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JENS SCHNEIDER, Auf der Suche nach dem verlorenen Reich: Loth ar in -
gien im 9. und 10. Jahrhundert, Publications du Centre Luxem bour -
geois de Documentation et d’Études Médiévales, 30 (Cologne: Böh -
lau, 2010), 671 pp. ISBN 978 3 412 20401 3. €69.90

Jens Schneider’s poetically titled book, Auf der Suche nach dem verlo -
renen Reich (‘In Search of the Lost Kingdom’), marks an important
con tribution to the study of Lotharingia in the Carolingian and im -
mediately post-Carolingian period. The book began its life as a Ph.D.
dissertation at the University of Paderborn under the direction of Jörg
Jarnut. Lotharingia has long attracted interest from historians in both
France and Germany and, as one might expect of a dissertation joint-
ly supervised by Régine Le Jan, Schneider has integrated his work
thoroughly within the historiographical traditions of both nations.

Schneider’s main aim is to examine what constituted Lotharingia
in the years between 855 and 959. He begins with a brief overview of
historiography on the topic before moving on to contextualize his
own study within work on space (Raum) and identity in the earlier
Middle Ages. Schneider rightly contests that earlier scholarship often
took a rather simplistic view of these phenomena, presuming both
space and identity to be independent entities. Schneider’s approach,
however, inspired by the ‘Vienna school’ of ethnogenesis theory and
the ‘spatial turn’, is to treat both of these as malleable social con-
structs. In doing so, Schneider does not seek to deny that external fac-
tors, such as geography, might play a part, but he wishes to empha-
size that identities and spatial awareness are not to be taken for
granted: they are actively generated by the interaction of humans
with their environment. The straw man through much of this argu-
ment is Thomas Bauer, whose 1997 book argued that a distinctive
Lotharingian identity can be discerned as early as the ninth century
and traced from there into the High Middle Ages.1 As Schneider
points out, Bauer never outlined what he understood as constituting
a ‘historical region’ (historischer Raum) and, as such, his arguments
are dangerously circular, identifying the historical region of Loth -
aringia on the basis of his findings, rather than a previous definition
of the phenomenon. Schneider, in contrast, builds his analysis on
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recent discussions of space, both practical and theoretical, calling
par ticularly on Frank Göttmann’s criteria for a distinctive historical
region: nature and environment; population; society; behaviour and
mentality; economy; and politics and constitution.

For practical reasons Schneider begins his analysis with issues of
politics and constitution, turning his attention first to the borders of
the regnum Hlotharii, as defined first in 843 and then again in 855.
Schneider argues that the middle kingdom did not encompass most
of Frisia in either of these divisions, building here on work by Kaj van
Vliet. In general, Schneider produces a clear and detailed picture of
the kingdom’s borders, emphasizing that modern lineal precision is
not to be expected. The modifications of the Lotharingian borders in
the years following 855 are then discussed, with particular detail on
the problematic regions of Burgundy and Alsace. Through out,
Schneider takes an admirably pragmatic approach, point ing out that
modern precision is not to be anticipated for early medieval borders,
which were likely to be fluid and fluctuating, though not necessarily
un- or ill-defined. Although natural boundaries defined some of the
kingdom’s borders, these were by no means decisive. Likewise, nei-
ther diocesan divisions nor linguistic frontiers seem to have had a
substantial influence on the borders. Indeed, Schneider concludes
that the most important factor throughout these divisions was the
interests of the landed aristocracy.

Schneider then turns his attention to other traditional constitu-
tional aspects of the regnum Hlotharii. He notes first of all that
Lotharingia was a kingdom with its own ruler for only very brief
spells during this period: between 855 and 869, under Lothar II, and
then again between 895 and 900, under Zwentibold. Most of the time,
however, the kingdom was either divided between or fully incorpo-
rated into its more powerful neighbours to the east and west.
Although incorporation into a larger kingdom need not in and of
itself mean that all local identity is lost (the regnum Italicum famous-
ly remained distinct despite centuries of German dominance in the
High Middle Ages), Schneider points out that there is strikingly little
evidence for a distinctive tradition of Lotharingian kingship. In -
dicative of this is the absence of evidence for local election and coro-
nation—it would seem that Lotharingia was generally treated simply
as a part of a larger kingdom, rather than as a distinctive entity to
which one acceded separately. Building on the work of Hans-Werner

40

Book Reviews



Goetz,2 Schneider further contests that there was no regionally
defined duchy (ducatus) of Lotharingia and that the title dux, used
sporadically for leading local magnates, did not define a specific
office so much as indicate particular royal favour (it was essentially
an Ehrentitel). As such, the style says more about the good relations
an individual enjoyed with the king than about institutional govern-
ment on the ground.

Briefer sections are dedicated to Lotharingia’s environment, natu-
ral landscape, and population. In the first of these Schneider depends
heavily on reference works and more specific geographical studies,
but the results remain important for the overall picture he paints. He
points out that Lotharingia as a region was characterized by variety,
not unity, when it came to its natural environment and landscape,
and that its borders took little account of climatic or environmental
differences. As Schneider moves on to the issue of population, he
faces the challenge that we do not have any accurate means of meas-
uring population density in the earlier Middle Ages. He therefore
opts for the innovative—but by no means unquestionable—approach
of reading religious foundations as barometers of settlement. These
suggest a rough north–south divide, with the south being more heav-
ily populated and based more firmly around urban centres. What is
essential, however, is that the picture is by no means uniform; again
it would seem that variety was characteristic of the region.

As Schneider comes to discuss the region’s society, he emphasizes
once more that space is ultimately a social phenomenon. Here, how-
ever, it is notable that the borders of pagi and dioceses do not closely
follow those of the Lotharingian kingdom, which makes it unlikely
that these were a source of societal unity. More might be said about
the use of forests, Schneider comments, since the region seems to
have been particularly known for offering good hunting. Never the -
less, whilst the hunt was an important part of elite society and
Lotharingia may have been particularly well suited for it, Schneider
convincingly argues that the social role of forests was probably little
different from that in the neighbouring East and West Frankish king-
doms. A rough north–south divide emerges from the examination of
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charters and central places, though even within these respective
regions there is little reason to assume true social unity. In this res -
pect, the picture seems to be of a society somewhere between what
we observe further to the east and west, which is hardly surprising
given Lotharingia’s central geographical placement.

As Schneider turns to the issue of behaviour and mentality, he
again runs up against the difficulty of quantifying these in an early
medieval context. He therefore opts to approach the topic from two
angles. First, he investigates the cult of saints as a potential indicator
of mentalities, since previous work (in particular by Bauer) treated
the patron saints attested within the region as an important sign of
unity. Schneider argues, however, that Bauer too often relied on
patron saints first attested in the High Middle Ages, presuming that
the origins of their cults lay much earlier. Restricting himself only to
those patron saints securely attested before 959, however, Schneider
comes to very different conclusions: no distinctive Lotharingian ten-
dencies can be seen, though again there are hints of a north–south
divide. Secondly, Schneider takes into account later Jewish traditions
about the region of ‘Lotir’. These are first attested in the High Middle
Ages, but have been taken as evidence of a Lotharingian identity and
the close affiliation of Jewish communities with the region as early as
the ninth century. However, as Schneider points out, the name Lotir
does not necessarily date from the earliest period of Lotharingia—as
the modern name itself testifies, the memory of Lothar long outlived
his brief reign in the region. Moreover, the term Lotir does not seem
to have been used for the entire kingdom of 855. As such, it provides
little evidence for a pan-Lotharingian identity in the ninth or early
tenth centuries.

Finally, Schneider turns his attention to his final criterion: the
economy. Here, too, diversity seems to be the order of the day, with
a general north–south divide being visible. The southern regions
were agriculturally richer and saw considerably more continuity
with the Late Antique period, which meant that the old provincial
civitates played a more active role in economic life. The only real indi-
cation of coherence within the region comes from the main routes of
travel, which enabled easy communication both north–south and
east–west. However, Lotharingia was also well connected to both the
West and East Frankish kingdoms, so this alone is unlikely to have
fostered a distinctive local identity.
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To conclude this detailed first section, Schneider returns to the
spatial turn, arguing that according to such an understanding of
space there is little reason to treat Lotharingia as a distinct region in
this period. Given this, it is hardly surprising that we have few indi-
cations of a gentile ‘Lotharingian’ conception of the region, with most
references to the ‘Lotharingians’ as such coming from later periods.

The second section of Schneider’s study takes a rather different
tack, attempting to approach the topic from the angle of contempo-
rary vernacular literature. This material has been surprisingly little
discussed in recent work on the development of national identities in
the Early Middle Ages and Schneider’s discussion is therefore most
welcome. Schneider chooses to focus on the two works in which one
might most anticipate some sense of Lotharingian identity finding
expression, were it present: Otfrid of Weissenburg’s Evangelienbuch
and the Ludwigslied.

Beginning with the first of these, Schneider must admit that
Weissenburg, where Otrid wrote his Evagelienbuch, was probably
part of Louis the German’s East Frankish kingdom from the start and
therefore not technically part of Lotharingia. However, since Otfrid
himself may have hailed from what was to become the middle king-
dom, Schneider still sees every reason to investigate his work further.
Although written in the vernacular, Otfrid’s Evangelienbuch gives
remarkably little indication that it was designed to foster some kind
of ‘national’ or ‘gentile’ identity. When such an identity is ex pres sed
at all, it tends to be a pan-Frankish, rather than peculiarly East (or
Middle) Frankish. This fits well with the other evidence for vernacu-
lar text production around Louis the German’s court, which
Schneider convincingly argues had educational rather than ‘national’
aims: the vernacular was used to reach a broader audience, not to fos-
ter a sense of unity. 

The second text Schneider considers, the Ludwigslied, might super-
ficially seem to offer more evidence for distinctive identities. Here,
however, the great mystery is why a poem would have been written
in the (Rhine-)Frankish vernacular in praise of a West Frankish ruler.
Although scholars have taken this as an indication of the bilingual-
ism of Louis III’s court, Schneider argues that this, in fact, points
towards an audience primarily in Lotharingia or East Frankia. In par-
ticular, he suggests that the poem is best understood within the con-
text of Charles the Fat’s succession plans in the early 880s. It has long
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been known that Charles attempted to adopt Carloman II in these
years; however, as Schneider points out, the earliest evidence for
such plans (a letter—or possibly two letters—by Hincmar of Rheims),
may suggest that the original idea was to adopt both Louis the
Stammerer and Carloman. In this light, a praise poem in the Frankish
dialect may well have been designed to make Louis’s potential acces-
sion more attractive in Lotharingia. This fits well with the content of
the poem itself, which depicts Louis as a successful defender against
the viking threat at a time when this was felt particularly acutely in
Lotharingia. As Schneider admits, such a theory must remain specu-
lative, but it provides interesting food for thought for future scholars.

On the whole, Schneider’s arguments are forcefully and convinc-
ingly made and his command of the secondary literature, particular-
ly in French and German, is impressive (though an atypical oversight
seems to be Simon Coupland’s important work on viking activity in
the ninth century, which is unmentioned throughout the book). Al -
though aspects of his arguments will come as little surprise to those
acquainted with the modern work of Matthias Becher and others on
the emergence of distinctive regional identities within the duchies
and principalities of the ninth and tenth centuries, it is fair to say that
Lotharingia has yet to be subjected to such detailed scrutiny, and the
results remain most informative.3 However, this is not to say that
there are no points on which Schneider’s arguments might be ques-
tioned. It is by no means clear that Schneider’s arguments against a
distinctive Lotharingian ‘gentile’ identity in these years must pre-
clude the existence of a more general ‘regnal’ identity of some
description (to use Susan Reynolds’s terms). Indeed, Schneider him-
self admits in his conclusions that at least in the 850s and 860s the
Lotharingian episcopate stood firmly behind Lothar II, hinting at
such an identity (pp. 454–5). Moreover, when in 911 and again c.925
the region passed from the East to the West Frankish kingdom and
then back again, it is notable that it did so as an entity and was not
sub-divided. Some of Schneider’s finer points might also be queried.
The present reviewer, who is an Anglo-Saxonist by training, was sur-
prised to be informed that proprietary churches were a largely conti-
nental phenomenon and that the early medieval English nobility
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made little use of them in their familial strategies (p. 54). Likewise, he
was not entirely convinced by the idea that population density might
be discerned on the basis of ecclesiastical foundations alone (pp.
156–66).

Still, it would be wrong to end this review on a negative note: this
book is both challenging and engaging, and if, at times, it raises more
questions than it answers, it should be all the more commended for
this fact. Schneider’s book is well researched, well presented, and
thoroughly argued; it is a must-read not only for those working on
Lotharingia, but also for anyone interested in space and identities in
the earlier Middle Ages.

LEVI ROACH is a Junior Research Fellow at St John’s College, Cam -
bridge, where he is working on a detailed study of apocalyptic and
penitential discourses at the courts of Æthelred ‘the Unready’ and
Otto III. He has recently completed a Ph.D. dissertation on royal
assemblies in England, 871–978.
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GILES CONSTABLE, Crusaders and Crusading in the Twelfth Century
(Farnham: Ashgate, 2008), xi + 371 pp. ISBN 978 0 7546 6523 6. £65.00

This collection of thirteen studies by Giles Constable is very wel-
come. Many, such as ‘The Second Crusade as Seen by Contempor -
aries’ (first pub. 1952), for example, have been widely read since their
first publication and have deeply influenced crusade studies. Most of
the essays have been revised and the documentation enhanced with-
out any suggestion that the articles were written at a later date, as
Constable explains in the introduction. New sections, however, have
been added, among them two appendices on the names and num-
bering of the crusades. Further sources have been brought into the
discussion and translated for the volume. Two essays are published
here for the first time. The volume therefore represents the sum of
Constable’s studies on the twelfth-century crusades.

The essays are arranged in a partly systematic, partly chronologi-
cal order. The collection opens with two general essays on historiog-
raphy and symbols (‘Historiography of the Crusades’; ‘The Cross of
the Crusaders’). These are followed by essays which focus on social
history (‘The Financing of the Crusades’; ‘Medieval Charters as a
Source for the History of the Crusades’; ‘The Place of the Crusader in
Medieval Society’; ‘The Military Orders’). The remaining seven
essays are devoted to specific events, individuals, or topics concern-
ing the twelfth-century crusades, starting with three studies of the
First Crusade and early crusading (‘Cluny and the First Crusade’;
‘Early Crusading in Eastern Germany: The Magdeburg Charter of
1107/08’; ‘The Three Lives of Odo Arpinus: Viscount of Bourges,
Crusader, Monk of Cluny’), followed by three on the Second Crusade
and crusading in the middle of the twelfth century (‘The Second
Crusade as Seen by Contemporaries’; ‘Two Notes on the Anglo-
Flemish Crusaders of 1147–8’; ‘The Crusading Project of 1150’). An
essay on the Fourth Crusade concludes the volume. The two appen-
dices on the names and the numbering of the crusades serve as sum-
maries and present Constable’s current position on the phenomenon
of the crusades in general. Constable does not, however, provide a
general conclusion summing up his methodological experiences and
their results. The essays presented here therefore stand for them-
selves and are to be read as separate contributions. Some common
features and general results concerning the history of the crusades




