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This book started life as a Magisterarbeit submitted in the Wintersemester of 2005/2006 in the 

University of Bonn, and is an offshoot of the author’s collaboration on the massive project to edit the 

corpus of Louis the Pious’s charters. It is a timely contribution to the growing scholarly interest in the 

complexities of the reign of Louis the Pious. This has manifested itself in work of fundamental 

importance for documenting the events of his reign, his government and his political decisions, such 

as Philippe Depreux’s invaluable »Prosopographie de l’entourage de Louis le Pieux«, the work of 

Gerhard Schmitz and the late Klaus Zechiel-Eckes on the legal collections, and new interpretative 

essays, not least Christina Possel’s studies of Louis’ capitularies and assemblies and Mayke de Jong’s 

»The Penitential State. Authority and Atonement in the Age of Louis the Pious, 814–840« (Cambridge 

2009). To these might be added the wealth of new studies on many aspects of Carolingian 

historiographical and biographical writing. On assemblies too, there is a growing volume of work, not 

only in relation to the actual meeting places in relation to topographies of power, but also on the 

practical and symbolic resonances of the meetings themselves. 

Assemblies in the Carolingian world generally functioned as a forum for the ruler’s relations with the 

political community. They were obvious occasions for newsgathering and the exchange of information 

and thus an essential element in the communications network on which Carolingian government 

depended. Yet the particularities of the assemblies, their social and political dynamics, the negotiation 

of power, and the symbolic communication which formed an essential element of these meetings, as 

well as their precise role on specific matters in relation to individual Carolingian rulers are much more 

difficult to establish from the hints and bald notes to be found in so many of the sources. Even 

questions of who attended, how assemblies might be differentiated, their links with legislative activity, 

and their association (or lack thereof) with military campaigns, are a necessary focus of attention even 

if the answers in many cases remain speculative. 

A century ago, Erich Seyfarth attempted to distinguish between the different types of assembly he 

could discern in the sources for the reigns of Charlemagne and Louis the Pious. What his study 

highlighted, as does Daniel Eichler’s on Louis’s assemblies alone, is how necessary it is to address 

each Carolingian ruler afresh, rather than making easy but erroneous assumptions that the function 

and orchestration of assemblies remained unchanged throughout the Carolingian period, or that 

Hincmar’s famous description in the »De ordine palatii« offers a reliable template for all Carolingian 

communication between the ruler and his magnates. Eichler is right to query, therefore, whether an 

assembly worked in the same way for every king, let alone on every occasion. He sets out the 
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understanding about assemblies so far in an admirably clear and methodical manner. He indicates the 

possible distinctions between types of assembly and also considers what actually happened at an 

assembly. As he points out, this could include a great range of discussions, private as well as public, 

and provide a forum for marriage, baptisms, diplomatic encounters, acts of homage and submission, 

and the like. Major decisions might or might not be the outcome. Eichler rightly challenges the 

traditional but misleading notion of »Reichsversammlung« and reflects on the degree to which the 

assembly enjoyed any institutional underpinning. Eichler emphasises instead the flexibility of the 

assembly as an administrative instrument. In the nature of things it was not possible for Daniel Eichler 

to take account of all the new developments in scholarship on Carolingian government, for some of it 

was being published while his book was in the press and much also has since appeared. Even so, his 

study serves usefully to highlight a crucial aspect of Carolingian government that is bound to remains 

a focus of scholarly attention for some time to come. 
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