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INTRODUCTION

The political and economic importance of the English Danegeld
has long been recognized.! Careful studies of its institutional
character by competent scholars have yielded a vast amount of
information concerning the rates at which the tax was levied,
its incidence, how often it was exacted, and the machinery by

which it was raised.?

As much can not be said for the Danegeld on the Continent.?
Until recently it has only been very briefly referred to in politi-
cal, constitutional, and economic histories covering the ninth
and early tenth centuries.® If it is true, that of late there has
been a tendency to devote somewhat more attention to the sub-

1 As early as 1756 Mr. P. C. Webb, a member of the London Society of
Antiquaries, published a pamphlet entitled 4 short account of Danegeld,
with some further particulars relating to William the Conqueror's survey.
Considering the time at which it was written, Mr. Webb’s treatise must be
regarded as a very complete and scholarly piece of work, and probably will
long remain the starting point for every detailed study of the English Dane-
geld (cf. Round’s estimate of its value in the work cited in the following
note, pp. 77 f£.). Though Mr. Webb’s pamphlet is at present very rare, es-
pecially in America, arrangements have recently been made for the prepara-
tion of several photographic reproductions of the copy owned by Harvard
University Library. '

2 Perhaps the most notable recent study of the English Danegeld is
Round’s “Danegeld and the Finance of Domesday,” in P. E. Dove's (ed.)
Domesday Studies, 1, 77-142. There is also a wealth of information on the
subject in Maitland’s Domesday Book and Beyond (consult the index 6. .
Geld). Freeman, too, has given considerable attention to the Danegeld
passim in the first two volumes of his Norman Conquest.

2a For a discussion of the applicability of the term Danegeld to the tribute
paid on the Continent, see infra, pp. 23-24.

3 It seems unnecessary to support this statement by specific references to
all the older works that deal with the later-Carolingian period. "Rhey are
all listed in the bibliography and are cited and referred to time and again
in the following pages. Suffice it to say here that perhaps Clamageran
(Histoire de I'imp6t en France, I, 179 fi.) and Soetbeer (in one of his articles
on Carolingian coinage, Forsch. z. d. Gesch., VI, 53-56 and passim) recog-
nized more fully that did any of the other writers of the last century the
institutional and economic significance of the Frankish Danegeld. Yet even
they devoted only a few pages to the subject. Neither of them furnished a
complete statement of all the payments; nor was the information of either
very accurate. Soetbeer was concerned almost exclusively with the influence
of the Danegeld on the coinage; while Clamageran, in stating the principal
provisions of the assessments for the Danegeld, did little more than trans-
late and paraphrase some of the principal sources.
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ject,* the fact remains that no complete account has yet appeared;
and no attempt has been made, either to bring the Danegeld into
relation with the general political and economic development of
the later Carolingian period, or to estimate its influence on the
institutions of the feudal age. It may be hoped, therefore, that
the present work will at least serve to direct attention to an
economic and political factor the significance of which has so
far been overlooked or underrated by most scholars.

While this dissertation is intended to be primarily a study of
the Danegeld in France, with some account of the Danegelds
exacted elsewhere on the Continent, it seems desirable, before
taking up the discussion of the principal subject, to set forth in
broad outline the leading features of the English Danegeld, and
to compare it, in a general way with the tribute on the Continent,
but more particularly with the Danegeld in France. °

The entry in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle for the year 991°
which states that Danegeld was then paid for the first time in
England is certainly not accurate. Danegeld was promised, if
not paid, in England as early as 865, according to the testimony
of the same chronicle.® There were two payments in Alfred’s
time. And Edred (946—55) “left money for this purpose as
for a charitable and recognized object.”” Probably it is true that
from 991 onward the English Danegeld was levied more system-
atically than before. ‘

Until 1012 the Danegeld in England was paid in the form of
tribute, as the purchase price of peace. But in that year the
English began to employ the Danes as their mercenaries; and
thereafter, down to the dismissal of the mercenary fleet and the
abolition of the tax, by Edward the Confessor about the year
1051, Danegeld was paid, not as tribute, but as a stipend to

4 For example by Thompson, Flach, Lot, Vogel, and Dopsch, whose re-
spective contributions to the subject will be noted infra in the proper places.
To Professor Thompson belongs the credit of having estimated, more fully
than anyone else heretofore, the influence of the Danegeld on the commerce
and trade of France (cf. infra, chap. xviii and nn. 38-41).

5 Ed. Plummer, pp. 126, 127.

6 Ibid., pp. 68, 69. .

7 The quotation is from Plummer’'s Notes to his edition of the Anglo-
Sazon Chronicle, p. 174. In the same place will be found full references to
practically all the evidence for the early English Danegelds (cf. infra, n. 13).
See also Round, op. cit., 77 ff.; Maitland, op. cit., .3 ff; Webb, A short account
of Danegeld. On the money left by Edred, see also Freeman, op. cit., I, 277,
n. 1.
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Danish mercenaries in English service. The later Danegeld,
from the time of the Conqueror to that of Henry II — who
appears to have collected it as such for the last time in 1162 —
was not a Danegeld in any proper sense, but simply a royal tax,
“an ordinary financial expedient.”® .

On the Continent the Danegeld appears somewhat earlier
than in England. The first recorded payment was secured by
the Vikings who swooped down on the Frisian coast in 810, four
years prior to the death of Charlemagne. During the reign of
Louis the Pious two similar payments (836, 837) were exacted
from the Frisians, and there were still others in 846 and in 852.
All these Frisian Danegelds, it may be noted, were distinetly
local in character, and none of them was authorized by any
emperor or king. On the contrary, Charlemagne and Louis the
Pious emphatically disapproved of the payments. How the
Frisians raised the amounts required of them cannot be deter-
mined from the evidence in our possession.

Before turning to the West Frankish, or French, Danegeld,
it may be well to state that tribute was paid also in the kingdom
of Lorraine and in Brittany. Lorraine was forced to contribute
on two occasions. - In 864 Lothaire II, following the example set
by Charles the Bald in 860—#61, raised what appears to have
been a stipendiary Danegeld, by levying a tax of four denarii
on all the mansi of his kingdom.?* In 882 Charles the Fat, after
having besieged the Northmen at Elsloo for some time, finally
came to terms with the invaders and agreed among other things
to pay them a large sum of money. The latter he raised, not by
taxation, but by drafts on the treasuries of certain churches.

8 Round, op. cit.,, 79 ff.; cf. Maitland, op. cit.,, 3-4. Plummer makes the
following significant statement (Notes, p. 174): “[The Danegeld], imposed
like the income-tax originally as a war measure, was continued, like the
income-tax, as an ordinary financial expedient.” This, it will be found, is
not true of the French Danegeld considered as a tax levied by the state.
On the disappearance of the English Danegeld “as a distinct item of account
in the Pipe Rolls,” see Stubbs, Constitutional History of England, I, 500, 623.
Round has shown (Feudal England, p. 500) that “the last occasion on which
Danegeld eo nomine was levied was in 1162.” However, there can be no
doubt that the old tax was continued under a new name (Stubbs, op. cit., 548,
623-24; Maitland, Constitutional History of England, 67-68; Neilson, Custo-
mary Rents, in Ozford Studies in Social and Légal History, ed. by P. Vino-
gradoff, II, no. IV, p. 119).

9 On the whole subject of the Frisian Danegeld, see infra, appendix iii.

10 It is true that in 864 the Vikings received not only Danegeld, but also
large quantities of food supplies. See infre, appendix iv.

11 See ibid.
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Though it is uncertain whether the Vikings ever secured a gen-
eral tribute in Brittany, there are some instances of the payment
by the Bretons of local Danegeld.!?

In the West Frankish kingdom Danegeld was paid oftener, and
for a longer period of time, than anywhere else on the Continent.
The first exaction took place in 845, and the last recorded tax for
the Danegeld was levied in 926. Between those dates there were

twelve, or possibly thirteen, payments.

Ordinarily the West Frankish Danegeld was tributary. In
that form it was paid more often than even the English tribute.
If we may trust the records, tributary Danegeld was paid in
England not more than nine times;®* in France it was paid ten
or possibly eleven times. From 1012 to 1051, as we have seen,
the English Danegeld was stipendiary rather than tributary. It
was then paid, not as the purchase price of peace, but as a com-
pensation to the Danes whose fleet had entered the English serv-
ice. The West Frankish monarchs never permanently engaged
the Vikings as mercenaries. In 860—61, however, Charles the
Bald temporarily employed one group of Vikings to expel an-
other; and in 862 Robert the Strong, the vice-regent in Neustria,
engaged a Viking army to aid him against the Bretons. The
Danegelds paid on those occasions may perhaps be regarded as
stipendiary in nature. But they are the only examples we have
of this type of Danegeld in France.

The amounts of the Danegeld were in England much higher
than in France. Even when exacted in the form of tribute, the
English Danegeld ranged from 10,000 to 48,000 pounds;'* and
as a stipend it sometimes exceeded 80,000 pounds.*® The highest
Danegeld in France, that of 884, did not amount to more than
12,000 pounds. It should be noted, however, that we have no

12 See infra, appendix v.
13 In 865 (?), 872, 876, 991, 994, 1002, 1007, 1009, and 1011—12 For dis-

cussion and bibliography on these payments, see Plummer, Notes, pp. 84, 89,
90, 173-75, 178, 181, 185, 189; see also the discussion of Freeman in the
places cited infra, n. 27. Cf. Hodgkin (Hist. of England from the Earliest
Times to the Norman Conquest, pp. 381-82), who fails to note the payments
before 991 and inaccurately classifies the Danegeld of 1014 as a tribute.

14 Seo the references in the preceding note. A local Danegeld of 3,000
pounds was*paid in East Kent in the year 1009.

16 For example in 1018, when Cnut the Great collected a total sum of
83,000 pounds. See Maitland, Domesday Book and Beyond, p. 3; Round,

negeld and the Finance of Domesday,” loc. cit.,, p. 80; Plummer, Notes,

PD. avi~a. .

Danegeld. 2.
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figures for any English Danegeld prior to that of 991, which,
according to the Amnglo-Saxon Chronicle, amounted to only
10,000 pounds.’®* Perhaps, therefore, the earlier English pay-
ments — roughly contemporary with the Frankish — were not
8o large as those of the later tenth or early eleventh century.'’
The high sums of the later period point unmistakably to a larger
supply of money, and of silver, the purchasing power of which
must in the meantime have decreased somewhat.!®

As regards the methods by which the tributary Danegeld was
raised in England, little is known save that usually a tax was
levied for the purpose.’® It may be presumed, however, that the
methods employed to raise the Danegeld when it was a stipend
and when, still later, it had become one of the regular revenues
of the state, represent a development of earlier practices.? A
comparison of these later English methods with what is known
of the Frankish methods reveals the fact that they were, if not
identical in every detail, at least very similar in their essential
features.

Though it is true that on certain occasions the West Frankish
Danegeld had to be made up in part by drafts on the treasures
of the church, ordinarily it was, like the English Danegeld,
raised by taxation. Just as the ordinary tax unit in England
was the hide,”* so that on the Continent was the mansus. In
both countries the nobles or great landholders appear to have
been held responsible for the taxes levied on the tenures of their
dependents as well as for those laid on the demesne lands. Also
it is probable that, in England as well ag in France, the peasantry
were forced to contribute not only what was due from their

16 It may have been higher; cf. Plummer’s Notes, p. 175.

17 It is interesting to note that the money left by Edred for the purposes
of the Danegeld (supra, n. 7) did not amount to more than 1,600 pounds.
Perhaps this was not intended to be more than part of a Danegeld. Charles
the Fat, however, was able to buy off the Vikings who were besieging Paris
in 886 for omnly 700 pounds; it is true that he also had to permit them to
accumulate plunder in Burgundy during the following winter. See infra,
chap. ix.

18 The contrary view of Hodgkin (op. cit., p. 382) is based on what in my
opinion is a false assumption; namely, that all or most of the money paid
as tribute left England. Doubtless a very considerable part of it was used
up by the Vikings in trade while they remained in England (cf. infra, chap.
xviii and nn. 38-41).

19 See Freeman, op. cit., I, 289 and n. 1; Maitland, op. cit.,, 391.

20 Cf. Plummer, Nofes, p. 174; Maitland, op. cit., p. 4.

21 Stubbs, op. cit., I, 622; Round, op. cit.,, 82 ff.; Maitland, op. cit., 5, 120
ff., 357 ff.
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own holdings, but also that which was due from the demesnes,
and which in justice ought to have been contributed by the lords
out of their own resources. Moreover, the lords in both lands
seem to have collected from their peasants a total amount which
was far in excess of the sum for which they (the lords) were
held responsible by the king, or the state.?> In other words, the
money collected from time to time as Danegeld was probably
never at any time paid over in full either to the officers of the
crown or to the Danes. Very probably a considerable portion
of it remained with the lords and their officials. In many cases
the exaction doubtless came to be regarded, partly as a tax for
the benefit of the state, but partly also as a source of seigneurial
revenue.? - :

The English Danegeld, according to the Domesday Survey, was
exclusively a land tax.?* The West Frankish Danegeld, on the
other hand, was levied not only on holdings of land and the
seigneurial income from land, but also on the personal property
of merchants and priests and even, it would seem, on the incomes
of priests. Moreover, it was on one occasion exacted from ordi-
nary freemen in the form of heerbann. This latter provision
leads me to belive that the legal basis of the Danegeld in France
was the king’s right to demand military service, and that in
theory the West Frankish Danegeld was levied, not as a tax, but
as a substitute for military service. Whether this holds true of
the English Danegeld has been nowhere definitely stated, though
certain indications to that effect are not wanting.*®

In France the policy of paying Danegeld appears to have been
on most occasions the policy of the magnates, seldom that of the
king. Ordinarily the king was forced to resort to the Danegeld
by reason of the attitude of his magnates. They seem to have
preferred paying tribute to offering armed resistance. Probably
the chief reasons for this were the following: (1) the military
superiority of the Vikings; (2) the desire of the magnates to

22 On the English methods of assessment and collection, see Maitland, op.
cit., 24-25, 54-55, 121 ff. 325-26, and passim.

23 Cf. idbid., p. 121.

24 See supra, n. 21.

25 Cf. the following statement of Round (op. cit., p. 121): “I would even
throw out the suggestion that . . . just as it was possible to ascertain from
the number of hides at which a town was assessed, the quota of military
service for which it was liable, so it might be possible from its military
service to infer its assessed hidage.” See also Maitland, op. cit., 160, 161 and
n. 3.
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weaken, or at least to prevent the strengthening of, royal power;
(3) the heavy drain on the resources of the magnates when they
took the field against the enemy; (4) their want of public spirit;
and (5) the profits they derived in collecting the Danegeld from
their dependents. This, of course, does not wholly relieve Charles
the Bald and his successors of all responsibility in the matter of
the Danegeld. That the ambition of the French monarchs to
annex neighboring territories, or to compel distant vassals to
recognize their suzerainty, sometimes induced them to neglect
the defense of the realm and to rely on the venality of the
Vikings, is undeniable. But it must be insisted that this does
not in more than a few cases explain even in part why it became
necessary to buy off the invaders. On far the majority of occa-
sions when Danegeld was paid, the attitude of the magnates was
the determining factor.

As regards responsibility for the Danegeld, it is obvious that
a comparison between France and England can be drawn only
if we limit that comparison, so far as the latter country is con-
cerned, to the tributary Danegeld. Even so, it is perhaps best
not to attempt too much. Some things are clear, however.
Neither the English nor the French monarchs were exclusively
responsible for the policy of buying peace from the Vikings.
Though Ethelred (II) the Redeless has, inaccurately and very
unjustly, been declared the inaugurator of the Danegeld in Eng-
land, it is certain that he did not on his own initiative enter into
negotiations with the Vikings in 991. That was done “by the
advice of Archbishop Siric . . . and the two aldermen, Zthel-
weard and Zlfric, who besought the king that they might pur-
chase peace for their respective districts. . . . Clearly then the
lay lords must share with the archbishop the responsibility for
the treaty.”?¢ What holds true for the payment of 991, apparent-
ly also holds true for the remaining tributary Danegelds in
England. They were paid on the advice and with the consent
of the magnates assembled in the witan.?’ On one occasion it
appears that the king was not consulted in the matter at all.>®

The West Frankish Danegeld was levied by the king — some-
times, but not always, after consultation with the magnates —
in fact as a direct extraordinary tax, but in theory as a substitute

26 Plummer, Notes, pp. 173-74. Cf. Freeman, op. cit., I, 277-80.

27 Ipid., 289, 318 and n. 5, 333, 344-45, 360-56.
28 In 1012; ibid. 363.
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for military service. Considered as a tax, and distinguished
from such customary taxes as the annua dona, censum, tributum,
etc., it was virtually the only impost of its kind during the Caro-
lingian period,? and may be regarded as in most ways an inno-
vation in Carolingian public finance. Similarly, the English
Danegeld was perhaps the only true tax of the Anglo-Saxon
period. It appears to have been levied “by the king with the
counsel of the witan,”*®

In England the collection of Danegeld was continued, for vari-
ous reasons, after the Viking invasions had ceased; and a strong
monarchy was able eventually to transform this tax into a
regular source of royal revenue. In France Danegeld was not
levied by the crown after 926. Locally, however, the West
Frankish Danegeld probably survived in its abuses. Undoubt-
edly the local authorities often raised “Danegeld” on their own
account, sometimes perhaps to buy off a group of Vikings, who
otherwise would have subjected their district to plunder and
devastation, but at other times for purposes of a different nature
and having no relation whatever to the Vikings. In other words,
the need of buying immunity from the Northmen very probably
became one of the various pretexts under which the seigniors
levied the illegal and unjust exactions that are so often referred
to in the documents of the later ninth century and thereafter.
On this basis I have attempted to show in the following pages
that the Danegeld must have been an important influence in the
establishment of the seigneurial right to tax the unfree peasants
at will and in the development of the arbitrary taille; indeed,
I have even gone so far as to indicate a certain, more or less
attenuated, relationship between the Danegeld on the one hand
and some of the earlier feudal aids on the other.

The contemporary terminology for the Danegeld varies con-
siderably not only as between England and the continent but
also as between different sources for the same country; and even
in one and the same document or narrative account there is no
strict uniformity in terminology. In the West Frankish sources
the tributary Danegeld is usually referred to as tributum,* but

29 A single exception to this statement is noted {nfrg, chap. xvil and n, 52.
/30 Stubbs, op. cit.,, I, 118, 148; Maitland, Const. Hist., 58, 92. Ct. Dowell,

History of Taxzation and Tazes in England, L, p. 11.
31 Infra, chap. i, n. 26; chap. v, n. 65; chap. vi, nn. 17, 19, 47, 97; chap.
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other names are also applied to it, as census,** munus,*® pecunia
pro pace,* pensum The stipendiary Danegeld is called locari-
um or dona3® Ezactio is the ordinary name for the tax levied
to raise Danegeld in France;*” but often it is called conjectus®
and sometimes conlatio?®* Nothing like the word “Danegeld”
ever occurs in the sources that have to do with the Continent.

Turning to England, we find the curious phenomenon that the
term “Danegeld” does not appear in any document or narrative
account until long after it had lost what may be presumed to
have been its original meaning: tribute paid to the Danes. In
the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle the tributary Danegeld is almost
always called gafol (or gavol) ;** and the equivalent in the Latin
chronicles and documents is usually tributum or stipendium.**
The stipendiary Danegeld is given several different appellations
in the Anglo-Sazon Chronicle, such as gyld (and strang gyld),*
gafol,*® heregiold (and heregyld) :** all of which are rendered in
Latin usually as census or tributum.** The “accepted” or “tech-
nical” term for the later royal impost is said to have been geld,
or, in Latin, geldum regis.** As far as Freeman'’ knew, “the
single appearance of the word [Danegeld] in Domesday,” was
the earliest instance of its use. Plummer,* however, has called
attention to an earlier occurrence of the term in a charter of

viii, nn. 39, 76, 82; chap. ix, n. 73; appendix i, nn. 2, 3.

32 Infra, chap. i, n. 45; chap. iii, nn. 36, 39; chap. v, n. 163.

33 Infra, chap. i, n. 45. For the expression, “Dani munerati,” see chap.
vi, n. 15; chap. x, n. 16.

34 Infra. chap. i, n. 45.

35 Infra, chap. v, n. 136.

36 Infra, chap. iii, n. 54; cf. appendix iv, n. 1.

37 Imfra, chap. iii, n. 32; chap. vi, n. 114; appendix 1, n. 2. In the tenth
century we have the phrase, “exactio pecuniae collaticiae”; see chap. xii, n.
18; chap. xiii, n. 17.

38 Infra, chap. v, nn. 62, 136; chap. vi, nn. 44, 74.

39 Infra, chap. v, n. 65; cf. supre, n. 37. In one place the word ezpensis
also seems to refer to such taxes or contributions; see infra, chap. i, n. 46.

40 See ed. Plummer, pp. 127, 128, 133, 138, 142. In Wulfstan’s Homilies
(ed. Napier, p. 162) it is referred to as “scandlice nydgyld.” Cf. Hodgkin,
op. cit., 381, n. 1.

41 See for example Florentius Wigorniensis, Chronicon ex chronicis, Mon.
Hist. Britannica, I, pp. 580, 581, 583, 585, 587; Plummer, Notes, p. 89; Kem-
ble, Codex Diplomaticus Aevi Sazonici, No. 303.

42 Ed. Plummer, pp. 145, 160, 162.

43 Ibid., pp. 154, 155.

44 Ibid., pp. 161, 173.

45 See for example Henry of Huntingdon, Historia Anglorum, 1V, Mon.
Hist. Brit., I, pp. 757, 758; Florentius Wigorn., Chron., ibid., p. 589.

46 Round, op. cit., p. 86; Plummer, Notes, p. 219.

47 Op. cit., 11, 615.

48 Notes, p. 219.
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Edward the Confessor giving exemption “of daenegelde.” There
it must have been applied to the stipendiary Danegeld. Even so,
it will be agreed, our only evidence that ‘“Danegeld” originally
meant “tribute paid to the Danes,” is the word itself. In the
sources of the eleventh and twelfth centuries, documentary as
well as narrative, the word is used sometimes to describe the
stipends paid the Danes during the first half of the eleventh
century, but more often to designate the tax levied for the sup-
port of the English government from the time of the Conqueror
to that of Henry Plantagenet. The fact is that the word ‘“Dane-
geld” does not appear in any of the sources that are contem-
porary with the period in which Danegeld was paid as a tribute.
In spite of that fact, however, historians have not used the word
“Danegeld” exclusively for the stipends and the royal tax. They
have also referred to the tributes as “Danegeld.” The result is
that the word Danegeld has acquired three meanings: tribute,
stipend, tax.** Whether this is fortunate or unfortunate, it
would now be useless to quarrel with what has become settled
usage. Furthermore, this usage serves a very useful purpose;
it indicates the relationship between one of the regular English
taxes of the twelfth century and the original tribute to the
Danes.

But can the term “Danegeld” properly be applied to the
Frankish tribute? Obviously, there is nothing about the word
itself which would preclude its being used to designate tribute
paid to the Danes elsewhere than in England. On the other
hand, it might be misleading to apply a different name to the
tribute in each of the various countries in which it was exacted.
From what has been said above it is clear that on the Continent
and in England tributes were paid under similar circumstances,
and with a similar object in view, to the same race of invaders;*°

49 One might g0 a step farther and say that in the general sense of a tax,
“Danegeld” may mean an impost for any one of three different purposes:
(1) to raise tribute; (2) to raise a stipend for mercenaries; and (3) to
raise revenue for the state. Hogdkin’s view (op. cit.,, p. 381), that the term
Danegeld ought to be used only in the sense of the tax, but not as referring
to the payment of the tribute itself, is probably correct in strict theory, but
it would be hopeless to attempt to follow it out in practice.

50 It seems hardly necessary for the purposes of the present discussion to
enter upon the much debated question as to the relative numbers of Danes,
Swedes, and Norwegians, respectively, in the Viking armies that operated
in western Europe during the ninth and tenth centuries. Steenstrup’s view
(Normannerne, 1, 128-63; II, 319-26), that the leading element and by far
the majority of the Vikings in both France and England were Danes, seems
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and that these tributes were raised by similar methods. They
are examples of what may be regarded as practically the same
thing in different places. Why, then, should they not be desig-
nated by the same name?* I may add that this terminology has
already been to some extent sanctioned by usage. Freeman used
it over a generation ago;* and it has been followed more than

once in recent publications.®

In this dissertation a distinction has been made between gen-
eral and local Danegeld. By the first is meant the tribute or
stipend that was raised throughout considerable portions of the
West Frankish realm by, or with the consent of, the central
authority — the king. The object aimed at, though not always
attained, by the payment of general Danegeld was either the
complete removal from the realm of one or more groups of
Vikings or, in the tenth century, the cessation of hostilities on
the part of the Normans. Local Danegeld, as the name implies,
was paid by the local authorities, to save towns, churches, and
monasteries from destruction, or to ransom prisoners from
captivity; .

The treatment in the following pages of the general Danegeld
is intended to be exhaustive. Each payment has been studied in
detail with a view to détermining (1) the reasons for it, (2) the
methods by which it was raised, and (3) the effect it may have
produced. Summaries of the causes that led to the payment of
Danegeld in France are given, for the reign of Charles the Bald
in chapter vii, and for the subsequent period in chapter xiv. The

now to be guite generally accepted even by Norwegian scholars (see e. g.
Bugge, Vikingerne, I, pp. 28-29), though there is still considerable difference
of opinion as regards the nationality of individual Viking leaders, for ex-
ample Rollo. Also, it is practically settled that none of the various Viking
expeditions were undertaken exclusively by men of the same nationality;
that probably in every expedition all three Scandinavian countries were rep-
resented to a greater or lesser extent (idbid.; see also Roos, “The Swedish
Part in the Viking Expeditions,” English Hist. Review, 1892, VII, 209-23).
On the other hand, the Frankish and English chroniclers in most cases could
not, or at least did not, distinguish between Danes, Norwegians, and Swedes.
To them, all the Scandinavians were Nordmanni or, in England, Dani. Cf.
Vogel, Die Normannen und das frinkische Reich, pp. 20-24.

51 Though Maitland (op. cit., p. 518) refrained from applying the term
“Danegeld” to the Frankish tax, he suggested that the latter may have been
the model of the English Danegeld. If that is true, it furnishes an addi-
tional reason for referring to both taxes by the same name.

52 See for example op. cit., I, p. 176; and “The Early Sieges of Paris,” in
his Historical Essays, First Series, p. 243.

53 See Vogel, p. 265; Thompson, “The Commerce of France in the Ninth
Century,” Journal of Political Economy, 1915, XX11I, pp. 867, 874.
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information we have on the methods useds to raise the tribute,
and on its institutional character, is brought together in chapter
xvii. In chapter xviii is presented an estimate of the general
effect of the Danegeld on the political and economic development
of France. The two chapters on local Danegeld (xv, xvi) are
intended to be illustrative rather than exhaustive; and what is
said in the appendices concerning the Danegeld in Frisia, Lor-
raine, the East Frankish kingdom, and Brittany, is little more
than a brief statement of the established facts in each case. In
appendix i, I seek to prove that the Danegeld of 877 was assessed
at the Assembly of Kiersy on June 14, 877, and not at Com-
piégne on May 7 of that year, as heretofore believed; and in
appendix ii an attempt has been made to establish the relation
of the two tax documents of the year 877 to the famous Capitu-
lary of Kiersy.



PART I.

THE DANEGELD DURING THE REIGN OF CHARLES THE BALD
(840—877).

CHAPTER L.

THE DANEGELD OF 845,

In March, 845, a Viking fleet of 120 ships,? under the Danish
chief Ragnar,® entered the Seine and began slowly to ascend that
river toward Paris. Probably several stops were made on the
way, and the surrounding districts with their churches, monas-
teries, and villae, were thoroughly plundered and devastated.*
Taken completely by surprise, the population of the invaded
regions utterly abandoned every thought of resistance.® Even
the military leaders, counts and seigniors, did not so much as

1 Annales Bertiniani, 845, ed. Waitz, p. 32: “mense Martio.” Ctf. Miracula
sancti Germani in Normannorum adventu factae, c. 2, M. G. H., 88., XV, 10.
Aimoin (Miracule sancti Germani, I, c. 1, AA. S88., May, VI, 787) must be in
error when he places the expedition in 846. All the other sources agree that
it was in 845. )

92 Ann. Bert., loc. cit.: “naves centum viginti.” Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit.:
“copiosus exercitus Normannorum . . . cum valido navium apparatu.”

3 Annales Xantenses, 845, M.G.H., 88., II, 228; Chronicon Fontanellense,
845, ibid., p. 302; Miracula sancti Richarii, 1, c. 11, ibid, XV, 917; Miracula
s. Germani, c. 20, ibid, p. 14. This may have been the famous Ragnar Lod-
brok of the Norse sagas. See Vogel, Die Normannen und das frdinkische
Reich, 105; Steenstrup, Normannerne, I, 81, ff.

4 Mirac. 8. Germani, c. 3, p. 10; Mirac. s. Richarii, loc. cit.; Ann. Bert.,
loc. cit. ’

5 Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit.: “Ubi [i. e. at the mouth and along the lower
course of the Seine] non invento populo ut antiquitus moris erat, qui eis
bellando resisteret.” This seems to be a reference to the coast guard for-
merly maintained by Charlemagne and to some extent by Louis the Pious,
but neglected by Charles the Bald, whose attention during the early years
of his reign was fully occupied by other matters. Aimoin, loc. cit.: “nemine
sibi resistente.” Cf. Vogel, 54-57, 61, 71, 80-87, 95, 96. On the coast guard,
see also Thompson, “The Commerce of France in the Ninth Century,” Jour-
nal of Political Economy, 1915, XXIII, 860, n. 1.




CHAPTER 1 27

attempt to make a stand against the enemy.® Seized with un-
reasoning fear, they prepared only for flight.

The Vikings may have halted long enough in Rouen’ to become
convinced of the inability of the Franks effectively to oppose
them and of their own superiority over the Christians in the
matter of military tactics and prowess.®! Thus encouraged, the
marauders continued and extended their depredations, mean-
while advancing slowly and cautiously in the direction of Paris.’
At the news of their approach® the population of the city and its
environs, laymen and ecclesiastics, fled to safety, taking with
them their treasures and the bodies of their saints.’* The king,
Charles the Bald, was not at hand, and it was felt that there was
no one who might be depended upon to give protection against
the invaders.’? Not until the Northmen had reached a certain
place known as Karoli-venna (Charlevanne),* did Charles take

6 Mirac. s. Germani, c. 3, pp. 10-11: “Ibique [i. e. at Rouen] similiter non
reperto exercitu qui contra eos bella committeret. . . . Omnes enim princi-
pes bellatorum qui ipsam incolebant terram ... magis se ad fugiendum
quam resistendum, nimia perculsi formidine, preparabant.” Vita Faronis,
c. 122, Bouquet, VII, 357: “nullo resistente.” Ann. Bert., loc. cit.: “nullo
penitus obsistente.” Aimoin, loc. cit.: “regionis Principes . . . ad bellan-
dum pigros timidosque.” Miraculae sancti Bertini, Bouquet, VII, 381: “omnis
pene nobilitas istius terrae praeter paucos quos opum ac fundorum copia et
castellorum vel munitionum fiducia detinuerat post dominos suos vel quo-
cumque tutius eis videbatur discedebant.”

7 Cf. Vogel, 84, 106. A sojourn of at least several days in Rouen is in-
dicated by the author of the Mirac. s. Germani, c. 4, p. 11, and by Aimoin, loc.
cit.; cf. Chronicon Britannicum, 846, Bouquet, VII, 221. It is not impossible
that the hagiographical writers in describing this and the immediately pre-
ceding events have confused them with the events of 841. The same may be
said of the Chron. Britannicum, the chronology of which is confused.

8 Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit.: “Normanni . .. christianum populum ad
bellandum pigrum atque inertem fore putantes . . . nemine resistente. . . .
Cumgque cernerent quoniam pugnando nullus eis resisteret, etc.”

9 Ibid.: “Parisyus pedetentim propinquare coeperunt.” .

10 Ibid., c. 5: “Nos vero cum iam certi essemus, missis nostris sepius nun-
tiantibus, quod nostras devenirent in partes, etc.”

11 The bodies of St. Denis and other saints interred in the monastery of
St. Denis were exhumed like the rest, but Charles the Bald, when he came
up, forbade their translation (ibid., c. 8, p. 12). Accosding to one account
(idbid., cc. 5, 7, pp. 11, 12), a goodly part of the wealth of the churches and
monsasteries was rescued from the hands of the Vikings. Cf. Mirac. s. Rich-
arii, loc. cit.

12 Charles the Bald was sojourning at Compiégne and St. Quentin just
then (Lot and Halphen, Le régne de Charles le Chauve, 131 and n. 1). Eb-
roin, the abbot of St. Germain-des-Prés, at this time was absent from his
monastery, having gone to Aquitaine for the purpose of aiding Charles in
pacifying that country (Mirac. s. Germani, ¢. 5, p. 11). The population of
Paris, especially the ecclesiastics, appears not to have expected help from
?-nyﬂquarter under those circumstances and, hence, prepared to seek safety
n flight.

113 For the location of Karoli-venna, see Vogel, 105; Lot and Halphen, op.
cit., 134, n. 2. ’
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any measures to check their advance, but then, it is alleged, the
entire military force of his kingdom was summoned to arms,*

This resort to what may be termed a levée en masse was not
altogether successful. A large number of Franks obeyed the
royal command, but not all.'* The fact that part of those sum-
moned failed to come, is to be explained, partly by the suddenness
of the Viking raid, which precluded the bringing up of troops
from any distance, and partly perhaps by the unwillingness of
some Franks to fight against the Northmen.’* The troops col-
lected by Charles seem, however, to have outnumbered the army
of the Vikings, and their military equipment is said to have been
better than that of their opponents.!” Charles himself appears
to have been fully determined to engage the enemy, and he is
reported to have declared himself willing to risk his life, if need
be, in the defense of the church.’* He divided his army into two

14 Mirac. 8. Germani, c. 12, p. 12: “Contra quos [Normannos] , . . Karolus
adveniens, iussit, ut omnis exercitus regni sui ad bellandum eductus illue
conflueret.” This can hardly be interpreted to mean the military strength of
the entire western realm; regni swi in this case probably includes only the
territories directly subject to Charles, i. e. Francia, Neustria, and Burgundy.
Ct. infra, n. 47; Lot and Halphen, op. cit., 134, n. 2.

16 Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit.; “Multus quidem et innumerabilis populus
venit, sed non totus, ut lusserat, affuit.” See the following note.

16 Ibid.: “copiosum exercitum sed non omnem ad pugnandum volun-
tarium, ete”” Afmoin, loc. cit.: “Karolus quia propter subitaneum eorum
ascensum ex toto non poterat, convocata aliqua sui exercitus parte, ete.”

17 In the Mirac. 8. Germani, c. 2, p. 10, the army of the Vikings is re-
ferred to as “copiosus exercitus Normannorum’; but that group of Vikings
which attacked the Frankish division on the south bank of the Seine, i8
described (4bid., c. 12, p. 12) as “nudos ac pene inermes atque paucissimos
homines.” Since the Danish fleet numbered 120 ships, and each vessel
carried anywhere from forty to seventy men, the army of the Vikings prob-
ably consisted of not less than 4,800, nor more than 8,400, men (cf. Vogel,
37-39). For the size of the Frankish army, see the two preceding notes.
The author of the Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit., calls one division of the Frank-
ish army “infinitus exercitus”—a hyperbole, of course. This writer, ibid.,
also refers to the military equipment of the Franks: ‘“Christianus populus
galeatus et loricatus, scutorum ac lancearum munimine tectus.” The Vita
Faronis, loc. cit., is somewhat obscure: “Quantum ibi attraxerit hoc¢ regnum
populum cum rege Karolo suo nequicquam, terra eum vix sustinente, coe-
lumque sub pelle sua obumbrante, incertum nobis gcire miramur numerum.”
Chronica Albrici, M. G. H., 88., XXIII, 734: “occurreret els [Nortmannis]
Karolus rex cum exercitu equitum et peditum.” Thus there were knights
a8 well as footsoldiers in the army of Charles. That the Frankish power of
defense had been very much weakened by the civil wars which culminated
at Fontenay, and that the Danes knew this and intended to make use of the
opportunity, is indicated by the Chronicom BSithiense, Bouquet, VII, 267:
“Nortmanni . . . in Franciam veniunt quam sciebant debilitatem per illud
bellum cruentissimum inter fratres, etc.”. Lot and Halphen, op. cit., 134, n.
2, doubt the possibility of collecting an “innumerable people” in so short
time, unless indeed this “people” consisted of inexperienced footsoldiers.

18 Mirac. s. Germani, c. 12, p. 12: “Karolus . . . qui pro defensione 8. Del
ecclesiae mori paratus erat, etc.” Aimoin, loc. cit. “[Karolus] erat, uti
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divisions, the larger of which was to remain with him to defend
the monastery of St. Denis, while the other, and smaller, division
was ordered to cross the Seine and hold the south bank of the
river. But all those who had been ordered to go across did not
obey the command, perhaps by reason of disloyalty to the king.?®

About this time the Danes terrified the Christians by executing
a number of captives under their very eyes; and when some of
the Vikings a few days later leaped out of their ships to engage
that division of the Frankish army which was stationed on the
south bank of the river, the Franks fled before them: precipitately
and in utter confusion, without so much as striking a blow.2°

This poor performance of one of his divisions seems to have
convinced Charles that the Frankish levies were inferior to the
Northmen, and that it would be unwise to risk a further engage-
ment.”* He therefore retreated with what remained of his hastily
collected army toward the monastery of St. Denis, which he
determined to defend and protect at all costs.?*

The Vikings, more confident than ever of their military superi-
ority, hastened on to Paris, before which they anchored on

adolescens, animo armisque strenuus ... pugnaturus accessit.” Ann. Bert.,
loc. cit.: “Quibus [Normannis] cum Karolus occurrere moliretur.” Vogel's
picture, p. 106, of a monarch on his knees before the altar of St. Denis, trem-
bling with fear, etc., seems out of harmony with the statements just quoted.
We may also note, in passing, that if Charles made a vow at this time, it was
at the suggestion of Hincmar the priest, for the latter was not elected arch-
bishop of Rheims until in April. Cf. Lot and Halphen, op. cif.,, 135 and n.
2, 143; Diimmler, Geschichte des ostfrinkischen Reiches, second ed., I, 282.

19 Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit.: “non omnes quibus fussum fuerat abierunt,
non plenam, ut putamus seu.credimus, circa eum fidlem servantes.” Since
Aimoin, loc. cit., indicates that the division on the south bank of the Seine
was smaller than the other, Diimmler’s statemént (op. cit., I, 282), that
Charles divided his army into two halves, is not quite accurate; at least they
were not equal halves, Vita Faronis, loc. cit.: “Cumque non tantam auda-
cilam in pectore concepissent Franci, ut utrasque partes fluminis bello ob-

sedissent, etc.” =

20 Mirac. 8. Germani, loc. cit. According to Aimoin, loc. cit., the attack of
the Danes preceded the execution of the captives. Cf. Lot and Halphen, op.
cit., 135, n. 4; Vogel, 107.

21 Ann. Bert., loc. cit.: “Karolus . . . praevalere suos nullatenus ' posse
prospiceret.”
22 Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit.: “Karolus . . . cernens quod gestum erat,

qui pro defensione s. Del ecclesiae mori paratus erat, tristis et merens ac
delicata pectora tundens recessit.” Chronica Albrici, loc. cit.: “Karolus cum
exercitu . . . non potuerunt prohibere eos, quin Parisius . .. intrarent . . .
et Karolus apud monasterium s. Dionysii resedit.” Aimoin says, I, c. 1,
P. 788, that when the people were slipping away from him, Charles decided
to defend St. Denis because he had been specially commended by his father
to this saint. Cf. Lot and Halphen, op. cit,, 135, n. 3, 136, n. 1.
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Saturday, March 28, 845.22 The next morning, which happened
to be Easter, they entered and occupied the now deserted city
together with the neighboring monastery of St. Germain-des-
Prés on the south bank of the Seine.**

Having reached their goal,”® the Danes soon gave evidence of
a willingness to come to terms with the Franks. They dispatched
envoys to Charles the Bald at St. Denis, offering to quit Paris
and the kingdom of Charles in return for the payment of
tribute.2®

The reasons for this policy on the part of the Danes are not
far to seek. Their object at this time was to secure plunder

23 Mirac. s. Germani, c. 14, p. 13: “[Normanni] cursu prepropero sabbato
sancto paschalis solemnitatis Parisyus venerunt.” Chron. Fontanellense, loc.
cit.: “Ragneri . . . cum classe sua . . . usque Parisiis accessit, ac in vigilia
s. paschae, i. e. 5. Kalend. Aprilis, eandem urbem intravit.” Ann. Bert., loc.
cit.: “Loticiam Parisiorum, nullo penitus obsistente, pervadunt.” Cf. An-
nales Fuldenses, 845, ed. Kurze, p. 35; Chronicon Sigeberti, Bouquet, VII,
249. :

24 Just how long the Vikings remained in Paris cannot be accurately
determined; according to the Mirac. 8. Germani, c. 20, p. 14, it was only a
short time—*“paucis diebus.” The various miraculous events which they are
said to have experienced during their sojourn in the monastery of St. Ger-
main-des-Prés, and elsewhere, need not be described or discussed here. They
are related in full by the author of the Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit., pp. 13-16.

25 Cf. Lot and Halphen, op cit., 133, 134, n. 1.

26 Mirac. s. Germani, c. 20, p. 14: “[Normanni] legationis causa missos
suos ad regem . .. dirigunt Karolum, ut eos cum pace et absque inter-
necione sui ad propriam unde venerant redire permitteret patriam.” Aimoin,
1, ¢. 10, p. 789: “Interea simulato languore, [Normanni] legationis causa
dirigunt ad . . . Karolum, ut eos cum pace fideles suscipiens, ad propriam
dato Regni tributo redire permitteret patriam.” Vogel, 110, n. 3, claims
that in the passages just quoted the hagiographical writers wilfully mis-
represented the true course of events in the interests of their patron saint,
to whose intervention they wished to ascribe the deliverance of the realm
from further devastation. He insists that “nicht von den Normannen, son-
dern von Karl ging das Anerbieten zu Verhandlungen aus,” and bases his
opinion on the statements in the Annales Bertiniani, the Annales Xantenses,
the Vita s. Faronis, and the Chronica Albrici. I shall quote here the perti-
nent passages in these sources in the order indicated. “Karolus . ..
praevalere suos nullatenus posse prospiceret, quibusdam pactionibus et
munere septem milium librarum eis exhibito, a progrediendo compescuit ac
redire persuasit.”—“Alia pars eorum Normannorum Galliam petierunt,
ibique ceciderunt ex eis plus quam sexcenti viri. Sed tamen propter desi-
diam Karoli dedit eis multa milia ponderum auri et argenti ut irent extra
Galliam; quod et fecerunt.”—“Cumque non tantam audaciam in pectore con-
cepissent Franci, ut utrasque partes fluminis bello obsedissent, consilium
inierunt ad ruinam et ad interitum per omnia labentia saecula, dato tributo
copiosissimo terrae.”—“dederunt rex Karolus et populus Normannis pecu-
niam multam, et reversi sunt in terram suam.’—So far as I can see, the
last three of these statements throw no light whatever on the question as to
who first suggested the payment of tribute. The words “a progrediendo
compescuit ac redire persuasit,” in the Annales Bertiniani, at first sight do
give the impression that Charles the Bald took the initiative. But it must
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rather than to conquer territory.?” But in point of fact Paris
had not proved as fruitful a field of plunder as the Vikings had
anticipated. The inhabitants of the city and its environs, par-
ticularly the ecclesiastics, had been forewarned of the impending
danger, and had been able to remove to places of safety at least
a very large part of their money and valuables before the arrival
of the Northmen.?® It is clear, that the latter were not satisfied
with the amount of booty thus far secured, and that they were
determined to have more if that were possible.”® To attempt
plundering operations in the vicinity of Paris was not advisable,
owing to the presence of the king’s army at the monastery of

be remembered that they are a very compressed form of statement, and as
such they really do not contradict the much more detailed accounts of the
hagiographical writers. It is certainly true that Charles by accepting the
terms of the Northmen did restrain the latter from advancing and did per-
suade them to return, even if the Northmen had taken the first step on the
path of negotiation. As will be pointed out in the text, it is not probable
that the Vikings really intended to make any further advance; but, of course,
they did not reveal their actual plans to the Franks. They simply ex-
ploited the existing situation to the full. Vogel is doubtless right when he
says that the hagiographical accounts were written for the express purpose
of glorifying the miraculous powers of St. Germain. But it does not neces-
sarily follow that the writers of those accounts have given a totally false
presentation of the course of events. They may have mistaken or falsified
the motives of the Northmen—and this may explain why the first author of
the Miracula failed to mention the tribute—while giving a substantially
correct and truthful account of their acts. It probably was more or less of
a mystery to the Franks, why the Vikings had not continued farther up the
Seine, why they had changed their plans so soon and offered to retire in
return for the payment of tribute. Cf. Mirac. s. Germani, loc. cit.: ‘“quati-
nus a finibus christianorum tam cito discedere vellent [Normanni].” The
hagiographical writer himself admits that he was not aware of what he
regards as the real reason for the changed policy of the Vikings (the pesti-
lence, etec., sent by St. Germain) until it was revealed to him more than four
years after the event by Count Cobbo. Only with the aid of Cobbo’s story
was he able to clear up the mystery as to the motives of the Vikings and to
exalt the powers of his patron saint. There is, then, in the opinion of the
present writer, no sufficient reason for rejecting the hagiographical account
of the course of events, the detafls of which are, not contradicted, but passed
over in silence by all the other sources. Cf. Lot and Halphen, op. cit., 138,
whose view is similar to that of Vogel. The latter’s faith in the accuracy
of the Annales Bertiniani, by the way, is not unswerving; see infra, chap. ii,
n. 11.

27 It was not until after the middle of the ninth century that the Vik-
ings began to establish themselves in fortified camps, where they sojourned
at first only during the summer, but later throughout the winter also. Cf.
Vogel, 38, 39, 127, 260, 261. The fact that the Vikings on this occasion were
willing to depart on the payment of tribute proves, of course, that they had
no territorial ambitions as yet; or, in any case, that their principal object
was the acquisition of money and treasure. After the Vikings under Oscar
had sacked Rouen, in 841, and had secured the desired amount of booty, they
put to sea in order to avoid an encounter with the Frankish levies moving
against them. Cf. Vogel, 83-85.

28 See supra, n. 11.

29 Ann. Bert., loc. cit.: “a progrediendo compescuit.”
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St. Denis.®* They might, indeed, have ascended to some other
point on the Seine and continued operations from there; but at
best this would have been a perilous adventure with an unde-
feated Frankish army left in the rear.’* Neither of these courses
would be necessary, if instead the Franks could be induced to
pay tribute. Accordingly, the Vikings chose what they must
have regarded as the wiser policy.

It is not unlikely that the demand for tribute had been accom-
panied by a threat to proceed farther inland in case of refusal.®®
What the Vikings would have done if their demand had been
refused, remains problematical. It is improbable that they had
any serious intention of carrying out their threat, for that would
have permitted the Franks in the meantime to bring up reén-
forcements and to take various measures to cut off the retreat
of the Vikings.** However that may be, it is certain that the
threat of Ragnar and his associates was effective, and that their
offer was accepted by the Franks.

These considerations seem a sufficient explanation of the policy
adopted by the Northmen, even though they are not mentioned
as such by the contemporary writers. According to the hagio-
graphical account, a mortal disease, to which the Vikings fell
prey while they were sojourning in Paris, and which seriously
depleted their ranks, was the real reason why they entered into

30 See supra, n. 22. When plundering operations were to be undertaken,
the Vikings would scatter in all directions and leave only a small guard at
their ships (Vogel, 38, 39). This, of course, could not be done with a hos-
tile army in the vicinity, which, while the Vikings were absent from their
ships, might have seized or destroyed the latter, thereby cutting off the pos-
sibility of retreat. .

31 Vogel admits, p. 105, that even the ascent to Karoli-venna was a daring
exploit fraught with many dangers. Yet up to that time there had been no
resistance whatever.

32 Cf. supre, n. 29.
83 In my opinfon, no small part of the success of the Vikings on this

occasion must be ascribed to their capacity for bluffing the Franks, who
doubtless believed that the freebooters would have ascended farther up the
Seine to plunder and devastate, if their offer had been refused. It would
have been practically impossible for the Franks to prevent them from so
doing. The real strength of the Vikings lay in their superior mobility.
In their ships they could easily outdistance their pursuers, especially if,
as has been asserted, the majority of the latter were footsoldiers (Lot and
Halphen, op. cit., 134, n. 2). It is true, as pointed out above in the text,
that the Franks might have opposed the Vikings on their return—they
might conceivably have been able to cut off their retreat—but in the mean-
time. other places would have been plundered or destroyed. The latter con-
sideration must have been one of the chief reasons why the Franks accepted
the offer of the Vikings; it was better to pay tribute than to expose the
country to the possibility of further devastation.
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negotiations with Charles the Bald.3* If there is any element of
truth in this story, all that can be said of it is that it gives a
supplemental reason for the offer of the Northmen. There can
be little doubt that the Vikings would have acted as they did,
even if their ranks had not been thinned by the ravages of a
disease.?® :

Charles the Bald, though at first unwilling, was finally induced
by certain of his magnates to accept the offer of the Northmen.
The magnates in question are accused of having accepted bribes,
which may or may not be true.?* In any case, the magnates
probably were not anxious to engage in battle with the Vikings
after what they had already seen of the outcome of such war-
fares’” It is generally admitted that the West Frankish nobles
and seigniors of this period were narrow, selfish, and unpatri-
otic.’®* To them, the payment of tribute must have seemed the
most convenient method of securing the removal of the Vikings.
The magnates well knew that if the king, in order to raise the
tribute, should find it necessary to resort to taxation, it would
be easy for them to evade the impost by shifting its burden on
the peasantry.3®

34 Mirac. s. Germani, cc. 19, 20, p. 14.

35 These words of Aimoin, I, ¢. 10, p. 789, help to explain the “contradic-
tion” referred to by Vogel (p. 110, n. 3): “Interea simulato languore, lega-
tionis causa dirigunt ad . . . Karolum, etc.” The Vikings were past masters
in the art of deception. Cf. Steenstrup, Normannerne, I, 22-28, 366-67;
Vogel, 175~77.

36 Aimoin, loc. cit.: “Rege quidem nolente, Principibus tamen quibusdam
(ut fatebatur) muneribus laesis, etc.” Vita Faronis, loc. cit.: “Cumque non
tantam audaciam in pectore concepissent Franci, ut utrasque partes flumi-
nis bello obsedissent, consilium inierunt ad ruinam et ad interitum per
omnia labentia saecula, dato tributo copiosissimo terrae.” Vogel, 110, n. 3,
seems to believe that it was Charles, and Charles only, who wished to pay
tribute, and that the magnates exercised no influence on him at all in this
matter. He asserts, hut of course cannot prove, that the story of the brib-
ing of the magnates was invented by Aimoin solely for the purpose of white-
washing Charles. The author of the Vita Faronis, however, does not agree
with Vogel. A few lines before the passage quoted above, he says: “terra
eum [Karolum] vix sustinente”; and, according to the same writer, it was
the Franci—which certainly does not mean only the king—who chose the
disastrous policy of paying tribute. Lot and Halphen, op. cit., 138, n. 3,
accept with some modifications the statement of Aimoin.

37 See supra, nn. 6 and 16. Ragnar is reported to have described the
Franks to King Horich of Denmark in the following manner (Mirac. 8. Ger-
mani, ¢. 30, p. 16): “populum . .. plus omnibus aliis ad dimicandum tre-
mentem ac pavidum.”

6 38 Cf. Diimmler, I, 213-15, 221-23; Vogel, 82-83, 90-91, 95-97; supra, nn.

, 8, 19.

39 According to Sée (Les classes rurales et le régime domanial en France
au moyen dge, 92, 116) and Flach (Les origines de lUancienne France, I,
341-43), the burden of taxation in this period always fell ultimately on the
lower classes of the population, i. e. poor freemen, coloni, and serfs.

Danegeld. 3.
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As for Charles the Bald, he probably came to realize that the
army which had been collected, nobles and freemen alike, was
not to be depended upon-and that, in any case, it was not large
enough to inflict a decisive defeat on the Danes.** And even if
it had been possible, there would have been no time to collect and
bring up more troops; for in the meantime the Vikings might
have proceeded to plunder and devastate other places farther up
the Seine and its tributaries.®* On the whole, therefore, it was
safer and more prudent to agree to the payment of tribute than
to expose the country to further devastation or to build any
hopes on the very doubtful issue of an engagement with the
doughty Vikings.*?

A preliminary understanding having been reached and the
tribute agreed upon in principle, Ragnar and the other Viking
chiefs were conducted to the headquarters of Charles the Bald
in the monastery of St. Denis,** where a formal and definitive

treaty was concluded.

According to the terms of this treaty, the Northmen agreed
to evacuate the kingdom of Charles and never to enter it again,
unless perchance as friends and allies;** in return for which
Charles agreed (1) to allow the Vikings to depart in peace, i. e.
without molesting them in any way on the return journey, and
(2) to pay them as tribute the sum of 7,000 pounds in silver

40 Vogel’s statement, p. 110, “Koénig Karls Heer hatte sich inzwischen
noch bedeutend verstirkt” is purely gratuitous and contrary to the facts as
indicated by the sources. Aimoin, I, ¢. 1, p. 788, claims that the people were
slipping away from Charles: “populo ... a se labente.” That part of
Charles’s army which was to have defended the south bank of the Seine had
been routed and scattered, and it is very unlikely that this loss had been
compensated for by the arrival of reénforcements. There is certainly noth-
ing which proves their arrival. Just how large the Viking army was cannot
be accurately determined, but it probably numbered not less than 4,800 men
(cf. supra, n. 17). The statement in the Annales Xantenses, loc cit., that
more than 600 Vikings fell at this time, is not corroborated by any other
source, and, like several other statements in these annals, is at least inac-
curate. The writer’s information on the events in the West Frankish king-
dom was probably scant and of the hearsay variety. This also explains why
he attributes the payment of the tribute to Charles’s “sloth.”

41 That Charles did not have sufficient time to collect an army equal to
the occasion, is asserted by Aimoin; see supra, n. 16. :

42 According to the Annales Bertiniani, Charles perceived that his men
would not be able to prevail over the Northmen; see supre, n. 26.

43" Miracula s. Germani, c. 20, pp. 14-16; Aimoin, I, c. 10, p. 789.

44 Aimoin, loc. cit.: “nequaquam ulterius vel fines sui regni, nisi fortasse
auxiliatores, intrarent aut contingerent.” Cf. the similar statement in the
Mirac. s. Germani, c. 20, p. 14. Ann. Bert., loc. cit.: “Karolus [Normannos]
. . . a progrediendo compescuit ac redire persuasit.” Ann. Xantenses, loc. cit.:
“ut frent [Normanni] extra Galliam.” .
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(and gold?).* Nothing being stipulated as regards the booty
already in the possession of the Vikings, it follows that they

were permitted to keep that.

The evidence as to how this first Danegeld in the West
Frankish kingdom was raised is very incomplete. There are,
however, strong indications that it was obtained by means of a
general tax*® levied especially in Francia, which was the invaded
region, and probably also in Neustria and Burgundy.” The mag-
nates, or perhaps the missi, appear to have collected sums of

45 Aimoin, loc. cit.: “ut Karolus eos [Normannos] cum pace fideles sus-
cipiens, ad propriam dato Regni tributo redire permitteret patriam.” Mirac.
s. Germani, loc. cit.: “si [Karolus] eos [Normannos] inlesos abire permit-
teret, etc.” The Miracula does not mention the tribute. Ann. Bert., loc. cit.:
“quibusdam pactionibus, et munere septem milium librarum eis [Norman-
nis] exhibito.” Ann. Fuldenses, loc. cit.: “[Normanni] tam ab ipso [Karolo]
quam incolis terrae accepta pecunia copiosa cum pace discesserunt.” Cf.
Annales Mettenses, 845, Duchesne, H. F. 8., III, 302. Ann. Xantenses, loc.
cit.: “[Karolus] dedit eis [Nortmannis] multa milia ponderum auri et ar-
genti.” Chronica Albrici, loc. cit.: “pecuniam multam.” Paschasius Radber-
tus, Lamentationes Ieremiae, Migne, Palr. Lat. CXX, col. 1220: ‘“‘censum
plurimum.” Chronicon Hermanni contracti, Bouquet, VII, 233: “accepta
magna pro pace pecunia.” Cf. infra, n. 55.

46 Cf. Vogel, 111; Wenck, Das frinkische Reich nach dem Vertrage von
Verdun, 124, n. 2. That the Danegeld was raised by means of a general tax
seems likely for the following reasoms: (1) the Vikings appear not to have
left the Seine until late in June or early in July (see infra, n. 63); (2) the
Annales Fuldenses and the Annales Mettenses say, “tam ab ipso [Karolo]
quam incolis terrae accepta pecunia copiosa,” while the Chronica Aldbrici
has, “dederunt rex et populus Normannis pecuniam multam”—which indi-
cates that the Danegeld'was contributed at least in part the people; (3)
Loup of Ferridres, in a letter to Hincmar of Rheims written shortly after
the levy of the Danegeld, speaks of “his expensis quae maiores nostri con-
gregaverunt” (see infra, n. 48); (4) after his return to Denmark, Ragnar is
said to have boasted that he had laid the entire kingdom of Charles under
tribute (see infra, n. 55); (b) Paschasius Radbertus (see the preceding
note) speaks of “censum plurimum.”

47 At least that would seem to follow, if the entire kingdom of Charles
was subjected to tribute (cf. the alleged boast of Ragnar referred to in the
preceding note). Aquitaine and Brittany of course escaped the Danegeld
altogether, for Charles the Bald had not been able effectively to assert his
authority in either of those countries (see Lot and Halphen, op. cit., 72 ff,,
84 fr., 112 ., 126, 130, 149 ff.; and cf. Diimmler, I, 244 f£., 248). In fact he
was forced to recognize the independence of Pippin the Younger in Aqui-
taine in June or July, 846 (Lot and Halphen, 149 ff.; Diimmler, I, 288 ff.)
and that of Nominoé in Brittany in the summer of 846 (Lot and Halphen,
166-67; Dimmler, I, 297 £.). The rebel Lambert, who had allied himself
with Nomino&, might well have prevented the collection of any royal tax in
the counties (pagi) of Anjou, Maine, and Nantes (Lot and Halphen, 76 .,
117 f£.; Dimmler, I, 244, 247, 289). In Septimania (Gothia) and the Spanish
March the authority of Charles the Bald had been at least in part restored
during the spring of 844 (Lot and Halphen, 97 ff, 120, n. 1; Diimmler, I,
246) ; but owing to their remoteness from the invaded portion of the realm
and also to the inadvisability of immediately burdening them with taxes, it
seems very doubtful that any Danegeld was collected there. We may assume
that Francia had to furnish the major portion of the tribute, since it was
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money from the great landholders,*® who probably obtained these
sums by levying extraordinary taxes on the peasants and others
subjected to their authority.*® Did the king demand from each
landholder a specific sum proportionate to the number and value
of his holdings? Such at least was the plan according to which
many later Danegelds were raised,® and, lacking evidence, we
may conjecture that a similar plan was used on this occasion.
We know that merchants and priests were taxed for some of the
later Danegelds,” and that at certain times even the treasuries
of the churches had to be emptied in order to raise the sums
demanded.’”? Were any such measures necessary in 845? That,
too, must be left to conjecture.

To determine accurately the length of time required to raise
this tribute is out of the question. Since in all probability the
Danegeld was not paid before June — it may have been paid
much later — we may assume that two months or more elapsed
before the entire yield of the tax was in the hands of the royal

officials.®?

the invaded district; and it is probable that the neighboring parts of Neus-
tria and Burgundy also were taxed, for the royal authority was maintained
in those regions by the itinerant missi. (Note the following in a document
of Charles the Bald for the year 845: “missis nostris per universum im-
perium nostrum discurrentibus.”—Bouquet, VIII, 482. Loup of Ferriéres
tells us that he was a missus in Burgundy in the year 844. Cf. Levillain,
«gtude sur les lettres de Loup de Ferridres,” Bibl. de Vécole des chartes,
LXIII, 75-78, 116-17; Thompson, Decline of the Missi Dominici in Frankish
Gaul, 8-9). Eastern Neustria certainly contributed, as is evident from the
testimony of Loup, who was abbot of the monastery of Ferrieéres in the
extreme eastern part of Neustria (see the following note).

48 Loup of Ferrieres, Epistolae, XLII, ed. Desdevises du Dézert, p. 116:
“hoc turbulente Reipublicae tempore, his expensis quae maiores nostri con-
gregaverunt.” This seems to be a reference to the Danegeld. Desdevises du
Dézert dates this letter for the beginning of the year 846, but Levillain, op.
cit., p. 88, has demonstrated that it was written late in August, or in Sep-
tember, 845.

49 This method of raising taxes and other contributions was very com-
mon at the time (see supra, n. 39); and there can be little doubt that the
Danegeld, too, was obtained in this way. Cf. infra, pp. 81 ff.

50 See infra, chap. xvii.

51 See ibid.

52 See ibid.
53 In the Ann. Bertiniani, 845, pp. 32, 33, the departure of the Vikings

from the Seine is not mentioned directly after the negotiation of the treaty
providing for the payment of tribute. Between the description of these two
events Prudentius refers among other things to the treaty by which Charles
the Bald recognized Pippin the Younger as the almost independent ruler of
Aquitaine. Accordingly we may believe—for there is no reason to suppose
that Prudentius here departed from his habit of rough adherence to chrono-
logical sequence—that the Vikings did not quit the Seine until after Charles
had concluded the treaty with Pippin, which event took place late in June
or early in July (Lot and Halphen, op. cit., 149 and n. 3; cf. Diimmler, I,
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Having received the tribute money, the Vikings in truth sailed
out of the Seine, but they could not resist the temptation to
plunder and devastate a number of places on the seacoast.’* After
various adventures and experiences they eventually returned to
Denmark with their booty. The hagiopraphical account repre-
sents Ragnar proceeding to King Horich, to show him the vast
amount of gold and silver he had brought with him, and to boast
not only that he had captured the wealthy city of Paris but also
that he had subjected the entire kingdom of Charles to tribute.’

What happened to Ragnar and his associates later, is largely
a matter of speculation and need not detain us long. It may be
true that this particular group of Vikings fell prey to a mortal
disease of some kind, which prevented any of them from ever
enjoying the fruits of their expedition.’®* But what of that? The
success of their bold enterprise probably interested their country-

289). Even after allowance has been made for a possible interval of several
weeks between the payment of the Danegeld and .the final departure of the
Vikings, the date of the payment can hardly be placed prior to the begin-
ning of June. That the total proceeds of a tax levied in March (cf. supra,
nn. 23, 24) could have become available before June, i. e. in less than two
months, does not seem probable (cf. Lot and Halphen, 139, n. 1).

54 Whether these operations really constituted a violation of the treaty
Just concluded, cannot be determined, for we do not know the exact location
of the devastated region. If it was outside the West Frankish realm, the
Northmen were of course not guilty of any breach of faith. Ann. Bert., 845,
p. 33. Cf. Vogel, 111 and n. 3; Levillain, op. cit., pp. 90 ff.; Lot and Halphen,
op. cit.,, 139, n. 1.

55 Aimoin, I, c¢. 12, p. 789: “Ragenarius Dux, . . . ante profanum Horich
Nortmannorum Principem cum ingenti superbia veniens, ostendit ei quod
secum hinc asportaverat aurum argentumque multum: dixitque quod opina-
tissimam Parisius civitatem captam haberet; . .. insuper et quod omne
Karoli Regnum sibi ratione tributi subjugatum haberet.” The Mirac. s.
Germani agree substantially with Aimoin, except that they do not mention
the tribute. The Ann. Bertiniani, loc. cit., tell of a misfortune which befell
the Vikings on their return journey and of its influence on King Horich of
Denmark; cf. Ann. Xantenses, loc. cit. Chronica Albrici, loc. cit.: “[Nor-
manni] reversi sunt in terram suam.”

56 According to the Mirac. s. Germani, ¢. 31, p. 16, those Vikings who
finally got back to Denmark either died of disease or were executed by King
Horich, who thereby hoped to prevent the pestilence from spreading. Four
Vikings were said to have escaped the king, but it was believed that they
too died very soon. Cf. Aimoin, loc. cit.; Vogel, 112; Steenstrup, op. cit., I,
97-104. The Ann. Bertiniani, loc. cit., tell us that King Horich, after he had
learned of what was regarded as the judgment of God on the followers of
Ragnar, sent envoys to Louis the German, offering to free all Christian cap-
tives and to restore the stolen treasure so far as possible. His envoys did
in fact appear at the court of Louis the German in October (Ann. Fuldenses,
loc. cit,) and he may have freed the captives (Ann. Xantenses, loc. cit;
Mirac. s. Germani, c. 30, p. 16; Aimoin, I, c. 13, p. 790), but whether he ever
returned the treasure is not known. If any treasure actually was returned,
it very probably was the booty obtained by Horich’s own men in the sack
of Hamburg this same year, and not that which was brought to Denmark
by Ragnar. Cf. Vogel, 100-2, 114-15.
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men vastly more than the mystery of their death. For these
pioneers had made a veritable discovery,> a discovery full of
fascination for the Viking spirit and pregnant with dire con-
sequences for the fortunes of the Franks.

. Charles the Bald’s policy of paying tribute was to prove hardly
a palliative, much less a cure, for the malady with which the
West Frankish kingdom had become afflicted. In point of fact,
this first Danegeld had revealed to the freebooters of the North
certain very important facts concerning the western realm of
the Franks: prosperous economic conditions, lack of prepared-
ness against invaders coming by sea, and inability or reluctance
to fight on the part of the aristocracy — on the whole, a most
satisfactory state of affairs from the Viking point of view. The
first Danegeld, therefore, did not deter other Vikings from
adopting the methods and continuing the operations of Ragnar’s
men; on the contrary, it encouraged ard invited them to emulate

their example.®®,

57 It is true that the Vikings had, before this, been levying tribute in
Frisia (see infra, Appendix III), but the Frisian payments were of a.local
character and probably were small as compared with those secured in the
West Frankish kingdom. It was the West Frankish kingdom and England
that were destined henceforth chiefly to attract the Vikings.

68 The following in the Vita Faronis, loc. cit., is significant: “Franei . . .
consilium inierunt ad ruinam et ad interitum per omnia labentia saecula,
dato tributo copiosissimo terrae.” Paschasius Radbertus, loc. cit., also ap-
pears to have realized that the Danegeld never would bring security against

Viking raids.




THE DANEGELD DURING THE REIGN OF CHARLES THE BALD 39

CHAPTER II.

THE DANEGELD OF 853.

After his first payment of tribute, in 845, Charles the Bald did
not again resort to the Danegeld until 858.! While there can be
little doubt that Danegeld was actually paid in the latter year,
it must be admitted that our information concerning the payment
and the circumstances that made it necessary is very scant.

On October 9, 852, a large fleet of Danish Vikings, led by the
two chieftains Sydroc and Godfrey, son of Harold, entered the
Seine and ascended that river beyond Rouen as far as Augustu-
dunas.? Though an army made up exclusively of West Franks
had succeeded in expelling another group of Vikings from their
lodgment on the lower Seine earlier in the same year,® Charles
the Bald did not deem it advisable to move against the undoubt-
. edly larger force under Sydroc and Godfrey* without some
auxiliaries. He therefore appealed for aid to his elder brother,
Lothaire I, with whom he happened to be at this time on a
friendly footing.® '

Having mobilized their available fighting strength,® the royal
brothers advanced with their armies toward Jeufosse, to which .
place the Northmen had in the meantime ascended, and where
they had established themselves for the winter.” The Franks

1 Favre (Eudes, comte de Paris et roi de France, p. 223) inaccurately
states that the Danes were bought off in 852. The following discussion will
make clear that the Danegeld was paid in 853. }

2 Ann. Bertiniani, 852, ed. Waitz, p. 42 and note g); Chron. Fontanel-
lense 852, M.G.H., 8R8., II, 304; cf. Ann. Fuldenses, 850, ed. Kurze, pp. 39—40.
For the location of Augustudunas, see Vogel, 134, n. 3.

3 Chron. Fontanellense, 861, p. 303; Ann. Bert., 861, p. 41. Cf. Vogel, 133.

4 The Ann. Bert., 862, do not mention Sydroc, but refer, p. 42, to the forces
collected by Godfrey in Denmark as “manus valida,” and to his fleet as
“multitudo navium.” The size of the contingent under Oscar, which the
Franks had expelled in June, 862, is nowhere indicated; but since a West
Frankish army ventured to engage these Vikings and forced their with-
drawal from the Seine, it is safe to conclude that their number was small
compared with that of the followers of Godfrey and Sydroc.

5' Ann. Fuld., 850, p. 40: “Ad quorum [Nordmannorum] expulsionem Hlu-
tharfus in auxilium vocatus.” Ann. Bert., 852, p. 42; Chron. Fontanellense,
852, p. 304. Cf. Diimmler, I, 347-49; Vogel, 134.

8 Ann. Bert., loc. cit.: “occurrentibug Lothario et Karolo cum omni suo
exercitu.” .

7 Chron. Fontanellense, loc. cit.: “Nortmanni aqua freti deputatam sibi
hiemem exegerunt in loco qui vocatur Ghivoldi fossa.” For the location of
the latter place (Jeufosse), see Vogel, 136, n. 1.
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invested both banks of the Seine at this point,® but they probably
did not succeed in completely isolating the Northmen. However
that may be, it is certain that the siege was continued through
the winter into the next year (853), and that an attack by storm
was eventually proposed. But this plan proved incapable of
execution, because the army of Charles the Bald for some reason
refused to fight.’* Charles therefore opened negotiations with
Godfrey and was able to conciliate him by making certain con-
cessions the nature of which is not entirely clear.'* After this
pact had been made it appears that Godfrey and his men retired
from Jeufosse.!?

The treaty with Godfrey did not, however, secure the with-
drawal of Sydroc and the other Danes. Rather it made them
more troublesome; they now began to pillage, burn, and make
captives, without restraint. It was not until early in March that
the Vikings were induced to desist from these operations.’® The
inducement appears to have come in the form of an agreement

8 Ann. Bert., loc. cit.: “utramque ripam . . . obsident.” Cf. the preceding
note.

9 That seems to be implied in the words of the Chron. Fontanellense
quoted in note 7, supra. Certainly the Vikings could not have remained in
Jeufosse throughout the winter unless in the meantime they had been able
to secure provisions. The statement, infra, n. 12, that they pillaged more
freely after the departure of Godfrey, implies that the Franks had not been
able wholly to prevent them from pillaging in the preceding period.

10 Ann. Fuld., loc. cit.: “Hlutharius . . . cum sibi pugnandum esse cum
hoste putaret.”” Ann. Bert., 853, p. 42: “nolentibus qui ex parte Karoli erant
inire bellum.”

11 Ibid.: “Karolus . . . Godefridum quibusdam pactionibus sibi conciliat.”
Ann. Fuld.. loc. cit.: “Karolus clam mutato consilio Godafridum cum
suis in societatem regni suscepit et terram eis ad inhabitandum dele-
gavit.” Vogel, p. 135, is inclined to accept the testimony of the Annals of
Fulda in this case despite the erroneous chronology of those annals; he be-
lieves that Prudentius, by reason of a desire to shield Charles the Bald, did
not tell the whole truth in the Annals of St. Bertin. This view, it must be
admitted, is certainly tenable; but Vogel’s distrust of the statements of
Prudentius in this case, does not harmonize with his great faith in the
accuracy of what that writer said for the year 845 on a similar subject (see
supra, chap. i, n. 26). Why should Prudentius have withheld in 853 the
kind of information which he did not hesitate to divulge in 845? Is it not
possible that what he says for 853, instead of being intentionally ‘“verbliimt,”
is simply a concentrated form of expression and in that respect very similar
to his entry for 845? Vogel thinks also that the Danegeld of this year (853)
was paid to Godfrey; for a discussion of this question, see infra, n. 24.

12 That Godfrey and his men left before the other Vikings, is clearly
implied in the following statement (Ann. Bert., loc. cit.): “Ceteri Danorum
usque ad mensem Martium inibi absque ulla formidine residentes, cuncta eo
furiosius quo liberius diripiunt, cremant atque captivant.”

13 See the preceding note. Since Charles the Bald signed a diploma at
Kiersy on March 21 (Bouquet, VIII, 522), it seems probable that he had
come to an agreement with the Danes earlier in the month.
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by Charles the Bald to pay tribute. That monarch had for the
second time found it necessary to resort to the Danegeld because
his men were not willing to risk a determined onslaught against
the Vikings.**

This reluctance to fight on the part of the West Franks, seems
very strange, especially when contrasted with the apparent
willingness of Lothaire’s men to engage the enemy.’®* Were the
West Franks lacking in courage? It is difficult to convince one-
self of that, in view of the fact that they had attacked and
routed a group of Vikings in the spring of the previous year
(852).1¢ Were the Danes so superior in numbers that it was
hopeless to engage them? That may, indeed, have been the case
sometimes,'” but seems improbable in 852—853, when they were
confronted by two Frankish armies, that of Lothaire as well as
that of Charles.

The most satisfactory solution of this rather knotty problem
will probably have to be sought in connection with the relations
existing between Charles the Bald and his magnates. It was
upon the latter that Charles really had to depend, if he was to
have an army at all. The resisting part of the West Frankish
army at this time consisted, not of the freemen fighting on foot,
but of contingents of mounted knights, each under the leader-
ship of some magnate or seignior.’® If, therefore, the army of
Charles the Bald refused to enter into conflict with the Danes,

14 See infra, n. 24; cf. supra, chap. i, nn. 19, 22.

15 Cf. supra, n. 10.

16 Cf. supra, n. 3. Of course, it cannot be denied that when taken by
surprise or outnumbered, the Franks usually fled before the Vikings; but
since the Vikings ordinarily did likewise under similar circumstances, that
really proves nothing. What we wish to know is why the Franks refused
to fight when that would apparently have been the wiser thing to do. In
the winter of 852-53 the Frankish armies had come to Jeufosse for the
purpose of fighting; Lothaire and his men never thought of anything else,
if we may believe the Annals of Fulda, 850, p. 40. It seems anomalous to
think that the West Franks refused to fight, simply because they were more
cowardly than their neighbors.

17 On many occasions the success of the Vikings was largely due to their
superior mobility, which enabled them to reach their destination before a
Frankish army could be summoned to oppose them, nay before anyone knew
of their approach. See Vogel, 43 and n. 3; cf. infra, chap. vii.

18 Baldamus, Das Heerwesen unter den spdteren Karolingern, in Gierke’s
Untersuchungen zur deutschen Staats- und Rechisgeschichte, 1V, pp. 17 ff,,
60 ff.,, and passim; Roth, Geschichte des Beneficialwesens, pp. 416-16. Vogel,
p. 13, calls attention to the fact that the most energetic and successful re-
sistance to the Vikings was made by the people of those regions where the
system of commendation and vassalage was least developed, i. e. by the
Frisians and the Saxons.
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we understand that this was due to objections raised probably
not so much by the ordinary freemen as by the magnates and
seigniors. And since it is improbable that the Franks were
either cowardly or outnumbered on this occasion, we must per-
force conclude that the unwillingness of their leaders to engage
the Vikings was due to the fact that they had no interest in

driving them off.

But why not? Because the expulsion of the foreign enemy
would have enabled the monarch to give his undivided attention
to the reduction of the power of the aristocracy; a power which,
since the days of Charlemagne, had never ceased to make inroads
on the prerogatives of the crown. There can be no doubt that
Charles the Bald wished to increase, or at least to rehabilitate.
the power of the monarch. In this effort he was supported by
most of the higher clergy, who recognized in him the protector
o{ their interests and their property against the greed and un-
scrupulous avarice of the lay nobility.** The lay nobles, or at least
a large number of them, bitterly opposed the policy of Charles
and, in order to gain their point, were willing, not only to make
indirect use of the Viking invasions, but even to ally themselves
with the Northmen when necessary.? If sometimes these mag-
nates were not averse to securing the removal of the Vikings by
the payment of Danegeld, it was probably because they them-
selves did not have to bear the burden of the tax levied to raise
the tribute, and because in collecting the impost from their peas-
ants they were able to retain a considerable part for them-

selves.?*

When this general situation is kept in mind, the apparent
helplessness of the West Frankish armies before the Vikings
becomes more intelligible. We begin to understand that the
Danegeld was often the only means whereby the king might hope
to rid his realm of the invaders from the North.?* ‘Also, we may
perhaps be able better to appreciate the attempts that have

19 Fustel de Coulanges, Les transformations de la royauté pendant Vé-
poche carlovingienne, 640-66; Dimmler, I, 222, 296, 380-81.
20 Ibid., 381 and n. 1, 412-16, 420-21; ct Vogel, 151-52.

21 See suprae, chap. i, nn. 39, 49. .
22 This seems to have been understood by Lothaire, who, despite the fact
that his expedition had proved useless, remained on very friendly terms
with Charles. Evidently Lothaire realized that Charles had done the only
thing possible under the circumstances. Cf. supra, nn. 10, 11, 18; infrae, n. 27.
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recently been made?? to clear Charles the Bald of the old charges
of cowardice and pusillanimity.

The amount of the Danegeld of 853 is unknown, and very little
can be said concerning the method by which the tribute was
raised. All we know is, that the king prescribed certain con-
tributions to the Northmen, and that these had been paid before
April 22, 853.2¢ It would seem that the contributions were fur-
nished chiefly if not exclusively by the prelates of the church.?

The Vikings had ceased plundering probably early in March;
but they did not sail out of the Seine until in, June or July.2¢
In the meantime Lothaire I had returned home from what must
have seemed to him a fruitless expedition.?”

23 For example by Lot and Halphen in Le régne de Charles le Chauve;
even Vogel (see especially pp. 256-57) has at least to a certain extent ven-
tured to depart from the traditional German point of view as represented
by Diimmler and others.

24 Capitulare Missorum Suessionense, M.G.H., LL. Sectio II, t. 2, p. 267:
“Inbrevient [missi] . . . quid etiam Nortmannis per nostram commendatio-
nem sive sine nostra commendatione datum sit.”” It is true that this clause
does not appear in all the extant manuscripts of the capitulary, and that
the editors of the Monumenta have relegated it to the obscurity of a foot-
note. But the clause is included in most of the manuscripts, and whether
it ever was an integral part of the capitulary, is a matter of only secondary
importance for our purpose. In any case, the words in the clause prove
beyond peradventure that Charles had ordered contributions to be made to
the Northmen. If the clause was part of the capitulary, the contributions
must have been made before the capitulary was issued, i. e. before April 22,
853. Since the Danegeld had probably been agreed upon early in March (cf.
supra, n. 13), there was ample time to raise the tribute before the issuance
of the capitulary.—I cannot share the view of Vogel, p. 135, that the Dane-
geld was pald to Godfrey. It is not likely that he received both lands and
money. Moreover if the Danegeld was paid to Godfrey, what did the other
Danes receive that induced them to cease plundering in March? Baldamus,
op. cit, p. 29 and n. 71, assumes that the quotation given at the beginning
of this note refers to land, but the context does not bear out his interpreta-
tion. :

26 This may be inferred from the position in the capitulary of the clause
referred to in the preceding note; it follows directly after a provision re-
quiring the prelates to submit an_inventory of the property of their churches.
The clause indicates also that some of the payments to the Northmen had
been made without royal authorization. These may have been voluntary
contributions to the sum promised by the king; but more probably they
were payments made directly to the Danes, in the form of ransom, by indi-
vidual churches or monasteries, which thereby escaped pillage or destruc-
;ion in the period before Charles came to terms with Sydroc and his fol-
owers. .

26 According to the Chron. Fontanellense, loc. cit., in June; but according
to the Ann. Bert., loc. cit., in July. )

27 Vogel, p. 136, seems to imply that Lothaire returned home immediately
after Charles had come to an understanding with Godfrey (see supra, n.
11); but the Annals of St. Bertin, 863, p. 42, give the impression that he
did not depart until after the Danes had ceased plundering in March (see
supra, n. 12), and this impression is not weakened by the vague and chrono-
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While the Danegeld of 853 apparently secured a temporary
removal of the Vikings from the Seine,*® it did not prevent them
from continuing their devastations with increased fury on the
Loire in the same year;* and within three years Sydroc had
returned to the Seine.’* It is impossible to determine whether
the Vikings by virtue of these operations were guilty of bad
faith, for we do not know the terms on which they had accepted

the Danegeld.?*

logically inaccurate statement in the Annals of Fulda, 850, p. 40. We have
no certain indication that Lothaire was back on his own soil until July 3,
when he signed a diploma at Teodonis villa (B6hmer-Miihlbacher, Die Reg-
esten des Kaiserreichs unter den Karolingern [1908], p. 475, no. 1159)

28 Sydroc may have gone to Ireland at first. The so-called Annales Inis-
fallenses, 853, O’Connor, Rerum Hibernicarum scriptores veteres, II, 34,
Codex Dubl. (quoted by Steenstrup, Normannerne, I, 113, n. 5), state that
two brothers, Sitricus and Ibarus, came with an expedition to Ireland in 853.
However that may be, Sydroc was again operating in the West Frankish
realm before very long; he was there at least as early as the summer of
856 (see infra, p. 46 and nn. 1-3).

29 See Vogel, 137 ff.

30 Supra, n. 28; cf. Vogel, 150 ff. So far as known, Godfrey did not return
to the Seine, and he is not mentioned in the sources after 855 (Vogel, 408).

21 Cf. suprae, n. 24.
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CHAPTER III.

THE DANEGELD OF 860—861.

In the year 860 Charles the Bald for the third time found it
necessary to have recourse to the Danegeld in order to secure
the removal of Viking invaders from his realm.! Since the
summer of 8562 the Seine had been continuously occupied by
several large forces of Danes, who under the leadership of Bjérn
and others® had established and fortified themselves on the
island of Oscellus, in the Seine, near Jeufosse.* From this place
they subjected the whole valley of the lower Seine to plunder
and devastation without mercy.® Paris itself was invaded,®
and only those monasteries and churches escaped pillage or
destruction for which the ecclesiastics were willing to pay large
sums of ransom money.” The payment of ransom, moreover,
did not in all cases save a place from being ultimately destroyed.®

Throughout the year 857 the king was unable to offer any
resistance whatever to the Vikings, owing to the fact that the
nobles of Aquitaine and Neustria were in revolt.” And by the
close of that year many of the magnates in Francia had made
common cause with the insurgents to the south of the Seine.'
The rebels were in communication with Louis the German, who

1 The most complete and certainly the most satisfactory discussion of the
great Viking invasion of France which began in 856, is that of Lot (“La
grande invasion normande de 856-862,” Bibl. de Vécole des chartes, 1908,
LXIX, 5-62). In describing the events leading up to Charles the Bald’'s
agreement to pay Danegeld in 860, I find myself more in harmony with the
conclusions, and in particular the chronology, of Lot than with those of
Vogel (153-55, 160-71, 179-88).

2 Lot, op. cit.,, p. 5, n. 1.

.3 Sydroc came first, on July 18, 856; Bjorn arrived on August 19, of the
same year; and another band probably entered the Seine early in 858.
Sydroc left the Seine in 857. See ibid., 7, 18.

4 Ann. Bert., 856, pp. 46-47. Cf. Lot, op. cit,, p. 6, n. 4, pp. 11, 25, n. 5.

5 Ann. Bert., 856-61, pp. 46-54. Cf. Lot, op. cit,, pp. 11 fI.

6 Paris appears to have been invaded twice within the space of a few
monthg, first on December 28, 856, and again in the spring of 857. See Lot,
op. cit., p. 11, nn. 3, 4. Lot proves, ibid., p. 12, n. 1, that the Northmen
invaded not only the environs, or faubourgs, of Paris on these occasions,
but the Cité itself. Cf. Thompson, “The Commerce of France in the Ninth
Century,” Journal of Political Economy, 1915, XXIII, p. 864, n. 7.

7 Ann. Bert., 857, p. 48; Aimoin, Mirac. s. Germani, 11, c¢. 10, AA.SS., May,
VI, p. 793. Cf. Lot, op. cit, p. 12 and n. 1, p. 13 and n. 4; and see infra,
chap. xv and nn. 11, 12.

8 Lot, op. cit., pp. 18, 21, n. 1, p. 36, n. 1.

9 Ann. Bert., 867, p. 47.

10 Ibid., p. 48.
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secretly supported them, and who probably was even then re-
volving in his mind the project of invading the territories of
his brother.* In spite of these threatening conditions, Charles,
in the spring of 858, succeeded in winning back at least part of
the disaffected nobles;'? and with the aid of his nephew, Lo-
thaire II, the king now undertook to expel the Vikings by force
of arms from their camp at Oscellus.”* This fact should be
emphasized, for it goes to show that Charles did not always
prefer diplomacy and tribute to fighting, as some scholars would
have us believe.’* Indeed, why should he?

The Viking camp on the island of Oscellus was besieged by
the armies of Charles and Lothaire for some twelve weeks, and
there is reason to believe that the Danes might have been brought
to terms if Charles had been permitted to continue the opera-
tions.”s That, however, was precisely what the lay magnates
of the West Frankish realm wished by any and every means
to prevent. And since this attitude on the part of the nobles
is characteristic of them in the period under discussion, it is
worth while to inquire into the reasons for it.

The nobles realized that if Charles triumphed over the Vikings,
he would be in position to stamp out the revolt in his realm.
This accomplished, he would hardly fail to follow up his ad-
vantage; he would proceed to consolidate and magnify the royal
power at the expense of the privileges and independence of the
aristocracy.’* And the nobles well knew that in an undertaking

11 See Calmette, “fitude sur les relations de Charles le Chauve avec Louis
le Germanique et l'invasion de 858-869,” Le Moyen Age, 1899, III, 128 ff.
Cf. Diimmler, I, 412 ff.; Lot, op. cit, pp. 16, 17.

12 M.G.H., LL. Sectio II, t. 2, p. 295, no. 269; Libellus proclamationis
adversus Wenilonem, c. b, ibid., p. 451. Cf. Calmette, op. cit.,, 137, n. 3; Lot,
op. cit., 23, 26.

13 Ann. Bert., 858, pp. 48, 50; Chron. Fontanellense, 865, M.G.H., 88., II,
304. Cf. Lot, op. cit., 24 fI.; Vogel, 164. The attack of the Vikings on the
two monasteries of St. Denis and St. Germain-des-Prés at Easter, and their
capture of the abbots Louis of St. Denis and Gauzelin of Glanfeulil, of course
strengthened the king in his determination to expel the Vikings. Immense
sums of ransom money had to be paid the Danes for the release of these
captives, Louis of St. Denis in particular. On this see infra, chaps. xv, xvi;
cf. Lot, op. cit., pp. 19, 20.

14 See for example Vogel, 106, and Diimmler, I, 428, III, 66, 58.

15 Aimoin, Translatio ss. Georgii, Aurelii et Nathaliage ex urbe Corduda
Parisios, 11, ¢. 5, Mabillon, Acta sanctorum, saec. 1V, part. II, p. 63 . (quoted
by Lot, op. cit., p. 28, n. 3): “sed et victoriam, pro dolor!, veluti jam prae
manibus susceptam.” Cf. Vogel, 164; Lot, op. cit., p. 30, n. 2.

16 Ann. Fuld., 858, pp. 49-50. Cf. Lot, op. cit., p. 24 and n. 4; von Kalck-
stein, Robert der Tapfere, Markgraf von Anjou, 43 ff.
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of this nature the king would probably have the almost undivided
support of the higher clergy, who looked to him to protect the
property of the church against the encroachments and spolia-
tions of the lay magnates.!” The attitude of indifference or
negligence on the part of the lay nobility as regards the Viking
invasions, may be explained by the fact that the magnates suf-
fered little or nothing from the ravages of the Northmen at
this time. Since the operations of the Vikings were chiefly
directed against towns, churches, and monasteries, i. e. against
the possessions of the king or the clergy, the magnates were
quite willing by their inactivity to play into the hands of the
Danes, particularly if in so doing they might hope to force the
hands of their opponents, the clergy and the crown.’®

It is, therefore, not surprising to find that the revolt among
the nobles began to gain ground again in proportion as Charles
pressed the operations against the Danes with more vigor and
determination.® Many of the fideles who had thus far proved
loyal to the king now joined the ranks of the insurgents. Charles
had hardly gotten the siege operations under way, when repre-
sentatives of the disaffected nobility of, the western realm ap-
peared at Frankfort, imploring Louis the German to rescue
the West Frankish kingdom from the “tyranny” of his brother.
Easily persuaded to undertake an invasion which he had pro-
bably been planning for some time, Louis prepared to act at
once, and by September of the same year (858) he had entered
West Frankish territory. After that the loyalty of the army

17 Calmette, op. cit., 136-37, 147-49; Diimmler, I, 434-35, 200-95; Thomp-
son, Decline of the Missi, pp. 11-12.

18 This attitude of the West Frankish nobility is well set forth by Gfrorer
in his Qeschichte der ost--und westfrinkischen Carolinger, 1, 281 ff. It is
true that there is plenty of evidence which indicates that the Vikings plun-
dered the rural estates, 1. e. the villae and the mansi, as well as the towns
and the ecclesiastical establishments. But the villee and mansi in question
must have been, in the majority of cases at least, those of the church, for
these were most likely to be left without defenders. It is not conceivable
that the lay nobles would have been as indifferent as they were regarding
the expulsion of the Vikings, if they had suffered from the devastations of
the freebooters to the same extent as the church and the crown (a passage
from the Miracula 8. Bertini is very illuminating on this point; see supra,
chap. i, n. 6, end). On the contrary, it is highly probable that the magnates
often regarded the Vikings as their allies. See M.G.H., LL. Sectio II, t. 2,
p. 284, c. 3; p. 286, ¢. 1. Cf. Diimmler, I, 420 ff.

19 Ansn. Bert., 868, p. 50: “Interim comites ex regno Karli regis Ludoicum
Germanorum regem, quem per 5 annos invitaverant, adducunt.” Cf. Cal-
mette, op. cit., p. 137; Lot, op. cit., 26 fI.

20 Ann. Bert., 858, p. 50. Cf. Calmette, op. cit., 137-40.
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besieging Oscellus began rapidly to wane. Discovering evidence
of treason and treachery on every hand, Charles finally gave up
the siege and took hasty measures to secure himself against
falling into the hands of his hostile brother.**

Louis the German’s invasion of the West Frankish kingdom,
which had as its ultimate object the dethronement of his brother,
need not be described here.?? The invasion ended in fiasco,
and on January 15, 859, the king of the East Franks deemed it
advisable to begin a somewhat precipitate retreat back to his
own territories.?* Meanwhile, however, the West Frankish reb-
els, by securing the intervention of Louis in their behalf, had
furnished the Danes with an opportunity to ravage the basin of
the Seine unchecked.* After the expulsion of his brother, Char-
les was for a long time unable to take any measures against the
Vikings ;?* most of the magnates continued to exhibit the spirit
of refractoriness;?* and the discouraging if not dismaying ex-
periences of the king at the siege of Oscellus must have deterred
him from attempting a new offensive against the freebooters.
These, in consequence, waxed ever bolder in their work of pillage
and devastation.”” »

Meanwhile, in the summer of 859, apother group of Vikings,
under Weland, had entered the Somme and were now ravaging
the districts in that vicinity.?® The situation was becoming
critical. All of western and northern Francia was menaced by
the Northmen. A large number of the fideles were still in re-
volt, and as yet good relations between Charles and his brother
had not been reestablished.? Though the king in his predic-
ament put forth special efforts to bring some of the magnates

21 On this see Lot, op. cit., 27-28; Calmette, op. cit., 140.

22 On the invasion of Louis the German, see ibid., 140 ff.; Cf. Diimmler,
I, 430 ff.

23 Ann. Bert., 859, p. 51; cf. Lot, op. cit., p. 30.

24 Ibid.

25 Ibid., p. 31.

26 Calmette, op. cit., 149 ff. ]

27 The only resistance offered to the Danes at this time came from cer-
tain groups of peasants between the Seine and the Loire. These peasants,
however, were not sufficiently well organized to be successful in their under-
taking, and they were soon cut to pieces or dispersed. Ann. Bert., loc. cit.;
cf. Lot, op. cit., p. 32, n. 2, pp. 33 ff.

28 Ann. Bert., 859, p. 52; cf. Lot. op. cit., p. 38. Presumably these Vik-
ings were under the leadership of Weland, though in point of fact he is not
mentioned until 861 (Ann. Bert., 861, p. 55).

29 Lot, op. cit., 40.
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of Neustria back to allegiance,® this move appears to have been
only in part successful and in any case did not malerially im-
prove the situation as a whole. Fortunately, however, the two
groups of Vikings respectively infesting the basins of the Seine
and the Somme, were not on friendly terms with each other.
Early in 860 the latter group made a proposal to Charles®* which
under the existing circumstances must have been very welcome
to him. In return for the payment of a tribute of 3,000 pounds
of silver, they offered to move against the Vikings of the Seine
and either expel them or annihilate them.* Though there were
those who regarded it as precarious policy to enter into relations
of this nature with the Vikings,*® Charles probably felt that he
had nothing to lose and consequently accepted the offer of We-

land’s freebooters.

It will be noted that the Danegeld to which Charles had now
agreed was of a different character than those paid by him here-
tofore. In 845 and also in 853 the king had entered into direct
negotiations with the particular group of Vikings that he wished
to remove from his realm and had paid them a certain amount
of money as the price of their evacuation of Frankish territory.
But now Charles engaged one group of Vikings as his mercen-
aries and agreed to pay them for the services they were about
to render in driving out another group.** This Danegeld there-
fore, was stipendiary rather than tributary in character. Even

30 Lot, 40-41. Bishop Wenilo of Sens, the only one of the higher clergy
who had supported the cause of Louis the German, was reconciled to Charles
before the close of 859 (4nn. Bert., 859, p. 53).

31 I cannot agree with Lot (op. cit.,, 41, n. 3) when he says that the initia-
tive to these negotiations may have come from Charles. Lot himself ad-
mits (ibid., 49, n. 1) that the Somme Vikings were determined to enrich
themselves in the kingdom of Charles. The fact that they took hostages
before departing to England in the spring (see infre, n. 39), indicates that
the Vikings wished to hold Charles to his agreement and, therefore, that
their interest in the contract was greater than the king’s. Nothing is said
of any hostages retained by Charles; evidently he regarded them as unnec-
essary (cf. infra, n. 43). Vogel, p. 179, seems to agree with Lot.

32 Ann. Bert., 860, p. 53: “Karlus rex inani Danorum in Somna consis-
tentium pollicitatione pellectus, exactionem . . . fieri jubet; nam idem Dani
promiserant, ut, si eis tria milia librarum argent! pondere examinato tri-
bueret, se adversus eos Danos qui in Sequana versabantur ituros eosque inde
aut expulsuros aut interfecturos.”

33 By referring to the offer of the Somme Danes as “inani . . . pollicita-
tione”, (cf. supra, n. 32), Prudence, the author of the second part of the
Annals of St. Bertin, reveals that he was one of those who disapproved of
the policy of Charles.

34 Lot, op. cit., 50, nn. 1, 2, compares Weland and his companions to the
Swiss and German mercenaries of the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries.
Vogel, p. 179, likens them to the foederati employed by the Romans.

Danegeld. .
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if Weland and his men had agreed, as they probably had, that
they themselves would quit the realm after they had forced the
Seine Vikings to withdraw,’> the money they received must be
regarded as a payment for definite services to be rendered and
not simply as the price of their own withdrawal; essentially
it was not a tribute but a stipend. Stipendiary Danegelds, it
is well known, were very common in England at a later period ;***
but for the West Frankish kingdom only two payments of this
kind have been recorded, the other one being the Danegeld of
862, which will be discussed in the next chapter.

Finding it necessary to resort to taxation in order to raise
the sum named by Weland, the king ordered an exaction to be
levied on (1) the church treasuries, (2) all holdings of land
designated as mansi, and (3) the property of all merchants,
even the poorest. Though the rates of the tax are not specified,
we know that an inventory was to be taken of the houses and -
the movables of the merchants, in order to determine the amount
each of these ought to pay.2¢ Charles probably intended to
collect the exaction only in those parts of his realm which were
directly subject to his authority, viz. Francia, Neustria, and
Burgundy.®” As for Aquitaine, that had long been regarded
as a separate kingdom?®® and in any case was not plundered from
the Seine; which makes it very doubtful.that this Danegeld was
levied there at all.

But it proved impossible or seemed inadvisable to raise the
entire amount of the Danegeld by the time agreed upon.?* The

35 Lot states, op. cit., 52, that Weland had promised Charles not only that
he would expel the Vikings of the Seine but also that he and his companions
would depart. The basis for the latter statement appears to be these words
from the Life of St. Faro (c. 126, Bouquet, VII, 357): “Ita quoque est ab illis
actum, et fide vana illorum acceptum est promissum, ut discedendo utraeque
partes jam ultra nescirent finium nostrorum introitum.”

35a Cf. supra, pp. 15, 17.

36 Ann. Bert., 860, p. 63: “Karlus rex . .. exactionem de thesauris ec-
clesiarum et omnibus mansis ac negociatoribus etiam paupertinis, ita ut etiam
domus eorum et omnia utensilia adpreciarentur et inde statutus census ex-
igeretur, fleri jubet.”

37 Lot, op. cit., 41, seems to think that the Danegeld was to be levied only
in Francia, but gives no reason for this opinion. It appears legitimate to
conclude that the entire kingdom of Charles the Bald (cf. the following
note) was to be taxed, since there is no statement to the contrary. Cer-
tainly the removal of the Danes would affect Neustria as much as Francia,
and even Burgundy would become more secure as a result.

38 Cf. supra, chap. 1. n. 47. Charles, the son of Charles the Bald, had
been crowned king of Aquitaine in 8556 (Diimmler, I, 4565).

89 Ann. Bert., 860, p. 53: “Dani in Somna consistentes, cum eis non dare-
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reasons for this can only be conjectured. In the first place,
the territories on either side of the Seine must, as a result of
the numerous payments of ransom money and the immense
booty obtained by the Danes on Oscellus in the recent years,
have been nearly emptied of resources.® In the second place,
a considerable number of the magnates involved in the recent
revolt against Charles were probably still more or less hostile;*
and we may suppose that until these had become reconciled to
the king they were not likely to lend him any aid in raising the
Danegeld. Whatever the reasons, Charles certainly was unable
to conclude his bargain with the Danes of the Somme at the
appointed time.*>? The latter, however, instead of breaking off
relations with the king, took hostages from him and then, in
the early spring (860), departed for England.** The fact that
the Vikings demanded hostages signifies unquestionably that
they meant to hold Charles to his contract, though they were
willing to allow him more time for procuring the sum agreed

upon.**

After an absence of over a year,** Weland, towards the end
of the spring of 861,* returned to France, ready to fulfill his
engagements with Charles the Bald and to demand his compen-
sation.t” In the meantime the Vikings encamped on the island

tur supradictus census, receptis obsidibus, ad Anglossaxones navigant.”
Soetbeer (Beitrige zur Geschichte des Geld- und Miinzwesens in Deutschland,
in Forsch. z. d. Gesch., VI, 64, 55) seems to have overlooked the passage
just quoted, and thus arrives at the unwarranted conclusion that the Dane-
geld of 861 was a new tribute, levied and collected after that of 860. He
may have been misled, in part at least, by the erroneous dating of a docu-
ment dealing with the Danegeld of 877. Cf M.G.H., LL. Sectio II, t. 2, p. 3563.

40 See supra, nn. 5, 7, 13; Lot, op. cit,, p. 13, n. 4, pp. 18, 19.

41 The following statement does not appear in the Annals of St. Bertin
until 861, p. 56: “pene omnes qui nuper a Karolo ad Hludovicum defecerant
ad Karolum revertuntur et ab eo familiaritate et honoribus redonantur.”

42 Cf. supra, n. 39.

43 See Lot, op. cit., 41, n. 6.

44 Cf. supra, n. 31. There may have been another reason why the Danes
took hostages. In this way they prevented Charles from attempting to expel
the other group of Danes from Oscellus in the meantime; if Charles had
succeeded in doing that independently of the Somme Danes, the latter would
have lost not only the money promised them as Danegeld but also the booty
which they hoped to compel the Danes on Oscellus to disgorge and share
with them (cf. infra, n. 63). Whether or not any such considerations en-
tered the minds of Weland and his followers, it is quite certain that Charles,
for the present at least, had no thought of commencing a second siege of
Oscellus. Cf. Lot, op. cit, 49, n. 1.

45 Ibid.

46 Ibid., n. 2.

47 Ann. Bert., 861, p. 56: “Dani qui pridem Morinum ecivitatem incen-
derant de Anglis revertentes, duce Welando cum ducentis et eo amplius
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of Oscellus had made another raid on Paris and had ascended
the Seine as far as Melun, to which they set fire.** Weland’s
fleet of over two hundred ships now proceeded up the Seine and
laid siege to the Viking stronghold on Oscellus.** By this time
almost all those nobles who deserted Charles in 858 had returned
to allegiance,® a fact which may at least in part explain why
the officials of the king now succeeded in obtaining the sum
which it had proved impossible or impracticable to raise during
the early months of the preceding year. And that is not the
whole truth. In point of fact, Charles paid much more to the
Danes in 861 than he had promised them in ‘860. The reason
for the augmentation of the tribute can only be surmised, for
there is not the slightest attempt at explanation in our sources.®
It seems probable that Weland’s army had been increased in
numbers during its absence, and this may have been urged in
justification of a higher price for its services.”? In any case
there was nothing for Charles to do except to pay what was
demanded, if he wished to save his realm from plunder and
devastation.’® Accordingly, instead of receiving only 3,000
pounds of silver, the sum originally agreed upon, Weland and
his men were paid 5,000 pounds of the precious metal and in

navibus per Sequanam ascendunt et castellum in insula quae Oscellus dici-
tur a Normannis constructum et eosdem Normannos obsident.”

48 Ibid., p. 54; L.oup of Ferridres, Epistolae, CXXVII, ed. Desdevises du
Dézert, p. 211. Cf. Lot, op. cit., 46.

49 See supra, n. 47.

50 See supra, n. 41,

51 It is true that the amounts of Danegeld demanded in 860 and 861, re-
spectively, are not stated by the same writer; Prudence furnishes the fig-
ures for 860, and Hincmar those for 861; yet I can find no reason to suppose
that either committed an error on this point (Ann. Bert., 860, p. 53; 861,
p. 55).

52 The quotation given at the end of this note seems to indicate that some
further negotiations took place between Charles and Weland before the latter
laid siege to Oscellus, and very probably these negotiations had to do with
the higher stipend demanded by the Vikings for their services. Lot, op.
cit., 48, n. 1, credits Charles with having taken the initiative to these nego-
tiations as well as to those of the preceding year (cf. supra, n. 31). I find
it difficult to agree with Lot in either case because (1) our sources attribute
the initiative to the Danes on both occasions; (2) those sources—the Annals
of 8t. Bertin (Prudence) for 860, and the Miracles of 8t. Rigquier for 861—
are independent of each other; and (3) the Vikings under Weland had an
interest of their own in the continuation of the negotiations. Cf. Vogel, 183.
Mirac. s. Richarii, II, ¢. 16, M.G.H., 88., XV, 918: “Qui [i. e. quidam Ansleicus
de propagine Danorum progenitus, christianitatis sumens insignia, contuber-
nalis palatii d. Karoli regis] dum legationem praedictorum Danorum, quos
hactenus vis marina in Anglorum sedibus detinet, pro suis negotiis d. regis
orabundos clementiam duceret, ac inde cum congruis responsis redirent, ete.”

53 Ann. Bert. (see the following note): “ne depraedaretur.”
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addition were furnished with large quantities of grain and
cattle.’*

Presumably this Danegeld had been procured partly from the
proceeds of the general tax prescribed in 860% and partly per-
haps by additional levies.®®* While a considerable part of the
tribute doubtless came from the church treasuries, it must be
assumed that the bulk of it was obtained from the proceeds of
the extraordinary taxes levied on the mansi and on the property
of the merchants. The holders of the mansi were probably also
required to contribute the supplies of cattle and grain demanded
by the Northmen.

Unfortunately, our sources give no details with reference to
how the various taxes levied for the purposes of this particular
Danegeld were collected. It is, however, not improbable that
the method employed on subsequent occasions, and concerning
which we have considerable information, represents a develop-
ment of an earlier practice. On this basis we may assume that
the method of collecting the Danegeld for example in 866 or
in 877 did not differ essentially from that which was employed
in 860—861.5" This would mean, that the great landholders —
the ecclesiastical and lay seigniors — were held responsible by
the king for the taxes levied on the mansi within their domains
or their jurisdiction; that the amount of money which each
seignior was expected to furnish, would vary according to the
number of mansi over which he exercised any sort of control;
and that the officials of the great seigniors — their ministeriales
— forced each holder of a mansus to contribute toward the Dane-

54 Cf. supra. n. 32. Ann. Bert., 861, p. 55: “Ad quorum obsidentium vide-
licet locarium quinque milia libras argenti cum animalium atque annonae
summa non modica de regno suo, ne depraedaretur, exigi Karolus praecepit.”
Vita s. Faronis, Bouquet, VII, 357: “Priores [Nortmanni] vero a sequentibus
Nortmannis, obsessi, nomine regis Caroli sunt devicti, statutis tamen donis
gravissimis auri et argenti ex regno, immensaque adhibita ad haec pro ob-
sidione prioris multitudinis victus abundantia.” It will be noted that ac-
cording to the hagiographer, the Danegeld was paid in both silver and gold.
Some gold may possibly have been obtained from the church treasuries, but
most of the Danegeld was probably paid in silver, for there was very little
coinage of gold in this period. See infra, chap. xviii and n. 55; cf. Soetbeer,
loc. cit., IV, 354; VI, 45 ff.; Guérard, ed., Polyptyque de Vabbé Irminon, first
ed. [1844], I (Prolégomenes), pp. 129-30.

55 Cf. supra, nn. 36-38.

56 See supra, n. 54.
57 A summary of what is known concerning the usual method of collect-

ing the taxes levied for the purposes of the Danegeld, is given infra, chap.
xvii.
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geld whatever he was able to pay. It is probable that the seig-
niors paid their respective quotas to the counts or the missi.
The latter may also have been charged with the collection of
the taxes levied on the church treasuries. To whom the mer-
chants paid their taxes is nowhere indicated. We know, how-
ever, that merchants were under the special protection of the
crown and that in return for this benefit they were obliged to
make an annual, or biennial, contribution, consisting of a certain
percentage of their profits, to the royal treasury.®® ' It is not im-
possible that those royal officials who received these regular
dues of the merchants, also collected their taxes toward the

Danegeld.

That the raising of the Danegeld led to abuses and hardships,
will surprise no one who is at all familiar with the customs of
the period with which we are here concerned.®® Beyond a doubt
more money was collected from the tax-payers than was turned
over either to the king’s officers or to the Vikings.®® The fact
that the Danes insisted on weighing the money before accepting
it,* compelled the Frankish tax collectors to refuse all coins
which were not of proper weight or fineness. It seems too, that
the collectors declined to receive money which had been coined
elsewhere than in the local mint; this practice was not in accor-
dance with the wishes of Charles, but it was profitable to the
counts and bishops who were in charge of the various mints of
the kingdom, for they received a certain share of the revenue
obtained through recoinage.®®? The Danegeld, therefore, so far
from being an aid to the king in his efforts to secure the univer-
sal acceptance within his kingdom of the money coined in each
and all of the royal mints without distinction, rather encouraged
the increasing tendency in the different localities to use only
those coins which bore the stamp of the local mint.

58 Cf. Waitz, Deutsche Verfassungsgeschichte, IV, second ed. [1885], pp.
44, 45, 586.

59 Cf. Sée, Les classes rurales et le reg. dom. en France, D. 92.

60 Cf. infra, chap. xvii and n. 11.

61 In 860 the Vikings had demanded 3,000 pounds. of silver pondere ezam-
inato (supra, n. 32). Evidently they had reason to suspect not only the
weight and fineness of the Frankish coins, but also the good faith of the
Frankish officials in the process of weighing. See the following note.

62 Constitutio Carisiacensis de moneta [July, 8611, M.G.H., LL. Sectio II,
t. 2, pp. 301-2; cf. Soetbeer, loc. cit.,, VI, 4, 5, 7-9. A tendency to reject
denarii which, though of proper weight and fineness, were for some reason
deemed undesirable, is noticeable at least as early as the time of Charle-
magne (M.G.H., LL., Sectio II, t. 1, p. 125, ¢. 18). Exactly what prompted
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The Vikings under Weland had embarked on an enterprise
which proved eminently successful and highly profitable. With
the aid of another group of their countrymen they were able to
force the Vikings on Oscellus to capitulate and to hand over to
them, out of the immense booty collected during a sojourn of five
years in the heart of the West Frankish realm, 6,000 pounds in
gold and silver.®® Altogether, therefore, Weland and his men
secured, through this undertaking alone, 11,000 pounds of the
precious metals and, besides, large quantities of victuals.

The Danes did not quit the West Frankish realm until March
of the following year. It is true that they had descended to the

persons to reject these demarii is not stated anywhere in the sources, and
varying solutions of the problem have been offered by different scholars
(See e. g. Prou, Les monnaies carolingiennes, Intro., pp. XXVI ff.; Soetbeer,
loc. cit.; Dopsch, Wirtschaftsentw. d. Karolingerzeit, 11, 248-49, 303-4). To
me the theory of Soetbeer seems the most satisfactory. Dopsch accepts this
theory as a partial, but not an adequate, explanation of why good denarii
were rejected; he then proceeds to invent another theory of his own (loc.
cit., pp. 303—4) and insists that it furnishes the most important reason for
the rejection of the good denarii. In my opinion, the new theory of Dopsch
contains no solution whatever of the problem under consideration, and I
have therefore adopted, and perhaps somewhat amplified, Soetbeer’s expla-
nation, the validity of which is admitted by Dopsch. Soetbeer argues that
the local authorities (counts, bishops, abbots, etc.) when they collected im-
posts due in cash, frequently would accept only money coined in the particu-
lar local mint which they controlled, because in this way they could materi-
ally increase the business of recoinage at that mint, and thus augment their
own income from this source. The consequence of this abuse of power on
the part of the local authorities would be that private individuals would
decline to accept every denarius which, though in other respects perfectly
satisfactory, had not been coined in the local mint. This state of affairs
must have been a serious hindrance to trade and commerce, and it probably
threatened to undermine the universality of the royal coinage. Heavy pen-
alties had therefore been imposed on those who refused a good denarius
simply because it did not bear the stamp of the local mint. But the practice
persisted in spite of the penalties and seems to have been extended as a
result of the payments to the Northmen. After the exaction of the Danegeld
of 860-61, it became necessary to mitigate the penalties for refusing other
than locally coined denarii, and to advise the missi to be more lenient in
the prosecution of those who violated the law; which proves not only that
the missi had been guilty of oppression and extortion, but also that there
were others who profited from the Danegeld besides the Vikings. Before
864, there probably were a number of private and unauthorized mints in
operation, the owners of which did not fail to.utilize their advantages in
connection with the levy of the Danegeld. At any rate the coinage edict of
864 expressly forbade coinage anywhere in the entire West Frankish king-
dom except at nine specified places (M.G.H., I.L. Sectio II, t. 2, p. 315, c. 12).
Lot, op. cit., 50, n. 2, is certainly in error when he says that the Franks
rejected the denarii in circulation, because they were of bad alloy. Penalties
were imposed when one refused to accept a bonum denarium i. e. merum et
bene pensantem, but it was perfectly legitimate to decline a bad denarius.
63 Ann. Bert., 861, p. 56: “Obsessi . . . sex milia libras inter aurum et
argentum obsidentibus donant eisque sociantur.” I understand this to mean
that the besieged paid over, not all the money they had accumulated, but a
considerable part of it—6,000 pounds. Cf. Lot, op. cit., 51-62. -
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mouth of the Seine soon after the capitulation of the Vikings
on Oscellus; but the approach of the stormy season made them
reluctant about putting to sea, and they decided that it would
be much more convenient to spend the winter in France.®* Nego-
tiations leading to an understanding with Charles on this point
may have followed.®* Be that as it may, it is certain that the
Northmen reascended the Seine and that they were able to esta-
blish themselves for the winter, without opposition, in various
places along that river and its tributaries.*

About the same time that the Vikings were returning inland,
Charles the Bald set out on his futile expedition to Provence.*
During the winter some of the Vikings could not resist the temp-
tation to plunder. Charles, therefore, who meanwhile had re-
turned from Provence, found it advisable to take the field against
them early in 862. By prompt action and a piece of clever
strategy, he succeeded in cutting off the retreat of an isolated
group of the marauders, who had gone to attack Meaux, and as
a result was able to bring pressure to bear on the rest.®® Toward
the end of February, 862, Weland swore fealty to Charles, and
soon thereafter he persuaded all the Danes to descend the Seine
a second time. At Jumiéges they stopped long enough to repair
their ships, but before the end of March the Northmen had left
France, departing in various directions.®

The policy of engaging one group of invaders to drive out
another in return for the payment of Danegeld, at least had not
proved so signal a failure as some had predicted;™ and we may
well doubt whether, as things stood in 860, Charles could have
removed the Vikings from his realm in any other way.”

The Northmen, as we have seen, did not depart with empty
hands. On the contrary, they carried off what may be regarded
as a by no means negligible portion of the available cash in the
West Frankish kingdom. What effect did the passing of such
large sums of money into the posesssion of an alien enemy have

64 Ann. Bert., 861, p. 56.

65 Such at least is the opinion of Lot, op. cit., 53.
66 Ann. Bert., loc. cit.

67 Ibid.; cf. Lot, op. cit., 53-54.

68 Ann. Bert., 862, p. 57; cf. Lot, op. cit.,, 55 fI.

69 Ann. Bert., loc. cit.; Aimoin, loc. cit,, c. 13, p. 794.
70 Cf. supra, n. 33.

71 See infra, n. 75; cf. Lot, op. cit., 59.
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upon economic conditions in the invaded country? Unquestion-
ably it would be a mistake to assume that the money taken by
the invaders in the form of tribute and plunder represented a
total loss to the Franks. While it is doubtless true that the
Vikings were in the main parasites, who added little or nothing
to the wealth or resources of the West Frankish kingdom, but
instead used up a very considerable part thereof; on the other
hand we must not fail to note that during the time they remained
in Frankish territory these parasites must have expended large
amounts of their ill-gotten gain in trade. Certainly, all the
money paid to the Northmen did not leave the country. There
is no indication that the Vikings who infested France at this
period engaged in agriculture while they were there. Therefore
they must have had to plunder or buy all their foodstuffs. Prob-
ably they bought more of these than has commonly been sup-
posed; and it is certain that they purchased other things besides
victuals.”? In this way the Vikings of Oscellus doubtless used
up some portion of the money they had obtained through num-
erous payments of ransom and otherwise.”* Even the followers
of Weland must have disposed of some part of the Danegeld
during the winter and spring of 861—862. Thus, there can
be little doubt that, in spite of hostilities, a brisk trade was going
on continually between the Franks and the Northmen so long
as the latter remained in the country. This in itself must be
regarded as an advantage, for it could hardly fail to give a
new stimulus to the rather sluggish course of economic life
during the early middle ages.”* The Danegeld and the other
payments to the Danes may have emptied many church treas-
uries and may have borne hard on the poorer population, the
peasantry in particular;™ but, on the other hand, they brought

72 In particular there were frequent sales of armor, weapons and horses

to the Norhmen. See M.G.H., LL. Sectio II, t. 2, p. 321, c. 25, In this trade
it appears that even ecclesiastics sometimes participated. Cf. Vogel, 207, n. 1.

73 Still it must not be concluded that the Vikings disposed of all their
money and plunder while they were sojourning in France. When the free-
booters on Oscellus surrendered to Weland and his followers, they were able
to pay the latter 6,000 pounds in gold and silver! And they probably had
something left for themselves after that (cf. supra, n. 63).

74 On this whole subject, see Thompson, “Commerce of France in the
Ninth Century,” loc. cit., pp. 858-59, 865-68, 887; Vogel, 233 ff.

75 That the Danegeld of 86061 proved a heavy burden on the poorer pop-
ulation is evident from the coinage regulations of 861 (cf. supra, n. 62). In
these Charles almost apologizes for resorting to the Danegeld and declares
that it was the only resort left to him as things stood at the time (see the
quotations given infra, p. 83, n. 114, chap. xvii, n. 20).
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much more money into circulation, not only the money of the
peasants, but also the hoarded treasures of the Church.”® Let it
be remarked too, that the usual amount of money in circulation
during the ninth century must have been much larger than was
until recently assumed. Those who are still inclined to put
very strong emphasis on the self-sufficiency of the wvilla, or
manor, of this period and on its economic independence of the
outside world, would do well to remember that the Danegeld
was paid in cash by the tax-payers™ and that there are other
evidences of the frequent use of money even by coloni and serfs.”

It would seem very strange indeed if the numerous payments
of Danegeld had had no effect whatever on the mining of the
precious metals, silver in particular. The only support for such
a view would be the fact that our sources fail to supply us with
information on the subject. In this case, however, as in most
others, the argument from silence had better be studiously
avoided. To the present writer it does not seem too bold to
assume that as a result of the loss of specie through the pay-
ment of Danegeld, and in order to keep a sufficient amount of
money in circulation, the output of silver ore at the mines had
to be considerably increased.”™ :

Mention should also be made at this point of another matter,
the full discussion of which must be reserved for the concluding
chapter. From various bits of evidence it becomes clear that
the Danegeld had a salutary effect on the quality of the West
Frankish coinage. The fact that the Vikings insisted on weigh-
ing as well as counting the money that was paid to them, must
have discouraged the tendency to clip and to falsify the coins.®

76 Cf. Soetbeer, loc. cit., VI, 8, 54; Thompson, op. cit., p. 867.

77 The argument of Dopsch (Die Wirtschaftsentwicklung der Karolinger-
zeit, 11, 253-54, 305) on this point seems almost conclusive. Cf. Soetbeer,
loc. cit., p. 54; infra, n. 78. Not only the Danegeld but also the old war
taxes known as hostilitium and carnaticum (by this time converted into
redevances) and various other manorial dues were probably in many cases
paid in money. Cf. Guérard, op. cit,, pp. 669-70 and n. 10.

78 The various coinage edicts of Louis the Pious and Charles the Bald
furnish incontrovertible evidence of the frequent use of cash money by all
classes in this period. Practically all the coinage regulations are quoted
and elucidated by Soetbeer, loc. cit., pp. 1-112. On the general subject of the
money economy of the Carolingian period, see Dopsch, op. cit., II, 252, ff.

79 Cf. Soetbeer, loc. cit., p. 56.
80 Cf. supra, n. 61; see also infra, chap. xviii and nn. 56-61, especially n. 57.
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CHAPTER 1IV.

THE DANEGELD PAID BY ROBERT THE STRONG IN 862.

The various groups of Vikings referred to in the preceding
chapter were in the spring of 862 forced by Charles the Bald
to evacuate the West Frankish kingdom. As they left the Seine,
these marauders separated into several fleets,’ the respective
destinations of which probably cannot, and for the present
purpose need not, be determined. We must note, however, that
the larger number of the Vikings proceeded from the Seine
mouth directly to Brittany, where they were joined by another
group of Northmen just returning from an expedition to the
Mediterranean.? It appears that Duke Solomon, of Brittany,
who was hostile to the Franks, engaged the Vikings from the
Mediterranean as his mercenaries, to harry the region of the
lower Loire. But the strategy of the Breton chief was frus-
trated by Robert the Strong, now “duke,” and viceregent of
Charles the Bald, in Neustria. Robert captured twelve of the
Viking ships and killed all the Vikings on them save a few who
escaped by flight.* Though this was an important success for
the Franks, it did not solve their whole problem;* there were
the Breton forces still to be reckoned with, and there was the
possibility that Solomon might enlist also the Vikings from the
Seine in his service. But Robert anticipated his Breton ad-
versary in the matter of negotiating with the freebooters from
the Seine. For a consideration of 6,000 pounds of silver the
latter declared themselves willing to become his mercenaries
and allies against Solomon. The Frankish leader promptly
consented to these terms and sealed his bargain by exchangmg
hostages with the Vikings.®

Was Robert’s payment a Danegeld? To be sure, the money
was not paid expressly in the form of tribute, nor directly for

1 Supra, p. 56 and n. 69. -

2 Ann. Bert., 862, p. 57. Cf. Vogel, 178, 187-88; Lot, “La Loire, I’Aqui-
taine et la Seine de 862 A 866,” Bibl. de Vécole des chartes, 1915, LXXVT,
473, 477 and n. 3.

38 Ann. Bert., 862, pp. 57-68. On the position of Robert, see Vogel, 190, n.
1; Favre, Eudes, 4, 227 f.; von Kalckstein, Robert der Tapfere, 72, 152 ff.
Cf. Lot, op. cit., 479, n. 3.

4 Cf. von Kalckstein, op. cit., 77.

65 Ann. Bert., 862, p. 58: “Rotbertus autem Salomonem sustinere non val-
ens, cum praefatis Normannis qui de Sequana exierunt, antequam eos Salo-
mon sibi adversus eum adscisceret, [datis] utrimque obsidibus, in sex mili-
bus argenti contra eundem Salomonem convenit.” Cf. Vogel, 191.
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the purpose of effecting the removal of the Vikingé; it was paid
rather as a stipend in return for the promised aid of the North-
men against the Bretons under Solomon. If, however, Robert
had failed to engage the Vikings from the Seine in the Frankish
service, it is very probable — to Robert it must have been a
foregone conclusion — that these, like their courntrymen from
the Mediterranean, would eventually have joined forces with
the Bretons. In the latter case, Solomon would probably have
undertaken a double invasion of the West Frankish realm, di-
recting the Vikings to ascend the Loire on their ships while he
with his Bretons proceeded to attack by land. Thus, in the end
-the Vikings would, as usual, have established themselves in a
fortified camp, from which they could probably not have been
dislodged save by the payment of tribute.® All this was avoided
by Robert’s diplomacy, which, while it prevented Solomon from
invading Frankish territory, also kept the Vikings busy in
Brittany.” Therefore, since the payment of 862 really had the
effect of temporarily keeping the Vikings out of the Loire reg-
ion, there can be little objection to regarding it, like the pay-
ment of 860—61,® as a stipendiary Danegeld.

Our sources indicate neither whence nor how Robert obtained
the Danegeld of 862.° But since the tribute of the preceding
year, which did not amount to more than 5,000 pounds,* could
be raised only by means of general taxation, it does not seem
probable that a sum of 6,000 pounds could have been secured
without the levy of taxes. Doubtless these taxes fell in large
part if not exclusively upon the population residing within the
limits of the territory subject to Robert’s authority, i. e. in
Neustria.?

The Danegeld of this year had, as we have seen, been promised
and arranged for by Robert the Strong, “duke” in Neustria.®
Though there is no reason to doubt that Charles the Bald fully
approved of the sagacious expedient to which Robert had re-

6 Cf. infra, n. 19.

7 Vogel, 191-92.

8 See supra, pp. 49-50 and nn. 32, 34, 35, 35a.

9 All the information we have concerning this particular Danegeld, is that
which is furnished by the Annals of St. Bertin (see supra, n. 5).

10 Cf. supra, pp. 52-53 and n. 54.

11 Cf. supra, p. 50 and nn. 36-38, pp. 53-54.

12 Cf. von Kalckstein, op. cit., 77, 152 ff.; Lot, op. cit.,, 477 and n. 3; Favre,
op. cit., 5.

13 Cf. supra, n. 5.
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sorted,!* it is none the less true that on this occasion it was one
of the magnates, not the king, who found it necessary practically
to buy off the Vikings. Thus we have here another illustration
of the fact that responsibility for the policy of paying Dane-
geld cannot be fastened exclusively upon Charles the Bald.*
As will be pointed out later in these pages,’® the Danegeld was,
by reason of a peculiar combination of circumstances, virtually
a necessity during the reigns of Charles the Bald and several of
his successors; a necessity from which, it would seem, there
was no escape for any ruler, royal or otherwise, so long as con-
ditions remained what they were in the latter half of the ninth

century.

The payment of 862, or rather the sequel to it, illustrates also
the fact that the Danegeld never could be more than a temporary
expedient in dealing with the Viking problem. By engaging the
Vikings as his mercenaries and paying them a stipend, Robert
had, indeed, for a time restrained the freebooters from ravaging
Frankish territory and had also warded off a threatened in-
vasion on the part of Solomon of Brittany; the latter, in fact,
found himself so hard pressed by the coalition between Robert
and the pagans, that in the spring of 863 he deemed it advisable
to submit to the king of the Franks.” The establishment of
friendly relations between Charles the Bald and Solomon, how-
ever, appears to have ruptured the coalition of the Franks with
the Vikings, for the latter began forthwith!®* to plunder and
devastate the region to the south of the Loire.”* Robert the
Strong’s payment of Danegeld, therefore, brought security

against the Vikings for hardly a year.?

14 Cf. Lot, op. cit., 477.

15 Cf. the three preceding chapters.

16 See infra, chap. vii. .

17 Ann. Bert., 863, p. 61. Cf. Vogel, 191-92, 197, Lot, op. cit., 478, under-
estimates, it seems, the value of Robert’s compact with the Vikings. There
can be no doubt that the latter by their operations in Brittany caused Solo-
mon to abandon his plan of invading Neustria. Von Kalckstein, op. cit., 83,
n. 2, calls attention to a passage in Regino’s Chronicle (866, ed. Kurze, p.
91) which indicates that Charles the Bald was preparing to invade Brittany,
but decided to enter into negotiations with Solomon when he saw that the
Bretons were prepared to resist to the uttermost. If Regino’s statement
contains any element of truth, it strengthens the view that the Viking op-
erations had produced a diversion in Brittany; as a result of these opera-
tions the offensive had passed from the Bretons to the Franks.

18 I. e. directly after Solomon’s reconciliation with Charles the Bald.
See Lot, op. cit., 480, nn. 1, 2.

19 See Vogel, 197 ff.; Lot, op. cit.,, 479 ff. According to Lot, ibid., 480
and n. 3, the Vikings established themselves in the lower Loire, on an island
which they had occupied once before.

20 From April, 862, to April, 863 (cf. ibid., 477, n. 3, 480, n. 1.)
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CHAPTER V.

THE DANEGELD OF 866.

For some time after the departure of the Vikings from the
Seine in March, 862, the general course of events in the West
Frankish realm points to a gradual but steady improvement in
the position of Charles the Bald.? The Treaty of Coblentz (June
5, 860), which definitively closed the hostilities engendered by
Louis the German’s invasion of the western kingdom in 858
and re-established amicable relations between Charles and his
brother, also probably helped to promote a better understanding
between Charles and his fideles; for after this treaty the rebel-
lious and dissatisfied element among the West Frankish nobility
could no longer look for support to their cause from the king
of the East Franks.®? Perhaps the best illustration of the in-
creasing accord between Charles and the magnates is the co-
operation that was possible at the Assembly of Pitres in June,
864.* '

The Edict issued at Pitres indicates a serious intention on
the part of the king — an intention apparently shared and cert-
ainly not opposed by the magnates — to enforce the laws and
to correct or repress the numerous abuses and disorders pre-
vailing in the land, many of which had grown out of the recent
long drawn out occupation of the Seine valley by the Northmen.®
This Edict shows also that the king was determined to provide
adequately against possible future invasion of his realm by the
Northmen;® that he intended to place the country in such a
state of preparedness as would be sufficient for any emergency.
The measures taken by him with that end in view included not
only a very emphatic restatement in the Edict of the obligation
for all classes to render military service in defense of the realm;’
they included also the project of building a fortified bridge at

1 Ann. Bert., 862, p. 67; cf. supra, p. 56 and n. 69.

2 'Vogel, 204; cf. 188-90.

3 Diimmler, I, 461.

4 Edictum Pistense [June 25, 864], (A.), M.G.H., LL. Sectio II, t. ii, p. 311.
Cf. Vogel, 203-8.

5 Edictum Pistense, (B.), cc. 6, 7, 25, 81, loc. cit., pp. 313-14, 321, 323-24;
.(C.), c. 1, p. 328.

6 Ibiz%’ (A.), c. 2, p. 311; (B.), cc. 26, 27, 37, pp. 321-22, 327-28; (C.), ¢.
1, p. 328.

7 Ibvid., (B.), cc. 26, 27; (C.), ¢. 1.
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that point on the Seine where the above mentioned assembly
met, i. e. at Pitres.® With the aid of this river fortification
"Charles-hoped in the future to be able to prevent the Vikings
from ascending the Seine. He appears to have placed a great
deal of confidence in this means of defense; and we may admit
that if it had been properly developed and completed, the scheme
would probably have reduced very materially those advantages
which the possession of ships gave the Northmen over the
Franks.®

It is well known that the military superiority of the Vikings
was due in.no small measure to their superior mobility. This
great mobility, in turn, depended largely if not exclusively on
the remarkable rapidity with which they could propel their ships
in the rivers, up stream or down.'® Successfully to oppose an
enemy thus equipped, the Franks would have needed a large
and efficient fleet; but they possessed most of the time no fleet
at all, and never any that was comparable to that of the Vik~
ings.’t Unless, therefore, the Franks would build obstructions
in their principal water courses, and thereby bar the passage
of hostile fleets, they could hardly hope effectively to prevent
the Vikings, either from making sudden surprise attacks on
the large river towns, or from establishing themselves in fort-
ified camps on islands in the rivers. And once the Vikings
had secured a lodgment for themselves on an island, it was well-
nigh impossible for the Franks to eject them; because even
such an operation could not be successfully carried out save with

the aid of a fleet.!?

The adoption and development of the' idea of a system of
fortified bridges built at strategic points in the lower courses

8 Edictum Pistense, (4), c. 2, p. 311; Ann. Bert., 864, p. 72.

9 See Lot, “Melanges carolingiens. II. Le pont de Pitres,” Le Moyen Age,
1905, IX, 1-6, 9.

10 See supra, chap. i, n. 33; ii, n. 17.

11 On this see Vogel, 36 and n. 1. The fleet employed by Charles the Bald
at the siege of Oscellus in 858 (cf. supra, pp. 456—48), had been specially
constructed for that purpose, and when Charles was forced to give up the
siege his fleet fell into the hands of the Vikings. See Lot, “La grande in-
vasion normande,” Bidl. de I’école des chartes, 1908, LXIX, 28, n. 3.

12 The Vikings referred to in the preceding note had maintained them-
selves for five years—from 858 to 861—on the island of Oscellus, and their
eventual dislodgment was the work, not of the Franks, but of two groups
of their own countrymen who, of course, had adequate fleets at their dis-
posal (cf. supra, p. 52 and n. 49, p. 556 and n. 63). For another illustration
of the same thing, see Vogel, 148. ’
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of the rivers, therefore constituted a very important advance
in the Frankish method of defense against the Viking raids;®
a fact of which Charles himself was probably fully aware.*
Perhaps for this reason and for others to be mentioned presently,
the king was inclined at the Assembly of Pitres, in 864, to be
somewhat optimistic as regards the future.’* Practically all
the magnates had now returned to allegiance;* they had come
in large numbers to the assembly'’ and had brought with them
laborers, implements, carts, and beasts of burden, for the pur-
pose of bringing to completion the work on the bridgehead at
Pitres begun two years earlier.'®* The Aquitanians gave proof
of their loyalty by delivering into the hands of Charles his
nephew, the traitor Pippin, and even Solomon of Brittany pro-
fessed his submission and allegiance to the king of the West
Franks by paying the customary tribute.!* From a survey
of the general situation in June, 864, one might be led to the
conclusion that whatever the Vikings might henceforth attempt
on the Seine, there was in any case no likelihood that the king
would very soon be placed in such straits as would make it neces-
sary to buy off the foreign enemy by the payment of Danegeld.
Yet Charles the Bald did find himself in just that plight less
than two years after the Assembly of Pitres.? In order to
ascertain the causes of this rather startling change in the sit-
uation of the king, an attempt must be made carefully to analyze
certain events that transpired in the meantime.

Toward mid-July, 865,2* Vikings had again found their way
to the enticing shores of the West Frankish kingdom. Their
fleet of fifty ships had without delay moved up the river Seine

13 Vogel, 188-89.

14 Edict. Pistense, (A.), c. 2, loc. cit., p. 311; Ann. Bert., 864, p. 72. Cf.
Lot, “Le pont de Pitres,” loc. cit., pp. 1, 2, 9.

15 Edict. Pistense, (A.), cc. 1, 2, loc. cit. :

16 Ibid., ¢. 1: “non omnes . . . tamen ex maiori parte observastis.” Cf.
Vogel, 204. . .

17 Edict. Pistense, loc. cit.: “pleniter et cum pace ad hoc nostrum placitum
convenistis.”

18 Ibid., ¢. 2; Ann. Bert., 864, p. 72. Cf. Vogel, 204 and n. 3; Lot, op. cit.,
pp. 1, 4 and n. 1.

19 Ann. Bert., 864, p. 72. Cf. Lot, op. cit., p. 4.

20 Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81, and see infra.

21 Annales Rotomagenses, 865, M.G.H., 88., XXVI, p. 494. Lot (op. cit,,
p. 6 and n. 1) appears to have overlooked the statement in the Annals of
Rouen relative to the arrival of the Northmen; this, however, does not
invalidate what he says in the note about the date when Charles left Attigny
for Pitres. See infra, n. 25.
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as far as Pitres.?? Beyond this point the freebooters had not
yet advanced, probably because the partly constructed bridge-
head?s at Pitres made further progress temporarily impossible
or inadvisable. The time and labor spent in previous years on
the fortifications at Pitres had, therefore, not been wasted effort.
Even in its state of incompletion, the bridgehead was capable
of functioning for a considerable space of time as an effective
obstacle in the path of the invaders.?* Meantime, while the
Vikings were being held in check, Charles mobilized an army?*
and with it hastened to meet the enemy at Pitres. But, con-
trary to what might be expected, no engagement took place.
Perhaps the Franks, temporarily relying in the strength of their
fortifications, decided it would be unnecessary to risk an open
battle, or even a sally, so long as the bridgehead could inhibit
the Northmen from advancing. The king, however, on the
advice of his fideles, ordered two more fortified bridges to be
built: one at Auvers on the Oise, and another at Charenton on
the Marne;*® the evident purpose of these measures being to
prevent the Vikings from ascending the tributary streams, in
the event that they should succeed in breaking through at Pitres
on the Seine. Also, Charles arranged to have both banks of
the Seine guarded, assigning this task to a certain Adalard and
two relatives of the latter, Hugo and Berengar.?* These various
arrangements of the king seem to indicate some doubt on his
part as to whether the fortifications at Pitres could permanently
prevent the Vikings from continuing their course up the Seine.
Yet we must believe that Charles did not apprehend any im-
mediate danger; for, about the middle of the month of Septem-
ber, he journeyed northward to Orville, to enjoy the pleasures

22 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 78.

23 Lot (op. czt p. 5) and Vogel (p 213, n. 4) agree that the fortifications
at Pitres were not complete when the Northmen arrived in 865.

24 It is difficult to find any'other reason for the fact that the Vikings
halted at Pitres, and the sequel shows that they had intended to advance
much farther up the Seine. Lot admits (op. cit.,, p. 17) that in 885 the
bridge at Pitres probably did function in the manner indicated.

25 Lot (ibid., p. 5, n. 2, and p. 6) indicates that the Frankish army had
been mobilized before the Northmen entered the Seine, and that upon the
news of their arrival Charles at once set out from Attigny to Pitres. This
appears unlikely in view of the fact that the Northmen entered the Seine in
July, while Charles did not depart from Attigny before the middle of Au-
gust. Cf. supra, n. 21.

26 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 79. Cf. Lot, op. cit.,, p. 6.

27 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 79: “deputatis custodibus qui utrasque ripas custo-
dirent, etc.”; zbid p. 80: *“Adalardo, cui custodiam contra Nortmannos
[Karolus] commiserat sed et suis propinquis Hugoni et Berengario, ete.”

Danegeld. 5.
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of the chase,?® thereby indicating that he no longer regarded
his own presence in the Seine region as essential. Did he
believe that all necessary precautions against an advance on
the part of the Vikings had now been taken?

Whatever confidence Charles may have had in his measures
of defense was soon put to shame. Hardly had he departed
on his journey northward when the negligence of the guardians
on the Seine became evident. They failed to place any of their
forces on the north bank of the river, and therefore could not,
or at any rate did not, prevent a detachment of about two hun-
dred Vikings from proceeding to Paris for the purpose of secur-
ing wine; moreover, they permitted these freebooters to return
from their futile errand unscathed. It is true, however, that
when, somewhat later, another band of five hundred Northmen
attempted a raid to the south on Chartres, they were repulsed
with losses by the Frankish forces stationed on the left bank
of the Seine.?

What effect had the two incidents just described on the re-
lations between Charles the Bald and his chief guardian on the
Seine? Did Adalard’s failure to guard the right bank of the
Seine lead the king to suspect disloyalty on the part of his
fidelis?** And was the later repulse of the Vikings headed for
Chartres, insufficient to - allay the suspicion?** While our
sources give no definite answers to these questions, they do
furnish evidence of a growing estrangement between Adalard
and the king. We know that in October, 865, shortly after the
events referred to in the preceding paragraph, Charles the Bald
secured, at a meeting with his brother in Cologne, the cancella-
tion of the proposed marriage of Adalard’s daughter to the son
of Louis the German.*?* This action on the part of Charles, wheth-
er or not it may be interpreted as having been at least in part
dictated by a desire to revenge the disloyalty of Adalard, could
hardly fail to bring a crisis in the relations between the king

28 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 79.

29 Ibid. Cf. Lot op. cit.,, p. T,

30 Cf. Lot, “Une année du rétne de Charles le Chauve. Année 866,” Le
Moyen Age, 1902, VI, 435, n. 3, last sentence.

31 It is possible that Adalard and his companions had been charged with
the defense of only the right bank of the river, and that the defense of the
left bank had been committed to others (Lot, “Le pont de Pitres,” loc. cit.,
p. 7); if so, there was all the more reason to doubt the good faith of Adalard

32 Ann Bert., 865, pp. 79-80.
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and his ambitious vassal. If, as seems probable, these relations
had been strained almost to the breaking point even before the
actual cancellation of the marriage project,*® then that event
must unquestionably have been followed by a complete rupture.*
And the sequel of events will point to a deep causal relation
between this rupture on the one hand and the ultimate collapse
of Frankish resistance to the Vikings on the other.

On the return from Cologne Charles was met by the news
that the Vikings had entered the monastery of St. Denis on
October 20, and that they had remained there for almost three
weeks undisturbed by anyone. The marauders were said to
have obtained a vast amount of booty from the monastery and
then, after much devastation, to have returned to their camp,
located only a short distance from St. Denis.** All of which
signified that the Vikings had been able at last to break through
the defenses at Pitres, and that the men appointed to-guard
the banks of the Seine — Adalard, Hugo, and Berengar — had
for some reason failed to do their duty. Indeed it seems there
had been no opposition whatever to the Northmen, not even an
attempt to intercept them on their return from St. Denis.*

In the light of what we know about the relations between
Charles the Bald and Adalard at this time, the meaning of these
facts is clear. We may legitimately conclude that Adalard and
his relatives had, by way of retaliation, purposely neglected the
defense of the Seine in order to embarrass the king; that, there-
fore, these magnates were largely if not exclusively responsible
for the success of the Viking enterprise and, consequently, for
the creation of a situation which was eventually to lead to the
payment of another Danegeld. . And these conclusions are
strengthened by the fact that Charles, after his return from
Cologne, divested Adalard, Hugo, and Berengar of their honores,
on the ground that they had failed to render services of any
value against the Northmen.* '

33 See supra, n. 30. ’

34 See Lot, op. cit.,, p. 7, n. 4. ’

35 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 80; Annales sancti Germani minores, 865, M.G.H.,
88., IV, p. 3. Cf. Vogel, 214, n. 2.

36 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 80: “[Nortmanni] sine contradictione cuiusquam
ad castra sua . . . sunt reversi.”

37 Ibid., p. 80; Ann. 8. Germani minores, loc. cit. For further information
on ghe general significance of the humiliation of Adalard, etc., see Vogel, 220,
n. 3.
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The poor performance and bad faith of Adalard and his sup-
porters did not induce the king to give up all thought of dealing
with the Vikings in a military way. As already indicated, the
Northmen were by this time firmly established on an island in
the Seine near the monastery of St. Denis.?® Charles seems
to have determined if possible to prevent them from ascending
farther up the river. He stationed guards (scarae) along both
banks of the Seine,*® and entrusted the direction of the opera-
tions of defense to fideles in whom he probably felt he could
repose confidence: Robert the Strong, Count Odo of Chartres,
and certain others whose names we do not know.** Apparently
satisfied of the sufficiency of these precautionary measures, the
king presently repaired northward to Senlis, to celebrate the
solemnities of Christmas.*

Again the faith of the king in the Frankish power of resistance
and in the loyalty of his fideles was to be shattered. Early
in 866+ the Vikings moved up the Seine as far as Melun. The
Frankish troops followed them, one column on each side of the
river. At Melun the Northmen left their ships and launched
an attack on that one of the Frankish columns, which seemed
the larger and stronger, and which was commanded by Robert
and Odo.®®* Contrary to what might have been expected of
troops led by Robert the Strong, these men took to flight without
striking a blow, and the Vikings, having loaded their ships with
booty, returned safely to camp.**

This unfortunate adventure is so out of harmony with what
is otherwise known of the career and the exploits of Robert

38 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 80: “Nortmanni tertia decima Kalend. Novembris
monasterium S. Dionysii intraverunt; . .. post multam depraedationem ad
castra sua non longe ab eodem monasterio sunt reversi.” Cf. ibid., 866, p.
81: “Nortmanni mense Iunio ab insula secus monasterium §S. Dionysii
movent.”

39 Ibid., 865, p. 80: “dimissis custodibus contra eosdem Nortmannos”; ibid.,
866, p. 81: “scarae Karoli ex utraque parte ipsius fluminis [Sequanae] per-
gunt.” Cf. Vogel, 214.

40 Hincmar tells us (Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81) that Robert and Odo com-
manded the larger and stronger of the scarae mentioned in the preceding
note. The names of those who commanded the other scara are not given.

41 Ibid., 865, p. 80. Towards the close of the year, the Vikings had lost
some of their men as a result of various diseases which broke out among
them. Knowledge of this fact led Charles to believe that there was no im-
mediate danger to be feared.

42 Lot, “Une année . . . de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit.,, 398, n. 2.

43 Cf. ibid., 396, n. 4, 397.

44 Ann. Bert., 866, pp. 80-81.
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the Strong, that one is tempted to inquire whether there may
not have been special reasons for what happened on this occasion.
It is well known that, in 861, very cordial relations had been
established between Charles the Bald and Robert, and that in
consequence thereof the latter had received not only large hold-
ings of land but also the ducatum inter Ligerim et Sequanam.*®
From 861 to 865 Robert was practically ruler, and military com-
mander-in-chief, of the district between the Seine and the Loire;
and as such he rendered very distinguished and very valuable
services by his campaigns against the Northmen and the Bret-
ons,* respectively. But in 865 Charles divested Robert of the
military authority, and also of certain holdings, in Neustria,
to make room for his eldest son, Louis, surnamed the Stammerer.
Presumably it was by way of recompense for what he had lost
in Neustria, that Robert was granted the counties of Auxerre
and Nevers in Burgundy.*”* Why Charles made this change can
only be conjectured. It is difficult to believe that it had been
suggested or even approved of by Robert, whose position in
Burgundy certainly did not give him the prestige and power
which he had possessed as the lord and defender of Neustria.®®
With more reason, the affair may be regarded as an indication
that Robert had temporarily lost his influence with the king,
and that the latter was now acting at the instigation of that
party at his court which sought to advance the interests of Prince
Louis.* In any case, the removal of Robert to Burgundy was
a blunder — a blunder which Charles later found it necessary
to correct so far as possible.®® Meanwhile, after the dismissal
of Adalard and his relatives, the king had summoned Robert
to the defense of the Seine.®* And we have seen how poor an
account Robert gave of himself in the discharge of this com-
mission. Though the scara commanded by Robert and Odo was
the larger and stronger of the two Frankish divisions, it fled
before the Vikings without striking a blow, and apparently
Robert and Odo fled with it.*

45 Ann. Bert., 861, p. 55; Regino, Chronicon, 861, ed. Kurze, p. 79. CIf.
Vogel, 189, 190 and n. 1, where further references are given on this point.

46 Lot, “La Loire, ’Aquitaine et la Seine de 862 a 866,” Bibl. de Vécole
des chartes, 1915, LXXVI, 473 ff.; Vogel, 190-92, 197, 198, 208-10.

47 Ann. Bert., 865, p. 79. Lot, op. cit., 497 and n. 7, 498.

48 Ibid., 497, n. 1.

49 Ibid., 498. )
. B0 Ibid., 501; id., “Une année . . . de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit., 400 ff.
. 51 Cf. supra, nn. 37, 39, 40. ' '

52 Cf. supra, nn. 43, 44.
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By reason of the fact that we have no record of such or sim-
ilar conduct on the part of Robert on any other occasion, some
students of this period have been inclined to believe, either that
Hincmar is guilty of exaggeration in reporting this event, or
that the fiasco was due to a panic produced among the Frankish
troops by the suddenness of the Viking attack; both of which
views serve admirably to exonerate the character of Robert.®
It should be noted, however, that these explanations of the affair
at Melun are based on an assumption: the assumption that Rob-
ert’s attitude toward the king was still one of undiluted loyalty
and perfect good faith. They fail to take into account the pos-
sibility that Robert had been nettled by his removal from Neu-
stria to Burgundy. It would seem indeed very strange, being
exactly the opposite of what had happened in 858,** if Robert
had now permitted himself to be superseded by Prince Louis,
with entire good will and without exhibiting any signs of dis-
satisfaction or taking any measures to secure rehabilitation.
It appears much more probable that. though he continued to
exhibit a more or less superficial loyalty in the royal service,
Robert really was looking about for an opportunity to force
Charles to reinstate him in the position he had formerly held
in Neustria; a position whose importance was second only to
that of the king himself.®* Such an opportunity offered itself
at Melun, and Robert knew how to exploit it. This interpre-
tation of Robert’s discomfiture will be found in perfect accord
with later events and on the whole seems much more satisfactory
than those previously referred to. :

After the fiasco at Melun Charles gave up all hope of expelling
the Northmen, and even of holding them in check, by military
measures. That was evidently out of the question so long as
he could not count on the loyal co-operation of the fideles; for
without such co-operation it was impossible to secure forces

53 von Kalckstein, Robert d. Tapfere, 101; Vogel, 215; Lot, op. cit., 398,
nn. 1, 3. Later, Lot evidently changed his opinion on this matter; see his
“Le pont de Pitres,” loc. cit., 9. n. 2.

54 On this see von Kalckstein, op. cit., 52 ff.

55 Cf. Lot, “Le pont de Pitres,” loc. cit. In fact, the policy of Robert led
precisely to the result indicated in the text. So far from losing the favor
of the king after his disgraceful flight before the Vikings, Robert increased
in that favor and became even more powerful and influential than he had
been before he was transferred to Burgundy in 866. Cf. id., “Une année . . .
de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit., 400-2; von Kalckstein, op. cit., 102 f.; infra,
pp. 90-91 and notes.
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that would be equal to the task.’¢ There remained, therefore,
only one alternative for securing the removal of the Vikings,
namely, the payment of Danegeld. Obviously it would be better
to submit to this than to expose the country to further violence
and devastation at the hands of the Vikings. Negotiations with
the invaders were opened,’” and Charles the Bald found it neces-
sary to consent to what has usually been regarded as a disgrace-
ful treaty.’® That its terms were very humiliating may be ad-
mitted, but responsibility for the treaty must be fixed on the
disloyal and negligent magnates more than on the king. Charles
had throughout the period of this invasion displayed considerable
activity at least in devising and preparing various measures to
hold the Vikings in check; but all his precautions had been
rendered futile by the willful recreancy of those fideles to whom
the operations of defense had been entrusted.®®

The Northmen agreed to depart from the West Frankish
realm,® and presumably to refrain from further devastation
and plundering, in return for a payment of 4,000 pounds of
silver according to their (the Northmen’s) weight.® In ad-
dition to this sum of money, the invaders may have demanded
a certain quantity of wine.®? The pact further included the
following stipulations: slaves, who had been captured by the
Northmen, but who ran away from them after the conclusion
of the treaty, were to be either returned to the Vikings or re-

56 Diimmler, I, 222 and n. 1; II, 107; Lot, “La grande invasion nor-
mande,” loc. cit., 7, n. 4; Waltz, D. Verfassungsgesch., III, 560-61; Prou,
“De la nature du service militaire du par les roturiers aux Xle et XIIe
sidcles,” Rev. Hist., 1890, XLIV, 314.
¢ 57 Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81: “Karolus cum eisdem Nortmannis . . . pacisei-
ur.”

58 Ann. Bert., ed. Dehaisnes, p. 154, note (a); Vogel, 216.

59 Cf. supra, pp. 65 ff.

60 This may be inferred from the fact that the Vikings made preparations
for their departure while they were awaiting the payment of the tribute
(Ann. Bert., 866, ed. Waitz, p. 81, bottom). :

61 Ibid., p. 81: “Karolus cum eisdem Nortmannis in quattuor milium libris
argenti ad pensam eorum paciscitur.” The words, ad pensam eorum, seem
to indicate that the money was to be weighed by the Vikings on their own
scales. Evidently Frankish and Danish weights were not identical (cf.
Soetbeer, “Beitrige z. Gesch. d. Geld- und Miinzwesens,” Forsch. 2. d. Gesch.,
VI, 55-56. In 860, the Vikings had demanded 3,000 pounds pondere exami-
nato (see supra, chap. ili, nn. 32, 61), which does not necessarily mean that
Danish scales were used in the weighing. What Lot says'on this subject
(“Une année . . . de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit., 399, n. 1) is not to the
point; see Soetbeer, op. cit, pp. 8, 9.

62 At least the regni primores were required to furnish a coniectum
toward the Danegeld tam in argento quam et in vino (see infra, n. 136).
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deemed at a price named by the latter; and if one of the North-
men were killed, the Franks were to pay the amount of money
(wergeld) demanded for him.®

To raise the Danegeld, Charles levied taxes — though, as will
be shown, it probably was not intended that they should be con-
strued as taxes — on all the important kinds of property and
resources®* within his kingdom, which at this time included
Francia, Neustria, and Burgundy.®® It appears that four differ-
ent assessments and collections were necessary before the entire
sum demanded by the Vikings was forthcoming.*® In the follow-
ing discussion each of the assessments will be studied separately
and in the order it was issued.

By the first assessment, taxes were laid on all dependent hold-
ings of land and on the property of merchants and priests,*
and the payment of the heribannus was required of all free

63 Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81.

64 This statement is not intended to imply that all those who owned or
were in possession of property or resources contributed in proportion to
their ability to pay, or that there was no shifting of the burden of taxation;
it refers solely to the manner in which, according to our sources, the taxes
were distributed by the king. It is true that there is no specific mention;
in any of the assessments, of demesnes or dominant holdings (mansi in-
dominicati). But all owners or tenants of such property were at least free-
men; and all freemen were required to pay the heerbann (see infra, n. 68),
which, as we shall see, was in this case tantamount to a tax. Moreover, the
demesnes included in the beneficiary holdings, or honores, of the fideles of
the king were, at least in theory, directly affected by the last two assess-
ments; see infra, pp. 87 ff. and nn. 136, 137, 143. It is true also that the
comparatively scarce kinds of dependent holdings, as for example mansi
censiles and mansi lidiles, were ignored in all the assessments levied by the
king. But, despite that, they probably did not escape taxation; see infra,
n, 69 and cf. n. 124,

65 Cf. supra, chap. iii, nn. 37, 38. Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81: “indicta per
regnum suum conlatione ad idem exsolvendum tributum.” These words
surely indicate that the tax was levied in the entire kingdom of Charles the
Bald, including Francia, Neustria, and Burgundy, but not Aquitaine (ecf.
Lot, “Une année . . . de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit., 412 and n. 2), which
was a separate kingdom (id., “La Loire, I’Aquitaine et la Seine,” loc. cit.,
496-97). Lot takes a different view (“Une année ... de Charles le
Chauve,” loc cit., 400, n. 2), which is based on a supposed analogy between
the Danegeld of 866 and that of 877. In 877 Neustria was, to be sure, not
included in the assessment levied for the Danegeld demanded by the Vik-
ings of the Seine; it applied only to Francia and Burgundy. But there was
a special reason for the exclusion of Neustria from this assessment, namely,
that the Neustrians were to raise another Danegeld for the Vikings of the
Loire, a fact which is carefully pointed out by Hinemar (Ann. Bert., 877, p
135). For a fuller discussion of this matter, see infra, p. 98 and n. 38. If,
however, it is reasonably certain that the tax of 866 had been levied by
Charles throughout his kingdom, it is very doubtful that it could be col-
lected everywhere. Cf. infra, pp. 89-90.

66 Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81; cf. infra, nn. 135, 136.

67 Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81 “de unoquoque manso ingenulli exiguntur sex
denarii et de servlli tres et de accola unus et de duobus hospitiis unus de-
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Franks.®® Each mansus ingenuilis was assessed at six denarii,
and each mansus servilis, at three;* one denarius was demanded
for each accola™ and for every two hospitia,™ respectively. The
merchants were required to contribute a tenth of all they pos-
sessed;* and the priests similarly were taxed on the basis of

narius et decima de omnibus quae negotiatores videbantur habere; sed et a
presbiteris secundum quod unusquisque habuit vectigal exigitur.” Cf. infra,
n. 119.

68 Ann. Bert., 866, p. 81: “heribanni de omnibus Francis accipiuntur.”
The Franci were the liberi homines, as is proved by the Edict. Pistense
[864],(B.), c. 34, loc. cit., pp. 325-26, where the two terms are used synony-
mously. They all owed military service, but since the time of Charlemagne
the character and amount of this service had varied according to the re-
sources of each one (ibid. cc. 26, 27, p. 321; cf. Waitz, op. cit.,, IV, 558 ff.).
The amount of the heerbann had varied in a similar way (see infra, n. 75).
The term Franci as employed by Hincmar in the quotation given at the be-
ginning of this note must be taken to include not only ordinary freemen,
but also those who possessed jurisdictional rights and were under obligation
to lead the freemen, over whom they exercised such rights to the army
muster (cf. Waitz, op cit.,, IV, 326 ff., 335, 459 ff.,, 597, 604; Guérard, ed.,
Polypt. d’Irminon, I, (Prolég.), pp. 212 ff.). In other words it must be
assumed that the heerbann, as one of the taxes levied for the Danegeld of
866, was due not only from freemen of lesser rank and fortune, but also—
and at the standard rate of sixty solidi (cf. infra, p. 76)—from all seigniors
who were laymen, including counts and other magnates. The king knew
or ought to have known, through the reports of the counts and the missi,
how many free Franks there were in each pagus, or county (Edict. Pis-
tense, (B.), c¢. 27, loc cit., p. 321).

69 Mansi, accolae, and hospitia, are the names applied to the tenures
which, together with the mansus indominicatus on which they depended,
made up a large estate, or villa. The holders of such tenures were, as a
rule, either coloni or serfs; but in the ninth century the character of each
tenure was fixed by custom, and did not depend on the condition of the
tenant. Coloni might hold mansi serviles, and serfs, mansi ingenuiles. The
real distinction between different kinds of dependent tenures was, at this
time, economic. As a rule, more services and redevances were required
from holders of mansi serviles than from those of mansi ingenuiles, regard-
less of whether the actual tenant was a colonus or a serf (cf. Sée, Les
classes rurales et le rég. dom. en France, 28—42, 45-68; Guérard, op. cit.,
233 ff., 277 ff., 577 ff.; Brunner, Deutsche Rechtsgeschichte, I, 212). Lot’s
statement (“Une année .. . de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit., 399, n. 2), that
the “mansus ingenuilis est le manse tenu par un colon,” is inaccurate, for
such tenures were often held by serfs. Cf. Vogel, 215, n. 2. The mansi
lidiles and the mansi censiles are not mentioned by Hincmar as having been
taxed. But he may have meant to include them in the mansi ingenuiles,
from which they did not at this period essentially differ. The question is
not of much importance, for these holdings were few in number at the time
of Charlemagne, and were rapidly disappearing (Sée, op. cit., 38 ff.).

70 Accola here means a tenure, not a person, as Lot seems to think (op.
cit.. 399, n. 3). Evidently the accola was estimated at about one third of the
value of a mansus servilis. See Guérard, op. cit., 426, n. 2, 630 and n. 24.

71 The hospitium, like the mansus and the accola, was a tenure. It is
difficult to determine the character of the hospitium in any precise way,
for it probably varied somewhat according to time and place. Here it is
estimated at half the value of an accola. Ct. ibid., 627 ff.; Sée, op. cit., 63-65.

72 In 860 the amounts paid by merchants toward the Danegeld had been
%l:oport;gned to the value of their houses and movables. Cf. supra, chap.

i, n. 36.




74 THE DANEGELD DURING THE REIGN OF CHARLES THE BALD

the value of their resources.® The heribannus, originally a
fine amounting to sixty solidi in each case,” here appears to be
tantamount to a tax. If, as seems probable, this heerbann was
proportioned to the circumstances of those liable to pay it,™
we may justly regard it, like the other imposts of the first assess-
ment, as in fact though not in theory a tax on property or

resources.”

These rates of assessment — the most detailed and specific
that have been thus far furnished — must now be subjected
to closer scrutiny. It seems desirable to ascertain first what
information they yield concerning the legal basis of the Dane-
geld considered as an impost. The question as to how this form
of taxation — unknown throughout the period preceding the
reign of Charles the Bald — was legalized, is, it will be agreed,
one of fundamental importance in the study of the Danegeld,
and particularly in the study of its institutional development.

Very significant from the viewpoint of such an inquiry is the
obligation placed on all free Franks (Franci) to pay the heri-
bannus, or heerbann. Ordinarily and regularly, the heerbann
of sixty solidi had always been and still was a fine levied on
freemen who when summoned to the army failed to go.™ But
the heerbann with which we are here concerned cannot be con-

73 See supra, n. 67.
74 Brunner, op. cit., II, 213; cf. supra, n. 68. . ’

75 The heerbann had been so proportioned even by Charlemagne (Waitz,
op. cit., IV, 557, n. 4), but in the later years of his reign Charlemagne seems
to have exacted the full heerbann in each case (ibid., 564, n. 1). However
that may be, it is certain that Charles the Bald in the year 864 exacted a
heerbann proportionate to the resources of the freemen (Edict. Pistense,
(B.), c. 27, loc. cit., p. 322), for he refers to the “discretionem, quae in pro-
genitorum nostrorum, capitulo XIV continetur,” which is a restatement of
the capitulary of 805 on this subject. See Baldamus, Das Heerwesen unter
den spiteren Karolingern (in Gierke’s Untersuchungen 2. d. Staats- und
Rechtsgesch., 1V), p. 36; Waitz, op. cit, IV, 564, n. 1; Migne, Patr. Lat.,
XCVII, 553; cf. infre, pp. 76-17.

76 This statement is not intended to imply that military service, for the
non-performance of which the heerbann was the regular fine, rested on the
property. In principle and in legal theory, that had always been and doubt-
less still was the obligation of every free man. Edict. Pistense [864], (B.),
c. 25, loc. cit., p. 322: “ad defensionem patriae omnes sine ulla excusatione
veniant.” Cf. Roth, Gesch. d. Beneficialwesens, 402. On the other hand, it
cannot be denied that we have here an excellent illustration of how the
principles and legal theories of an age lag far behind the facts of that age.
Cf. Brunner, op. cit., I, 202 ff.; Waitz, op. cit, 1V, 538; Baldamus, op. cit.,

4-11. _
77 Waltz, op. cit., IV, 548, 557 ff.; cf. supra, n. 74.
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sidered a penalty for the non-performance of military service.™
It is rather a tax levied as a substitute for military service, and
as such it resembles in some ways the feudal payment which
in England was called scutage.” Accordingly, the liability of
the Frankish freeman to pay this tax must have rested partly
on his obligation to render military service at the summons of
the king; and partly on a theory in law that the king might, if
he chose, dispense with the personal services and exact instead
what was regarded as the equivalent in money.*® To indicate
a legal .ground, other than this, on which freemen might have
been held liable to contribute toward the Danegeld, would be
difficult if not impossible; since according to a very old and
still at least formally valid principle, they could not be taxed
on either their persons or their property.*

But the collection of the heerbann as a substitute for military
service was, it should be noted, in all likelihood an innovation
due to the exigencies created by the Viking invasions. For,
to say the least, it is extremely doubtful that the predecessors
of Charles the Bald had ever, in theory and principle, exacted
the heerbann otherwise than as a penalty.®? It is true, to be
sure, that the possibility of evading active service in the field
had always existed for every freeman who was able and willing
to pay the heerbann.®* It is true also, that in the past there had

78 Cf. Baldamus, op. cit., 10. Examples are not wanting of an analogous
use of the word somewhat earlier; see Brunner, op. cit.,, II, 212 and n. 41;
cf. infra, n. 82.

79 Commutation of military service into a money payment was not un-
known even to the Romans. On the whole subject see Baldwin, The Scu-
tage and Knight Service in England, 1-17; cf. Viollet, Histoire des institu-
tions politiques et administratives de la France, 11, 433-34. There is reason
to believe that the Carolingians applied this principle regularly with respect
to merchants. See Baldamus, op. cit.,, 40-60; and cf. infra, p. 86 and n. 127.

80 Cf. Lot, “Une année . . . de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit., 399, n. 4;
Viollet, op. cit., 1I, 433 and n. 6.

81 Waitz, op. cit., IV, 112; Brunner, op. cit., II, 234; Viollet, op. cit., 1, 323,

82 Walitz, op. cit., IV, 575, n. 4. I cannot agree with Lot when he says
(op. cit, 399, n. 4) that the Capitulary of Thionville of 805 (M.G.H., LL.
Sectio II, t. i, p. 126, ¢. 19) perhaps offers an example of the commutation
of military service into a money payment. The heerbann, according to that
capitulary, was exacted as a fine for the non-performance of military duty
(cf. Waitz, op. cit., IV, 567). Brunner, op. cit., II, 212, refers to a money
payment, sometimes called heerbann, which was paid in lieu of the hostili-
tium and carnaticum by the unfree peasants to their seigniors. This is, of
course, not the same thing as the ordinary heerbann of the free Franks,
which, so far as my observations go, was up to this time always paid, in
theory at least, as a fine for the non-fulfillment of military obligations.

83 Waitz, op. cit., IV, 575: “Auf die Strafe kam am Ende alles an. Wer
diese zahlen wollte, konnte zu Hause bleiben.”
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been many abuses in the collection of the heerbann; frequently,
no doubt, it had been exacted in cases where it was not legit-
imately due.®* Perhaps, therefore, what Charles the Bald had
done was not at the time understood to be, or generally recog-
nized as, an innovation. But, however that may have been, the
collection of the heerbann as a tax did in fact introduce a new
principle — a principle based on the legal fiction that the king
had the right to demand from every freeman either personal
military service or its money equivalent — in the future appli-
cation of which the kings and the great feudal nobles, the latter
being the real successors to the authority of the Carolingian
monarchs, were to secure for themselves important financial

resources.?®®

Before dismissing the subject of the heerbann, attention must
be directed once more®® to the fact that this exaction had, even
as early as the time of Charlemagne — when it was in theory
regarded exclusively as a fine — sometimes been graduated in
proportion, more or less, to the means of those who were liable
to pay it. Thus, in 805, freemen possessing movables®” worth
but one pound, paid a heerbann of not more than five solidi;
others with movables worth two or three pounds, paid ten and
thirty solidi, respectively ; and only those whose personal proper-
ty was valued at six pounds, paid the standard rate of sixty
solidi.*®* This graduated scale of the heerbann of 805 is import-
ant, in part because it illustrates the usual policy of Charle-
magne, but more especially because it was also the scale adopted
by Charles the Bald in 864; for we know that in the latter year
Charles the Bald issued a capitulary which, in so far as it re-
ferred to the heerbann, was virtually a restatement of the pro-
visions of Charlemagne in 805.2° It is true, however, that in
864 Charles the Bald had levied the heerbann as a fine; was the
tax, in 866, similarly graduated in proportion to the resources
of the tax-payers? To this question it is not possible to give
a conclusive answer. But since there is no reason to suppose
that Charles the Bald had changed his policy in this matter

84 Waitz, op. cit., IV, 579, n. 2; Brunner, op. cit., II, 165.

85 See Borrelli de Serres, Recherches sur divers services publics du XIIIe
au XVIlIe siécle, 467-528.

86 Cf. supra, nn. 68, 75.

87 The fine could not be exacted in land or slaves; see Waitz, op. cit.,, 1V,
557, n. 3.

88 Ibid., n. 4.

89 Cf. supra, n. 75.
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between 864 and 866, it seems probable that the graduated
scale applied to the heerbann as a fine in 805 and again in 864,
was also followed in 866, when the exaction was levied, not as a
fine, but as one of the taxes to raise the Danegeld.

We have seen that the heerbann demanded for the Danegeld
of 866 was in legal theory a money payment substituted for
active military service. But what was the legal basis of the
other taxes levied for the same purpose? Obviously it will
not be improper, in attempting to find a solution of this problem,
to proceed on the hypothesis that all the taxes for the Danegeld
rested on the same basis; that they were all legalized on the
ground that they were substitutes for the service of war. The
conversion of this hypothesis into a well supported theory will
involve the establishment in fact of the following points: (1)
that each of the people whom the king held responsible for the
taxes was regularly liable to an amount or a degree of military
service which corresponded more or less to the sum of money
now demanded from him for the Danegeld; and (2) that in the
case of these taxpayers just as in that of the men from whom
the heerbann was demanded, there were cogent reasons why
the king should have desired to avoid undisguised taxation and
preferred to exact the contributions on the ground that they
were substitutes for military service.

A glance at the distribution of the taxes for the Danegeld of
866, according to the first assessment, will immediately reveal
the fact that the bulk of these taxes had been levied on various
kinds of dependent holdings — manst ingenuiles, manst serviles,
accolae, hospitia — whose occupants belonged, for the most part,
to the class of unfree peasants. But Frankish law did not re-
quire, or at least had not heretofore required unfree persons —
coloni, servi, and certain others of similar condition — to render
personal military service in the field. That was an obligation
which, in legal principle, rested only on freemen (franci).”
Moreover, it must be admited that the unfree peasants, with
exception of those who were attached to the royal domain, owed
neither services nor payments, of any kind, to the king directly;

90 The Edict. Pistense of 864 (see supra, n. 756) was intended to be an
edict with general application for the future, and not only a temporary regu-
lation for the current year.

91 Brunner, op. cit., II, 202 ff.; Roth, op. cit., 392 ff.; Walitz, op. cit., IV,
538. Cf. supra, nn. 68, 76.
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they were under direct obligations.only to their seigniors.*?
Accordingly, if we assume for the moment that the taxes levied
on the dependent holdings were legalized on the ground that they
were substitutes for military service, we are obliged to conclude
that this military service was not owed directly by the peasants
actually occupying those holdings; but, on the same assumption,
that it must have been thus owed by the seigniors in control of
the great estates which included the dependent holdings of the
peasants.

From the seigniors, ecclesiastical as well as lay, the Frankish
kings demanded very important services in time of war. Charle-
magne had required of seigniors, in addition to what was incum-
bent on them as freemen, a special and supplementary service
commensurate with the jurisdictional rights they exercised and
proportioned to the resources at their disposal.®® While it may
be true that some few of the seigniors had by the time of Charles
the Bald been able to free themselves of this burden, there are
not many such cases on record;® and it is safe to assume that
most of the great landholders — bishops, abbots, and lay seign-
iors — could, in principle at least, still be required to render
their share of military service.”® The special military obligation
of a seignior included not only the duty to lead the freemen
living -within his jurisdiction, properly armed and equipped, to
the place where the army was to be mustered;* it included also
that he furnish a certain number of oxen, wagons, and other
war equipment, sufficient for the needs of his contingent of
fighters.®” The outlay involved in furnishing this matériel was
supplied by the proceeds of certain annual war taxes (hostili-
tium, carnaticum) levied by the seigniors on the holdings of their
unfree tenants — chiefly on the mansi ingenuiles but also, in
some cases, on the mansi serviles.®® These taxes were collected,
sometimes in kind and sometimes in money, once a year by the

92 Sée, op. cit., 26 ff.; cf.- Waltz, op. cit., IV, 625 and n. 2.

93 Cf. supra, n. 68. On the special obligations of the seigniors, see Guérard,
op. cit., 661; Fustel de Coulanges, Les transform. de la royauté, 519-23;
Roth, op. cit., 409 f£.; Waitz, op. cit.,, 1V, 621 ff.; Brunner, op. cit., II, 212.

94 Guérard, op. cit., II, 675-77; Walitz, op. cit,, 1V, 583.

95 Cf. Prou, op. cit.,, p. 323.

96 See the letter of Charlemagne to Abbot Fulrad (M.G.H., LL. Sectio II,
t. i. 168), and cf. Roth, op. cit., 408. .

97 See the references cited supra, n. 93.
98 Sée, op. cit., 92; cf. Roth, op. cit.,, 410, n. 97.
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ministeriales of the seignior.”® It may be admitted that Charle-
magne had probably never required either all the freemen or all
the seigniors to render military service each year, and that his
successors had demanded this service from their fideles and their
subjects with much less frequency than Charlemagne;*° but it
must be insisted that none of the Carolingian monarchs had ever
abdicated their right to it. Accordingly, the military obligation
of the Franks, seigniors as well as ordinary freemen, remained
during the reign of Charles the Bald, in principle and in law,
essentially the same as it had been in the time of his grand-
father.12

Charles the Bald, accordingly, had a perfect legal right to de-
mand from the various seigniors not only the regular military
service due from them as freemen — though this was of course
not due from ecclesiastical seigniors personally — but also, ex-
cept in certain rare instances, the additional service due from
them as seigniors. We have seen that Charles, in exacting the
heerbann for the purposes of the Danegeld, had virtually claimed
with respect to the military service required of freemen as such,
the power to substitute for the specific performance of that serv-
ice the payment of a money equivalent.'®> Why should he not
have claimed the same power with respect to the additional serv-
ices required of the seigniors? Indeed, was not that precisely
what he did when he levied taxes for the Danegeld on all de-
pendent holdings throughout his kingdom? On what other
ground could such taxes have been legally justified?'®* To the

99 Guérard, in the Prolégoménes to his edition of the Polypt. d’Irminon,
DPp. 660—75, has the most complete discussion of these matters; for other
references see suprae, n. 93.

100 Prenzel, Qeschichte der Kriegsverfassung unter den Karolingern von
der Mitte des achten bis zum Ende des neunten Jahrhunderts, Erster Teil,
29-37. On the disinclination of the fideles of Charles the Bald to render
military service, cf. Lot, “Une année . . . de Charles le Chauve,” loc. cit.,
434, n. 3; Baldamus, op. cit., 50.

101 Waitz, op. cit., IV, 572 ff., 681; cf. Brunner, op. cit., II, 202: “Da eine
verfassungsmiissige Aufhebung der allgemeinen Wehrpflicht nicht erfolgte,
hat sie theoretisch bis zur Auflésung der frinkischen Monarchie bestanden.”
See also Baldamus, op. cit., 13, 40, and passim.

102 See supra, pp. 74 fX.

103 It is perhaps unnecessary to insist that the Danegeld was never re-
garded as part of the dona annua. In 877 the king clearly distinguished
between these two payments by accepting dona dnnua at the close of the
same assembly at which arrangements were made for raising the Danegeld
of that year (Capitule excerpta in oonventu Carisiacensi coram populo
lecta [877], M.G.H., LL. Sectio II, t. ii, p. 363). The dona annua were ob-
viously not,interpreted as substitutes for military service; for we have evi-
dence that they were in many cases required in addition to the military
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latter question it is, of course, very easy to reply that the Dane-
geld was an emergency measure sufficiently sanctioned by the
law of necessity. But if we are to remain content with such
a reply, we must be willing wholly to eliminate from considera-
tion the fact that the emergency referred to, an emergency
which Charles was now endeavoring to terminate by the payment
of tribute, had been created by certain disloyal magnates for the
direct purpose of embarrassing, or forcing the hand of, the king;
we must be willing also—and this is more important—utterly
to ignore the inveterate and deep rooted aversion of the Frankish
freeman, whether in high station or low, to the idea of being
taxed.

These magnates, ever intent upon increasing their power and
prestige; these seigniors, jealously watchful of their rights and
privileges; would they, who otherwise were chiefly interested
in curtailing the prerogatives of the crown, now have consented
to an augmentation of the royal prerogative such as it evidently
had been assumed'®® that even ordinary freemen would never
have countenanced? Would they have permitted the establish-
ment of the principle that the king had, even though it were
only in an emergency, the right of taxation? No scholar at all
conversant with the character and ambitions of the West Frank-
ish nobility in the latter half of the ninth century could for a
moment think of answering this question in the affirmative.
And Charles, we may believe, was well aware that an attempt
to raise the Danegeld as an undisguised tax would have proved
abortive. In order to insure even measurable success for his
policy, the king must have found it necessary so to interpret
his method of raising the tribute as clearly to give the impres-

service (Waitz, op. cit., IV, 108 and n. 1, 601). The king’s right to the
dona annua, after they had lost their original voluntary character (cf. Fus-
tel de Coulanges, op. cit., 502 ff.), was of course in the main based on cus-
tom; though it is true that according to Hincmar, the church paid them
‘“‘causa suae defensionis” (see infra, chap. xvii, n. 43), 1. e. in return for the
special protection given it.

104 That the disloyal magnates—especially Adalard, Hugo, and Berengar,
but also to some extent Robert and Odo—were really responsible for the
emergency of 866 has been shown suprae, pp. 65-71. For the general aims
and policy of the West Frankish nobility in the time of Charles the Bald,
see infra, pp. 114-15 and nn. 20, 21. On the Germanic principle that a free-
man could not be taxed, see the references cited supra, n. 81, and cf. infra,
chap. xvii and n. 58.

105 That this assumption had been made is evident from the fact that
the taxes required of the freemen for this Danegeld were disguised under
the name of heribanni.
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sion that whatever else it might be, it was not really taxation.
Moreover, it must not be forgotten that Charles had levied the
Danegeld on holdings of dependent condition: mansi, accole, and
hospitia; not only those included within the royal domain but
all such holdings throughout the realm. But, as we have seen,
the king had no direct authority, financial or otherwise, over
the unfree occupants of these holdings, unless they were attached
to the royal domain.'*® Outside the royal domain the king and
his officials entered into direct relations only with seigniors
and freemen, not with the unfree population. The king had,
in other words, no right to tax either the seigniors or their
dependents. Obviously, therefore, the Danegeld would not in
either of these cases have been legal if it had been levied in
theory as a tax; and it has been shown above that illegal tax-
ation would for various reasons have been practically impossi-
ble. Accordingly there remains but one alternative: the neces-
sary basis of the Danegeld assessments levied on the dependent
holdings must have been the king’s right to demand military
service from the seigniors; a right to which Charles the Bald,
here as in the case of ordinary freemen, subjoined the corollary
that the king might, if he chose, exact a sum of money in lieu of
the actual service.'*

At this point it may be proper to discuss a certain problem
that arises in connection with the levy of the Danegeld on de-
pendent holdings. The fact that the seigniors were, by the time
of Charlemagne, in the habit of collecting certain annual war
taxes (hostilitium, carnaticum) from the tenants of their de-
pendent mansi, has already been referred to.?** In theory, the
proceeds of these taxes were to be used by the seigniors to meet
their military obligations to the king. But though the peasants
were required to pay the tax each year, the seigniors rendered

106 Cf. supra, nn. 65, 67, 91, 92.

107 It may be added that this theory is not invalidated by the fact that
in certain cases—they are comparatively rare—exemption from military
service had been granted by charters of immunity (Sée, op. cit., 21 ff.;
Brunner, op. cit., 1I, 294 f£.); for such immunity did not apply when a
levée en masse was necessary to resist foreign invasion (Guérard, op. cit,,
676; Prou, op. cit., 323; Prenzel, op. cit., 46 ff.; cf. Walitz, op. cit, IV, 315,
317, n. 3, 574, 576; on the origins of the levées en masse see Flach, Les orig.
de Vanc. France, 1, 317-18; and cf. infre, n. 129). In an emergency such as
that produced by the Viking invasion of 866 Charles had the right to call on
allsgeiigniors for either military service or a money equivalent (cf. supra,
n. .

108 See supra, p. 78.
Dancgeléi. 6.
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military service only when called upon to do so by the mon-
arch;'® and they were called upon much less frequently by
Charles the Bald than they had been by Charlemagne.”* It
might therefore be conjectured, especially if the Danegeld was
in law a substitute for military service, that the seigniors on
this occasion were expected when they paid their respective
quotas toward the Danegeld, simply to apply to this purpose a
certain portion of the proceeds of the annual war taxes. But
did they in fact take their quotas of the Danegeld from this
regular source of income; or did they raise the Danegeld by
levying on the peasant holdings an additional burden, distinct
and separate from the annual war taxes?

The correct answers to these questions may be easily con-
jectured by anyone at all familiar with the character and meth-
ods of seigneurial exploitation. A sentence of M. Sée!'! is so
much to the point here that it deserves to be quoted: “Et tel
est 'un des traits caractéristiques du régime domanial: il n’est
aucune taxe, méme d’ordre public, qui ne retombe tout entiére
sur les classes inférieures.” If the seigniors had applied the
proceeds from the annual war taxes toward the Danegeld, the
latter exaction would not have been felt at all by the peasants;
they would have paid their lords no more in a year when Dane-
geld was levied than they did any other year. In that case the
bulk of the Danegeld would have been paid by the seigniors out
of what they were now inclined to regard as their private
resources.'’? Such, of course, was not the case. The evident
willingness of the seigniors to aid the crown in raising the Dane-
geld, the fact that on many occasions they preferred buying off
the Vikings to fighting them,''* are sure indications that the
burden of the Danegeld fell on other shoulders than those of
the great landholders. But we need not rely on mere indica-
tions; for we have the direct evidence of Hincmar that the
peasant population had in many cases been reduced to penury in
consequence of the numerous exactions of Danegeld during the
reign of Charles the Bald. Indeed it would appear that the
peasantry, so far from escaping the burden of the tribute, prob-

109 Roth, op. cit., 411 and n. 100; Brunner, op. cit.,, II, 212.
110 See supra, n. 100.

111 Op. cit., 92.

112 Ibid., 92-93, 116.

113 See supra, pp. 33, 41-42; cf. infra, chap. vi.
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ably had to bear its heaviest load.* The annual war taxes
were levied, as a rule, only on mansi tngenuiles. But for the
Danegeld of 866 all dependent mansi, the serviles as well as the
ingenuiles, were taxed; and even the smallest, or least profitable
holdings — accolae and hospitia — did not escape.’*® It is clear,
therefore, that the Danegeld was levied on a large number of
holdings which were as a rule exempt from the ordinary war
‘taxes, viz., most of the mansi serviles, ahd all accolae and hos-
pitia. On the other hand, it must be assumed that tenants of
mansi ingenuiles and, in some cases, of manst serviles were re-
quired to contribute toward the Danegeld in addition to paying
the annual war taxes.!'” If the contrary had been the case, they
would have escaped those serious hardships in which we know
they were involved as a consequence of the Danegeld.!®

The seigniors, accordingly, had contributed little if anything
out of their private resources to meet the first assessment for
the Danegeld of 866.'*® This fact is of considerable importance
in helping us to understand why it was easier for Charles the
Bald to raise a Dangeld and buy off the Vikings than to raise
an army and defeat them.'?° But it is not the whole truth. There
were also other reasons why the seigniors did not in the main
or as a rule object to raising the Danegeld. For them the Dane-

114 This is indicated by Hincmar in a letter written to Louis the Stam-
merer shortly after the exaction of the Danegeld of 877 (Migne, Patr. Lat.,
CXXV, 987): “qualiter . . . miser iste populus, qui jam per plures annos
depraedationes diversas et continuas, et per exactiones ad Nortmannos re-
pellendos affligitur, aliquod remedium habeat, . . . ut virtutem nobis Deus
reddat contra paganos: quia usque modo jam ante plures annos locum in
isto regno defensio non habuit, sed redemptio et tributum, et non solum
pPauperes homines, sed et Ecclesias quondam divites jam evacuatas habent.”
Charles the Bald also refers to the burdensomeness of the Danegeld for the
poorer classes in the Constitutio Carisiacensis de moneta of 861 (M.G.H., LL.
Sectio II, t. ii, 301): “volumus, quia . . . consideratio misericors . . . in hac
commendatione nostra est necessaria propter paupertatem hominum, quia
necesse fuit in istis temporibus coniectum de illis accipere et ad navium
compositionem et in Nortmannorum causa pro regni . . . salvamento.” The
remainder of this capitulary shows that in referring to the ‘“poverty of
men,” Charles was thinking not only of freemen but also of coloni and
servi. Cf. supra, chap. iii, n. 75.

115 In certain exceptional cases they were exacted on mansi serviles. Cf.
supra, n. 98.

116 Cf. supra, n. 67.

117 Cf. Flach, op. cit.,, I, 322.

118 Cf. supra, n. 114,
119 The seigniors ought of course to have furnished a heerbann for them-

selves out of their demesnial resources (cf. supre, nn. 64, 68); but if M.
Sée’s view (see the quotation on the preceding page) is correct, it would
seem to follow that even this burden was shifted on the peasantry.

120 Cf. supra, n. 113.
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geld meant not merely a saving of the expense that participation
in a military expedition would have involved; it meant also an
actual augmentation of their financial resources and the estab-
lishment of a precedent of great value in connection with their

exploitation of the peasants.

We have already seen how the seigniors might enrich them-
selves by requiring their subjects to pay the Danegeld in locally
coined money.’?* It does not seem probable that the seigniors
and their ministeriales would have gone to the trouble of collect-
ing the Danegeld, unless there had been some prospect of re-
muneration for the service thus rendered.’> Though the royal
assessment called for a specific tax from each of the various
kinds of dependent holdings, it is very unlikely that the exact
amount indicated, no more and no less, was collected in each
case.’?® It is much more likely that the purpose of the assess-

121 See supra, chap. iii, n. 62.

122 We know that the ministeriales received a certain percentage of the
apnual war taxes (hostilitium, carnaticum) which they collected from the
tenants of the mansi (Guérard, op. cit., 668 and n. 1; Sée op. cit., 123-24).
We also know that when the count collected the heribannus in his county
he was permitted to retain one-third of the proceeds thérefrom (Waitz
op. cit., 1V, 578; Flach, op. cit,, I, 321, n. 3). It therefore seems probable
that the ministeriales likewise retained a portion of the Danegeld for their
own profit.

123 This view is based on a study of how the hostilitium and carnaticum
were raised. According to Guérard (op. cit, 673-74). these annual war
taxes were not paid directly by each tenant to the abbey of St. Germain.
On the contrary, they were estimated for each fisc in what may be called
lump sums—either in money or in kind—which were paid to the abbey by
its ministeriales. Allowance was made for some variation in the amount
and value of these lump sums, a variation which must have been due not
only to fluctuations in the prices of oxen, etc., but also to changes occurring
from time to time in the situation of the individual tax-payer; sometimes
he was able to pay in kind, sometimes in money; one year he could pay
more, another year less. It was for the ministeriales to adjust these mat-
ters as best they could, but meanwhile see to it that the abbey received
approximately what was due from each fisc. An arrangement such as this
could hardly have failed to develop numerous irregularities in the collection
of the annual war taxes (cf. Waitz, op. cit, IV, 625 and n. 3); and these
irregularities were probably .increased rather than decreased by reason of
the fact that many mansi supported more than one family of peasants.
(Guérard, op. cit., II, 897). I am inclined to think that there were more
irregularities in the collection of the Danegeld than in that of the hostilitium
and the carnaticum. The amount of these latter had been proportioned, more
or less, to the value or yield of each individual mansus, and doubtless there
were difficulties in the way of collecting more from any mansus than its
tenants were accustomed to pay (ibid., 658-59). But in the exaction of the
Danegeld there was no custom which might help secure equity. In theory,
it is true, the Danegeld had been assessed at one and the same figure for all
mansi ingenuiles, and at another, theoretically invariable figure for all
mansi serviles, etc. But the following considerations lead me to believe
that, in practice, varying amounts of Danegeld were exacted from tenants
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ment was merely to furnish a basis for estimating the proper
contribution of eac¢h of the several seigniors, and that the latter
were free to raise the amounts required of them more or less
as they saw fit.»* However that may have been, we shall not
err in assuming that some arbitrariness and some abuses were
bound to develop in connection with each levy of the Dane-
geld, and that the purpose as well as the result of such abuses
was the enrichment of the seigniors.'?s

In the development of seigneurial exploitation, therefore, the
Danegeld must have been a factor of more than negligible im-
portance. The royal authority had imposed on the seigniors an
obligation to furnish a certain quota of the tribute money de-
manded by the Vikings. That obligation could readily have
been interpreted as conferring upon the seigniors a more or less
general legal right to levy extraordinary contributions on their
unfree dependents in times of emergency. And it is easy to see
how the seigniors and their agents by the adroit application
of such a theory may in many cases have succeeded in giving
a color of legality to what in fact were arbitrary and unjust
exactions; how precedents established in connection with the
levy of the Danegeld may have aided and perhaps accelerated
the development of the legal principle, so well known in feudal
times, that the unfree peasants were taillables & merci.*?®

of the same kind of mansi: (1) mansi of the same class were not always of
the same value even in the time of Charlemagne (ibid., 601), and by the
time of Charles the Bald the differences in value had been much increased
(idbid., 602-3); (2) the redevances due from mansi of the same class differed
considerably in quantity and nature (ibid., 659, 672 ff.); (3) mansi of one
class were in some cases burdened with the kind of redevances ordinarily
due from mansi of another class (ibid., 659; (4) for these reasons and for
others of a more temporary nature, the ability of tenants of the same kind
of mansi to pay Danegeld must have been very unequal, and, therefore,
(5) the ministeriales obviously found it necessary, as well as profitable, to
adopt the method of exacting in each case the largest amount obtainable.
This view as regards the manner in which the Danegeld was exacted from
the peasant population, appears to me to be in harmony with what is known
about the collection of the annual war taxes and about the general situation
and;ircumstances of the tenants on the dependent holdings. Cf. Roth,
op. cit., 410. .

124 On this basis one might hazard the conjecture that the seigniors com-
pelled every one of their dependents who had any kind of resources on
which he might draw, to contribute toward the Danegeld; in other words,
that the Danegeld was exacted not only from those dependents who occupied
holdings in land—mansi, accolae, hospitia—but also for example from arti-
sans, who may not in all cases have been tenants of even small plots of
land, but whose labors in the crafts or otherwise must have yielded some
measure of resources.

125 Cf. supra, n. 114.

126 Luchaire, Manuel des institutions francaises, période des Capétiens
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It now remains to be determined whether the Danegeld con-
tributions required of merchants and priests were, like those
of freemen and seigniors, exacted on the theory that they were
substitutes for military service. As regards the merchants, it
is at least questionable whether they were in general obliged to
render personal military service; it appears more probable that
they were required to contribute toward military expeditions
in some other way, perhaps by payments of money.’?” But what
reason is there to suppose, as between these regular payments
of the merchants and their contributions to the Danegeld, a
difference of legal basis? On the contrary, there is every reason
to believe that since the two exactions were in both cases made
necessary by war, they were also in both cases legalized on the
ground that they were substitutes for military service.

The priests, it is true, had been exempt from personal military
service, at least since the middle of the eighth century.’?
Whether the predecessors of Charles the Bald had ever required
them to contribute in any way toward the expenses of war,
cannot be determined from the sources at our disposal. But
after Charles the Bald!?® had introduced the principle that in
the case of a mnecessitas, or lantweri — i. e. in a time of great
national danger, as when the country was invaded by a foreign
army'?® — all men without any exception were liable to military

directs, 206-7, 309, 336; cf. Flach, op. cit., I, 342-43; Viollet, op. cit., 1I,
449-50.

127 Baldamus, op. cit.,, 40-60. The merchants of the Carolingian period
were under the special protection of the king, and in return for this protec-
tion they were required annually or biennially to pay over to the royal treas-
ury a certain percentage of their profits; but the latter payments, it should
be noted, were probably distinct from the war contributions (Waitz, op. cit.,
IV, 44-45, 586 and n. 4). Fustel de Coulanges (op. cit.,, 510, 518) holds that
the merchants were not exempt from military service. He bases his opinion
on a capitulary requiring freemen who had property in movables, but not in
land, to render their share of military service (cf. Waitz, op. cit., IV, 560
ff.) But this general rule need not necessarily have applied to merchants.
The latter were certainly excused by Louis the Piows from scara service
and from paying he