is position that he would not appoint a
new king when the sitting king died. For thesesores, the Battle of Poitiers is

important.



Chapter 6: Punishment and the Feud under Martel

When discussing the time of Charles Martel, nesessary to examine two things
in particular that shaped Merovingian rule. Thegegs were punishment and the blood
feud. With regard to punishment, the Carolingiansre quite different from their
Merovingian forbearers. The feud, however, lagtedughout the Carolingian period,
despite the best efforts of the Christian ChurcGaul.

In the discussion of Frankish punishment, one #e=girst major break between
the Merovingian and Carolingian dynasties. Acaogdio Matthew Innes, while the
Merovingian kings would kill rivals with "glee," & Carolingians were much more
humanitarian in their approach. The Carolingiamail send their rival into something
approaching exile, by shaving the man's head ahdgrihim off to a monastery to "do
penance” for the offense they had committed agahesiCarolingians. This gives two
pieces of insight into the worldview of the Cargiians: First, they did not see brute
force as a good way to keep their power; Secorey, saw the Church as a way to both
keep power and remove of obstacles. They didpafse, still use a great deal of force
in dealing with their enemies. They just did nsé wiolence as the first resort.

Families who did not support Carolingian power hhadir wealth taken from
them. This wealth, normally consisting of land episcopal sees, was then given to
Carolingian allies. For example, Hugo, son of Qrog relative of Martel, was given
around five sees and their corresponding monasténieNeustria as a reward for his
service. Families were not the only enemies attddky Martel. Bishop Savaric of
Auxerre, who had turned his see into somethingnneiag an independent state, had

parts of his land removed and a state officiathia case a count, was placed to check the



Bishop's powers. In this way, Martel used patron@agprotect his power and to reward
those who had aided his rise.

There were, however, exceptions to this generaéhey. During the discussion
of Martel's rise to power, the character of BishBmobert of Rheims made an
appearance. In 717, before besieging Vinchy, Mavented to enter the cathedral at
Rheims to pray for victory. Rigobert refused Mésteequest, claiming that because God
had not yet decided who would win between Martel Bagamfred, Rigobert would not
show any special favor to any of the combatantsurt®l replied that if he won at Vinchy
that he would return and exact vengeance upon RrgjobMartel, of course, won at
Vinchy. He returned, sent Rigobert into exile, @pped Martel's friend Milo bishop, and
destroyed all of Rigobert's lands. It is importamhote that Martel did not kill Rigobert.
He only exiled him. Although Martel did surpassmy®f the punishments given out by
later Carolingians, he was merciful to Rigoberte did not kill him, though many of the
people of Rheims probably would have preferred théitome rather than being starved
through destruction of their crops. The Carolingiavere much more lenient than the
Merovingians with regard to punishment.

The concept of the blood feud is important to ustnding the changes, or lack
thereof, of the Carolingian dynasty ushered in bpi@s Martel. According to Wallace-
Hadrill, a feud consists of "first, the threat lafstility between kins; then, the state of
hostility between them; and finally, the satisfantiof their differences and a settlement
on terms acceptable to both." It is importantaterthat blood does not need to be spilled
for a feud to take place, only that it needs topeapfor a feud to end. There only has to

be a perceived moral slight. It is also importemnote that the feud was not illegal in



Merovingian law.  Historians know of feuds becauey were recorded in
hagiographies, histories, and chronicles, not bex#were were criminal records left.

The church in Gaul was opposed to feuds, thouglas used as an arbitrator in a
number of instances. An example of both a comg@atdeud and church meddling in a
feud is the case of a feud in Tours which brokeiolb85. During the celebration of
Christmas, a servant of the priest of the villag&anthelan was killed by a man in the
company of Austregesil, an important man in thentowSichar, an important man in
Tours and a friend of the priest, heard of thiewn$e and went to the church where the
priest was stationed. Austregesil heard of thsaent to the church fully armed. Both
men and their attached men fought each other, arutthed battle ensued.” Sichar's
men lost, and he was forced to leave the village lade in the countryside, though he
left four of his men wounded for Austregesil to wap. Austregesil killed the men, took
the treasure Sichar left behind, and went back horflee people of Tours, obviously
fearing that this feud would erupt and end in tleatd of at least one of their most
prominent men, called both men before a tribunal ddoitration. The tribunal of
townspeople found Austregesil at fault for killiige four men and taking Sichar's
treasure.

It appears, however, that Sichar did not careubte decision of the tribunal.
He heard that his treasure was now in the handbreé men, Auno, Auno's son, and
Eberulf. Sichar gathered his men and his friendiAus and attacked and killed Auno
and his companions and took Auno's property arestock. At this point, the feud had
grown so large that the Church had to step in tdiate. Gregory of Tours, the bishop of

Tours, met with the tribunal and sent for Sichad #ustregesil to meet with them to



settle the dispute. Gregory pleaded with the mem joined by Chramnesind, another
son of Auno, and offered to pay the price that edmimanded through his own treasury.
All of the men but Chramnesind accepted Gregostdesnent. This was not the end of
the matter. Sichar went home, but his slave ddcidetry to flee. The slave stole
Sichar's sword and hit him with it. The slave waaght and "cruelly beaten” and Sichar
went to a relative's house to heal. Chramnesiratdhef this incident, but he falsely
heard that Sichar was killed. Chramnesind wer8ithar's house, stole his possessions,
killed some slaves, and burned all of his landge Wribunal once again called all of the
parties together. The tribunal decided that Chesmd should forfeit half of the
settlement given to him by the tribunal headed lbgg@ry. All of the men were then
forced to swear an oath stating that they woulcenévouble the other people again. The
feud was then ended.

This episode is enlightening with regard to thedfand the Church's role in them.
One can see that the Church was only brought ia last resort to stop the feud from
growing larger. The matter of this feud was fisbught to a city tribunal, not the
Church. The matter was only transferred to Gregohen more than the original
combatants were affected. It is seen in this g@dbat tribunals did not have a great
effect at ending feuds. In this case, three t@bsinncluding one headed by the bishop of
the city, were called before the feud was endedhis Ehows that tribunals were not
effective. This view is given even more credigilwhen one learns that Gregory was
wrong when he stated that "they would never makibéu trouble against each other."

After this feud ended, Sichar and Chramnesind rbecgreat friends. Gregory

relates that "they became so devoted to each tithethey often had meals together and



even slept in the same bed." Leaving aside thestmure of Frankish toleration of
homosexual relations, this relationship seems o@&ichar had killed Chramnesind's
father, brother, and uncle a few years previoud. would be understandable if
Chramnesind had never spoken to Sichar agaimppkars, however, that these men took
the decision of the third tribunal very seriouslhis relationship was not to remain this
way, though, as one can only suppress bad bloodddong before one side renews
hostility. One night while the two were eatingcl&r said some of the most idiotic and
fateful words ever uttered. He told Chramnesirat tie should "be grateful to [Sichar]
for killing off [Chramnesind's] relations" becautte fine Sichar had paid as part of the
settlement kept Chramnesind from being "poor andtitigée.” Understandably,
Chramnesind "blew the lights out and hacked Sishskull in two." He then stripped
Sichar and "hung [his corpse] from a post in higiga-fence.” In this way the feud was
finally ended.

Something quite interesting about this episodinéspublic display of the body.
According to Wallace-Hadrill, this public displayulfilled the requirements that the
outcome of vengeance" not be "hidden." It is atderesting to note that Chramnesind
was not punished. Chramnesind escaped with thekista equivalent of justifiable
homicide. The Franks, it can be assumed, undetstad Sichar was not fit to live. He
had not only killed Chramnesind's relatives, buhhd also claimed that his actions had
saved Chramnesind. From this, it can be seertlibateud under the Merovingians not
only engaged in the feud, but kept prolonged feuds.

The Church made its way into feuds in other way$ie episode of Ermenfred

related by Pseudo-Fredegar is an example of ottgesé ways. In 642, Ermenfred, who



had married one of Clovis' relatives, killed Co@ftainulf in the court of Augers. With
the permission of the Queen of Augers, Nantechil@isainulf's family started to feud
with Ermenfred by "savagely" attacking his possassi Ermenfred, now fearing for his
life, went to the church of St. Rémi in Austrasible declared asylum and was saved
from "the royal wrath.” In this episode one cae ffeat churches were used to escape
from feuds. Hiding in a church, unless the prigsew the person out, could save
someone from pain. This would have given churdiwh prestige and problems. The
church would be seen as fulfilling its duty to gatthe weak, but it would probably be
attacked by the people who were after the persamgbgursued. It is for this latter
reason that Ermenfred fled to Austrasia. Nantdchiand Chairnulf's family could not
enter Austrasia and take vengeance upon the chwittiout the permission of the
Austrasian leadership. In other words, if somecoramitted some feud-worthy offense,
the easiest way to escape punishment was to thee the territory and hide in a church.
From this, one can see that the Church performedspecific functions with regard to
the feud. First, bishops and priests acted irutv@bs determined to end feuds. Second,
churches were used as asylum by those escapingutiishment of a feud. Thus, the
Church played an important role in the feud.

The feud persisted into the reign of Charles Maated his descendants. One
example is the incident involving the death of BighGerold of Mainz. While Martel
was fighting the Saxons, Gerold was killed. His,sGewilib, decided that, due to his
father's office, the killing was a murder. He fduwho killed Gerold and, while on
campaign with Martel, arranged a meeting with trennm order to discuss terms to end

the feud. The men were Saxon soldiers, but tHmdimerited Gewilib starting a feud.



Gewilib killed the men immediately as he set hghsion them. Martel and his men did
not see anything wrong with Gewilib's actions. r&ris, it can be seen that the feud did
not end with the Merovingians. It continued, thioug smaller numbers, throughout the
Carolingian period.

This feud of Gewilib appears to be the only docotee one during Martel's
reign. No feuds are related by Pseudo-Fredegaisi@hronicle and there are no others
referenced in théife of Bonifaceor hisLetters Fouracre does not mention the feud
during Martel's life, nor does Riché. This is not say, however, that the feud
disappeared during the time of Martel, but it dsag something important about the
time. In the Merovingian world before Martel, tfeid was a fundamental part of life.
After Martel, it barely merits a mention in the masportant chronicles of the time.
This implies that something the Carolingians dapged the feud.

One of the things the Carolingians did to stopfénal was to strengthen the Salic
Law and the compensation offered for families ofdew victims. InTitle 62 the sons of
the man killed are entitled to half of the penalhd the next of kin are given the rest of
the bounty. This would have served two purpogesst, it would have helped to ease the
pain of the loss by compensating the family. Sdbgnit would give the family
something to live off of in the short term. Thiswd also have served as a deterrent for
murder. Things like the Salic Law would have hdlpe stop the feud.

The concepts of punishment and the blood feudeshderovingian political life.

It is understandable to wonder whether these thiaggined in the Carolingian period.
Punishment, though it still existed, was much harsh the Merovingian period than in

the Carolingian period. In circumstances that \@olbdve meant certain death in the



Merovingian world, people could survive their pumsents, although they would lose
their positions and, normally, their possessioithe feud continued, though. It was

severely curtailed by the end of the Carolingianqgae



Chapter 7: Boniface and the Church

Church and state have always had a complicatatiaeship in the west, and this
was no different during the time Charles Martel wapower. At the same time Martel
was placing church lands into the hands of lay [eope was busy protecting and
subsidizing missionary activities on the outskidé his realm. In this chapter,
secularization of church lands will be discussédissionary activity, especially that of
Boniface and Pirmin, and its impact on Martel wibo be discussed. Then the theory of
secularization causing the creation of cavalry am@fwill be discussed. Finally, the
relationship between Martel and the papacy wilekamined.

As was seen in chapter four, Martel placed somdi®fallies in positions of
ecclesiastical importance. For example, he hadiapm Hugo abbot of St. Wadrille,
Jumiege, bishop of Paris, bishop of Rouen, bishopayeux, bishop of Lisieux, and
bishop of Avranches. He did this for a numberezsons, chief among them being that
Martel did not want to deal with problems with ttteurch, and placing men like Hugo as
bishop of most of the areas around places likesPaaived to consolidate power. This
was a break with the past. Earlier Merovingiargkilad appointed bishops, but only to
one bishopric. Some examples include Chlothaapijgointment of Amandus, Balthild's
appointment of Leodegar to Autun, and Pippin IPpa@ntment of Lantbert to Lyon.
Martel was different. Although it was against cardaw, it suited Martel's purposes to
have friends in power in important areas. Marteb @oncluded, correctly if history can
be believed, that canon law would not apply in ttase. Appointments obviously would
not remove themselves from power and Martel was aaflong as the Pope did not take

issue with it and bring an army with him to rem@reappointment.



As has been discussed, Martel placed men in paositiof power in the
episcopacy. Chief among these was Hugo. Hugiatgin is enlightening for another
reason, though. The successors of Hugo at the steygeof St. Wadrille were examples
of the problems inherent in patronage selectioDse of these successors was Wido, a
relative of Martel, who, before being named ablbws an uneducated huntsman. He
was later accused of treason and executed at Noyda.was followed by Martel's
appointment as Archbishop of Rouen, Ragamfred, whs also uneducated. After
Martel's death, the monks appealed to Martel's essmy, Pippin the Short, who
reappointed Wando as abbot. Wando had earlier basted by Martel for supporting
Chilperic Il against him during his rise to powethis shows a couple of things about
Martel's relationship with the Church. The first that even if he did not appoint
someone, a candidate to his liking would be chosé&his explains why someone like
Wido, whose only qualification to be abbot seembddhat he was a relative of Martel,
was chosen as abbot following Hugo's death. Tlsis shows that not everyone was
pleased with Martel's decisions. Wando's returalcc@nly happen with anti-Martel
sentiment at an extremely high level among the raonk

Some secularization and consolidation of churamddaby Martel came not
through the Church's fault, but through the fadilth@ leaders of the land in which the
church was located. An example is the situatiothefchurches in Provence in southern
Gaul. This information is found in the will of Abb founder of the monastery of
Novalesa in the Alps, composed in 739. Abbo wasupporter of Martel against
Maurontus in Provence from 733-738. Martel defédaurontus and, according to

Abbo's will, gave Abbo control of a number of mams®s in Embrun, Diem Gap, and



Grenoble. The churches in these areas did nossagky oppose Martel. The area they
were located in, however, had been held by onésoémemies, so they were removed.

With the secularization of church lands, theraaisertain theory among some
historians about Martel and the Franks that mustlibeussed. That theory is that this
secularization, which was gained rapidity under telarled to the rise of cavalry in
Western Europe. It is true that the Franks posskelssge number of cavalry long before
most of their main rivals. The advent of cavalrgrfare was delayed during Martel's
day. The first reason for this was the sheer esp®eh cavalry warfare. According to the
Ripuarian law code, it cost more thangtidi to outfit a horse, which was the equivalent
of 20 cattle. This does not include the cost ofm@ning the horse or to pay the horse's
attendants. This meant that it was too expenswen with large amounts of new land, to
risk a horse in battle. One must also take intmant that one cannot immediately turn
land into revenue. One would have to wait yearfsreethe newly secularized church
land was able to be worth enough to give enoughtivéar the owner to equip a cavalry
force. This meant that if secularization did bredgout cavalry, then it would not have
been seen during the time of Martel.

Martel's enemies wished, like him, to have chusche allies. From 716-18, the
peak years of the Frankish civil war, Chilpericgdve ten charters to monasteries and
bishops. In contrast, Martel and his Merovingiampgets only issued five charters
throughout the entirety of the Frankish civil warhese charters 'freed' monasteries and
churches from civil or episcopal intervention. §hmplies one of two things. The first is
that Martel was not in a stable enough positioughout much of the war to give

charters. He was busy trying to consolidate poamd to reform his army while



Chilperic was able to use his position as kingstsue as many charters as he pleased.
The second is that Chilperic wanted, or had, toauseft touch to get the churches on his
side. Unlike Martel, Chilperic did not have theswarces to go on a campaign to each
monastery and cathedral to intimidate the abbdiisinop into supporting him. As the
aggressor in the war, the monasteries and catlsadmlld have been en route to Martel's
objectives. This does not, however, explain whyrt®ladid not give charters after the
war ended. It is possible that he wanted to kbepland as spoils of war to be divided
between himself and his men after the end of the wastead, as has already been
illustrated, he began a campaign of consolidatimhsecularization.

The most important person with respect to the Chuand Martel was a
missionary called Boniface. Boniface, whose oagjiAnglo-Saxon name was Winfrith,
was first influenced by Martel in 724. At this &nDuke Bubo led a revolt in Frisia, the
region where Boniface was spreading Christianityth&t behest of Pope Gregory Il
Boniface and his men were tasked with convertirgRhsians to Catholic Christianity.
Martel moved into Frisia, this time attacking usthg sea perhaps for the only time in
his career, killed Bubo, and destroyed every shiméhe region. Martel proclaimed
himself defender of the missionaries in the reghrt, this did not include Boniface, who
had left for Rome by the time Martel had finishad tampaign. The Pope sent Boniface
back to Germany and asked Martel to offer him mtoe@. Martel agreed to this
arrangement. This relationship existed until 73w Pope Gregory Ill sent Boniface
the pallium, a garment which symbolized Bonifa@l¢hority over all the other bishops
in the region. Boniface recognized the importapicklartel to his mission. In a letter to

his mentor, Bishop Daniel of Winchester, "Withoheé tpatronage of of the prince of the



Franks, | could neither govern the faithful nor etef the priests, clerics, monks, and
nuns. Without an order from him and the fear &pines, | could scarcely hinder the
pagan rites and the practice of idolatry.” Borgf&oew that he needed Martel to succeed
in his goals. For his part, Martel knew that hedex Boniface to consolidate power on
the fringes of his region. It was much easieMartel to rule his domains, especially the
regions of Hesse and Thuringia on the border with $axons, when everyone was the
same religion.

Boniface, however, was not a blind supporter oftsla Boniface took issue with
Martel's habit of appointing bishops, and he warlttadtel to stop. This problem was
exacerbated when he disliked the person appoinfedo people who he appeared to
dislike particularly were Rigobert's succesor aeirts, Milo, and Gewilib of Mainz. Of
these two, only Gewilib does something morally ety@nsible, that being adultery. For
Milo, it appears that Boniface just dislikes hins, lee does nothing different than any of
the other appointees of the period. In anothigeref Boniface, this one to Aethelbald
of Mercia, written shortly after Martel's death, iface lets his real feelings for Martel
show through. For Boniface, Martel is "prince dietFranks, destroyer of many
monasteries, and embezzler of Church revenuesdawn use, was consumed in a long
period of agony and a fearful death."”

Another missionary who played a major role duriMgrtel's period in power.
Pirmin was a bishop whose last see was in VisigdBpain. In 724, Martel gave him the
ability to create a monastery on the island of Remau in Lake Constance. Three years
later, in 727, Duke Lantfrid chased him from thiansl and accused him of being a spy

for Martel. Pirmin was forced to Alsace until 74@hen the territory fell into Martel's



control. At this time, Pirmin was sent by the lmiphof Metz, a supporter of Martel to
restore the monastery of Marmoutier. From there, tbok control of all of the
monasteries from Hornbach in Rheinland-Pfalz to séfisbourg. Thanks to Pirmin's
influence, Martel gained complete control of thestemn half of the realm. The
monasteries on the outskirts of Pirmin's influerliées, those of the Widonid clan, would
come under the control of the Carolingians shoefier Martel's death. Martel's
patronage of men like Pirmin and Boniface led taolimgian consolidation of their
territories and made it possible to expand intonGzery. It is important to note that both
Boniface and Pirmin were not Franks. Boniface waglo-Saxon and Pirmin had spent
time with the Visigoths. They did, however, adapfrankish customs very easily and
had no trouble dealing with the ruling classes tueir differing tribal affiliations.

It is important to note that not all historianslibve that Martel played a role in
the secularization of Church lands. The thouglhtBaul Fouracre, for example, should
be examined, as part of his theory does hold mérite correct part is that Archbishop
Hincmar of Rheims, who served from 845 to 882,ribpbly the man most responsible
for the blame for secularization resting solelyhaidartel and not with the Carolingians
as a whole. Hincmar wrote a letter from the SywbdQuierzy to Kings Louis the
German and Charles the Bald of East and West Fram@58 appealing for the return of
church lands which had fallen into the hands ofray. In this letter, Hincmar claimed
that Martel was "the first to take property awagnfr the church and divide it up." He
added an account of a vision he said that a holy naaned Eucherius had told him. In
this vision, Martel was in hell, having been dradjgrit of his tomb in St. Denis by a

dragon. According to Hincmar, this empty tomb Heen discovered by Boniface and



another missionary, Fulrad. According to Hincntars vision had occured during the
reign of Martel's son Pippin sometime between 78d @8. According to Fouracre,
Hincmar was a specialist in visions and he amaaseallection of them throughout his
life. This leads one to believe that this viswas a hoax appended to the letter in order
to try to gain the support of the two kings in Faian

Hincmar is interesting for another reason. LikenBace, he seems to have
intensely disliked Milo, though Hincmar did haveeason. Milo had served as bishop of
Rheims during the time of Martel. During Milo'stip year reign, Rheims lost a number
of church lands. Hincmar blamed Milo for the prdasstate of affairs that he was in.
Boniface's dislike of Milo only gave Hincmar moessons to dislike Milo. There is one
thing to keep in mind when looking at Hincmar. Ttang is to keep him in his proper
context. He is attacking Martel and Milo from aspimn of strength for himself. From
his point in time, it is completely forbidden forkang to appoint bishops. Milo was an
appointed bishop. For this reason, and because ill been attacked by someone who
was recognized as a Saint and martyr of the Chur&oniface, Hincmar could attack
Milo with impunity. It is also important to notédt Martel was not king. He was only
mayor of the palace. Thus, Hincmar was not diyeattacking the Carolingian dynasty
by attacking Martel. If Hincmar had attacked soneedike Charlemagne or a
Carolingian king for secularization, he would haween replaced immediately or he
would have lost even more lands. Attacking Mantas the safe option for Hincmar.

It is impossible to talk about the relationshigvieen church and state without
talking about the papacy. In 731, Pope Gregorpédame bishop of Rome. In 738, he

made a disastrous tactical mistake regarding thve @atholic, but still expansionist,



Lombards near Ravenna. The Lombards marched oreRwih seized four strongholds
outside the city. The Pope's allies in Byranthad left them due to Gregory's
negative stance on iconoclasm leaving Rome withhaoevto turn but to Martel. In three
letters, Gregory |1l addressed Martehase-regulus or substitute king, and asked for his
assistance. With these letters, Gregory sent, giittuding a reliquary in the shape of the
keys and chain of St. Peter contain the flakestoP8ter's bones. It is possible that this
gift was meant to emphasize to Martel that Gredaig the keys to Paradise if he would
help him, perhaps hoping to make his way into Fsingift giving. The papal embassy
was met with honor, a delegation was sent back wgiitls, but nothing else was done.
Martel's son, Pippin the Short, had been adoptetthéyombards in 734, and Martel felt
that he needed their help against the Muslims.s @bes show a few things about Martel
and the papacy, though. First, it shows, a gerstiftl towards the Franks by the Papacy
when it is in trouble. This will play a major roie Carolingian history, as popes will
anoint Pippin the Short as king and will crown Qéaragne as Holy Roman Emperor.
Secondly, it shows that the western world at lazge@ Martel as the ruler of the Franks.
Gregory Il called Martelvice-regulusand addressed him, not the king. Boniface
addressed him as prince. This marks a shift inggae what will be the Carolingians
from the Merovingians. The papacy was the mosomamt Christian institution in the
world. If it gave something legitimacy, it hadgigmacy. Finally, it shows that non-
Germanic peoples were beginning to at least acin&@eic for the sake of gaining help.
The papacy gave gifts to Martel as an act of gifing. If the papacy had been fully

Germanic, they would have understood that Martalld/mot have broken the contract of



adoption with the Lombards. They did not, howe\ert this situation shows that the
non-Germanic world was attempting to adapt to a G@nmanic world order.

The relationship between Martel and the Church eeausing. On the one hand,
Martel had a habit of consolidating bishoprics itite hands of one man and secularizing
other church lands. On the other, he was veryeactn protecting missionaries,
particularly Boniface and Pirmin in Germany. Itshalso been seen that the great
historical myth of secularization breeding cavabyfalse. Finally, it seems that it is at
this time period that the papacy first decides th&t with the Franks that the future of

the Church rests and not with the Byzantines oother Germanic peoples of Europe.



Chapter 8Vice-Regulusnd Setting the Stage

In October of 741, Charles Martel died. Marteflect on the concept of kingship
in the Frankish world must be examined as it plagmdextremely important role in the
rise of Pippin the Short and Charlemagne. Aftes,tthe immediate aftermath of Martel's
death can be seen in the power struggle which aebetween his three sons. Pippin the
Short's quest for legitimacy, and the role Martalypd in it, is examined. Finally, one of
the most important effect of Martel's death wasg@rg lll's plea to Charlemagne for
help.

An area in which Martel's life can be seen asidgerinto the Carolingian period
is the concept of kingship. Even before Marteg @arolingians had begun to lay the
groundwork to take power from the Merovingian dygasMartel was the man who
made it a partial reality. In his dealings witke thapacy, the Pope addressed himiees-
regulus. Martel spent four years, from 737 until his demtlv41, as the sole ruler, but
not king, of Gaul. Martel was not sure enoughisfgosition to proclaim himself king or
to place one of his sons on the throne. He didepthe idea of a Carolingian ruler into
the minds of the people of Gaul and of Western geiraHis life, and that of his son, also
timed quite nicely with the writing of a number different statements on kingship
coming from various parts of Europe. Isidore oVie (d. 636) explained kingship in
his Etymologieghat "the name of king comes from the act of milinIn contemporary
Britain, On the Twelve Vices of the Worlés written by an unknown author, and it also
claimed that ruling effectively was the most impaitt part of being a king. THeaw of
the Alemangontained a line stating that "the leader whoniahle to go on campaign or

to ride or to bear arms can be deposed." Thes&swaombined with the Frankish



importance placed on legitimate rule, meant thatt®élavas to be used as a bridge for
legitimacy.

Once Martel was dead, which happened in Octob&daf the area he had ruled
asvice-regulusneeded to be divided between his sons. The mgsbriant thing for
Martel, according to Pierre Riché, was to keepptbsition of Mayor of the Palace in his
family. He had turned this position into the reawer in Gaul. Martel had had three
sons by his two wives, Carloman, Pippin the Shamt Grifo, and he gave all three of
them Austrasian lands. Quickly, Carloman and Pippe Short had the semi-illegitimate
Grifo removed to Chévremont and continued Margadkcy of having no king for two
years. In 743, they decided to return a "Meroangito the throne. They went to the
monastery of St. Bretins and took someone who ldderovingian and placed him on
the throne with the name of Childeric Ill. It mportant to understand why they placed a
king upon the throne after all that Martel had démset the stage for them up until that
point. One reason was that there were two heirslartel alive and vying for power.
Each was scared that the other would try to semeep and tonsure the other brother.
Another reason was a recent rebellion in Alemantiae rebellion had to be put down
through extreme force and many of the leaders w&pezuted, including members of
noble families. Placing a king on the throne woaltbw the brothers to rule the
kingdom with relative security and have a causetli@r people of the region to rally
around. As soon as one of the brothers was otlteofvay, however, the other brother
was ready to make good on what Martel had set ithomo

One of the brothers was out of the way in 747.rldd@an gave a portion of his

domains to the abbey of Malmédy on the Meuse amit teeRome where he requested



the tonsure from Pope Zacharias. Shortly thereaRgpin the Short asked Pope
Zacharias a question. Drawing from the works dised earlier on kingship, Pippin the
Short, through his associates, wondered to Zacghdc@ncerning the kings in Francia,
whether it was good or not that they then had yalrpower." Zacharias replied that "it
was better to call him king who had royal poweheathim who did not." He then gave
Pippin the Short's diplomats a letter containinghease stating that "he ordained by his
apostolic authority that Pippin should be made Kin@®ippin the Short had just been
given an order by the most important religious persgx Christianity to remove a king.
He now had the one thing that Martel lacked: leggity. He had just been given an
order by who he and his people believed was Gegiesentative on Earth to remove his
ruler and place himself on the throne. He coultdb®stopped. He called together the
leading men of the realm in 751. At this meeting,showed them the letter written by
the Pope and he was elected King of the Franksild€lt 1l was immediately dealt
with by being placed in the monastery at St. Bedimd his newborn son, Theuderic, was
placed at Fontanelle. Pippin the Short was now kihthe Franks. All that was left to
do was to shore up his claims of legitimacy. Wianheeded for that was the support of
the Church in Gaul and, perhaps, an appearandeelsuccessor of Peter himself.

Pippin the Short was aided in his search for ilegity from an unlikely place,
Visigothic Spain. The Visigoths anointed theirdsn and the Franks had learned of this
practice in a book of canon law called thispanasmuggled out of Spain. The Visigoths
in Spain had been anointing kings since at leastst#tventh century. In thdistoria
Wambae Julian, Bishop of Toledo, gives an account ofaaninting he participated in

672. The Irish Celts also anointed their kingg] #mis practice probably found its way



into Gaul through trade, though Celtic anointingl Inauch less effect on the Franks than
the Visigoths. All of these anointing had theiitiad roots in the Old Testament and its
commentaries, particularly those by Pope Gregoey @reat. In theBook of Kings
Samuel anoints both Saul and David with oil taongigtheir having been chosen by God
for their role as leaders of God's people. In Greghe Great'€ommentary on the Book
of Kings he states that "he who is elevate to the sumhpbwer receives the sacrament
of unction... The head of the king should be amalriiecause the soul of the master must
be filled with the spiritual grace." Pippin thedhwanted to be anointed. He felt that he
could be brought to the level of the biblical kingse David and Solomon if he was
anointed. The Merovingians had claimed that theyeachosen by God through birth.
Through anointing, Pippin the Short could show that Carolingians, like the people of
Israel, were chosen by God. He called togetherbibbops of Gaul and the bishops
anointed him. Among those doing the anointing \iBmiface, missionary to the
Germanic peoples under Martel, who was acting asRbpe's special representative.
Boniface is important to this episode for two reeso First, he was there as the Pope's
representative. Even though Pope Zacharias wabh@&®@ himself, he was there in spirit.
Pippin's rule continued to have the Papal blessifagcond, Boniface can be seen as the
living embodiment of Martel's legacy. Martel hadrked to make the Merovingians so
weak that a Carolingian ruler was not a foreignoem to the people. Martel had worked
with the Pope so that the Pope saw that the Carahnfamily was the real power in
Gaul. Martel had worked to protect Boniface sot tBatholic Christianity could be
spread throughout Germany. This missionary agthvétd led to further power for Martel

and the Carolingians.



Pippin the Short, however, was not done shorindnisdegitimacy. He wanted
the entirety of Europe to know that God wanted hamg the entire Carolingian line, to
be the rulers of Gaul. In 754, he called for tee/pope, Stephen II, to come to Gaul. In
a unique event, Pippin was re-anointed, but he wedghe only one anointed. His two
sons, Carloman Il and the future Charlemagne wisceamointed. Then Stephen Il made
a threat, probably at the behest of Pippin the tShaccording to a contemporary monk
of St. Denis in th&€lausula de unctione PippiniStephen forbade all, under the threat of
interdict and excommunication, to dare ever to slkeod king from a line other than that
of these princes; these whom divine piety had d=igo exalt and confirm by... the hand
of the blessed pontiff." Pippin the Short wasgkirHis sons were going to be king after
his death. The Carolingians were fully entrencimedower in Gaul thanks to the Pope.
Of course, this meant that the Carolingians woudtp the Pope later on, but, as has
already been discussed, this had been practicailyagteed since the life of Martel.

A major area where Martel can be seen as an inateediridge is in the
Carolingian relationship with the Papacy. In 8@0new Pope needed the help of a
Carolingian ruler. This ruler was Charlemagne.e Byzantines, whom Charlemagne's
biographer Einhard calls "the Romans", invaded R@meé captured Pope Leo. Leo
escaped, but not before the Lombards were abledao dut his eyes and cut out his
tongue, maiming him for life. Leo called upon dbaragne for help and Charlemagne,
unlike Martel, came to the aid of the Pope. Acocuydto Einhard, Charlemagne
"accordingly went to Rome, to set in order the iedfaf the Church, which were in great
confusion... it was then that he received thestidé Emperor and Augustus.” From this

episode, it can be seen that Martel had linkedGamlingians to the Papacy. Without



the earlier negotiations between Pope Gregoryndl Kartel, Leo would not have gone
to Charlemagne. The Carolingians and the Papaoy méitarily linked, and Martel was
the beginning of this link.

None of this could have happened without thedif€harles Martel. His life was
a time of transition. Martel was a bridge betwaares. Before him, there was a specific
Merovingian concept of kingship, the concept ofaidylood. It involved being born as a
king and it had specific inheritance rights one taébllow. Martel and his life changed
that. Martel began life as an illegitimate chilthavthrough force of arms and carefully
negotiating a complex relationship with the chuwas able to make himself into the
most powerful man in Western Europe. Pippin therStould not have been able to
become King without the specific actions taken bgrtdl during his rise to power.
Martel fundamentally changed the relationship betwehurch and state. Before Martel,
bishops in Gaul were mainly autonomous and manyastenies in Gaul and Germany
had royal protection. A king would be extremelyefal before breaking canon law.
Martel secularized church lands and placed his @u@s into positions of episcopal
authority, normally more than one. Martel strémgted relations with the papacy and
gave military protection to missionaries. Martablahe Carolingians also changed how
the Franks thought about punishment and loyaltithodigh still brutal, the Carolingians
were much more likely to send someone they disliked monastery rather than being
killed. Martel's victory at the Battle of Poitealso served to give the Carolingian
family legitimacy. Historians have, rightly, begtoyomove away from looking at just one

man as causing history. In the case of Charleseéljdmstorians have erred if they do not



place him in his context. He was a bridge. Ha e transitional Frank between the

Merovingian dynasty to the Carolingians.
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